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Diffusing Wave Spectroscopy (DWS) is an extension of standard dynamic light scattering (DLS), applied to
soft materials that are turbid or opaque. The propagation of light is modeled using light diffusion, character-
ized by a light diffusion coefficient that depends on the transport mean free path ℓ∗ of the medium. DWS is
highly sensitive to small particle displacements or other local fluctuations in the scattering properties and can
probe subnanometer displacements. Analyzing the motion of beads in a viscoelastic matrix, known as one-
bead microrheology, is one of the most common applications of DWS. Despite significant advancements since
its invention in 1987, including two-cell and multi-speckle DWS, challenges such as merging single and multi-
speckle data and limited accuracy for short correlation times persist. Here, we address these issues by improving
the two-cell Echo DWS scheme. We propose a calibration-free method to blend and merge Echo and two-cell
DWS data and demonstrate the use of regularized inversion algorithms to enhance data quality at very short
times. Building on this, we introduce stable corrections for bead and fluid inertia, significantly improving the
quality of microrheology data at high frequencies.

I. INTRODUCTION

Diffusing Wave Spectroscopy (DWS) is a standard light
scattering technique used to study the dynamics of colloids,
colloid-polymer mixtures, surfactant solutions and other soft
matter systems that display interesting complex relaxation dy-
namics [1–13]. Introduced in 1987 [14, 15] DWS is an ex-
tension of the standard dynamic light scattering (DLS) ap-
proach [16]. In contrast to DLS it is applied to materials that
are turbid or opaque. In such materials, light is not scattered
only once, as is the case in DLS, but multiple times. The prop-
agation of light is often modeled using light diffusion char-
acterized by a light diffusion coefficient that depends on the
transport mean free path ℓ∗ of the medium. Coherent light
becomes dephased due to the motion of the scatterers in the
medium [17–19], which can be quantified by analyzing the
Intensity time auto-Correlation Function (ICF) of scattered
light, analogous to the case of DLS.

DWS is commonly applied to samples such as dense sus-
pensions and emulsions [11, 12, 20–24]. Alternatively, it can
be applied to transparent samples by adding tracer beads that
sense the dynamic environment of the medium [5, 7, 13, 22,
25–29]. The advantage of DWS over DLS is that it can be
applied to turbid media that are not accessible to classical
DLS due to dominant multiple light scattering [30]. Addition-
ally, DWS is highly sensitive to small particle displacements
or other local fluctuations of the scattering properties. DWS
can probe subnanometer displacements, as demonstrated by
Weitz et. al. in 1989 shortly after the method was intro-
duced [31]. The high sensitivity of DWS is especially use-
ful when tracer beads are embedded in a viscoelastic medium
of interest. DWS can measure viscoelastic solids with elastic
moduli up to 100 kPa or more [32] and can study relaxations
on microsecond timescales, such as Rouse-Zimm and bending
modes of polymer dynamics [6, 7, 33].

Analyzing the motion of beads in a viscoelastic matrix is
known as (single) bead microrheology [5, 26, 28], which is
one of the most common applications of DWS. Pioneering
work by Mason, Weitz, and others showed that the mean

squared displacements of the beads < ∆⃗r2(t) > can be di-
rectly converted into the linear viscoelastic spectrum, or com-
plex modulus G∗(ω) = G′(ω) + iG′′(ω), of the materials if
the bead radius is known [25, 34, 35]. DWS provides ac-
cess to this information from the sub-microsecond scale to
seconds and minutes, opening up opportunities in rheology
to study viscoelastic moduli over an enormous rage of fre-
quencies with a single measurement [7]. Several reviews of
the theory underlying the method, along with numerous ex-
amples of its applications, have been published. We refer the
reader to the literature for further details [1, 3–5, 13, 27, 28].

Since the invention of DWS in 1987, several substantial im-
provements to the method have been made. The original ap-
proach relied on taking time averages of the intensity correla-
tion function (ICF), which requires the sample to be in a liq-
uid state. Two-cell DWS, introduced in 2000 [36], and other
ensemble averaging approaches [37, 38] provided access to
short correlation times for solid, nonergodic systems. Multi-
speckle DWS, using either a camera or the Echo-scheme, was
introduced in the early 2000s and it provides access to longer
correlation times for highly viscous or viscoealstic solids such
as glasses and gels [39–44]. In 2017, an automated method
for determining the optical transport and absorption mean free
paths for absorbing and non-absorbing samples was devel-
oped [29]. These advancements have made it possible to ac-
cess the ICF over a range from typically 10 ns to tens of sec-
onds or more while keeping the measurement time on the or-
der of a few minutes. Only when studying even longer re-
laxation times does the measurement time need to be further
increased. Despite these significant advances, shortcomings
in the implementation of these methods can still lead to errors
or reduced data quality. Moreover, access to very short corre-
lation times is hindered by photon shot noise and the need to
normalize the ICF, which, in its current implementation, in-
troduces bias.

