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Low-frequency Ram an coupling coe�cientC (�)of11 dif-

ferentglasses is evaluated. Itisshown thatthe coupling co-

e�cient dem onstrates a universallinear frequency behavior

C (�) / (�=�B P + B ) near the boson peak m axim um ,�B P .

Frequency dependence ofC (�)allows to separate the glasses

studied into two groups: the �rst group has a frequency in-

dependentcontribution B ~0.5,whilethesecond onehasB ~0.

Itwas found thatC (�)dem onstrates a superlinear behavior

atvery low frequencies. This observation suggests vanishing

ofthecoupling coe�cientwhen frequency tendsto zero.The

results are discussed in term s ofthe vibration wavefunction

thatcom binesfeaturesoflocalized and extended m odes.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

O neofthem ostinterestingtopicsin solid statephysics

isthe nature ofthe low-frequency (0.1-3 THz)collective

vibrationsin glasses. W hile these frequenciesare in the

rangeofacousticexcitations,there areexperim entalev-

idences that the vibrations are not pure acoustic plane

wavesandtheirdensityofvibrationalstatesg(�)doesnot

follow theDebyebehavior(/ �2,where� isafrequency).

A m axim um in g(�)=�2 thatappearsatsom e frequency

�B P isusually called theboson peak.Vibrationsaround

the boson peak can be studied by severalexperim ental

techniques: low-tem perature speci� c heat and therm al

conductivity1,inelasticneutron2 and X-ray3;4 scattering,

infrared absorption5 and Ram an scattering6.In thecase

of the low-frequency Ram an spectroscopy, the density

ofvibrationalstatesappearsin thelightscattering spec-

trum viatheso-called light-vibrationcouplingcoe� cient,

C (�),7

I(�)= C (�)g(�)
n + 1

�
(1)

where I(�)isthe Ram an intensity forthe Stokesside of

the spectrum ,and n isthe Bosefactor.

A knowledge ofC (�)and an understanding ofitsfre-

quency dependence have signi� cant im portance for the

topic of the low-frequency vibrations. First of all, a

knowledge ofC (�) provides a relatively sim ple m ethod

to extract the vibrationaldensity ofstates from a Ra-

m an experim ent. Secondly, the light-vibration cou-

pling coe� cientcontainsinform ation on the vibrational

wavefunction7 and,therefore,can be used as a test of

di� erentm odels.

Two classical m odels suggested for the description

of C (�) lead to di� erent predictions: (i) Shuker and

G am m on7 assum ed that vibrations are localized on a

distance m uch shorter than the light wavelength and

predicted C (�) = const,while (ii) M artin and Brenig8

have dem onstrated that a polarizability disorder m ech-

anism applied to slightly dam ped acoustic waves leads

to C (�)~�2 behavior at low frequencies and a peak at

higherfrequencies,related to a correlation length ofthe

polarizability uctuations.Itwasshown thatquasi-plane

acoustic waves with � nite m ean free path, ‘,willalso

contribute to the low-frequency Ram an spectrum with

C (�)~�2,when ‘�1 / �4,Ref.6;9,orwith C (�)= const,

when ‘�1 / �2,Ref.9;10.

Therearea few challengesforexperim entalevaluation

ofthe true vibration coupling coe� cient:Very low tem -

peraturedataforboth -Ram an spectraand g(�)-should

beused in orderto avoid aquasielasticcontribution (fast

relaxation)6;11;itisnotobviouswhetherallvibrationsat

onefrequency contributeto theRam an spectra with the

sam eC (�),ortherearedi� erentkindsofvibrationsand

each contributeswith itsown C (�).A com parison ofthe

low-tem peraturelow-frequency Ram an spectra ofglasses

with the totalg(�)obtained from low-tem perature spe-

ci� cheatorinelasticneutron datahasdem onstrated that

the coupling coe� cient appears to vary nearly linearly

with frequency12{16.

However,this com parison did not consider the possi-

bility thattwo di� erent kinds ofvibrationalexcitations

could co-exist around the boson peak. Although m ost

ofthe authors at present accept the idea that the vi-

brationsaround the boson peak are strongly hybridized

and can notbe easily separated,the question isnotyet

com pletely settled. Thisquestion becam e especially im -

portantin the lightofthe resultsofHyper-Ram an scat-

tering experim ents17.The existenceofdi� erencesin the

behavior ofTHz spectra in Ram an and Hyper-Ram an

scatteringexperim entswasinterpreted asevidenceofthe

co-existenceoftwotypesofvibrationalexcitations.Also,

there are theoreticalapproachesdescribing the THz dy-

nam icsofglassesasa co-existenceoftwo di� erenttypes

ofvibrations in this spectralrange (for exam ple,18;19).

