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The effect of molecular interaction between anisotropic (prolate) molecules in liquids on the
nonlinear refractive index is studied. The model, without the driving term describing the
strong optical-field molecular reorientation, is the same as the Maier and Saupe model of the
isofropic to nematic phase transition in liquid crystals. The local field corrections are ana-
lyzed with the Onsager theory, the average polarizability being given by the Lorentz-Lorenz
formula. It is found that the temperature dependence of the nonlinearity is modified and
becomes (T'—T}) -1 and that the electric field required to achieve a certain nonlinear index
change can be very much smaller than required when only molecular reorientation is consid-
ered. Under certain restrictive conditions the liquid can be driven into a new ordered phase,

similar to a liquid-crystal mesophase.

I. INTRODUCTION

Self-focusing and self-trapping of intense light
beams have been recently studied extensively, both
theoretically'—*! and experimentally, *—2* but dis-
crepancies still remain between the experimental
observations and the theoretical explanations or
predictions. Self-focusing arises because the
refractive index of the medium increases with the
intensity of the beam, such that a laser beam
shrinks until it is limited by other processes such
as diffraction, nonlinear index saturation, etc.
This limitation leads to the formation of intense
optical filaments or self-trapping of the laser
beam.,

The intensity dependence of the refractive index
is due to the optical Kerr effect, electrostriction,
and nonlinear electronic polarizability. It is be-
lieved that the Kerr effect gives the most impor-
tant contribution to the intensity-dependent part of
the refractive index. The electrostrictive part,
which involves mass transfer, cannot follow the
rapid intensity variation of a short laser pulse.

In the optical Kerr effect four main processes
can be considered. (i) One involves distortion of
the electronic charge distribution; it is not the
most important effect in most molecules. (i) A
very important contribution for anisotropic mole-
cules is their tendency to orient in the direction of
the laser electric field. This effect, with the non-
linear index saturation, has been studied recently
by Brewer et al.?* and by Gustafson et al.!' For
nonpolar anisotropic molecules the theory of the
molecular orientation with saturation leads to non-
linear index changes larger than observed experi-
mentally, or equivalently to filament diameters
smaller than observed experimentally. For CS,
the experimental small scale filament diameter is
of the order of 4 u, while the theory leads to a
diameter of a few tenths of a micron. (iii) The
third contribution to the Kerr effect arises from
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molecular redistribution or clustering under the
action of the applied field. ?>»2® Hellwarth®® has
shown that symmetric or nearly symmetric mole-
cules may thus exhibit self-focusing in liquid as
easily as asymmetric molecules, and that in gen-
eral, the molecular redistribution effect may be
comparable to and in some cases dominate molec-
ular reorientation. (iv) The fourth part of the
Kerr effect is the effect of angular correlation be-
tween anisotropic molecules. This effect has
previously been considered by Takatsuji, 7

In this paper we will study this last effect, the
angular correlation, with a simple model which
describes adequately the liquid-crystal phase,®® %°
with its high degree of angular correlation, in the
absence of an external field. We will show that
under certain conditions, anisotropic molecules
can undergo a phase transition from the partially
aligned phase to a more ordered phase, comparable
to the nematic mesophase of a liquid crystal. This
phase will occur for a liquid crystal in a small
temperature range above the transition tempera-
ture. This phase will also occur for some molec-
ular systems which do not show a nematic phase in
the absence of the applied field. For most liquids
with a positive Kerr constant, no phase transition
occurs, but the electric field intensity required to
achieve a certain degree of alignment can be an
order of magnitude smaller than in calculations
with noninteracting molecules. It should be pointed
out that in the absence of an external field, aniso-
tropic molecules prefer parallel orientation and
have a short range ordering, as shown, for in-
stance, by x-ray scattering in liquids.3% % An
applied field induces a birefringence in liquid with
anisotropic molecules, via a reorientation of the
molecules. In liquid crystals, the molecular in-
teraction is strong enough to create a long-range
order which governs the orientation of the molec-
ular axis, which in turn leads to an optically uni-
axial liquid. The applied field and the molecular
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interaction have therefore the same tendency,
which can be enhanced and, for instance, lead to
an induced mesophase above the zero-field tran-
sition temperature of the liquid crystal.

