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ULTRASONIC CHARACTERIZATION OF
SOLID LIQUID SUSPENSIONS
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FIELD

The technologies disclosed herein are generally related to
characterizing properties of solid liquid suspensions using
ultrasonic measurements.

BACKGROUND

Suspensions or slurries having moderate and high particle
concentrations are found in a variety of industries. As the
characteristics of the suspensions influence production costs,
product quality and yield, it is useful to rapidly, cost-effec-
tively, and non-invasively characterize these suspensions.

Commercially available devices utilizing ultrasonic mea-
surements for particle sizing typically rely on a measurement
of'the through-transmitted attenuation and the velocity. While
effective at low solid concentrations (<10 wt %), particle-
particle interactions in higher concentration slurries can com-
plicate both the measurement and the interpretation of the
data. Also, it may be difficult to tell at what point a given
measurement (e.g., through-transmission attenuation)
becomes unreliable. Another potential problem arises from
the very small propagation paths (on the order of millime-
ters), found in some commercial devices, which can become
clogged. Additionally, such measurements are often obtained
using facing transducers, which can lead to inaccuracies from
misaligned transducers.

SUMMARY

Measuring the ultrasonic properties of through-transmis-
sion attenuation, backscattering, and diffuse field can indicate
the strength of different loss mechanisms (such as absorption,
single scattering, multiple scattering, and particle-particle
interactions) among particles in a solid-liquid suspension. (In
the context of this application, “solid-liquid suspension”
includes “emulsion.””) Attenuation mechanisms can be sepa-
rated for direct comparison. Comparing measurements of two
or more mechanisms can indicate the model most likely to
accurately characterize the suspension and can aid in deter-
mination of particle size, concentration, and density of slur-
ries. The characterizations may be accomplished without
diluting the slurry.

In one embodiment, a method of characterizing a solid
liquid suspension includes obtaining two or more property
measurements for the suspension using an ultrasonic field,
converting the property measurements to comparable quan-
tities, and determining one or more dominant loss mecha-
nisms for the suspension according to the comparable quan-
tities. The method can also include selecting a model
according to the determination of one or more loss mecha-
nisms, and determining one or more characteristics of the
suspension (e.g., determining particle size, concentration,
and/or density) by evaluating one or more of the property
measurements according to the selected model. Loss mecha-
nism terms can include multiple scattering (including par-
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ticle-particle interactions), single scattering, and absorption.
Converting the property measurements can also include
determining the attenuation of one or more of the property
measurements and calculating an attenuation due to a loss
mechanism. If the loss mechanism is multiple scattering, the
attenuation due to multiple scattering can be calculated as a
difference of an attenuation of a through-transmitted signal
and an attenuation of a backscattered signal. If the loss
mechanism is single scattering, the attenuation due to single
scattering can be calculated as a difference of an attenuation
of a backscattered signal and an attenuation of a diffuse field
signal. If the loss mechanism is absorption, the attenuation
due to absorption can be calculated as equal to an attenuation
of a diffuse field signal. The attenuation of a backscattered
signal can be calculated as a function of the frequency of the
ultrasonic signal, a decay rate function for the backscattered
signal, and the speed of sound in the suspension. The attenu-
ation of a diffuse field signal can be calculated as a function of
the frequency of the ultrasonic signal, a decay rate function
for the diffuse field signal, and the speed of sound in the
suspension. The suspensions being measured can have solid
concentrations greater than about 10 wt %, 20 wt %, 30 wt %,
40 wt %, 50 wt % or more. A computer-readable medium can
contain instructions which can cause a computer to execute
the method and store the results in a computer-readable
medium.

In another embodiment, converting the measurements to
comparable quantities can include calculating a degree of
energy loss for the measurements. A degree of energy loss for
through-transmission attenuation measurement can be calcu-
lated as a function the frequency of the ultrasonic field and the
through-transmitted attenuation. A degree of energy loss for
backscattering measurement can be calculated as a function
of the frequency of the ultrasonic field. A degree of energy
loss for the diffuse field measurement can be calculated as a
function of the frequency of the ultrasonic field.

In a further embodiment, a system for characterizing a
solid-liquid suspension includes an ultrasonic measurement
device and a computer configured to perform a method. The
method can include: receiving from the measurement device
two or more property measurements for the suspension; con-
verting the property measurements to comparable quantities;
determining one or more dominant loss mechanisms for the
suspension according to the comparable quantities; selecting
a model according to a result of the comparison; and deter-
mining one or more characteristics of the suspension by
evaluating one or more of the property measurements accord-
ing to the selected model. The system can also include an
output device for displaying one or more results related to the
method and can also include an input device for receiving one
or more parameters related to the method.

In another embodiment, an ultrasonic measurement device
includes a container for holding a sample and exactly one
planar transducer, wherein the transducer is configured to
transmit an ultrasonic signal into the sample, and wherein the
transducer is configured to measure the decay of backscat-
tered energy in a given section of the container.

Ultrasonic characterization of solid-liquid suspensions has
applications in a number of industries, including: pharmaceu-
tical, chemical, mining, waste removal, pollution control,
nuclear energy, and most other industries that process solid-
liquid suspensions.

This Summary is provided to introduce a selection of con-
cepts in a simplified form that are further described below in
the Detailed Description. This Summary is not intended to
identify key features or essential features of the claimed sub-
jectmatter, nor is it intended to be used as an aid in determin-



US 7,739,911 B2

3

ing the scope of the claimed subject matter. The foregoing and
other objects, features, and advantages of the disclosed tech-
nologies will become more apparent from the following
detailed description, which proceeds with reference to the
accompanying figures.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 1A is a top diagrammatic view of a container and
transducer array for performing ultrasonic backscattering,
through-transmission attenuation, and velocity measure-
ments on suspensions.

FIG. 1B is a top diagrammatic view of a container and
transducer for performing ultrasonic backscattering measure-
ments on suspensions.

FIG. 2 is a side diagrammatic view of a container for
performing diffuse field measurements on suspensions.

FIG. 3A is a representative plot of through-transmission
attenuation versus frequency for 35 um glass spheres in water
at5, 10, 15, 20, 30 and 40 wt %.

FIG. 3B is a representative plot of through-transmission
attenuation versus frequency for 70 um glass spheres in water
at5, 10, 15, 20, 30 and 40 wt %.

FIG. 4A is an exemplary graph of signal attenuation in
three frequency-dependent regimes.

FIG. 4B is a representative graph of the through-transmis-
sion attenuation at a fixed frequency and as a function of
concentrations.