In thiscase,the Ram an coupling coe� cientcan lose its

good physicalm eaning20.O neofthestrongargum entsin

favoroftheexistenceofa singletypeofvibrationalexci-

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206295v1


tation could betheuniversalbehaviorofC (�)forglasses

with variousstructures. Thisuniversality suggeststhat

thetwo hypotheticaltypesofvibrationsareinterrelated.

A detailed analysisperform ed forsilicaglasshasshown

thatC (�)varieslinearly with frequency,

C (�)= A(�=�B P + B ) (2)

in the range 10-50 cm �121 . This resultwas interpreted

in21 asan evidence thatthe coupling coe� cientextrap-

olatesto a nonvanishing value in the lim it� ! 0.How-

ever, it was shown in22 that the coupling coe� cient

dem onstratesa superlinearbehaviorjustbelow 10cm �1 ,

i.e.theobserved linearbehaviorcan notbeextrapolated

to zero frequency. It would be very im portantto know

whetherthisbehaviorisgeneralalso forotherglasses.

The present contribution analyzes the frequency be-

havior ofthe coupling coe� cient in a broad set ofdif-

ferent glasses, strong and fragile, covalently and ioni-

cally bonded,low m olecular weight and polym eric. It

isshown thatallglassesdem onstratethelinearbehavior

ofC (�)(eq.(2))around the boson peak frequency. O ne

ofthe m oststriking resultsisthatthere are two groups

ofglasses.O nehasafrequency independentcontribution

B with a universalvalue~0:5,while thesecond group of

glasses has B � 0. An interpretation ofthe results is

proposed and a correlation with low-tem perature ther-

m alconductivity isfound.

II.R ESU LT S

The density of vibrationalstates m ust be known in

order to extract the Ram an coupling coe� cient (see,

eq.(1)).Ithasbeen shown6;11;23 thatrelaxation-likepro-

cessesgivesigni� cantcontribution to theRam an spectra

and g(�) at frequencies below the boson peak even at

tem peratures as low as 50 K .Thus,experim entaldata

obtained atT below 50 K should be used forextracting

vibrationalg(�).Two experim entaltechniques provide

inform ation on g(�): inelastic neutron scattering2 and

m easurem ents of low-tem perature speci� c heat1. The

latterhasa few advantages:(i)thenum berofglassesfor

which speci� cheatdataareavailableism uch largerthan

thenum berofglassesforwhich inelasticneutron scatter-

ingdataareavailable;(ii)thedensity ofstatescalculated

from low-tem perature speci� c heatdata correspondsto

a very low tem perature,where usually no neutron data

are available. W hile in the pastonly a phenom enologi-

calanalysiswasavailable forextraction ofthe coupling

coe� cientfrom the com parison ofthe speci� c heatand

Ram an data (for exam ple,13;24),recently it was shown

thatthe integralequation forspeci� c heattem perature

dependence can be solved num erically and therefore the

density ofvibrationalstatesm ay now be obtained from

heatcapacity m easurem ents22.

SiO 2. The low-tem perature density ofstatesofHer-

alux silica glass was calculated from the speci� c heat

data published in25 using theproceduredescribed in de-

tailsin22. Itwasshown in thiswork thatthe density of

states obtained from the speci� c heat data is in excel-

lentagreem entwith the one m easured by inelastic neu-

tron scattering21;26. Low-tem perature polarized Ram an

datafrom Heralux glassweretaken from 27 (T= 7K )and

depolarized data taken from 28 (T= 10 K ).The Ram an

coupling coe� cient for the density of states evaluated

from the speci� c heat data is in good agreem ent with

thatcalculated from com parison oftheRam an and neu-

tron data12;21 (Fig.1). Note that the deviation ofC (�)

ofRef.21 in thehigh-frequency partisrelated to di� erent

kindsofsilica glassesused forlightand neutron scatter-

ing.Thedi� erencebetween theresultsreported in12 and

those reported in22 atvery low-frequenciesis related to

the presence ofa quasielastic contribution at T= 50 K

(lowesttem perature used in Ref.12)in the range� < 10

cm �1 . This di� erence stresses the im portance ofusing

very low tem perature data for estim ates of the vibra-

tionalC (�).