In this paper we will extend the theory of liquid
crystals developed by Maier and Saupe* to include
a strong external optical field. We will assume
linear polarizability of the molecules.3 The local
field corrections are formulated following the
theory of Onsager, while the average polarizability
is determined from the Lorentz-Lorenz formula.
In studying the enhancement of self-trapping by a
cooperative phenomenon, Freiser and Joenk?* have
briefly considered the same Hamiltonian as here,

II. MOLECULAR ORIENTATION, INFLUENCE
OF THE LOCAL FIELD

We consider nonpolar molecules with a sym-
metry axis, such that the two other axes are equiv-
alent. The molecule orientation® % is specified
by a spherical harmonic of second order,

P,%(cosf)= 3cos?d - 3.

The degree of orientation of a liquid, consisting
of such quadrupolar molecules is S=(P,%(cosd)),
where 6 is the angle between the long molecular
axis and the average orientation of the optical axis
of the liquid. S=1 means that all the molecules
are parallel to the optical axis; S=- 3 means that

all the molecules are perpendicular to it and S=0
corresponds to a random orientation as in an iso-
tropic liquid.

The molecular interaction is treated in the mo-
lecular field approximation,3 The potential en-
ergy W; of molecule ¢ is a function of 6;, S, and
the density or volume and it is required that

S,= 13 coszei -1)=8. (1)

Maier and Saupe® considered only the dipole-
dipole part of the dispersive or van der Waals
forces (R™%) and showed that the single-molecule
potential energy W; can be written,

W=~ A/va)s@ - %sinzei), (2)

where A is characteristic of the molecules, pro-
portional to &*%w,, where @=3(a, +2a,) is the
average polarizability of the molecule, @, and @,
being the polarizabilities parallel and perpendicular
to the molecular axis, and Zw, is a typical elec-
tronic energy (i.e., the ionization energy).

The Lorentz formulation of the local field does
not take into account any molecular correlation.
In the Onsager®® theory, the polarization of the
surrounding molecules is assumed to follow the
orientation of the dipole moment of the molecule
under consideration, and the induced dipoles of the
surrounding molecules react on the original mole-
cule.

To calculate the orientational energy, we decom-
pose the effective field F acting on the molecule
into two parts: the first part G is that field which
would be obtained in a spherical cavity containing

-the molecule, " if the molecule were removed, -

under the condition that the homogeneous field E
and polarization P outside the cavity should re-
main constant at large distances from the con-
sidered molecule, Besides this cavity field, the
reaction field R is that field due to the additional
polarization of the liquid produced by the intro-
duction of the molecule in question into the cavity,
with a given direction of its axis. In general p
has different direction from that of F, P=a.¥F),
so that F not only polarizes the molecule but also
produces a torque which tends to align the molecule
into the field. It is easy to show that

3¢ = 2(e-1)F
2¢+1 " 2641 &

F= (3)

where a is the radius of the cavity. Later on in
the paper we will consider very strong fields,
therefore we should remark here that the expres-
sion for F is based on the superposition principle
and is not correct for all field strengths, since the
dielectric constant is a function of the field
strength, We will disregard this difficulty in the
paper.

If y; are the direction cosines of E in the molec-
ular axis coordinate system,

3¢ 2(e-1)
Pi79e+1 %" " Res Da® YiPi @)
which gives p.=a. 'y E (5)
3ea.a
1

(6)

i I: o
with @, 2+ Da’= 2(e-Da, °

The orientational energy of the molecule is

__lx 3 1 3e r 22
W.=-=G+P= 22€+12ai'yiE. (")

0 2
The induced polarization parallel to the applied
field is

= - ra2
pp=2iby;=E2ay" (8)
In the following we always assume that the polar-
izability has a cylindrical symmetry, i.e., a,=0,.

