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W e have undertaken an inelastic neutron scattering study of the perovskite relaxor ferroelectric
Pb (Zn;-3Nb,_3)03 wih 8% PbT10 3 PZN-8%PT) In order to elucidate the origin of the previously
reported unusualkink on the low frequency transverse phonon dispersion curve (known as "waterfall"
e ect). W e show that is position (gy ) depends on the choice of the B rillouin zone and that the
relation of g, r to the size of the polar nanoregions ishighly im probable. T he waterfall phenom enon
isexplained in the fram ew ork ofa sin plem odelofcoupled dam ped ham onic oscillators representing

the acoustic and optic phonon branches.

I. NTRODUCTION

Ferroelectric perovskites Pb (Zn;_sNb,_3)03 @ZN)
and PbM g;-3Nb,_3)0O3PMN) and related m aterials
have recently attracted a great attention, am ong oth-
ers, due to the excellent piezoelectric propertiest of their
solid solutions with PbT 0 5. Their average ABO 3 per—
ovskite structure is perturbed by a short-range occupa-—
tional ordering on B-site positionsZ< It is known that
this nanoscopic lnhom ogeneity is responsible for relaxor
properties of these m aterials, such as sm earing and fre—
quency dependence of the dielectric anom aly associated
w ith the ferroelectric ordering?, and for other phenom —
ena re ecting the presence of polar nanoregions PNR)
persisting hundreds ofK elvins above the tem perature of
dielectric pem iiviy maxinum-2. Unfrtunately, it is
not easy to deal with these Inhom ogeneities in a sin —
pl enough m odel, and the understanding of the relaxor
properties is not yet satisfactory.

Since these m aterials are available as large sihgle crys—
tals, inelastic neutron scattering can be used to study the
phonon dispersion curves. The spectrum of the lowest
frequency transverse excitations usually consists of in—
teracting and m utually repelling transverse acoustic and
transverse optic phonon branches. It isknown that upon
approaching a displacive ferroelectric phase transition,
the lowest zone center optic m ode (soft m ode) tends to
zero frequency. Instead of that, it was repeatedly found
that near the "sn eared" phase transition of relaxor ferro—
electrics, the upper branch appears to drop precipiously
Into the Iower branch at a nite value of m om entum
transfer ofthe orderofqg, ¢ = 02A ! . Forexplanation of
this "waterfall" e ect, G ehring, Park and Shirane pro-
posed that the characteristicw ave vector g, £ corresponds
to the size ofthe PN R ’s, and that due to these PN R ’s the
soft branch phononsw ith g < g, r cannote ectively prop—
agate in the crystal. T he idea was subsequently speci ed
within a m ode-coupling m ode’® assum ing a sharp -

crease of transverse optic branch dam ping (nverse life-
tine) forg< gy «.
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FIG.1l: Low frequency phonon modes in PZN-8% PT mea—
sured by constant energy scans at 500K .M easurem ents were
perform ed in (@) 020 Brillouin zone Q@ = (g20) scans) and in
() 030 Brillouin zone Q = (g30) scans).

W ithin the past three years, it was established
that the "waterfall" e ect is common to a number
of relaxor ferroelectrics, ncluding P ZN72, pM N102112
Pb(Zn;3Nb, 5)03 wih 8% PbTiO; @PIZIN-8%PT)S,
PZN-15% PTX3, and PM N 20% PTX%. However, we have
noticed that the sharp drop mearq 02A ') ofthedis-
persion curves of the single-dom ain tetragonal BaT O 3
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drawn In Fig. 6 ofRef.llll also strikingly closely rem Inds
those of relaxors (com pare, for exam ple, with Fig. 2 of
Ref.ll). O bviously, the explanation based on the charac—
teristic size of PN R ’s cannot be valid for an experin ent
performm ed on a classic sihgle-dom ain ferroelectric crystal.
T his lketter brings new inelastic neutron scattering data
show ing that such explanation does not hold for relaxors
either. W e dem onstrate that the "waterfall" e ect can
be ascrbed to an entirely classic interference of Iineshape
anom alies due to the coupled acoustic and optic branches
w fthout any ad-hoc assum ption ofan anom alous increase
of the bare optic branch dam ping below g, ¢.

For the experin ent we have chosen a 3.7 g sihgle crys—
talofPZN 8% P T, used already in our previous neutron
study*®. This asgrown, optically transparent, yellow ish
sinhgle crystalw as produced by the high tem perature ux
technique at M aterdals R esearch Institute, Pennsylvania
State University. This prom ising PZN 8% PT m aterial,
show ing both relaxor and giant piezoelectric properties,
hasbeen studied recently by a num ber oftechniques, and
it is the one orwhich the possible relation ofq, ¢ to the
size of PNR’swas 1rstly invoked?