Fig.1 dem onstrates(seealso theinset)thatin thefre-

quency range 10-40 cm �1 the coupling coe� cientvaries

linearly with frequency,C (�)/ (�=�B P + B ). The cou-

pling coe� cientisproportionalto frequency in therange

from ~40cm �1 up to ~120cm �1 .A superlinearbehavior

is observed below 10 cm �1 . In the Ram an experim ent

ofRef.27,the signalin the range 7-8 cm �1 wasso weak

that it was not possible to detect it. In this case only

an estim ate ofthe upperlim itofthe signalisavailable.

Thisestim ate wasused forthe calculation ofthe upper

lim itforC (�)atfrequencies7-8 cm �1 .Theopen circles

in Fig.1 show theupperlim itofthecoupling coe� cient

(forthepolarized spectrum ).Thus,itisvery likely,that

thelinearbehaviorofC (�)observed in21 isrestricted to

frequencies above 10 cm �1 ,but the coupling coe� cient

hasanotherfrequency dependencefor�< 10 cm �1 .Also

it follows from the data of12 that C (�) increases faster

than linear at �< 10 cm �1 . Further m easurem ents of

Ram an scattering in silica glass at low frequencies and

low tem peratures(< 10 K )areneeded in orderto clarify

the frequency behaviorofthe coupling coe� cientat�<

10 cm �1 .

B 2O 3. The density ofstateswascalculated from the

speci� c heatdata ofthe D5 sam ple published in29.The

speci� cheatdata of29 wereextended aboveT= 20 K by

theresultspublished in30 (theresultsof29 show thatthe

speci� cheatdataofdi� erentboron oxideglassescollapse

to a single curve above ~15 K ).Ram an data m easured

atT= 15 K were taken from 31 (the sam ple used in31 is

identicaltoD5from 29 asitfollowsfrom Ref.32).Thecal-

culated coupling coe� cient(Fig.2)isin good agreem ent

with the one published in18. Fig2. shows that the fre-

quency behaviorofthecoupling coe� cientin B2O 3 glass

islinearbelow 30 cm �1 and isproportionalto �0:5 above

30 cm �1 .

Se. The density ofvibrationalstates ofSe glasswas

calculated from speci� c heat data published in33;34. In

the range 10-60 cm �1 ,this calculation is in fair agree-
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m entwith the resultsofneutron scattering atT= 100 K

published in35. The depolarized Ram an spectrum ofSe

glass at T= 6 K was taken from 13. The coupling coef-

� cient (Figure 3) was calculated using density ofstates

evaluated from both,speci� cheatand neutron scattering

data.Itislinearin therange5-20 cm �1 and variesm ore

strongly than linearly abovethisrange.The superlinear

behaviorofC (�)also appearsbelow 5 cm �1 .

C K N . The vibrational density of states was calcu-

lated from the speci� c heat data published in36. The

speci� c heatin this work wasm easured up to 8.5 K .It

is expected that the vibrationaldensity ofstates found

willbe valid in a frequency range up to about20 cm �1

(see22). The low-frequency Ram an spectrum at T= 6

K was taken from 37. The density ofstates at T= 252

K ofCK N glasswasm easured in38.Since the density of

statesdoesnotdem onstratesigni� canttem peraturevari-

ationsfor� > 10 cm �1 Ref.38,thecoupling coe� cientat

T= 200 K was calculated using the Ram an data at T=

200 K (data from 37) and neutron scattering data of38

(no correction forthe Debye-W allerfactorwasdone for

S(Q ;�)). The two estim ates ofthe coupling coe� cient

(from neutron and speci� cheatexperim ents,Fig.3)show

good agreem entin therange10-30cm �1 ,whilethepres-

enceofthefastrelaxation below 10 cm �1 isclearatT=

200K .Thecoupling coe� cientrevealsa linearfrequency

behavior in the range 10-22 cm �1 and the stronger de-

pendenciesbelow 10 cm �1 and above35 cm �1 .

A s2S3. The density ofstateswascalculated from the

speci� c heatdata published in14 (data forthe annealed

sam ple).Theevaluated density ofstatesin therange10-

60 cm �1 isin fairagreem entwith g(�)obtained from in-

elastic neutron scattering m easurem ents39 atroom tem -

perature. A low-tem perature depolarized Ram an spec-

trum ofthe As2S3 glasswasm easured in13. The values

ofC (�) from that work (Fig.4) show that the coupling

coe� cientisproportionalto � in the range5-60 cm �1 .