In the present work, we address these problems and propose
two substantial improvements to the implementation of the
two-cell Echo DWS measurement scheme, which is the most
common implementation of DWS. We present a calibration-
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free method to blend and merge the Echo and two-cell DWS
measurements. Additionally, we demonstrate that using an
unbiased fit to the intensity correlation function (ICF) at short
times using a regularized inversion algorithm such as CON-
TIN can substantially improve the quality of the data at very
short times. Based on this approach, we further demonstrate
that a full correction for the bead and fluid inertia can be ap-
plied in a stable manner, further enhancing the microrheology
data quality at short times.

II. METHOD

Conventional photon correlation spectroscopy (PCS), as
used in DLS or DWS, relies on time-averaging the photon
correlation function recorded by a single-photon detector and
processed using hardware electronic or software correlator
[16]. Echo-DWS employs a multi-speckle Echo detection
scheme to accurately measure slow relaxation dynamics, typ-
ically for times equal to or longer than a tenth of a sec-
ond. Multi-speckle DWS is achieved by illuminating a (e.g.
ground-glass) diffuser with a laser and then spinning or os-
cillating the glass at the desired frequency 1/τEcho [42, 44].
The modulated speckle beam is used to illuminate the sample
of interest. The resulting, properly ensemble averaged, echo
correlation function is combined with a two-cell DWS mea-
surement [17, 36, 41], where the ground glass is displaced
slowly to force the decay of the intensity autocorrelation func-
tion (ICF) of the sample on typical time scale τTC. These ap-
proaches ensure proper ensemble averaging, achieved by illu-
minating the sample with a larger number of different speckle
fields. Both measurements are then combined to obtain a
single ICF spanning correlation times from typically 12.5 ns
to ten seconds or more, covering an impressive nine orders
of magnitude in relaxation times. The method, as it is cur-
rently used, however suffers from two main limitations, both
of which we address here.

A. Blending and Merging the Two-Cell and Echo Signals

The shortest time accessible to Echo-DWS is determined by
the periodicity of the diffuser’s rotation or oscillation. Since
this requires mechanically oscillating or rotating an object
weighing a few grams with high precision, the minimum ac-
cessible echo time is currently limited to just under a tenth of a
second. Realizing somewhat shorter times is possible but the
procedure tends to be less stable and more prone to drift, or
it requires more complex and expensive equipment to provide
the required accuracy. In this study, we use an already elevated
frequency of 25 Hz, corresponding to the first echo located at
τEcho = 0.04 seconds. Commercial instrumentation, such as
the DWS RheoLab (LS Instruments, Switzerland), typically
operates with echo-correlation times starting at 0.1 or 0.2 sec-
onds.

To be able to merge the Echo-DWS and the two-cell DWS
intensity correlation functions, g2(t)− 1, the forced decay of
the latter must be set to a time similar to or larger than τEcho.

For comparison, in the original two-cell DWS study by Romer
et al. [36], the value of τTC was six times greater than the final
data point reported for g2(t)−1. Using the multiplication rule
proposed in ref. [17], the relation

gTC
2 (t)−1 =

(
g2(t)−1

)
×
(
g2nd

2 (t)−1
)

(1)

can be applied to the two-cell data. We note that, for clarity,
in this section, we ignore the influence of the experimental co-
herence factor, β and set it to one. By dividing the measured
gTC

2 (t)− 1 by g2nd
2 (t)− 1, one can recover the true intensity

correlation function g2(t)− 1, where g2nd
2 (t)− 1 is obtained

independently through a long calibration measurement on a
solid reference sample, such as a slab made from Teflon or
colloidal beads embedded in a solid epoxy matrix.

The maximum time to which the true intensity correlation
function can be extracted from TC-DWS reliably depends
on the accuracy of the division based on Eq. (1). Unfortu-
nately, the accuracy is often not very high, primarily due to the
limited time available for averaging during the recording of
gTC

2 (t)−1. In practice, the forced decay of gTC
2 (t)−1 exhibits

significant variations, and dividing by the reference sample
measurement, g2nd

2 (t)−1, frequently results in visible pertur-
bations of the ICF around τEcho. Moreover if two datasets
are joined at τEcho without substantial overlap, any deviation
of the experimental g2(t)− 1 from the properly ensemble-
averaged value leads to a noticeable kink in the final corre-
lation function used for further analysis, see also Fig. S1.
If a greater data overlap is to be achieved using the com-
mon method, the measurement time will have to be further
extended, which is again not practical.