FIG. 5 is a representative plot of the through-transmission
attenuation as a function of frequency on an active pharma-
ceutical ingredient with average particle size ranging from
0.199 pum to 39 pm.

FIG. 6A is a representative plot of the through-transmis-
sion attenuation at 6 MHz for suspensions of varying particle
size at concentrations of 3, 15 and 30 wt %.

FIG. 6B is a representative plot of the decay rates of back-
scattering signals in slurries with three different concentra-
tions (3 wt %, 15 wt % and 30 wt %) plotted as a function of
particle size.

FIG. 7A is a plot of representative backscattering signals
for suspensions of 5, 10, 15, 20, 30 and 40 wt %.

FIG. 7B is a plot of the Fourier amplitude of the backscat-
tering signal of the 40 wt % slurry of FIG. 7A inthe Sto 15 ps
region.

FIG. 8A is a plot of representative RMS backscattering
signals at various suspension concentrations.

FIG. 8B is a plot of the signals of FIG. 8 A multiplied by
eOWt.

FIGS. 9A and 9B are representative plots of backscattering
signals as a function of concentration for suspensions with 35
pm and 70 um glass spheres, respectively.

FIG. 10A shows a process of performing a time-frequency
analysis of an ultrasonic waveform to determine the attenu-
ating effect of a slurry.

FIG. 10B is a representative plot of diffuse field measure-
ments as a function of particle concentration.

FIGS. 11A and 11B are representative plots of three sus-
pension properties over a frequency range for slurries with 35
um and 70 um glass (SiO,) spheres, respectively.

FIG. 12A is a representative plot of loss mechanism mea-
surements taken in a 10 wt % slurry of 70 um glass spheres in
water.

FIG. 12B is a representative plot of the contributions of
individual loss mechanisms to a measured attenuation for the
slurry of FIG. 12A.

FIG. 13A is a representative plot of measurements of sus-
pension properties for suspensions of varying concentrations.
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FIG. 13B is a representative plot of attenuation contributed
by various loss mechanisms for the suspension property mea-
surements of FIG. 13A.

FIG. 13C is a representative plot of the contributions of
individual loss mechanisms to a measured attenuation for the
slurry of FIG. 13A.

FIG. 14 is a flowchart outlining a method of characterizing
a solid liquid suspension.

FIG. 15 is a block diagram of an exemplary system for
implementing the method of FI1G. 14.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION
Ultrasonic-Slurry Interactions

As an ultrasonic field moves through a slurry, the fluid and
the solids interact with the ultrasonic field in several ways,
causing the field to lose energy. For example, the ultrasonic
field can be scattered at the interfaces between the particle and
the fluid. Additionally, energy can be lost through heat gen-
erated by friction as the particle is moved through the viscous
fluid. Changing the direction of motion of the particle as it
oscillates (i.e., accelerating and decelerating the particle) also
removes energy from the ultrasonic field. If the particle is not
rigid, then it can also change shape as the ultrasonic field
moves through the media, causing additional energy loss.
Furthermore, the oscillatory nature of the ultrasonic field can
cause additional pressure gradients between the nodes and
antinodes of the field, creating a small temperature gradient,
which causes heat flow and additional energy loss. These loss
mechanisms can be broadly categorized as scattering losses
and as damping or absorption losses. While there are many
contributions to energy loss as the ultrasonic field interacts
with the fluid and the solid phases of the slurry, the dominant
contributions are (1) the heat loss due to the friction between
the viscous fluid and the particles as they move through the
slurry, (2) the energy required to accelerate and decelerate the
particle as it oscillates, and (3) the scattering of sound out of
the propagating field.

Several properties of an ultrasonic field are affected by
characteristics of the medium in which the field propagates.
These properties, which are discussed below, include
through-transmission attenuation, backscattering, velocity,
and diffuse field strength.

Through-Transmission Attenuation

Ultrasonic fields propagating in suspensions can suffer
attenuation due to viscous, thermal, and scattering mecha-
nisms. Through-transmission attenuation has been used
widely and successfully to characterize dilute slurries. One
model accounts for the through-transmission attenuation due
to viscous damping. According to this model, as a particle in
a slurry moves and changes shape in response to the ultra-
sonic field, energy is lost as heat exchanged between the field
and the particle. An additional energy loss occurs as the
propagating wave is scattered at the interfaces between the
fluid and the solid particles. Research in the field has shown
that at high concentrations, multiple scattering and particle-
particle interactions are significant contributions to through-
transmitted attenuation, and models need to be developed to
make methods which rely on the through transmitted attenu-
ation functional at higher concentrations.

The main obstacles to implementing through-transmission
attenuation measurements to slurry characterization are usu-
ally the mathematical complexities of accounting for multiple
scattering at high concentrations, as well as the accompany-
ing complex nature of the inversion process. Additionally, the
through-transmission  attenuation measurement often
requires careful alignment of transducers, the use of a refer-
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ence signal to correct for transducer efficiency, and a correc-
tion for diffraction effects on the amplitude. These issues
further decrease the accuracy and precision of the method-
ologies based on through-transmission attenuation alone.

Backscattering

An ultrasonic backscattering measurement can be attrac-
tive because viscous, thermal, and inertial effects generally
have small contributions to backscattering. Furthermore,
backscattering theories are often less complicated than
through-transmission attenuation theories and lend them-
selves to more stable inversion processes. Moreover, since the
measurements of backscattering and diffuse fields usually do
not require long travel distances of the ultrasound signal
through the slurry, they may be performed in moderately or
highly concentrated slurries and with a single transducer so as
to avoid the alignment and stability problems of transducer
pairs. Additionally, a backscattering amplitude taken in a
fixed time increment is expected to be dominated by the
scattering effects of the slurry, with lesser contributions from
the viscous and thermal losses.

Backscattering measurements utilizing a single transducer
can have several advantages over through-transmission
attenuation measurements, including: insensitivity to diffrac-
tion and alignment of the transducer; transducer efficiency;
and small propagation distances. These features can make
them useful for characterizing highly attenuating slurries.
Additionally, since the direct backscattered field can usually
be described by single-scattering processes, the mathematical
inversion processes is often simpler and more stable than
those used for through-transmission attenuation. Backscat-
tering can also offer the ability to determine the spatial dis-
tribution of the slurry properties and to probe for inhomoge-
neities. Backscattering in slurries and suspensions has been
less thoroughly studied, relative to through-transmission
attenuation, with the efforts focused on geologic and oceano-
graphic applications. Research has characterized the back-
scattering amplitude as a function of the elastic properties of
the scatterers and the viscous fluid.