G eO 2. Low-tem perature low-frequency Ram an data

and speci� cheatdata forG eO2 glassweretaken from
40.

The density of states was calculated from the speci� c

heat.The valuesofC (�)(Fig.4)derived from thatdata

show thatC (�)isnearly proportionalto � forthewhole

frequency range10-50 cm �1 .

G eSe2. Inelastic neutron scattering data and low-

tem perature speci� c heat data for G eSe2 glass are pre-

sented in41.O urevaluation ofthe vibrationaldensity of

statesfrom the low-tem peraturespeci� cheat(m easured

up to 18K )isin good agreem entwith room tem perature

neutron data in the range 10-50 cm �1 . This agreem ent

suggeststhata contribution ofthefastrelaxation in this

frequency range is negligible already at am bient condi-

tions. A room tem perature Ram an spectrum ofG eSe2

glasswastaken from 42. The spectrum m easured in this

work shows a wellde� ned peak already at room tem -

perature,supporting thecontention thatthequasielastic

contribution iswellsuppressed atfrequenciescorrespond-

ingtotheboson peakm axim um .Thecouplingcoe� cient

wascalculated from acom parison ofRam an and neutron

scatteringdataatroom tem perature(Fig.4).Thiscalcu-

lation dem onstrates nearly linear frequency behavior of

C (�)in the whole frequency range8-90 cm �1 .

(A g2O )0:14(B 2O 3)0:86.Vibrationaldensity ofstates

ofa (Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86 glasswascalculated from the

speci� cheatdata of43.Speci� cheatdata werem easured

up to 18 K in thiswork.Sincethe low-tem peraturespe-

ci� c heat coincides with that ofB2O 3 glass for T> 10

K 43,weextended thedata ofthe(Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86
glass to higher tem perature using the data from the

B2O 3 glass. The extended data allowed us to calcu-

late the density ofstates for higher frequency. A low-

tem perature depolarized Ram an spectrum recorded at

T= 20 K wastaken from 43. The derived coupling coef-

� cientof(Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86 glass(Fig.4)islinearin

therange10-60 cm �1 and slightly superlinearabovethis

range.

Polystyrene (P S).The density ofvibrationalstates

ofPS glass was calculated from the speci� c heat data

published in30;44.A low-tem peraturedepolarized Ram an

spectrum (atT= 6K )wastaken from 45.In thefrequency

range8-90cm �1 ,C (�)calculated from thesedata(Fig.5)

agreeswellwith the coupling coe� cientobtained earlier

by direct com parison ofneutron and Ram an scattering

data atT= 35 K (from 12). The contribution ofthe fast

relaxation45 atT= 35 K isresponsibleforthe di� erence

between the two estim atesofcoupling coe� cientatfre-

quencies below 8 cm �1 . The coupling coe� cient in PS

glass(Fig.5)varieslinearlywith � in therange5-40cm �1

and superlinearaboveand below thisrange.

Polycarbonate (P C ).Thecouplingcoe� cientatT=

15 K for PC glasswasfound in10 by directcom parison

ofneutron and Ram an scattering spectra.Itislinearin

the range 5-50 cm �1 and superlinear above this range

(Fig.5).

Polym ethylm ethacrylate (P M M A ). Calculation

of vibrational density of states of PM M A glass was

done from the speci� c heatdata published in30. A low-

tem perature Ram an spectrum wasm easured in46. C (�)

obtained from thatdata (Fig.5)agreeswellwith thecou-

pling coe� cient found in47 from com parison ofneutron

and Ram an scattering spectra atT= 30 K .C (�)varies

linearly with � in therange7-30cm �1 and hasastronger

frequency dependence abovethisrange.

III.G EN ER A L FEA T U R ES O F C (�)

In this section som e generalpropertiesofthe Ram an

coupling coe� cientwillbe discussed. The goalisto re-

vealfeaturesthatareuniversalordi� erentfortheglasses

analyzed.

The resultspresented in the previoussection indicate

thatthefrequency behaviorofcouplingcoe� cientcan be

considered in threefrequency ranges:signi� cantly below

thefrequency oftheboson peak m axim um ,�B P ;around

�B P and signi� cantly above �B P . The com parison will
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be done with the frequency axisscaled to �B P .The fre-

quency �B P wasde� ned astheposition ofthem axim um

in the curve g(�)=�2. Table 1 presents for the glasses

underdiscussion the valuesof�B P de� ned in thisway.