Here, we propose an alternative approach based on divid-
ing the measured correlation function by the echo correlation
function. The latter is, up to a prefactor A, proportional to
the true correlation function. Furthermore, the echo-ensemble
average is generally accurate due to the large number of inde-
pendent realizations probed during a single echo interval [42].
Thus,

gTC
2 (t)−1

gEcho
2 (t)−1

= A
(
g2nd

2 (t)−1
)
= Ae−(t/τTC)

2
. (2)

Here, the decay due to the second term is modeled as an ex-
ponential function, e−(t/τTC)

2
. The (t/τTC)

2-term is attributed
to the unidirectional motion of the diffuser.

Using this procedure, we obtain an effective second-cell
decay characteristic of the measurement we carried out, re-
moving the need for a calibration sample. We extract A and
τTC from a fit to the data over e.g. six data points, and then
use τTC to correct gTC

2 (t)−1 and A to adjust the amplitude of
gEcho

2 (t)−1. Finally, we combine the data over the fitting re-
gion, and then append the remaining data points from the echo
measurement. This approach ensures a smooth crossover be-
tween the two measurements without any discontinuities.
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B. Analysis of the short-time correlation function decay
without bias

One of the key features of DWS is the ability to mea-
sure tiny displacements of particles or other local rearrange-
ments. DWS enables measurements of sub-diffusive motion
on nanometer length scales using visible light as a probe. In
DWS-based microrheology, relaxations on (sub-)microsecond
time scales correspond to frequencies in the viscoelastic spec-
tra of 106 rad/s and above, which no other laboratory tech-
nique can measure. Displacement of particles on these time
scales is sub-Brownian which means it is increasingly affected
by the finite inertia of the tracer particles or beads and the
surrounding fluid, which we will discuss in the next section.
First, we focus on the accurate measurement of short-time de-
cay.
DWS probes [k (L/ℓ∗)]2

〈
∆⃗r2(t)

〉
over a specific range deter-

mined by the measurement precision, where k = 2πn/λ is the
wavenumber of scattered light in the host medium with a re-
fractive index n. By increasing the optical density L/ℓ∗of the
sample—either by increasing the cell thickness L or by lower-
ing ℓ∗ through an increase in tracer bead concentration—one
can shift the window of accessible mean squared displace-
ments to smaller values (and shorter time scales). However,
this comes at the expense of reduced sensitivity to larger dis-
placements.

For t → 0 the ICF tends to a constant value of g2(0)−1= β

where β <∼ 1 denotes the coherence factor of the detection
fiber optics. In a typical DWS microrheology experiment, for
short relaxation times up to some ten or hundreds of microsec-
onds, the bead motion often leads to relatively minor decays
of the measured ICF, often only by a few per cent. Extracting〈
∆⃗r2(t)

〉
from these minor decays is strongly affected by the

accuracy with which one can determine β and by the signifi-
cant photon shot noise at short correlation lag times [45]. The
normalization to determine β is usually performed by extrapo-
lating the measured g2(t) to t = 0 using a linear or polynomial
fitting function. Once β is known, the normalized ICF is used
to determine e.g.

〈
∆⃗r2(t)

〉
. This standard procedure suffers

from two problems. First, the choice of the polynomial order
used for the fit, as well as the time interval used for fitting the
data, influences the exact value of β that is obtained, thereby
introducing bias. Here, it is important to note that, due to the
inertia of the beads and the fluid, the short-time dynamics are
rather complex even for simple colloidal suspensions in water,
and thus no simple temporal scaling for the actual

〈
∆⃗r2(t)

〉
can be assumed [20, 31, 46]. Second, since the raw ICF is
only divided by β but otherwise used as-is for further analysis,
the experimental noise is not removed. As a result, the data
fluctuates around the mean and sometimes even reaches val-
ues larger than one, which is unphysical and leads to invalid
data points for the bead mean squared displacement

〈
∆⃗r2(t)

〉
and further introduces bias. This, in turn, creates difficulties
in extracting the rheological information and performing the
inertia corrections discussed in the following section.