The present experin ent was carried out on the re—
cently upgraded IN 8 therm al neutron spectrom eter at
the ILL high ux reactor. The instrum ent was oper—
ated wih a xed wavenumber of scattered neutrons
ke = 3A !, using horizontally focussing (vertically at)
Si crystals as m onochrom ator and analyzer. The sam —
plk was wrapped in a thin Nb foil and mounted in a
vacuum fimace allow ing to reach tem peratures up to
1200K w ith a stability better than 1K . The sam ple was
ordented w ith the cubic 001]axis vertical. T his geom etry
allowed us to explore the hk0) scattering plane. Both
transverse and longitudinalm om entum resolution w idths
m easured on the (030) Bragg re ection were better than
007 and 0.06 of reciprocal lattice unit (rlu, where 1 rlu is
2 =a 155A '), respectively. This is about equivalent
to resolution widths n a sstup wih at PG (oyrolitic
graphite) crystals and 40’ Soller collin ators used in the
previous studies by other authors. The present setup
ushg elastically bent Sicrystalst?! pem its to avoid spu—
riouse ects from tailsofre ection curvesinherenttoPG
m osaic crystals and provides an in proved energy resoli—
tion of0.8mev FW HM ), as given by the energy pro I
of elastic inooherent scattering from our crystaland con—

m ed by an independent m easurem ent on a vanadium
reference sam ple.

The typical constant energy transverse scans in the
020 and 030 Brillbuin zones at 500K are displayed In
Fig.1, and the positions of their m axin a are plotted as
solid symbols in Fig. 2. The apparent disgpersion curve
obtained in thisway from the 020 B rillouin zone data has
an alm ost verticalrise up near g, ¢ = 0:13rhli. Thisvalie
correspondsexactly to the g, r obtained from the 220 zone
data at the sam e tem perature and sam e crystallographic
direction for thism aterialin Ref.

On the other hand, the position of the upward rise
observed by us in the 030 Brillouin zone is at a signi —
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FIG.2: Position ofmaxina in constant energy transverse
scans performed in 0 2 0 (solid squares) and 0 3 0 (solid di-
am onds) Brillouin zones (@s in Fig. 1). M axim a are om ing
two distinct "dispersion curves". The in ection points near
g, = 043 rlu and 0.06 rli, respectively, are discussed in the
text. Open symbols show maximum intensity positions in
constantq scans. Lines are only guides for eyes.

cantly an aller value ofq, ¢ 006rli. Asthesame D10}~
polarized m odesw ith wave vectorsalong [L00]are probed
In both B rillouin zones, the valie of g, r can hardly pro—
vide a m easure of the size of PNR’s®. On the contrary,
the rem arkable dependence of g, ¢ on the chosen Bril-
louin zone proves that the observed dispersion ism erely
an apparent dispersion. In fact, it is known that m axi-
mum intensity positions for response finction of coupled
dam ped ham onic phonons can be sensitive to the dy—
nam ical structure factors (chosen B rillouin zone) 28 Fur-
them ore, the striking di erence between the 030 zone
value of g, r and aln ost the sam e valuesof g, ¢ In 020 and
220 zones indicates that the waterfalle ect is related to
dynam icalstructure factor ofbare acoustic branch, which
is known to be very sm all in the 030 zonelid?

A sam atter of fact, it tums out that the "waterfallef-
fect" can be reproduced In a quite sinple model. Let
us consider the standard m ode®22122 of two coupled

dam ped ham onic oscillators, de ned by a 2 2 dynam —
icaland dam ping m atricesD 4 and 4
17, @ @

Dy = TTA ; 1

: @ %@ @
a @ a0 @

= ; D

4 a0 @ 10 @ @

where !1a (@ and !7o (@ describes dispersion of bare
acoustic and optic branches, (q) descrbes theirm utual
bilinear interaction, ra (@ and o (@) stands for bare
m ode frequency Independent dam ping, ao (@) stands for
viscous Interaction (oilnear In tin e derivatives of bare
m ode coordinates) and g is the reduced phonon wave
vector in a chosen direction (in this letter, along the cu—
bic 100]). In the high tem perature lim it h! << kT),
the corresponding inelastic neutron scattering intensity



is proportional tot82L

I;9=kT ! ' f@ I B (9l :f@ ; 3)

Gij@= Dg il 4 !%B)'; @)

whereE isa2 2unim atrix and f(q) isa 2-com ponent
vector com posed of dynam ical structure factors of bare
acoustic and optic branches, respectively. At am all fre—
quencies, it isexpected that ! :j a0 @J<< j gJso that,
aseg. n theRefllll, a0 (@ = Owillassum ed in the ol
low Ing. T hew ave vector dependence ofdynam icalm atrix
D 4 can be conveniently cast in the form which appears
In the sin plest nearest-neighbor interaction m odels w ith
tw o degrees of freedom per uni cel324:23;