Linear dependence of C (�) near �B P . A linear

behavior ofC (�) for frequencies near that correspond-

ing to the boson peak m axim um can be seen for all

the glasses. This linear behavior can be described by

eq.(2).The constantB characterizesthe relativecontri-

bution oftwo additive term sin eq.(2). Fig.6 presentsa

plot ofC (�) for seven glasses (SiO 2, B2O 3, Se,CK N,

(Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86, PS, PC) plotted against scaled

frequency (am plitudesofthe C (�)werenorm alized near

�=�B P = 1). For clarity,only data above 0:5�B P are

presented in this� gure.Cleardi� erencesin C (�)ofthe

di� erentglassesare observed athigh frequencies. How-

ever,C (�)tendsto a m astercurve (universalfrequency

dependence)atfrequenciesbelow ~1:5�B P .Theuniversal

behavior shown by the dashed line presents the depen-

dence

C (�)/ �=�B P + 0:5 (3)

Thelinearfrequency dependencedescribeswellthebe-

havior ofC (�) found experim entally starting from the

frequency � 0.5�B P .Thehigh frequency lim itofthisbe-

haviorvariesfrom 1.5�B P for SiO 2 and Se up to about

4�B P forthe PC glass.

However, there exists another group of glasses that

does not follow the frequency behavior highlighted in

Fig.6. The results for the other four glasses (PM M A,

As2S3,G eSe2,G eO 2) are presented in Fig.7. C (�) for

theseglassescan bewelldescribed by a sim plelinearde-

pendencewith theconstantB in eq.(2)having a valueof

zero.

Thus,allthe glassesanalyzed here are separated into

two groups: those with C (�) / �=�B P + 0:5 near the

boson peak m axim um (Fig.6),and another group with

C (�)/ � (Fig.7).In the following we willreferto these

two groupswith the designation of"type-I" and "type-

II",respectively.

Low -frequency behaviorofC (�)(� < 0:5�B P ).At

leastfourglasses(SiO 2,Se,PS and CK N)dem onstrate

superlinearfrequency dependence in thisspectralrange.

Thelow-frequency portionsofC (�) forthese glassesare

presented in Fig.8 on a log-log scale together with the

function C (�) / �=�B P + 0.5. The coupling coe� cient

variessuperlinearly below som efrequency ~0:5�B P ,devi-

ating strongly from the extrapolation oflinearbehavior

(Fig.8). The crossover frequency ofa transition to su-

perlinearbehaviorappearsto be � 0.3�B P forSiO 2 and

� 0.5�B P forSe,PS and CK N.

It is rem arkable thatthese system s have signi� cantly

di� erentm icrostructureand fragility.Thissuggeststhat

superlinear frequency behavior for � < (0.3� 0.5)�B P

m ay be generalforvariousglasses.The factthatwedid

not observe the superlinear frequency behavior ofC (�)

in otherglassescan be explained by two reasons:either

the experim entaldata are not extended to low enough

frequencies,or they are m easured at tem peratures that

arenotlow enough and thepresenceofthefastrelaxation

at low frequencies m asks the true vibrationalbehavior.

The im portance ofthe relaxation contribution even at

tem peratureaslow asT= 15 K can be dem onstrated in

the case ofthe B2O 3 glass.Indeed,from Fig.1 of31 itis

evident that the fast relaxation is not negligible at T=

15 K and dom inatesfor � < 3 cm �1 . Since the spectral

shape ofthe fastrelaxation spectrum in B2O 3 doesnot

depend on tem perature31,we can subtract it from the

Ram an spectrum atT= 15 K using the spectrum ofthe

fast relaxation determ ined in31. The Ram an spectrum

ofB2O 3 glasscorrected in thisway (by adjusting am pli-

tudeoftherelaxationalspectrum atthelowestpointsof

the spectrum in Fig.1 ofRef.31)givesthe coupling coef-

� cient shown by the dotted line in Fig.8. This revised

coupling coe� cient depicts the superlinear behavior at

� < 0:5�B P .

H igh-frequency behavior of C (�) (� > 2�B P ).