If we introduce the angle 6 between the principal
axis and the applied field,

pE=E(a1’—Aa’(sin29)), 9)

where Aa’=a'-a,’,
in20
fsinzeetsm ao

in2 ’
etsm edﬂ

(sin?@) =
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(348,11 3¢ L)1
and t‘(z V2+42€+1EAa)kT' (10)
In Eq. (9) we have performed the thermodynamical
average, considering the two contributions to the

one-molecule Hamiltonian,
H=W .+ W=~ (A4/V*)S(1 - zsin’0)

_ 3e
2e+1

Ez ’ 2 ? 242
i (oz1 cos®0 + @, sin 6). (11)

E® has been assumed averaged over an optical
period. We can rewrite

pE=E(5'+%Aa'S). (12)

This relation, along with P=(e—- 1)E /47 yields an
equation for €, which could be used to study the
self-focusing of a light beam, 41!

Since our main concern here is not to calculate
the dielectric constant of the liquid but mainly the
nonlinear index change we can simplify the expres-
sion for @’, first by replacing @; in the denomina-
tor by @. Then if we identify the volume of the
cavity containing one molecule with the volume per
molecule in the liquid (4ma®N/3=1), we can write

, 3e (_877]\7— e—l)"‘
af=a, sog\l-3 %5y) - (3

Although Close et al.?' gave an expression for Ae
free of the error, it is customary' to assume that
the Lorentz-Lorenz expression for the average
polarizability yields an explicit formula for the
dielectric constant, namely

a=[(e-1)/(e+2)]a®. (14)

This assumption leads to large errors. From
(12) we see that Ae, the nonlinear dielectric-con-
stant change, involves S(¢) and that we cannot ob-
tain an explicit expression for all field strengths.
Provided A€ <€, we can write

6ai'= ai(B/41r)Ae ,
B=(3-87N@)[2¢,+ 1~ 4mNale) - 1)] 7 /4n, (15)

where ¢, is the field free dielectric constant [with
(14), B=4n/3]. In terms of B we have

Ae =8rA0’'AS(1 - Ba - %BSKAa)‘l, (16)

where AS=5~ Sy, and Sk is the value fo the orienta-
tion factor in the absence of field. If the liquid is
isotropic Sx=0. Expression (16) is quite different
from the equivalent derived by Gustafson et al. ™
(with B=47/3). In the following no explicit use of
(16) will be made and to facilitate comparisons

with other papers we will write ;’=(e +2)a;/3 as
derived from (13) and (14). However in a quanti-

tative study, expressions (15) and (16) should be
used.

In this paper the validity of these approximations
will not be analyzed further. The influence of the
shape and volume of the cavity could be analyzed
following the generalization of Onsager’s formula-
tion by Scholte. %7

With these approximations (10) reads

_(34S 1., €(€+2):>L

t“<2V2+4EA°‘ 2%+l ) ’T (17)
and (sin®0)=1- F'(¢t)/F(¢), (18)
where

! = "
F(t)—];e du= 2 Grsnl" (19)
n=0

By integration by parts, we see that

F'(t)= [et - F())/2t (20)
and therefore

S=1-3/4t+3¢ JaF(). (21)

F(¢) is a confluent hypergeometric function F(112¢)
also known as the Dawson integral, and is tabu-
lated.®® From (19) and (21) it is easy to find two
useful expansions of S(¢) for large and small £,
They read

1-3/2¢t+0(1/22)
S(t)=
Etr gt - gBat -5t 0(t%).  (22)

The negative ¢2 term leads to an inflection point.
S(¢) is given in Fig. 1 as a function of the energy
parameter {. The most interesting feature of S(¢),
namely its inflection point is not apparent on

Fig. 1 and on other more qualitative figures will
be exaggerated. S enters in the expression for ¢,

1.0 COMPLETE ORIENTATION |
0.8
0.6~
S
0.4~ sLopg 2 V2KT 3A S
. 3 A t=ty + 2 V2 kT
0.2~ _ele+?2) EZL
to® et Do g T
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t
FIG. 1. The molecular orientation function S

=(3 00329) ~ } versus energy parameter¢. The value of the
molecular orientation for a field E at a temperature T
is at the intersection of S(t) and the straight line of slope
2V’ET/3A passing through &,
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and there is therefore a self-consistent condition
which is exhibited by the construction of S on

Fig. 1. S is the intersection of S(f) and the straight
line of slope 3(V2/A)RT passing through

to=lele+2)/(2e +1)]AQE?/4RT.

In this paper we consider only prolate molecules,
Aa>0, For oblate molecules (Aa<0) the S(f) does
not show an inflection point.