Diffuse Field

Another aspect of the scattered field that is related to the
properties of the scattering media is the portion that under-
goes multiple scattering and for which propagation can be
described by a diffusion process. In elastic solids and slurries,
these signals can arrive at the transducer after several milli-
seconds, as compared to the direct backscattered field, for
which the signals typically arrive in several microseconds.
After multiple scattering events, the ultrasonic diffuse field
develops, and a portion of the scattered wave is eventually
returned to the transducer. Buildup of the diffuse field is
governed by a diffusivity term that is a function of the mean
free path and, thus, is related to the size of the scatterers. The
decay is related to the energy absorbed from the ultrasonic
field.

It is commonly believed that the energy loss of the diffuse
field is due to damping mechanisms (e.g., viscous losses) and
does not contain contributions from scattering losses. This
parameter can therefore offer the opportunity to probe only
the damping mechanisms.

Velocity

Velocity measurements are often useful for characterizing
ultrasonic fields. However, because measurement of this
property is relatively straightforward and is well known in the
art, it is not elaborated here.
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Table 1 summarizes the predominant energy loss mecha-
nisms for each measurement property.

TABLE 1

Measurement Property Loss Mechanism

Through-transmission ~ Absorption (viscous, particle acceleration), single

attenuation scattering, multiple scattering (including
particle—particle interactions)

Backscatter Absorption (viscous, particle acceleration),
single scattering

Diffuse field Absorption (viscous, particle acceleration)

Example Measurement Apparatus and Measurements

FIG. 1A shows a top diagrammatic view of a system 100
for measuring ultrasonic backscattering, through-transmis-
sion attenuation, and velocity measurements on suspensions.
The system 100 comprises a cylindrical container 110 which
holds a suspension 120. Transducers 131-136 are arranged in
opposing pairs (i.e., 131 and 134,132 and 135, 133 and 136),
and the transducers 131-136 may be planar or focused. In this
system, through-transmission attenuation and velocity are
determined according to signals that traverse the container
and are received by the transducer on the opposite side of the
container. For example, transducer 134 transmits a 10 MHz
ultrasonic wave through suspension 120 to transducer 131, as
indicated by broken arrow 141. Backscattering is determined
by measuring a sound wave which is scattered back to the
transmitting transducer. For example, transducer 133 trans-
mits an ultrasonic wave (shown by arrow 143) which is
reflected back to transducer 133. A related property, off-axis
scattering (not shown in FIG. 1), occurs when sound travels
from a transducer and is reflected by particles in the suspen-
sion into a neighboring transducer. A diffuse field (shown by
broken arrow 145) can be determined by measuring sound
that travels from a first transducer (e.g., transducer 133), is
scattered by multiple particles in the suspension 120, and is
then received by the same transmitting transducer or a second
transducer (e.g., transducer 132).

Transducers 131-136 may be configured to emit and
receive ultrasonic waves of differing frequencies. For
example, transducers 132, 135, 136 are configured to transmit
and receive 5 MHz signals. Those of skill in the art will
recognize other appropriate frequencies for various situa-
tions.

In one embodiment of the system 100 of FIG. 1, the con-
tainer 110 was comprised of Teflon, and typical properties of
the transducers were as shown in Table 2. A pulser, such as the
Ritec SP-801 from Ritec, Inc., was used to excite the trans-
ducers and a Ritec BR-640 receiver was used to amplify and
filter received signals. The pulser was set to optimally excite
the transducers with a square wave pulse dependent on the
nominal transducer frequency response. The receiver gain
was typically set to 64 dB for backscatter measurements and
varied between -8 dB and 52 dB for through-transmission
attenuation measurements. An input impedance of 50 Ohms
was used with a bandpass filter passing frequencies between
1 and 12 MHz. For pulse-echo applications, a Ritec RDX-2
was used with a damping of 1300 Ohms and a low frequency
cutoff of 1.6 MHz. Signals were captured at a sampling rate of
100 MHz, with a LeCroy 9310M oscilloscope and stored
digitally on a computer via a GPIB communications port
utilizing a Labview data acquisition program from National
Instruments, Inc. For pitch-catch velocity and through-trans-
mission attenuation measurements, 50 ultrasonic waveforms



US 7,739,911 B2

7

were averaged for each weight percentage. This signal was
used to measure transit time (time to highest positive peak)
and through-transmission attenuation relative to water. The
Fourier amplitude of each averaged signal was calculated
(T, and compared with a baseline Fourier amplitude from
water (I',_{f)), to calculate the through-transmission attenu-
ation as a function of frequency, a(f), using the following
expression:

Ds B rer(f)
Dres BUOTS(SF)

M

1
a(f) = —1n[
Z

See, e.g., Thompson et al., “A model relating ultrasonic scat-
tering measurements through liquid-solid interfaces to
unbounded medium scattering amplitudes,” J. of the Acoust.
Soc. of Am., 74:1279-1290, October 1983. In Equation 1, z is
the through-transmission distance, D, and D,,are the beam
diffraction corrections for sample and water reference,
respectively, and B(f) is the transducer efficiency. A compari-
son with a reference signal in water was performed to distin-
guish the through-transmission attenuation in the slurry from
contributions due to beam diffraction and transducer effi-
ciency. For these samples, the diffraction correction was
assumed to be the same for both the slurries and the water
reference. This assumption is good considering that the speed
of sound differed from water by approximately 2 or 3%. In
some embodiments, the correction for the transducer effi-
ciency can be generated from various beam models. See, e.g.:
Rogers et al., “An exact expression for the Lommel diffrac-
tion correction integral,” J. of the Acoust. Soc. of Am., 55(4):
724-728, April 1974; and Schmerr, Section 9.2.1, “Diffrac-
tion Correction Integral,” Fundamentals of Ultrasonic
Nondestructive Evaluation: A Modeling Approach, New
York, Plenum Press, 1998, pp. 289-295. For quantitative mea-
surements of through-transmission attenuation it is important
that this operation be performed to ensure that the measure-
ments are affected only by the slurry properties.

TABLE 2
Transducer Type Frequency (MHz) Focal Length (cm)
Focused 5 0.79
10 0.60
Planar 5 N/A
10 N/A

Results of the through-transmission attenuation in slurries
comprising 35 pm and 70 pm diameter glass spheres in water
are shown in FIGS. 3A and 3B, respectively, where the
through-transmission attenuation as a function of frequency
was calculated from the above equation. The various lines in
each graph represent measurements taken from slurries at
different wt % amounts, as labeled in the graphs.