Figs.6 and 7 show no universalbehaviorofthe coupling

coe� cientin thisfrequency range.Itvariesfrom sublin-

earto strongly superlinearbehaviorfordi� erentglasses.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N

Theobservation ofthesuperlinearbehaviorofthecou-

pling coe� cientbelow som efrequency � < (0.3� 0.5)�B P

is very im portant. It has been shown that C (�) for

acoustic-like vibrations should increase ~�2. This pre-

diction wasobtained in thefram ework ofdi� erentm odel

approxim ations(see,forexam ple,Refs.6;8;9).

Basingon theirexperim entalobservations,theauthors

ofRef.21 suggested thatthe linearbehaviorofC (�) can

be extrapolated to the lim it � ! 0 and C (� = 0) has

a nonvanishing value. The results ofthe present work

show thatthisextrapolation isnotcorrectand thechar-

acter ofthe frequency dependence changes at lower �,

corresponding to the expectation that C (�) ! 0 when

� ! 0. However,the existing experim entaldata do not

allow one to establish the exact frequency dependence,

and thistopic stillrequiresfurtherinvestigation.

Athigher frequencies,C (�) dem onstratesthe univer-

sallinearbehaviorfortype-Iglasses(Fig.6).Theglasses

in thisclassvary signi� cantly in structure,fragility,and

ratio ofthe excessvibrationsto the Debye level. There

are m any m odels thatassum e two di� erentkinds ofvi-

brationscoexistingatfrequenciesaround theboson peak:

propagating and localized orquasilocal.Forexam ple,in

thefram eworkofthesoftpotentialm odel48 itisassum ed

that propagating waves have a Debye-like density of

statesand donotcontributetotheRam an spectra,while

excess vibrations are localized and have C (�) = const.

The ratio ofthe excess vibrationaldensity ofstates to

theDebyelevelaround theboson peak is~4 in SiO 2 and

~0.4 in CK N 36,i.e. it di� ers up to 10 tim es. In that
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respect,the observed universality ofC (�),obtained us-

ing the totaldensity ofvibrationalstates (Figures6,7),

supports an alternative idea that allvibrations around

the boson peak arehybridized and can notbe separated

into propagating and localized.

In orderto explain the observed universality ofC (�),

signi� cant theoreticalwork should be done. There are

two com plicationsin this problem : (i) there is no good

approxim ation for the wavefunction of the vibrations

aroundthebosonpeak;(ii)thescatteringm echanism ,i.e.

thewayhow thevibrationsm odulatepolarizabilityofthe

m aterial,isnotclearand m ightbe di� erentfordi� erent

glasses. Below we considera very sim plistic m odelthat

m ight provide a qualitative description ofthe observed

universalbehaviorofC (�).O nepossibleexplanation for

this behaviorcan be found in the fram ework ofthe ap-

proach ofnon-continuousglassnanostructure49{51. The

m odelassum esthatthe boson peak vibrationscom bine

propertiesofboth localized and extended excitations.At

short distances (inside ofa nanocluster),displacem ents

ofatom sarecoherentand the wavefunction issim ilarto

a vibration localized in the cluster. Atlongerdistances,

however,the vibrationsstartto have di� usive character

(probably asin52).Note thatthe spiritofthisconsider-

ation isvery sim ilarto thatofthe m odelin53.

For sim plicity ofdiscussion we willfollow continuous

m edium approxim ation6. In thiscase the inelastic light

scattering iscaused by acousticvibrationsvia theelasto-

optic e� ect. The coupling coe� cients for the Ram an

scattering ofacoustic-typeexcitationsiswritten as6;7:

C (�)/

Z

@�!r hP (0)P
�
(�!r)ihs�(0)s��(�!r)i (4)

Here s�(�!r) is the strain ofan acoustic vibration with

frequency �, h:::i m eans con� gurationaland statistical

averaging,and P (�!r)istheelasto-opticconstant.Cross-

correlations of P (�!r) and s�(�!r)  uctuations are ne-

glected forsim plicity. Since the phonon m ean free path

is m uch shorter than the light wavelength, the expo-

nentialexp(i�!q�!r) (where �!q is the scattering wavevec-

tor of the experim ent) is also neglected. The polar-

ization indices are om itted for sim plicity. W e assum e

hP (0)P �(�!r)i� P 2 and neglectcontribution ofthe uc-

tuating part ofthe elasto-optic constant in the Ram an

coupling coe� cient.