At this point we see the difference between this
calculation and a molecular-field calculation in
the theory of ferromagnetism. In ferromagnetism
we deal with dipoles and the ordering parameter is
S=(P,%cosh)). The function S(¢) is then a Langevin
function (if we consider classical spins; the quantum
case with the Brillouin functions is qualitatively
equivalent), which does not have an inflection
point, This difference leads to the absence of
first-order phase transition in ferromagnetism.

From (16), (17), and (22) we can get an expan-
sion of Az, the nonlinear index of refraction
change (An=Ae/2n,) in powers of E2:

An=1,E® + Bt 4 00 o, (23)
To the lowest order in the field we calculate
S=&t,/I++, (24)

where I=1-A/5V2ET, and therefore

21 n <nz+2>3N(Aoz)2 (25)

"=15 22 +1\ 3 =T

{It is customary to refer #, to the local field,
therefore (25) should be divided by [(?+2)/3}}.
As will be discussed in (43) and following, this
expression shows a (7' - Ti)"1 temperature de-
pendence of »n, and the Kerr coefficient, different
from the usual 7-!. From a measurement of
n,(T) we could calculate Aa and T; (A/V2T;=5,
the physical significance of T'; will be shown in
the next section). We have here the enhancement
of n, described by Freiser and Joenk.3* From (25)
we see that the index of refraction diverges when
T=T;. Inthe next section we will see that a
phase transition has occurred. It actually occurs
for smaller molecular interaction or higher tem-
perature at a value of the parameter A/ V"’kTK
=4,54. The expression (25) is strictly valid only
for much smaller values of this parameter
A/V2T.®®

III. INFLUENCE OF THE MOLECULAR INTERACTION

When A=0, aside from the treatment of the local
field correction, our analysis is the same as pre-
vious analyses with saturation of the alignment.
Let us now consider the influence of the molecular
interaction,

We consider first the case E=0 to reproduce the
theory of nematic mesophases developed by Maier
and Saupe. Let us label the slope p= 22TV?2/A by
its temperature. It is easy to show that phase
stability requires dS/dT<p. In Fig. 2 we can dis-
tinguish the following possibilities:

(1) T<7T,, A/V*RT>5, where T labels the slope
of the tangent at the origin of S(£). The only stable
phase is an ordered phase S$>S;=0.6147; T; repre-
sents the lowest temperature at which a disordered
phase can be supercooled.

(ii) T;<T<T,, where Ty labels the tangent at
S(t) passing through the origin. A/V?%kT, = 4.4876
and S, =0.3235. We have two possible stable
phases. We will show in the next section that a
Maxwell type of construction gives the tempera-
ture of this first-order phase transition. 7
represents the highest temperature at which an
ordered phase can be superheated.

(iii) T>Ty,. The disordered phase is the only
possible phase.

On Fig. 2 we have also indicated the slope of the
inflection point (A/V?kT,=4.330, S, =0.2143)
which is crucial when we study the interacting
molecules under the influence of the driving field.
In that case we carry out the same analysis con-
sidering a-straight line through

ty=[ele+2)/(2¢ + 1)]AQE?/4kT.

Given a substance characterized by A at a fixed
temperature, the molecular orientation as a func-
tion of the field (i.e., as the self-focusing de-
velops) is given by changing #,, keeping the slope
fixed. There is now a new and very interesting

INCREASING
\EMPERATURE

MOLECULAR ORIENTATION

0

FIG. 2. The molecular orientation in a liquid crystal
at a given temperature is, according to the theory of
Maier and Saupe, at the intersection of S(f) and S= 2BV2Tt/
3A. (i) T<T; the ordered phase is stable; (ii) T;< T<T,,
the ordered and disordered phases coexist; (iii) T'> T,
the disordered phase is stable. The parameter A/ VEkT,
which measures the molecules ability to be ordered,
takes the following values: A/V% T;=5, A/Vszn= 4.4876,
A/V*RT,=4.3303, where T, labels the slope at the in-
flection point. The orientation factors are S;=0, S,
=0.3235, S,=0.2143.
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range of temperature as seen on Fig. 3.