To overcome this problem we propose using an essentially
unbiased fit to the ICF at short times with a regularized inver-
sion algorithm such as the well known CONTIN algorithm,

which, as we show substantially improves the quality of the
data at very short times. The popular open-source CONTIN
algorithm by Provencher [47] inverts the following expression
for the field correlation function, expressed as a spectrum over
exponential decays

g1(t) =
∫

f (Γ)exp(−Γt)dΓ∫
f (Γ)dΓ

, (3)

where Γ denotes the decay rate. This approach was devel-
oped to model the normalized decay of a DLS field-correlation
function g1(t) of light singly scattered from a polydisperse
or multimodal suspension of colloidal particles undergoing
Brownian motion. The measured intensity correlation func-
tion (ICF) g2(t) is related to the field correlation function via
the Siegert relation: g2(t) = 1 + βg2

1(t)[16, 47]. Since the
inversion for incomplete and noisy data is ill-posed, the al-
gorithm employs certain regularization methods to obtain a
stable fit. Numerous works have discussed improvements to
the fit accuracy and stability, see Scotti et al. [48] and refer-
ences therein. In the present context, our aim is not to extract
or to analyse the relaxation spectrum f (Γ), but rather to use
this established method to obtain an unbiased (or at least much
less biased) fit to the experimental data. This fit removes ex-
perimental noise at short times, allows extrapolation to t = 0
to accurately determine β and the normalized ICF can subse-
quently be used for further processing.

C. One-bead microrheology with inertia corrections

The time relaxation of the intensity correlation function
(ICF) is determined by the motion of the beads and the light
scattering process. Precise analytical formulas have been de-
veloped to extract the bead mean square displacement (MSD)
from the measured DWS intensity autocorrelation functions in
transmission geometry. The measured mean square displace-
ment, in turn, is determined by the linear viscoelastic proper-
ties of the host medium and, at short times, also by the iner-
tia of the bead and the fluid. Particle interactions, convection
or flow, and phase separation can also influence the particle
motion, but these effects will not be discussed here [3, 13].
Ignoring such effects, the analysis procedure proceeds as fol-
lows: First, we extract the mean squared displacement (MSD),
⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩, from the ICF. Next, we remove the contributions due
to bead and fluid inertia to obtain the unperturbed viscoelas-
tic spectra of the (complex fluid) host medium. The differ-
ent steps and approximations made will be discussed in the
following. Additionally, we will highlight the importance of
clean and low-noise data to stably perform this analysis.

1. Mean squared displacement

We first convert the experimental data to the MSD using
Eq. (4) taken from ref. [3], assuming that the slab thickness
L, the sample’s transport mean free path ℓ∗ and the wavenum-
ber k are known. Since we study non-absorbing samples, we
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neglect the effects of absorption, but these can be easily incor- porated if required [29].

g2(t)−1 =


L/ℓ∗+4/3
z0/ℓ∗+2/3

(
sinh

[
z0
ℓ∗
√

k2⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩
]
+ 2

3

√
k2⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩cosh

[
z0
ℓ∗
√

k2⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩
])

(
1+ 4

9 k2⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩·
)

sinh
[

L
ℓ∗
√

k2⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩
]
+ 4

3

√
k2⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩cosh

[
L
ℓ∗
√

k2⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩
]


2

(4)

If internal reflections are absent or neglected, z0/ℓ
∗ ≃ 2/3. In

our case, we consider a glass cuvette in air; thus, z0/ℓ
∗ ≃ 2, a

value derived from the work of Durian et al. [49]. The larger
L/ℓ∗, the less important the choice of z0 becomes[13]. We
note that, for each value of t, we obtained a precise value for〈
∆⃗r2(t)

〉
, and there is no fitting or ambiguity involved in this

process.

2. Microrheology Routine

We use the following microrheology routine, based on the
work by Mason [50], to determine the apparent complex mod-
ulus (inertia-affected) Z∗(ω) from the mean squared displace-
ment data ⟨∆r2(t)⟩, determined in the previous step, as fol-
lows:

α(ω) =
d ln⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩

d ln t

∣∣∣∣
t=1/ω

, (5)

iωFu{⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩} ≈ ⟨∆⃗r2 (1/ω)⟩Γ[1+α(ω)]i−α(ω), (6)

and finally

Z∗(ω) =
kBT

πaωFu{⟨∆⃗r2(t)⟩}
. (7)

where a denotes the radius of the tracer beads. Eq. (7) is
also known as the generalized Stokes Einstein equation (GSE)
(in the Fourier domain) [28, 50].

3. Inertia correction

At very short times, the common description of thermal
Brownian motion breaks down, a phenomenon that has been
well-known since Einstein’s work in 1905 [51]. The transi-
tion from ballistic to Brownian dynamics, which is strongly
affected by hydrodynamics, has garnered renewed attention
over the past decade [31, 52, 53]. Neglecting these contri-
butions in the microheology analysis can result in significant
errors. Properly accounting for these effects at short times,
corresponding to high frequencies (ω) when determining the
complex modulus G∗(ω), enables the extraction of critical
data that would otherwise be challenging or impossible to ob-
tain.