Measurements of the frequency dependence of through-
transmission attenuation can be employed to provide an indi-
cation of the scattering regime of the suspension. Through-
transmission attenuation generally depends on the frequency
f, the particle radius R, and the viscosity of the fluid p. The
constant k=2xf/v is often used in describing frequency
dependence, where v is the speed of sound. The frequency
dependence is classified in three specific regimes: the viscous
regime (kR<<1), the inertial damping regime (kR~1) and the
multiple scattering regime (kR>>1). In the viscous regime,
the through-transmission attenuation is proportional to f2R?/
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W; in the inertial damping regime, it is proportional to
(uf)*/R; and in the multiple scattering regime, it is propor-
tional to f*.

For the slurries described by FIGS. 3A and 3B, kR~1. For
a 10 MHz ultrasonic field, kR is 0.7 for the 35 um diameter
particles and 1.4 for the 70 pm diameter particles. A power
law, a(f)=AJ*, can be fitted to the attenuation as a function of
the signal frequency f to determine the power P, where A is
the amplitude of'the signal. The through-transmission attenu-
ation increases with frequency with a characteristic power P
of2.5 for the 70 um size particles and in the range 0f 1.7 t0 2.4
for the 35 um size particles. Considering that the kR values
are ~1, this power-law frequency dependence is reasonable
since the through-transmission attenuation is between the
inertial and multiple scattering regimes, where the through-
transmission attenuation is expected to have a frequency
dependence of 2 and f* respectively, as explained above.

An exemplary schematic of the attenuation as a function of
kR is shown in FIG. 4A. The circle 400 indicates the region in
kR-space where the dominant attenuation regime changes
from inertial damping toward multiple scattering. As shown
in FIG. 4B, the through-transmission attenuation, at a fixed
frequency and as a function of concentrations, is seen to
increase in a linear fashion up to approximately 10 wt % and
then flatten. This nonlinear response is an indication of the
increased importance of the particle-particle interactions and
multiple scattering at higher concentrations. While these
results are encouraging, methodologies that rely on the
through-transmission attenuation still fail at high concentra-
tion.

FIG. 5 shows the through-transmission attenuation as a
function of frequency on an active pharmaceutical ingredient
with average particle size ranging from 0.199 pm to 39 pm.
Clearly, there are different dependencies on frequency as the
mean particle size decreased from 39 um to 0.199 um (a
decrease in kR from 0.58 to 0.003 at 7 MHz). Solid lines in
FIG. 5 are the power law fits for the equations (generated
using the power law described above) shown under each
particle size. To demonstrate the effects of concentration on
the through-transmission attenuation, the attenuation at 6
MHz was plotted as a function of particle size, as shown in
FIG. 6A. It can be seen that the attenuation at low concentra-
tion (e.g., 3 wt %) scales relatively well with particle size,
however, the attenuation at 30 wt % is not monotonic with
particle size. This type of non-monotonic behavior of attenu-
ation relative to particle size implies that the particle-particle
interactions and multiple scattering may be controlling the
attenuation at higher concentrations. This is a further indica-
tion that methodologies that rely on through-transmission
attenuation can become inaccurate at higher concentrations.

Inone implementation, backscattering measurements were
obtained by capturing 100 single-shot waveforms at multiple
slurry concentrations, including pure water. Representative
backscattering signals from the slurries of glass spheres are
shown in FIG. 7A for the 70 um glass spheres utilizing a 5
MHz planar transducer. The Fourier amplitude at each fre-
quency was then averaged for all 100 waveforms. A repre-
sentative Fourier amplitude of the backscattering of the 40 wt
% slurry in the 5 to 15 ps region (i.e., the region indicated by
markers 701, 702 in FIG. 7A) is shown as FIG. 7B.

Several features are evident, including the amplitude and
the duration of the backscattering. Specifically, the duration
of the backscattering is longer for the lower concentration
materials. This is due to the lower attenuation relative to the
higher concentration slurries. In addition, there is an apparent
decay in the amplitude in with time. This exponential decay
can be used to further elucidate the mechanisms contributing
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to the properties of the backscattered ultrasonic field. The
exponential decay is evident in the RMS backscattering as a
function of time as shown in FIG. 8A for the 70 um size
particles. Two regimes are distinguishable: the time before
approximately 25 us, where the backscattering for the 40 wt
% suspension is highest, and the time after 25 ps where the
backscattering for the 40 wt % suspension is lowest. This
behavior is understandable when considering that the travel-
ing ultrasonic field loses energy as described above and that
the attenuation of the 40 wt % suspensions is higher than the
attenuation of the lower concentration suspensions. The
attenuation causes a diminution of the backscattered signals
by a factor of e™**, where a is the frequency dependant
attenuation, v is the speed of sound, and t is the time. In this
particular implementation, this measure of the backscattering
was corrected for the attenuation in the following manner.
Each backscattering attenuation spectrum shown in FIG. 8A
above was fit with a power law function within the frequency
bandwidth of the transducer. This power law was then used to
correct the backscattering signal by multiplying the RMS
backscattering by €. The results of this correction are
shown as FIG. 8B, showing that the backscattering increases
with concentration for all time as expected. The spikes at
~135us in FIGS. 7A, 8 A and 8B indicate reflections off of the
far side of the container.

Once the frequency response from a gated region of back-
scattering measurements has been determined, the backscat-
tering at a specific frequency can be plotted as a function of
concentration as shown in FIGS. 9A and 9B. In these
examples, the backscattering is shown to increase linearly
with respect to concentration for the 35 um glass spheres, and
shown to increase almost linearly with respect to concentra-
tion for the 70 um glass spheres. (The y-axis units of FIGS.
9A and 9B are arbitrary units.) This linear relationship with
slurry concentration contrasts with the attenuation, which
deviated from a linear response at high concentration due to
particle-particle interactions.

FIG. 6B shows an example of the decay rates of backscat-
tering signals in slurries with three different concentrations (3
wt %, 15 wt % and 30 wt %) plotted as a function of particle
size. The deviation in the 30 wt % signal at low particle size
is likely due to agglomeration. This has also been detected
using optical techniques and is likely not an anomaly.