12, @ = Asih®(g=2); 5)
120@ = c+ Bsin®( g=2); ®)
g = dsin®( g=2); )

where the real parameters A;B;c and d de ne the
strength of dispersion of bare acoustic and optic
branches, the square of sofft m ode frequency and the
strength ofm ode m ixing at zone boundary, respectively.
Let us note that the dynam icalm atrix param etrized in
this way show s the sam e asym ptotic behavior forg ! 0
as the standard m odelof Ref.l 1}, and at the same tine
provides the correct dispersion behavior also at the zone
boundary. In the sam e spirit, we introduce

ta @ = gsin®( g=2); @®)
to @ = h; )

where the real param eters g and h de ne the dam ping
of the bare acoustic branch W ih required asym ptotic
& dependence) and the g- independent dam ping of bare
optic m ode, respectively.

N um ericalcalculationswere perform ed fora set ofreal-
isticvalies @ = 100meV?,B = 150meV?,c= 15mev?,
d= 100meV2,g= 6m eV, h = 6meV).Constant energy
pro lescalculated for the case of equalbare acoustic and
optic structure factors (E= (0:5;05)) areshown nFig.3,
w hile phonon digpersion curves obtained by diagonaliza—
tion of the dynam icalm atrix D 4 are shown In Fig. 4.
Fig. 4 also show s that the positions of the m axin um in-
tensity in constant energy pro lsshown in Fig. 3 fom s
an apparent dispersion branch which follow s the acoustic
branch for am allg, but then it sharply rises tow ards the
upper phonon branch near 0.1 rlu. T he shape of this ap—
parent dispersion curve indeed corresopondswellw ith the
experim ental ndings shown forexample n Fig. 2.

A s expected, the "waterfll" region of the apparent
dispersion curve depends noticeably on the dynam ical
structure factor. For exam ple, a decrease of the weight
of the bare acoustic structure factor shifts the "water-
f2all" position tow ards the zone center, as i follow s from
Fig. 4. A sin ilar tendency is found in the experim ental
data taken in the "predom mnantly optic" 030 B rillouin
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FIG . 3: Constant energy scans at 1-9 m eV simulated from

the m odel described in the text, for structure factors f =
(0:5;0:5).

FIG. 4: D ispersion curves calculated from the m odel de—
scribed In the text. Full and dashed lines correspond to fre—
quencies of repelled and bare phonon branches obtained as
square roots of eigenvalues and of diagonal elem ents of the
dynam icalm atrix D 4, respectively. Full squares (on the right
side) stands for positions of m axin um Intensity in constant
energy pro lesshown in Fig. 3, calculated for balanced struc—
ture factors £ = (0:5;05). Full diam onds (left side of dia—
gram ) are calculated in a sam e way for the case of a sm aller
bare acoustic structure factor (£= (025;0:75)).

zone [ ig 2). In the lin it of zero bare acoustic structure
factor (£= (0;1)), the waterfall phenom enon com pletely
disappears Fig. 5). On the other hand, wih a slight
change of param eters, the apparent waterfall dispersion
curve can attain even a negative slope. These resuls
show that constant energy scan technigque for investiga-—
tion of coupled acoustic-optic branches should be used
with certain caution. M ore detailed discussion of the
m odel properties and quantitative analysis of the exper—
In ental data is beyond the scope of this ketter and will
be published elsew here.

In conclusion, we argue that the "waterfall" kink seen
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FIG.5: Dispersion curves calculated from the m odel de—
scribed in the text. Symbolshave the sam em eaning as In F ig
4, full squares are calculated from constant energy pro les
calculated for the case of zero bare acoustic structure factor
(E= (0;1)).

on the dispersion curves of several relaxorperovskites can
be explained in the fram ework of coupled dam ped har-
m onic oscillator m odels describing the interaction ofthe
acoustic and optic branches. This kink only appears on
an apparent dispersion curve, obtained from m axim a of

constant energy sections of scattered intensity, while no

such kink is present in the dispersion of bare or coupled

branchesthem selves. In the light ofthese resuls, there is

no reason for the position g, ¢ of the waterfall kink to be

related to the size of the polar nanoregions. F irst of all,

there is no need to assum e the unusual increase of bare

opticbranch dam pingbelow the w aterfallw ave vectorgq, ¢

In the present m odel. Secondly, the "waterfall" position

is very sensitive to the dynam ical structure factor both

In ourm odeland in our experim entaldata, where i be-
com es reduced by asm uch as a factor of 2 when passing

from the 020 to 030 B rillouin zone. It also follow sthat the

"waterfall" anom aly In the low -energy phonon dispersion

isnot speci ¢ to relaxor ferroelectrics, but it can be en—
countered in other system sw ith interacting acoustic and

soft optic branches, such as the ferroelectric perovskite

BaT 0 3.
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