(iv) Ty<T<T,. For a certain value of the field
an ordered and a disordered phase can coexist.
The field induces a first-order phase transition
and extends the domain of the ordered phase from
Ty to Te. In our formalism this extension of the
domain is, independent of the molecular system,
T./Ty=1.036. T, is a critical point. Above T,
it is impossible to induce a phase transition re-
gardless of the value of the field. The maximum
field required to induce this phase transition is
given by

tOc =[e(e+2)/2e+1)] AaEC"’/4kT= 0.0680. (26)
Since in our discussion we have disregarded any
consideration of relaxation time, the analysis is
valid for ac and dc fields, but for dc fields E,?/4
should read E;%/2. If we substitute in (26) physical
constant for CS,, E,~8.7x10* esu. This critical
field will be much smaller for nematic liquids,

but since most such liquids are strongly polar, the
formalism has to be modified if we consider a dc
field. If we consider an ac field, we should take
into account the orientational relaxation time. For
most liquids in which self-focusing and self-
trapping have been observed, the relaxation time
is such that ordering by a laser pulse could be
achieved.?®%° This point will be discussed later

in Sec. 1V.

To carry out further the discussion of the equa-
tion of state of the anisotropic liquid in the presence
of the external field we now calculate, the internal
energy, the entropy, the free energy, and the Gibbs
function. It is very easy to find the different ex-
pressions; we just have to avoid double counting

TC T
. 0.5
z
o /
-
2 s
z
w iy
E 7
o
%
< i
S5 2 _ _ ‘
S FEo—=—=
w S,
w c
o
=
Vi
S _ S
to toc
FIG. 3. Construction of the value of the molecular

orientations when both the collective interaction and the
driving field are considered. In contrast to Fig. 2, the
straight line goes through #,. Only the case T,<T< T,
which leads to a field-induced first-order transition is
considered in this figure.

when considering the molecular interaction in the
molecular field approximation. The internal en-
ergy per molecule is

1 A ele+2)

— =22 Q2
U= ZVZS 2e¢+1

Aag (a+-§sAa). @1)

The orientational entrdpy of the system is
S=~ 328+ 1)tkT + k InF(¢). (28)

Therefore the free energy per molecule can be
written

ele+2)
e 1 E*a,-ETInF(). (29)

A
F~W8(8+1)—

In the absence of an external field, the nematic
to isotropic phase transition occurs with a volume
change, and one should therefore consider the
Gibbs function G=F+ PV, If we label the two
phases 7 (isotropic or less ordered) and # (nematic
or ordered) we have

G=G -G.=F -F +F (Vv ,T)
n i m i i n

-F(V,T)+P(V -V)). (30)
2 n 1
But
: Vi/oF
i\, dv
FV,T)-FV, T)z,/v. <8_V>T
Vi :
=_/ P (V,T)V. (31)
% 1

i
Let x; be the isothermal compressibility of the
less ordered phase. Then

AG . =AF +(AVR/2x.V.. (32)
ny 7,1 i

At the equilibrium of the two phases AG=0, and
AV can be calculated from

U
P——<—BT,>S. (33)
In the case E=0,
AV= AP= 2)s2
V=x.VAP=(A/V *)S* . (34)

From this we can write an expression which re-
lates AV/V,, S, and T at the transition point, and
knowing AV and T we can calculate S. Maier and
Saupe have determined S for a number of nematic
liquids using this method. In this paper we will
neglect volume changes, assuming they have no
time to occur. For this very reason we have ne-
glected electrostriction and heating. We see here
that these effects can be coupled to the Kerr effecl
through the redistribution of the molecules.

At the phase transition, the free energy of the
two phases are equal if we neglect any volume
change. Then

n 1
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which reads,

(A/2 Vz)sz.(sz.+ 1)- lenF(ti)
= (A/2V2)Sn(sn+ 1) - lenF(tn), (36)

where ¢; and £, are given by (117).
If E=0, since S; =0 and F(¢;)=1, (36) reduces to

3(A/V?)S(S+1) ~ kT InF(3AS/2rTV?)=0. (37)
This equation has only one root,

= 2 =
S, =0.4292, A/V kT, =4.541. (38)

At T we have coexistence of the two phases. In
the temperature range Ty ~ T, the nematic phase
is superheated.