The inertia correction formula used in the present study is
based on the work of Domínguez-García et al. [54]. The com-
plete theoretical treatment applied here was first developed
and published by Schieber et al. [55]. Prior to that, an (itera-
tive) approximative algorithm to correct for inertia effects was
developed in Willenbacher et al. [7] and similarly employed
by Mizuno et al. [56]. From the apparent complex modulus
Z∗(ω), extracted from the experimental data via Eq. (7), we
can calculate the host medium’s complex modulus as follows:

G∗(ω) = Z∗(ω)+
m∗ω2

6πa
+

a2ω2

2

[√
ρ2 − 2ρ

3πa3

(
6πa
ω2 Z∗(ω)+m∗

)
−ρ

]
, (8)

The effective mass of the tracer beads is:

m∗ =
4πa3

3
ρb +

2πa3

3
ρ, (9)

where ρb is the bead density and ρ is the medium density
in kg/m3. Both G∗(ω) and ⟨∆⃗r2(ω)⟩ are complex functions,
which can be evaluated using computational tools such as
Mathematica (Wolfram, USA) [57]. We can then obtain:

• The absolute value |G∗(ω)|,

• The storage modulus G′(ω) = ReG∗(ω),

• The loss modulus G′′(ω) = ImG∗(ω).

III. RESULTS - EXPERIMENTAL VALIDATION

A. Sample

We study DWS microrheology on a wormlike micellar sam-
ple discussed extensively in previous work [7, 40, 58, 59].
To this end we prepare an aqueous solution of cetylpyri-
dinium chloride and sodium salicylate (100 mM CPyCl–60
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mM NaSal) at different temperatures. We mix the sample
with polystyrene beads with a diameter of 420 nm to a final
concentration of slightly below 1% in volume. We prepare
the sample such that the micellar concentration relative to the
aqueous solvent phase is kept constant. The sample displays
nearly perfect Maxwellian behavior at low frequencies or slow
relaxation times and exhibits the characteristic dynamics of
polymer relaxations at short times. It is a strongly viscoelastic
liquid with a terminal relaxation time that reacts to tempera-
ture over a wide range. Here, we use it as a model system to
demonstrate our improved implementation of two-cell echo
diffusing wave spectroscopy for different terminal relaxation
times larger than or comparable to τTC.

B. Experimental Setup

We carry out DWS experiments in transmission geometry,
where an expanded incident laser beam illuminates the sample
contained in a rectangular glass cuvette, with a width larger
than its thickness L. The diffusely scattered light is recorded
on the opposite side, in transmission, using a single-mode op-
tical fiber. We use a classical custom-made DWS setup with
a Helium-Neon gas laser operating at a 632.8 nm wavelength
emission. The collimated laser beam is directed towards a
12.5mm diameter holographic diffusor (Edmund Optics, UK)
with a 5◦ diffusing angle. Compared to ground or opal glass
diffusers, holographic diffusers offer higher light transmission
and a more even distribution of light. They provide control
over the diffusion angle, eliminating the need for an addi-
tional collimation lens between the diffuser and the sample.
In our setup the diffusor is mounted on a Voice Coil Actu-
ated Flexure Scanner (VCFL35, Thorlabs, USA). The scan-
ner is operated at 25 Hz using a function generator. The light
diffracted from the diffusor in the forward direction forms a
random speckle field that we use to illuminate the sample cu-
vette. The sample is contained in 12.5 mm wide, 10 mm inner
width glass cuvette (Hellma, Germany) with a path length of
L = 2 mm. For the chosen distance of the ground glass from
the cuvette, the speckle beam size is comparable in width to
the cuvette. We place a black circular aperture with an 8 mm
opening in front of the cuvette to avoid illuminating the cu-
vette edges.

The light transmitted through the multiple scattering sam-
ple is detected in the far field on the other side using a single-
mode fiber (OZ Optics, Canada). The single-mode fiber is
split 50/50, and each arm is connected to an APD single-
photon detector (Excelitas, USA). Using a digital correlator
(LS Instruments, Switzerland), we calculate the pseudo cross-
correlation function of the scattered photons, which is equal
to the photon autocorrelation function but eliminates detector
noise (also known as afterpulsing effects). The setup is simi-
lar to the one shown in Figure 1 of reference [42].

We operate the voice coil scanner in two modes. In slow
mode, the ground glass motion leads to a slow decay of the
intensity correlation function (ICF) on a timescale of τTC but
does not affect the short-time dynamics except for provid-
ing proper ensemble averaging of the correlation function,

Fig. 1 (a). We perform an approximate normalization of
gTC

2 (t)−1 by dividing the data by the values recorded around
t = 10−7 s, which typically range between 0.9 and 0.95. In fast
mode, the periodic oscillation of the ground glass with a pe-
riod of τecho = 0.04 sec leads to correlation echoes [42–44],
Fig. 1 b), which we detect using a linear correlator scheme
configured in the digital correlator. This scheme provides a
time resolution of 1 µs and spans 16 channels centered around
τecho = 0.04 sec and multiples thereof. From a Lorentzian
fit of the detected correlation echoes, we determined the total
area of the echo peak. This total area is a robust measure of the
intensity correlation function, modulo an unknown prefactor
1/A [42, 43].