Turning to FIG. 1B, an alternative system 160 for measur-
ing backscattered signals in solid-liquid suspensions is
shown. The system 160 comprises a cylindrical container
170, which may be made of Teflon or a similar, suitable
material, and which contains a suspension 175. The system
has one transducer 180, which transmits an ultrasonic wave in
the suspension 175. Transducer 180 also functions as a
receiver to measure the backscattered signal. Other embodi-
ments may include a reflector (not shown). In some embodi-
ments, the transducer 180 is a focused transducer configured
to measure the amplitude of a signal in a focal zone. In other
embodiments, the transducer 180 is a planar transducer con-
figured to measure the decay of backscattered energy
throughout a given section of a container, e.g., throughout
approximately the entire depth of the container.

The single-transducer approach of the system of FIG. 1B
has some potential advantages. For example, there is no need
to ensure alignment of the transducer 180 with another trans-
ducer. The design may also allow for larger propagation paths
which are less likely to be clogged by the sample.

FIG. 2 shows a system 200 for measuring the energy loss of
a diffuse field in a suspension. The system 200 comprises a
container 210 (possibly made of a material that minimizes
energy loss, such as foam or suspended plastic bag) with a
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suspension 220. A pulser (possibly a Ritec SP-801 pulser, not
shown) and a receiver (possibly a Ritec BR-640 receiver, not
shown) drive a pinducer 230 or other immersion transducer,
planar or focused, (such as those manufactured by Valpey-
Fisher) with a nominal diameter of about 1 mm. The pinducer
230 is driven in pulse-echo and pitch catch mode to measure
the diffuse field signals. In one implementation, the pulser
sent a 1 MHz, 400 V square wave pulse to the pinducer 230
with a 25 Hz repetition rate. A mixer 240 agitated the suspen-
sion 220 to help maintain uniformity. A diplexer was set at a
damping of 1300 Ohms and a low-frequency cutoft of 30
kHz. The gain of the receiver was set to 56 dB with a high
input impedance and a bandpass filter between 500 kHz and
3 MHz. Five ultrasonic waveforms were averaged and cap-
tured at a sampling rate of 50 MHz.

The attenuating effect of the 15 wt % slurry was obtained
from the decay of the diffuse field by performing a time-
frequency analysis on the ultrasonic waveform. The process
of time-frequency analysis is exemplified in FIG. 10. First,
the ultrasonic waveform shown in graph 1010 was segmented
into several 0.5 us-time windows (At) 1020. (Note that the
windows 1020 appearing in FIG. 10 are example waveforms
and not necessarily waveforms of actual data.) For the differ-
ent time windows 1020, a Fourier transform was performed to
produce an amplitude Amp in the window with respect to
frequency (1030). The square of the amplitude Amp was then
integrated over Af=250 kHz windows centered at f,, accord-
ing to the equation:

A
fo+-
Amplitude(f, 1) o f
Af
fo=3

@

&

Amp*(f, And f

Using this equation, graph 1040 was produced, which shows
the decay analysis for a frequency f=1.25 MHz+250 kHz, and
with a decay rate 0=0.037 us™". The size of the time window
and frequency bin were chosen to provide the best results for
this particular slurry. See, e.g., Weaver et al., “Diffusion of
ultrasound in a glass bead slurry,” J. of the Optical Soc. of Am.,
97:2094-2102, 1995. The result was a quantity proportional
to the acoustic energy as a function of frequency and time,
where the frequency and time values were taken to be the
center of the windows (see FIG. 10A). From the time depen-
dence, a frequency dependent exponential decay constant of
the energy was determined by fitting the data to an exponen-
tial:

Energy(f)=Ege """ 3
where E, is the amplitude at the peak of the energy, o is a
decay rate as a function of frequency, and t is the time. The
results for various concentrations, recorded for f=1.15 MHz,
appear in FIG. 10B and show that the diffuse field decayed
more rapidly as the concentration increased, implying more
energy loss due to damping.

Some commercial measurement devices rely on a model
similar to the one described in Allegra et al., “Attenuation of
sound in suspensions and emulsions: theory and experi-
ments,” J. of the Acoust. Soc. of Am., 51(5):1545-1564, 1972,
which considers single scattering and absorption. However,
some commercial devices measure the through-transmitted
attenuation, which can be influenced by multiple scattering
and particle-particle interactions that are not included in the
model of Allegra et al. Thus the commercial devices which
rely on the model of Allegra et al. are basing their determi-
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nation of particle size on invalid assumptions at higher con-
centrations (e.g., greater than 15 wt %).

As noted above with respect to FIG. 4B, the through-
transmission attenuation of a signal, as a function of concen-
tration at fixed frequency, deviates from an expected linear
relationship above approximately 10 wt %. This deviation is
likely an indication of the importance of particle-particle
interactions and multiple scattering on the attenuation. The
backscattering amplitude can provide a generally linear
response at higher concentrations (e.g., 10 wt % or greater), as
shown in FIGS. 9A and 9B. These results can suggest that
backscattering measurements can be utilized to more accu-
rately determine the concentration of slurries with similar
higher concentrations. A further comparison of through-
transmission attenuation measurements backscattering mea-
surements can be seen by comparing the through-transmis-
sion attenuation as a function of particle size, as shown in
FIG. 6 A, with the decay rate of the backscattering measure-
ments as shown in FIG. 6B. At 30 wt %, the through-trans-
mission attenuation measurement shows unpredictable fluc-
tuations. However, the backscattering measurement decay
rate can more reliably indicate the particle size over lower and
higher concentrations. These backscattering amplitude and
decay rate data can be used as calibration data to determine
the particle size and concentration of high solids-loading
slurries.

Unified Comparison of Properties of a Suspension

Comparing and combining measurements of properties of
a solid-liquid suspension can allow for a better understanding
of'the contributions of one or more energy loss mechanisms to
energy loss of an ultrasonic field. Additionally, it can help
indicate the most appropriate property (or properties) to
model for describing the suspension.

Experimental results show that the attenuation of the
through-transmitted signal is dominated by particle-particle
interactions, scattering and absorption. The decay of the
backscattered signal, however, is dominated by single scat-
tering and absorption, and the diffuse field decay rate is
affected by absorption only.

Mathematically, the relationships shown in Table 1 (i.e.,
measurements and their respective loss mechanisms) may be
described by equations 4-6.