For Tg<T<T,, there is a pair of values of T
and E? for which there is a phase transition, and
a coexistence line which represents an inhomoge-
neous phase. At the critical point
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1.0
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(o] 1.0 2.0 3.0
ele+2) AaE?
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t =146, S =0.2143, (39)
(o c

the characteristics of the two phases are undis-
tinguishable, In Fig. 4 we show the coexistence

curve S(T), between Tk and T,. Itis (very nearly)

a symmetrical curve (S;+S,~2S_). Around T,
ASc (AT/T ). All these results are very
similar to the results given by the van der Waals

equation of state for a fluid. In Fig. 5 we show the

complete isotherm diagram. We see that S and
Aa|E|®/kT play roles similar to V amd P of the
liquid-gas system. The part of the diagram which
corresponds to T<T; and |E|?< 0 is reminiscent
of a solid or well-ordered phase.

The presence of the field has extended the range
of existence of the nematic phase from Tx to 7.

MOLECULAR ORIENTATION

T

T
Ti ky |
0 ] 1 \I/Tnn

| J 1
0.90 0.94 0.98 1.02 1.
REDUCED TEMPERATURE T/Tg

FIG. 4. Phase diagram of a liquid crystal. In the
absence of an orienting field the liquid crystal undergoes
a first-order phase transition at T¢. With an electric
field an ordered phase exists in the range Tx - T.. The
dotted curve corresponds to a superheated phase.

0 toc 0.1

FIG. 5. (a) Isothermal molecular orientation in a
liquid of anisotropic molecules versus orientational
electric field parameter ¢. The isotherms are labeled
by the parameter A/V%%T. No angular correlation be-
tween molecules corresponds to A=0. (b) The scale of
the electric field parameter is greatly expanded to show
the critical region and the coexistence curve.

It is easy to show that for small fields, theincrease
of the transition temperature is given by

2
AT e(e+2) , E* 4 VkTy (40)
- ’
T, 2+l #T, 35, A
2
or %Z=o.6841————-€2(::f) Aakﬁ : (41)
K K

If we substitute values for CS,, we find AT/T
=107% E? esu., and we see that only fields of the
order of the internal molecular field can induce a
significant modification of the molecular system.
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From this discussion we see that substances
which are nearly nematic (i.e., that freeze just
before they undergo an isotropic to nematic phase
transition) can show an induced mesophase in a
small temperature range (T,/T g ~1.05) above
their freezing point. This rules out a phase tran-
sition in CS,, at room temperature, since its
freezing temperature is - 112°C. For most aniso-
tropic molecules the molecular interaction lowers
the value of the field required to achieve a certain
alignment. The ratio of the fields required with
and without molecular interaction is as large as
27, which occurs for T=T, near S=S,,.

There is another aspect of the molecular inter-
action which was touched upon earlier [see Eq.
(24)] which is also important. If we expand the
molecular alignment to lowest order in the field
we get

S=I"'{&b+b?[s5+Xa/I+18 ;L (a/IP]+ - }, (42)

where

I:l—A/SVZkT=1—Ti/T, (43)
and
2 T,
_ele+1) BPAa 34 1a_ i
“T2e+1 4 kT’ "T2VRT’ 161 2(T-T;)°
(44)

From this we see that the Kerr coefficient has a

(T - Ti)'l temperature dependence. An experi-
mental study of this temperature dependence

would determine T; and therefore the strength of
the molecular interaction. A glance at Fig. 5
indicates that (42) is certainly not valid above Tk.
This new temperature dependence had already been
pointed out by Freiser and Joenk, and should have
been expected since we have introduced in the
model a cooperative phenomenon.

IV. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

We have seen that the molecular interaction has
three main effects on molecules with anisotropic
polarizability tensor.

(i) The temperature dependence of the Kerr
constant is modified from T-! to (T - Ti)'l, where
T; is a temperature, very often smaller than the
freezing temperature, which gives a measure of
the molecular interaction, T'; is the limiting tem-
perature at which the liquid shows an isotropic
phase.

(ii) The electrical field required to achieve a
certain molecular alignment is smaller for inter-
acting molecules than for free molecules.