C. Merging two-cell DWS and Echo data

We first generate an interpolating function for gTC
2 (t)− 1

in Mathematica based on the data recorded using a multiple-
tau layout of correlation lag times [60]. Mathematica em-
ploys piecewise polynomial interpolation (cubic interpolation
for smoothness) to construct the interpolating function [57].
This function is then used to calculate the values of gTC

2 (t)−1
at t = τecho and its multiples in the linear lag time scheme of
the echo correlation function. To merge the two datasets, we
use the first six echo data points from t = τecho = 0.04 s to
t = 6τecho = 0.24 s. The choice of six is ad hoc, but it is evi-
dent that at least a few overlapping data points are necessary
to blend the two measurements effectively, while selecting an
excessively large number of overlapping points provides little
benefit. For these six points i = 1,2, ..,6 we calculate the ratio[
gTC

2 (i× τEcho)−1
]
/
[
gEcho

2 (i× τEcho)−1
]
. As shown in the

inset of Fig. 1 (b), we find that for our (conservative) choice
of τTC ≃ 0.7s, this range of data points is well described by
Eq. (2), and we extract the parameters A and τTC from a fit to
the data. Finally, we multiply the full dataset for gEcho

2 (t)−1
by A, divide the dataset gTC

2 (t)−1 by e−(t/τTC)
2
, and truncate

it at t = 6τecho = 0.24s. We merge both datasets into one, and
the excellent result is shown in Figure 1(c). For comparison
with the conventional approach see also Fig. S1.

We also tested a more aggressive setting τTC ≃ 0.28s and
find equally good agreement as shown in the Supplemental
Material, Table S1 and Figures S2 and S3. Our results suggest
that as long as τTC ≥ 6τEcho, corresponding to a second-cell
ICF decay of no more than 1/e for the last overlapping data
point, the parameters A and τTC can be extracted accurately,
and the data can be blended and merged smoothly. The sta-
tistical noise concerning A and τTC is now reduced from 10%
to about 5%, see Table S1. Access to such smaller τTC val-
ues implies that a shorter measurement duration can be suf-
ficient to obtain data of comparable quality to that shown in
Figure 1. This enhances the suitability of DWS microrheol-
ogy for monitoring time-evolving processes, such as gelation,
a long-standing objective in soft matter research [61, 62]. Pre-
viously, limitations in data precision hindered the effective-
ness of this approach. The present implementation overcomes
these constraints, and while further testing and parameter op-
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(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 1. (a) Two-cell correlation function gTC
2 (t)− 1 recorded

over 300 seconds for a wormlike micellar solution at T= 20◦C with
polystyrene tracer beads embedded. The overlap region is marked
with an orange line. The dashed line shows the correlation function
measured for a solid piece of Teflon, recorded over 3 hours and fol-
lowing Eq. (2) with A = 1 and τTC = 0.708 s. (b) Echo two-cell
DWS for the same sample recorded over 60 seconds, with data up
to 12 seconds. The oscillation period is τEcho = 0.04s. Inset: Ratio
of the two-cell correlation function to the echo correlation function.
Line: Best fit to the data with A = 0.797 and τTC = 0.697s using
Eq. (2). From nine datasets taken at temperatures 20◦, 25◦ and 30◦C
we find ⟨A⟩ = 0.8468± 0.0774, ⟨τTC⟩ = 0.681± 0.0673 or a statis-
tical variation of about 10% for both parameters. (c) Blending and
merging two-cell DWS and echo data. Blue open square: Two-cell
correlation function. Dashed line: Echo correlation function. Red
line: Merged correlation function obtained by multiplying the echo
data by the parameter A and dividing the two-cell data by the expo-
nential function, Eq. (2) (up to t = 6× τEcho) then merging the two
data sets.

timization are beyond the scope of this work, it is conceivable
that a time resolution on the order of a minute or two could be
achieved, enabling high-quality and stable broadband DWS
microrheology data acquisition during relatively fast gelation
processes.

D. DWS microrheology and inertia correction

1. Data preparation

In the previous section, we demonstrated how to blend and
merge the two-cell and echo measurements without the need
for a calibration sample, achieving a smooth and steady transi-
tion between the two datasets. We note that the first few echo
data points are relatively widely spaced on the time axis, but
they are now combined with the two-cell data over the same
time range and instead form a fairly dense dataset. Echo data
at larger times are densely spaced compared to the multiple-
tau channel layout. This outcome is important, as the particle
mean square displacement (MSD) we study is typically repre-
sented in a logarithmic format, and microrheology routines of-
ten rely on analyzing derivatives of the logarithm of the mean
squared displacement, Eq. 5. An unevenly spaced distribution
of time channels around τEcho can introduce errors and incon-
sistencies in the data processing.