A through_transmission 6§ ):aMultipleJcattering(f )+
aSingleJcattering(f MOt psorpriont

Q)

aBackscanering,demy(f ):aSingleJcattering(f )+
Ltpsorprion'S)

®
Q)

Opifse_fietd_decarS)=Casorprion(S)
For these equations, Oyy,uues mansmission COTrEsponds to
the attenuation of a through-transmitted signal,
O pckscariering decay COrresponds to the attenuation of a back-
scattered signal, and Gy, 070 deca, 19 the attenuation of a
diffuse field signal. aMultiple .,,.,.,, is the attenuation
caused by the multiple scattering loss mechanism;
Olsingle scatering 15 the attenuation caused by the single scat-
tering loss mechanism; and o, ., 15 the attenuation
caused by the absorption loss mechanism.
Equations 4-6 may be rewritten to express the individual
loss mechanisms:

aMuln'pleJcattering(f V=0 rrough_mansmission -

M

OBackscattering_decay!

aSingleJcattering(f ):aBackscatteringJecay(f )~
aDmseJeld,decay(f )

®)
©

aAbsorpn'on(f )=O0pifuse Jeld,decay(f )
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A value 101 Oyy,,0005 pransmission €80 be measured directly, as
described above. The attenuation of the backscattered signal
may be calculated as

ops(f)
2v

10

a(f)ps =

where f is the frequency of the ultrasonic signal, v is the speed
of sound in the suspension, and o4(f) is the decay rate
function. The attenuation of the diffuse field signal may be
calculated as

apr(f)
2y

11
a(f)pr = b

where f is the frequency of the ultrasonic signal, v is the speed
of sound in the suspension, and o,(f) is the decay rate
function. Decay rate functions in general are known in the art.
See, e.g., Weaver et al. From equations 7-9, the attenuation
mechanisms can be separated, allowing for direct comparison
of'the mechanisms, selection of an appropriate theory, and for
use of the mechanisms in determining particle size, concen-
tration and density of slurries.

FIGS. 11A and 11B show the attenuation of through-trans-
mitted attenuation, backscattering, and diffuse field measure-
ments over a frequency range for slurries with 35 um and 70
um glass (SiO,) spheres, respectively. The attenuation for
each measurement is shown in nepers per centimeter of travel
distance through the sample. As these figures show, at lower
frequencies the attenuations of the three measurements are
similar in value, indicating that they are sensitive to the same
loss mechanisms at these frequencies. At higher frequencies
(e.g., 10 MHz), the attenuation of the through-transmitted
attenuation measurement is several times that of the attenua-
tion of the backscattering measurement, which itself is sev-
eral times that of the attenuation of the diffuse field measure-
ment. This can be understood by considering the
interrelationship between the attenuation, backscattering,
and diffuse field measurements with respect to particle size
and frequency. More specifically, as the product of the par-
ticle size and frequency (i.e., kR) increases, the contributions
from single and multiple scattering become more dominant
than the absorption contribution. This relationship also
explains the notable differences between attenuations for
through-transmitted attenuation and backscattering attenua-
tion measurements for the slurry with 35 pm spheres (FIG.
11A) and the corresponding measurements for the slurry with
70 um spheres (FIG. 11B).

Measurements such as those shown in FIGS. 11A and 11B
can be converted into loss mechanism measurements, using
the equations described above. For example, the measure-
ments of FIG. 11B, taken in a 10 wt % slurry of 70 pum glass
spheres in water, produce the loss mechanism measurements
shown in FIG. 12A. Additionally, these loss mechanism mea-
surements may be expressed in terms of their contribution to
overall measured attenuation of a signal. FIG. 12B shows the
data of FIG. 12A in such terms, illustrating how the contri-
butions of the different loss mechanisms change with respect
to frequency.

Similar measurements may also be taken over a range of
slurry concentrations. For example, FIG. 13 A shows attenu-
ation measurements for through-transmission, backscatter
and diffuse field signals measured in a slurry containing 70
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um glass spheres in water, with concentrations ranging from
0to 40 wt %. F1G. 13B shows these measurements, converted
using equations 7-9, in terms of loss mechanisms. FIG. 13C
shows the contributions of these mechanisms to the overall
attenuation of a signal over a range of slurry concentrations.

In another embodiment, a unified way to compare the
quantities of attenuation, backscattering and diffuse field is to
calculate a degree of energy loss for one or more of the
quantities. This may be done using the following equations,
which define an inverse Q factor (Q~') which represents the
degree of energy loss:

12
Qatren () = VC;(;) 12
13
Qp5(f) = UQBS(;) 3
14
Qpr(f) = UDQF;f) 4

In equations 12-14, “Atten,” “BS” and “DF” designate the
inverse Q factor for through-transmission attenuation, back-
scattering, and diffuse field measurements, respectively. The
speed of sound in the slurry is represented by v, f represents
the frequency, o is the decay function of the ultrasonic field,
and a is the through-transmitted attenuation as a function of
frequency.

Characterizing Suspensions Using Unified
Comparison

As described above and shown in the accompanying fig-
ures, measurements in solid-liquid suspensions can be domi-
nated by different loss mechanisms at different frequencies
and particle concentrations. Being able to determine and
compare these mechanisms can allow a user or a measure-
ment device to select a model that is appropriate for the loss
mechanisms which contribute to the attenuation of a signal.
Using an appropriate model can, in turn, allow for determin-
ing suspension properties such as particle size, concentration,
and density.

FIG. 14 shows a method 1400 of characterizing a solid
liquid suspension. In step 1410, property measurements for
two or more suspension properties are obtained, perhaps
using one or more of the methods and apparatus described
above. The measurements are converted to comparable quan-
tities (step 1420) using, for example, the above equations. The
comparable quantities may be in terms of attenuation or in
terms of degree of energy loss, though attenuation is pre-
ferred. The converted measurements from the different ultra-
sonic properties are used to determine one or more dominant
loss mechanisms (step 1430). In this context, a first loss
mechanism is “dominant” relative to a second loss mecha-
nism if the first loss mechanism causes a higher percentage of
the total attenuation of the signal than the second loss mecha-
nism. In further embodiments, based on this determination,
an appropriate model is selected (step 1440). For example, if
single scattering is determined to be a dominant loss mecha-
nism, then the model described by Allegra et al. can be
selected. As another example, if multiple scattering is deter-
mined to be a dominant loss mechanism, then the model
described by Varadan et al., “A propagator model for scatter-
ing of acoustic waves by bubbles in water,” J. of the Acoust.
Soc. of Am., 78(5):1879, 1985, can be selected. As a further
example, if absorption is determined to be a dominant loss
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mechanism, then the model described by Kytomaa, H. K.,
“Theory of sound propagation in suspensions: a guide to
particle size and concentration characterization,” Powder
Tech., 82:115-121, 1991, can be selected. It should be noted
that the models mentioned here are merely exemplary, and
that additional models can be selected as appropriate.