(iii) For substances which are nematic or nearly
so (T; ~freezing temperature) there is a small
temperature range in which a field-induced meso-
phase exists.

Let us first consider this last aspect in more
detail. In a Kerr cell configuration, as the tran-

sition occurs, a droplet of more ordered liquid
will appear in the cell. This droplet will grow and
its longest axis will orient itself parallel to the
field.®" In the present formulation there is no
surface energy and a comparison with vortices in
type-II superconductors* is of limited interest.
If however a refinement of the theory leads to
filaments, they will be parallel to the electrical
field. Shen, Au Yang, and Cohen® have given a
theory of self-trapped filaments with a phenome-
nological theory for a two-phase dielectric which
is parallel to the theory of vortices in type-II
superconductors. Such a purely energetic theory
should also lead to filaments parallel to the field.
Instead of a uniform field let us now consider a
self-trapping experiment. The laser beam,
propagating in the nonlinear liquid, is self-focused
into the cell and as the field reaches the critical
value a droplet of ordered liquid is formed. Then
the beam, in the shadow of the droplet (acting as
a lens), is further focused and one can imagine the
development of a filament parallel to the laser
propagation. With our formulation such transition
is ruled out for most nonlinear liquids, since this
new phase can only exist in a limited temperature
range below the critical temperature which for
these nonlinear liquids is below the freezing tem-
perature. Perhaps a better formulation of the
molecular interaction which would include molec-
ular redistribution and angular correlation could
lead to a phase transition in a larger class of
liquids or in a more important temperature range.
For most liquids, in which self-trapping and
focusing have been observed, the experiments
were done above the critical temperature, but we
see on Fig. 5 that the molecules have nevertheless
a collective behavior whenthey are partially aligned,
the extent of this collective behavior being more
important the closer the liquid is to its critical
point. This collective behavior is analogous to a
temperature and field-dependent relaxation time,
and during the lifetime of a self-trapped filament
it is perhaps impossible to reach saturation of the
alignment.* Brewer et al.?* have extensively dis-
cussed the size and lifetime of small scale trapped
filaments. The filaments are destroyed after 10-1°
sec by heating, expansion, or instabilities. The
relaxation time of the anisotropy, measured from
Rayleigh-wing scattering or calculated from
T=4na*n/3kT, where 7 is the viscosity, is of the
order of 10-! sec for most relevant liquids. The
n, coefficient in CS, and nitrobenzene are also of
the same magnitude and yet the small scale fila-
ments are, respectively, 4 and 12 u in diameter.
If the results of Fig. 5 were used in the calculation
of Gustafson et al.,!! the same submicron diameter
would be predicted, since nothing prevents com-
plete saturation. The difference between CS, and
nitrobenzene may come from the molecular inter-
action. The liquids freeze at — 112 and 5°C, re-
spectively, and although it may be unwarranted to
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identify the freezing point with Tk, they are re-
lated. At the freezing point a three-dimensional
ordering sets in, at Tk a one-dimensional ordering
occurs.* We can assume that at room-tempera-
ture nitrobenzene is much closer than CS, to its
critical point. This will mean that Py,;,, (as de-
fined by Gustafson et al.!) is much smaller for
nitrobenzene than for CS,, and also that the effec-
tive relaxation time of nitrobenzene is longer. In
ferroelectrics® above the Curie point the loss
tangent deteriorates as (T - T,)~'. We may specu-
late**s 3¢ here that the effective relaxation time for
the anisotropy is Tegs=7T(T - T;)". This would
lead to a greater deterioration of the relaxation
time for nitrobenzene than for CS, and makes 7 ¢t
of the order of the filament duration. If this specu-
lation is true, a careful study of the temperature
dependence of the small scale filaments in nitro-
benzene is very important. Equally important

would be a more complete study of the thermody-
namics of the system in which the adiabatic heat-
ing of the liquid, as the ordering is increased, is
considered. In the preceding discussion we have
assumed that nitrobenzene was a prolate molecule,
which is only an approximation. The difference in
filament sizes between CS, and C;H, was explained
by Reichert and Wagner*® by the difference be-
tween prolate and oblate molecules and nitroben-
zene was assumed approximately oblate, but in
view of the polarizabilities the molecule is more
prolate than oblate,
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