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Effective density of Aquadag (top panel) and Fullerene (middle panel) particles as a function of mobility diameter.
Solid lines are polynomial fits by Gysel et al., dotted lines are linear fits, and dashed lines are quadratic fits at
low values of mobility diameter (the linear and quadratic fits are so close to those of Gysl that they are nearly
obscured by the solid lines. Errors of the fits (as percent differences) are shown in lower panel.
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Fractal dimension for particles of Aquadag and Fullerene calculated from the linear fits.