Using the selected model, one or more suspension proper-
ties (e.g., particle size, concentration, and density) can be
determined (step 1450) with methods that are known in the
art.

In one example, it is assumed that the measurements for
through-transmission, backscatter and diffuse field are
obtained for a sample slurry and used to calculate
(X'Ihroughitransmissioni (X'Backscatten'ngidecayi and
O fivse_fiotd_decays TESPECtIVEly. These figures are then used to
determine the loss mechanism terms O scanering
Oingto_scattoring A9 Cypsors oy, 10 this example, the rounded
values for these terms are as shown in Table 3.

TABLE 3
Loss mechanism Attenuation Percentage of
term (N/em) total attenuation
Opfipriple—SCattering 0.5 50%
Olgingre—SCattering 0.4 42%
0.05 5%

A tbsorption

From the figures in Table 3, it can be seen that absorption
makes a relatively small contribution to the total measured
attenuation of the ultrasonic signal, while single and multiple
scattering make more significant contributions. Accordingly,
a model that accounts mostly or exclusively for absorption
and single scattering (but not for multiple scattering) would
not account for a loss mechanism responsible for 50% of the
total signal attenuation, and property characteristics pro-
duced using that model can be expected to have limited accu-
racy. Similarly, a model accounting for both multiple scatter-
ing and single scattering loss mechanisms (but not accounting
for absorption) could produce relatively accurate property
characteristics, as multiple scattering and single scattering
are the dominant loss mechanisms in this example.

Exemplary Implementation System

FIG. 15 depicts one possible system 1500 for implement-
ing the technologies described above. The system 1500 com-
prises a conventional computer 1510 (such as a personal
computer, a laptop, a server, a mainframe, and other varieties
of computers) that is configured to receive data from one or
more ultrasonic measurement devices 1520 analyzing one or
more samples 1525. The measurement devices may be simi-
lar to those depicted in FIGS. 1A, 1B and 2, or they may be
other devices known in the art that are capable of measuring
properties of solid-liquid suspensions.

The computer 1510 contains computer-readable media
(CRM) 1530 that may include a hard disk drive, a magnetic
disk drive, e.g., to read from or write to a removable disk, an
optical disk drive, e.g., for reading a CD-ROM disk or to read
from or write to other optical media, RAM, ROM, magnetic
cassettes, flash memory cards, digital video disks, Bernoulli
cartridges, and other similar devices as are known in the art.
The CRM 1530 contains instructions that cause the computer
1510 to receive measurement data from the measurement
devices 1520, and to perform the method 1400 of FIG. 14.
The CRM 1530 may also contain statistical software or other
software for analyzing the results of the method 1400.
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The computer 1510 may receive information through input
devices 1545 and may display results on output devices 1540.
The input devices may comprise a keyboard and pointing
device, such as a mouse. Output devices may comprise a
monitor or other type of display device, as well as speakers
and printers. The CRM 1530 may contain instructions that
cause the computer 1510 to display on the output devices
1540 at least some calculations and results of the method
1400. For example, after analyzing the samples 1525 and
performing the method 1400, the computer 1510 may indi-
cate to a user the percentage of total attenuation for one or
more loss mechanisms of the samples. The computer 1510
may also be configured to recommend one or more models
that may be appropriate for determining properties of the
samples 1525 based on the results of the method 1400. The
recommendations may be based in part on parameters pro-
vided by a user, perhaps through input devices 1545. For
example, the user may indicate what models are available, or
what divergence thresholds should be applied at step 1440 of
method 1400. Results obtained by the method 1400 can be
stored in the CRM 1530.

In view of the many possible embodiments to which the
principles of the disclosed technologies may be applied, it
should be recognized that the illustrated embodiments are
only preferred examples of the technologies and should notbe
taken as limiting the scope of the invention. Rather, the scope
of'the invention is defined by the following claims. I therefore
claim as my invention all that comes within the scope and
spirit of these claims.

I claim:

1. A method of characterizing a solid liquid suspension, the
method comprising:

obtaining two or more property measurements for the sus-

pension using an ultrasonic field;
converting the obtained two or more property measure-
ments to comparable quantities, wherein the comparable
quantities allow at least two of the obtained two or more
property measurements to be compared with each other;

determining, according to the comparable quantities, thata
first loss mechanism for the suspension caused a higher
percentage of an energy loss or attenuation of the ultra-
sonic field in the suspension than a second loss mecha-
nism for the suspension, the first and second loss mecha-
nisms each comprising a different interaction between
the suspension and the ultrasonic field; and

selecting from a plurality of models, according to the deter-

mination made according to the comparable quantities, a
model for characterizing the suspension, the selected
model accounting for one or more effects of the first loss
mechanism on the ultrasonic field in the suspension.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

determining one or more characteristics of the suspension

by evaluating one or more of the property measurements
according to the selected model.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein at least one of the
following characteristics of the suspension is determined:
particle size, concentration, and density.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein determining, according
to the comparable quantities, that the first loss mechanism for
the suspension caused the higher percentage of the energy
loss or attenuation of the ultrasonic field in the suspension
comprises determining a contribution to a total measured
attenuation for one or more loss mechanism terms.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein the one or more loss
mechanisms are selected from the group: multiple scattering,
single scattering, and absorption.
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6. The method of claim 1, wherein converting the property
measurements to comparable quantities comprises determin-
ing an attenuation of one or more of the property measure-
ments.

7. The method of claim 6, wherein converting the property
measurements further comprises calculating an attenuation
due to a loss mechanism.

8. The method of claim 7, wherein the loss mechanism is
multiple scattering, and wherein the attenuation due to the
loss mechanism is calculated as a difference of an attenuation
of a through-transmitted signal and an attenuation of a back-
scattered signal.

9. The method of claim 7, wherein the loss mechanism is
single scattering, and wherein the attenuation due to the loss
mechanism is calculated as a difference of an attenuation of a
backscattered signal and an attenuation of a diffuse field
signal.

10. The method of claim 7, wherein the loss mechanism is
absorption, and wherein the attenuation due to the loss
mechanism is calculated as equal to an attenuation of a diffuse
field signal.

11. The method of claim 6, wherein the property measure-
ments comprise a backscattering measurement and determin-
ing the attenuation of one or more of the property measure-
ments comprises determining an attenuation o(f)zs
according to an equation:

ops(f)
2v

a(f)ps =

wherein f is the frequency of the ultrasonic signal, o5((f) is
the decay rate function, and v is the speed of sound in the
suspension.