2. CONTIN fitting

We use this dataset as input for a fit with CONTIN. If
the processing is restricted to short times, smaller than t =
5×10−4 s, we consistently obtain an excellent fit to the data.
However, if we attempt to fit the entire dataset with CON-
TIN, the fit does not always converge, and visible deviations
between the fit and the data occur. While beyond the scope
of this paper, we believe this issue could be addressed by re-
fining the fitting algorithm or by using another unbiased fit
to interpolate and smooth the experimental data. Here, our
primary objective is to achieve a largely bias-free extrapola-
tion to t = 0 and smooth data for short times, enabling the
application of the inertia correction described in the following
section. Without this step, applying the inertia correction us-
ing Eq. (8) would be impossible without discarding the high-
frequency data of interest or manually optimizing the normal-
ization and smoothing the short-time data as done in earlier
work [7, 54]. With our approach, however, the inertia correc-
tion is stable and reproducible in all cases we examined. Fig. 2
shows a merged dataset along with the CONTIN fit to the data
for t ≤ 5×10−4 s. We replace the experimental data with the
fit values over the range covered and normalize the data using
the value of the fitted curve at t → 0. This modified dataset is
then used for further analysis. In the inset of Fig. 2, we show
three repetitions of the same experiment shown in the main
panel to demonstrate its stability and reproducibility.
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FIG. 2. CONTIN fit. Red circles: Merged correlation function
g2(t)− 1 as shown in Figure 1(c). Blueline: CONTIN-regularized
fit to the correlation function for times t ≤ 5× 10−4 s. Both curves
are normalized using the CONTIN fit extrapolated to t = 0. Inset:
Merged g2(t)− 1 from three repetitions of the experiment at T =
20◦C.

3. Microrheology

We determine the samples mean free path to ℓ∗ ≃ 325µm
using the commercial DWS RheoLab instrument (LS Instru-
ments, Switzerland) along with the known values of L = 2mm
and k = 2πn

λ
= 13.2 µm−1, for nwater = 1.33, see also Fig-

ure S4. From this, we extract the particle mean squared dis-
placement ⟨∆r2(t)⟩ using Eq. (4) and the data is shown in
Fig. 3. To smooth the data for times where the CONTIN fit
was not applied, we use a sixth-order polynomial fit, shown
in Fig. 3, as is commonly done [25], and replace the data for
t ≥ 5×10−4s with the fitted values. We note once again that
using a polynomial fit at very short times is not advisable,
as the mean squared displacement exhibits a very complex
time dependence due to the effects of inertia. With knowl-
edge of the bead radius (a = 210nm), we determine the ap-
parent complex modulus Z∗(ω) using Eq. (7) and the result
is shown in Fig. 4 (a). Finally we apply Eq. (8) to account
for the fluid and bead inertia, obtaining the true moduli of
the sample, shwon in Fig. 4 (b). The following values are
used: ρb = 1050kg/m3 (polystyrene bead mass density) and
ρ ≃ 1000kg/m3 (medium density). The water viscosity is
ηs = 1.02mPas at T= 20◦C.

In the high-frequency limit, we truncated the data at ω ≃
5×106 rad/s, above which the ICF decays by less 0.5% from
1 to 0.995. Using larger L/ℓ∗ leads to a faster decay and may
provide access to even higher frequencies. However, as seen
in Fig. 4 (b), the complex modulus gradually approaches the
modulus of the solvent G′′ (ω) = ηsω . Thus, the upper bound
for a stable DWS high-frequency analysis remains to be de-
termined and is likely system dependent. Using the improved
DWS implementation, we are already pushing the boundaries
of the technique. Still, both the blending and merging proce-
dure as well as the inertia correction are stable, and the process

MSD
Polynomial

ln[t/s]

ln
[<

r2 (t
)>

/m
2 ]

FIG. 3. Open red circles: Natural Logarithm of the mean squared
particle displacement (MSD) calculated from the intensity correla-
tion function via Eq. (4). Solid line: Polynomial fit of order six to
the data displayed for times t ≥ 3×10−7 s.

ηs

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) Apparent complex moduli of the micellar solution
Z∗(ω) at T= 20◦C, as well as the real and the imaginary part
Z′(ω),Z′′(ω), obtained using the Generalized Stokes-Einstein Re-
lation (GSE), Eq. (7), and Mason’s routine to convert the mean
squared displacement [50]. (b) Corrected complex modulus of the
sample after accounting for bead and fluid inertia, which primarily
affects data at frequencies ω ≥ 105 rad/s. The solvent loss modulus
G′′ (ω) = ηsω is shown as a dashed line. The data is truncated at
ω = 5×106 rad/s.