In thefram ework ofthem odelconsidered,theintegral

ofeq.(4) can be separated into two parts: the � rst is

for the short distances,where the wavefunction ofthe

vibration m im icsthe localized feature;thesecond one is

forlongerdistances,wherethewavefunction hasdi� usive

character:

C (�)/

Z j�!rj= R

0

@�!r hs�(0)s��(�!r)i+

Z
1

j�!rj= R
@rhs�(0)s��(�!r)i

(5)

Here,R is the radius ofthe nanocluster. The wavefuc-

tion in the � rst term behaves as a localized vibration

and this is the case described in the Shuker-G am m on

m odel7. Therefore,the � rstterm is frequency indepen-

dent. The di� usive character ofthe boson peak vibra-

tions determ ines the frequency behavior ofthe second

term in eq.(5). In Ref.54,it was shown that the di� u-

sive feature of acoustic vibrations leads to C (�) / �.

Therefore,the second term in eq.(5) is proportionalto

frequency.Thus,the localized-extended characterofthe

boson peak vibrationsm ay be the reason for the linear

frequency dependenceoftheRam an coupling coe� cient.

According to eq.(5),therelativecontributionsto C (�)

ofafrequency independentterm and aterm proportional

to frequency re ectstherelativeweightsoflocalized and

extended partoftheboson peak vibration.Theresultof

Fig.6 m eansthatatthe boson peak m axim um the ratio

ofthelocalized and extended partsisthe sam eforthese

glasses.

However,the frequency independent contribution to

C (�) for som e ofglasses is negligibly sm all(Fig.7). In

the fram ework ofthe considered m odel,it m eans that

forthese glasseseitherthe vibrationshave di� usive-like

character even inside a nanocluster or this part ofthe

wavefunction doesnotcontribute to lightscattering due

to selection rules. W e do not have a clear explanation

fortheobserved di� erenceand itrem ainsa challengefor

future investigations. At presentwe only show another

hintthatthepeculiarity oftype-IIglassesm ay berelated

to localization ofthe vibrations. Indeed,ifthis is true

one should expectthatboson peak vibrationsoftype-II

glasses are m ore extended than those oftype-I glasses.

This di� erence has to show up in vibration transport

properties. Figure 9 presents the therm alconductivity

ofSiO 2,PS,Se,G eO 2,PM M A and As2S3 glasses(data

from Refs.55{57). The � rst three glasses are type-Iand

the next three are type-II.It is convenient to com pare

the pairs of glasses in which the two m em bers of the

pair have closely sim ilar chem icalnature but belong to

di� erent classes,for exam ple,SiO2 and G eO 2,PS and

PM M A,As2S3 and Se. It appears (Fig.9) that glasses

ofdi� erent type (but ofsim ilar chem icalnature) have

com parabletherm alconductivity athigherT buttype-II

glasseshavehighertherm alconductivity atthe plateau.

Itisknown thattheplateau region in therm alconductiv-

ity correspondsto conductivity by vibrationsaround the

boson peak.Thus,thiscom parison revealsweakerlocal-

ization oftheboson peakvibrationsin type-IIglassesand

supportsthe above speculations. However,the question

isfarfrom settled and furtherinvestigationsare needed

in orderto providea m icroscopicexplanation ofthe dif-

ferencebetween the two typesofglasses.

There are no universalities in the frequency depen-

dence ofC (�)for� > 2�B P . The high-frequency vibra-

tionsdepend stronglyon aparticularatom icorganization

ofa glass,itsm icrostructure.A relation to peculiarm i-

crostructure m ay be a reason for di� erent behaviors of

C (�)in thisfrequency range.
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V .C O N C LU SIO N

The Ram an coupling coe� cient,C (�),isanalyzed for

the large num ber of glasses strongly di� erent in their

chem icalstructureand fragility.Itisdem onstrated that

C (�) has a universallinear frequency dependence near

the boson peak m axim um : C (�) / �=�B P + B , with

B ~0.5 for one group ofglasses and B ~0 for the second

group.Theobserved universalitysuggeststhatthevibra-

tionsaround theboson peak havesom euniversalproper-

tiesforglasseswith di� erentstructure. An explanation

for the observed C (�) is form ulated in the fram ework

ofa m odeldescribing the vibrationalwavefunction asa

com bination oflocalized and extended parts. W e relate

the di� erence in the behaviorofC (�)in the two groups

ofglasses to di� erent localization properties ofthe vi-

brationson a shortlength scale. Thissuggestion agrees

with theobservation ofdi� erentbehavioroftherm alcon-

ductivity in these two typesofglasses. Itisalso shown

thatC (�) has a superlinearbehavioratfrequenciesbe-

low ~0.3� 0.5�B P .A sharp rise in m ean free path ofthe

vibrationswith decreasein � m aybeareason forthisfast

decrease in C (�). No universality is observed athigher

frequencies(above~2�B P )suggesting thattheparticular

atom ic organization ofglassesisim portantin thisspec-

tralrange.
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Table 1. Boson peak position,de� ned asthe position

ofm axim um ofg=�2.

