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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of light scattering
geometry. I,, intensity of incident light;
I,, intensity of the scattered light mea-
sured at a scattering angle 6 and at a
distance » from the scattering volume V.
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Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of a classical light-
scattering instrument. S, mercury-arc
source; L, lems; F, monochromatizing
filter; P, & P, polarizers, C, glass
cell; D, & D,, slits; R, phototube; T,
light trap.
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Fig. 4. General features of the photocurrent
powerspectrum: showing the d.c. photo-
current and background shot noise(B.
Chu?®).
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