8

FIG. 5. Microrheology of the micellar solution at different tempera-
tures, ranging from T = 20◦C to T = 40◦C, illustrating the improved
two-cell echo diffusing wave spectroscopy and tracer bead microrhe-
ology.

is highly reproducible.
For a practical test, we apply our method to study the vis-

coelastic moduli by performing a temperature ramp. Anal-
ogous experiments were reported earlier by Oelschlaeger et
al., and our data compares quantitatively to this literature
data [59]. While the previously published data was truncated
at ω ≃ 105 rad/s, here we extend the frequency range repro-
ducibly for all temperatures up to ω ≃ 5×106 rad/s.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In the present work, we presented a new implementation of
two-cell echo diffusing wave spectroscopy (DWS) aimed at
significantly improving the data quality and stability and thus
extending the reach of DWS and DWS-based tracer bead mi-
crorheology. We replaced the standard calibration method for
two-cell DWS, introduced by Romer et al. in 2000 [36], later
used by many others and implemented in commercial DWS
equipment [13, 29, 41], with a calibration-free approach. The
new method generically corrects small fluctuations in the ter-
minal decay time arising from imperfect temporal averaging,
allowing for a seamless transition between two-cell DWS and

echo DWS. This smooth transition, in turn, facilitates a stable
conversion of the bead mean square displacement to the com-
plex viscoelastic modulus via the generalized Stokes-Einstein
relation (GSER). Combined with the unbiased normalization
of the correlation function using the CONTIN fit and the elim-
ination of shot noise, the quality of DWS data is substantially
improved. This enhancement enables the routine application
of published formulas for correcting the effects of fluid and
tracer bead inertia. As a result, the method provides unprece-
dented access to the high-frequency regime [7]. This capabil-
ity will be beneficial for addressing questions related to the
short-time dynamics of polymeric and other soft matter sys-
tems. Furthermore, this approach brings DWS closer to ad-
vanced techniques, such as neutron spin echo spectroscopy,
connecting the high frequency viscoelastic relaxations to sub-
microsecond scale dynamics in systems like microgels [63] or
protein hydrogels [64].
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FIG. S1. Two-cell DWS using the conventional calibration with a solid reference sample (Teflon). The data corresponds to that shown in
Figure 1 of the main text, taken at T = 20◦C. Here, we divided the recorded gTC

2 (t)−1 by the ICF of the solid calibration sample, g2nd
2 (t)−1,

shown as a dashed line in Figure 1 (a). The resulting
(
g2(t)− 1

)
for three repetitions is shown and plotted up to t = τTC. Merging the data

with
(
gEcho

2 (t)−1
)

may lead to an unsteady curve with a kink in many cases, most prominently in the present example for the blue line.

Experiment No. Amplitude A Decay Time τTC [s]

1 0.850782 0.287184
2 0.763751 0.286332
3 0.752708 0.287966
4 0.794214 0.275153
5 0.755180 0.277028

TABLE S1. Summary of experimental results showing the fitted amplitude and decay time for each of the experiments shown in Fig. S3. The
mean values are ⟨A⟩= 0.7833±0.0368 and ⟨τTC⟩= 0.2827±0.0055.
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(c)

(b)

(a)

FIG. S2. Same experiment as in Figure 1, but with 2.5 times faster motion of the diffusor during the two-cell measurement, leading to
τTC ≃ 0.28 s. The value of ℓ∗ ≃ 413 µm is slightly higher due to minor settling of the tracer beads. In the overlap region, indicated by the
dashed lines in panel (a), where the two datasets are blended and merged, the TC-ICF now decays to about one-half, e−(6τEcho/0.28 s)2

≃ 1/2.
The fit with Eq. (2) remains excellent and stable, and the merged ICF is continuous and smooth, as shown in panels (b) and (c).
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FIG. S3. Five repetitions of the experiment shown in Fig. S1. The measurement times are 300 seconds for the TC-DWS and 60 seconds for
the Echo-DWS. The fitted parameters A and τTC are listed in Table S1.
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FIG. S4. Comparison of the T = 25◦C data obtained using a commercial DWS instrument (red symbols), DWS RheoLab (LS Instruments,
Switzerland), and the data obtained with our DWS microrheology implementation, as shown in Fig. 5 of the manuscript (blue symbols). The
exact same sample contained in a L = 2 mm cuvette was analyzed. Storage modulus G′(ω) and loss modulus G′′(ω) are shown as full and
open symbols, respectively.
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