glass BP position [cm �1 ]

1 SiO 2 33.5

2 B2O 3 18

3 (Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86 22.5

4 Se 12

5 As2S3 16.5

6 CK N 20.5

7 G eSe2 10

8 G eO 2 27

9 PC 11

10 PS 11.5

11 PM M A 12.5
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Figurecaptions

Figure 1. Frequency dependence ofthe coupling co-

e� cientC (�)forSiO 2 glass.Closed circlesarepolarized

Ram an scattering data from Ref.27 (open circlesare ex-

plained in thetext),thick solid lineisthe coupling coef-

� cient fordepolarized Ram an data ofRef.28. Thin line

is / � behavior. Triangles are C (�) data from Ref.21.

SquaresareC (�)data from Ref.12.Insetshowsthelow-

frequency (10-40 cm �1 )partofC (�)in details.

Figure 2. Frequency dependence ofthe coupling co-

e� cient C (�) for B2O 3 glass. Solid line is C (�) found

forthe density ofstatesevaluated from the speci� c heat

data.CirclesareC (�)from Ref.18.Insetshowsthelow-

frequency (< 30 cm �1 )partofC (�)in details.

Figure 3.Frequency dependenceofthecouplingcoef-

� cientC (�)forCK N and Seglasses:trianglesand circles

correspond to density ofstates evaluated from speci� c

heatdata,dotted and solid lines isfordensity ofstates

from inelastic neutron scattering (CK N and Se,respec-

tively).Insetshowsthe low frequency rangein details.

Figure 4. Frequency dependence of the coupling

coe� cient C (�) for As2S3 (circles), G eO 2 (triangles),

G eSe2 (thin line)and (Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86 (thick line)

glasses. Inset shows the low-frequency part ofC (�) in

details.

Figure 5. Frequency dependence ofthe coupling co-

e� cientC (�)forpolym ericglasses:PS -thin linecorre-

sponds to the density ofstates from neutron scattering

experim ent(data from Ref.12),circlesto the one evalu-

ated from speci� c heat data;PC -triangles(data from

Ref.10),PM M A -thick solid linecorrespondsto theden-

sity ofstates from neutron scattering experim ent (data

from Ref.47),squaresto the one evaluated from speci� c

heatdata.Insetshowsthelow-frequency partofC (�)in

details.

Figure 6. Frequency dependence of the coupling

coe� cient C (�) for glasses: SiO 2, B2O 3, Se, CK N,

(Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86,PS,PC,versus scaled frequency

�=�B P .O nlyregion above0.5�B P ispresented.Num bers

oflinescorrespond to the num bers in the Table 1. Tri-

angles are (Ag2O )0:14(B2O 3)0:86,circles are CK N data.

Dashed line isa � tC (�)/ �=�B P + 0.5.Insetshowsthe

low-frequency partofC (�)in details.

Figure 7.Frequency dependenceofthecouplingcoef-

� cientC (�)forglasses:PM M A (dotted line),As2S3 (tri-

angles),G eSe2 (solid line),G eO 2 (circles)versusscaled

frequency �=�B P . Dashed line is a � t C (�) / �. Inset

showsthe low-frequency partofC (�)in details.

Figure 8.Thelow-frequency partofthecoupling co-

e� cientC (�)forglasses:SiO 2 (solid line),Se(triangles),

PS (squares),CK N (circles)in logarithm icscale.Dashed

line is C (�) / �=�B P + 0.5. Dotted line is C (�) for the

corrected Ram an spectrum ofB2O 3 glassasexplained in

the text.

Figure 9. Therm alconductivity ofSiO 2 (solid line),

G eO 2 (dotted line),PM M A (open circles),PS (solid cir-

cles),As2S3 (open triangles),Se (solid triangles). Data

aretaken from Refs.55{57.
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