12. The method of claim 6, wherein the property measure-
ments comprise a diffuse field measurement and determining
the attenuation of one or more of the property measurements
comprises determining an attenuation o.(f) ,,-according to an
equation:

apr(f)
v

a(f)pr =

wherein f is the frequency of the ultrasonic signal, 0,,.(f) is
the decay rate function, and v is the speed of sound in the
suspension.

13. The method of claim 1, wherein the solid liquid sus-
pension has a solid concentration between approximately O
wt % and approximately 50 wt %.

14. The method of claim 1, wherein the solid liquid sus-
pension has a solid concentration greater than approximately
10 wt %.

15. The method of claim 1, wherein converting the
obtained two or more property measurements to comparable
quantities comprises calculating a degree of energy loss for
the obtained two or more property measurements.

16. The method of claim 15, wherein the property mea-
surements comprise a through-transmission attenuation mea-
surement, and wherein calculating the degree of energy loss
for the obtained two or more property measurements com-
prises calculating a degree of energy loss Q .., (f) for the
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through-transmission attenuation measurement according to
an equation

va(f)
zf

Qatren () =

wherein v represents the speed of sound in the suspension, f
represents a frequency of the ultrasonic field, and a(f) rep-
resents the through-transmitted attenuation of the ultrasonic
field as a function of the frequency.

17. The method of claim 15, wherein the property mea-
surements comprise a backscattering measurement, and
wherein calculating the degree of energy loss for the obtained
two or more property measurements comprises calculating a
degree of energy loss Qg ' (f) for the backscattering mea-
surement according to an equation

aps(f)

03 =— 7

wherein f represents a frequency of the ultrasonic field, and
055(f) represents the decay function ofa backscattered signal
of the ultrasonic field as a function of the frequency.

18. The method of claim 15, wherein the property mea-
surements comprise a diffuse field measurement, and wherein
calculating the degree of energy loss for the obtained two or
more property measurements comprises calculating a degree
of energy loss Q. (f) for the diffuse field measurement
according to an equation

opr(f)

o
Opr(f) = e

wherein f represents a frequency of the ultrasonic field, and
0,(f) represents the decay function of a diffuse field signal
of the ultrasonic field as a function of the frequency.
19. The method of claim 1, wherein the property measure-
ments comprise attenuation, backscattering, and diftuse field.
20. A system for characterizing a solid liquid suspension,
the system comprising:
an ultrasonic measurement device; and
a computer, wherein the computer is configured to perform
a method comprising:
receiving from the measurement device two or more
property measurements for the suspension;
converting the obtained two or more property measure-
ments to comparable quantities, wherein the compa-
rable quantities allow at least two of the obtained two
or more property measurements to be compared with
each other;
determining, according to the comparable quantities,
that a first loss mechanism for the suspension caused
ahigher percentage of an energy loss or attenuation of
the ultrasonic field in the suspension than a second
loss mechanism for the suspension, the first and sec-
ond loss mechanisms each comprising a different
interaction between the suspension and the ultrasonic
field; and
selecting from a plurality of models, according to the
determination made according to the comparable
quantities, a model for characterizing the suspension,
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the selected model accounting for one or more effects
of the first loss mechanism on the ultrasonic field in
the suspension.

21. The system of claim 20, further comprising an output
device for displaying one or more results related to the
method.

22. The system of claim 20, further comprising an input
device for receiving one or more parameters related to the
method.

23. The system of claim 20, wherein the method further
comprises:

determining one or more characteristics of the suspension

by evaluating one or more of the property measurements
according to the selected model.

24. The system of claim 23, wherein the determining one or
more characteristics of the suspension comprises determining
one or more of the following properties for the suspension:
particle size, particle concentration, and suspension density.

25. A computer readable medium containing instructions
that can cause a computer to execute a method, the method
comprising:

obtaining two or more property measurements for a solid

liquid suspension using an ultrasonic field;

converting the obtained two or more property measure-

ments to comparable quantities, wherein the comparable
quantities allow at least two of the obtained two or more
property measurements to be compared with each other;

determining, according to the comparable quantities, that a

first loss mechanism for the suspension caused a higher
percentage of an energy loss or attenuation of the ultra-
sonic field in the suspension than a second loss mecha-
nism for the suspension, the first and second loss mecha-
nisms each comprising a different interaction between
the suspension and the ultrasonic field;

selecting from a plurality of models, according to the deter-

mination made according to the comparable quantities, a

model for characterizing the suspension, the selected

model accounting for one or more effects of the first loss

mechanism on the ultrasonic field in the suspension; and
storing the results of the determination.

26. The computer readable medium of claim 25, wherein
the method further comprises:

determining one or more characteristics of the suspension

by evaluating one or more of the property measurements
according to the selected model.

27. The computer readable medium of claim 26, wherein
the determining one or more characteristics of the suspension
comprises determining one or more of the following proper-
ties for the suspension: particle size, particle concentration,
and suspension density.

28. A method of characterizing a solid liquid suspension,
the method comprising:

obtaining two or more property measurements for the sus-

pension using an ultrasonic field;

determining, based at least in part on the obtained two or

more property measurements, one or more attenuations
ofthe field by individual loss mechanisms, wherein each
of the one or more individual loss mechanisms com-
prises a different interaction between the suspension and
the ultrasonic field, the one or more attenuations of the
field by the one or more individual loss mechanisms
being determined by one or more of a group consisting
of,
a difference of an attenuation of a through-transmitted
signal and an attenuation of a backscattered signal,
a difference of an attenuation of a backscattered signal
and an attenuation of a diffuse field signal, and
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an equivalent of an attenuation of a diffuse field signal; determining one or more characteristics of the suspension
determining, according to the determined contributions, by evaluating one or more of the property measurements
that a first of the individual loss mechanisms for the according to the selected model.

suspension caused a higher percentage of an attenuation

of' the ultrasonic field in the suspension than a second of 5

the individual loss mechanisms for the suspension;
selecting from a plurality of models, according to the deter-

mination made according to the determined contribu- ) )

tions, a model for the solid liquid suspension, the 30. The methqd of claim 15, wherein the property mea-

selected model accounting for one or more effects of the 10 surements comprise an attenuation measurement.

first of the individual loss mechanisms on the ultrasonic

field in the suspension; and L

29. The method of claim 6, wherein the determining the
attenuation of one or more of the property measurements
comprises performing a time-domain calculation for at least
one of the property measurements.
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