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N onresonant holeburning in the Terahertz range:
B row nian oscillator m odel

U liH �aberle and G regor D iezem ann

Institutf�urPhysikalische Chem ie,Universit�atM ainz,W elderweg 11,55099 M ainz,FRG

The response to the �eld sequence ofnonresonanthole burning,a pum p-wait-probe experi-

m entoriginallydesigned to investigateslow relaxation in com plexsystem s,iscalculated for

a m odelofBrownian oscillators,thusincluding inertiale�ects.In the overdam ped regim e

the m odelpredictions are very sim ilar to those ofthe purely dissipative stochastic m odels

investigated earlier,includingthepossibilityto discrim inatebetween dynam ichom ogeneous

and heterogeneousrelaxation.Thecaseofunderdam pedoscillationsisofparticularinterest

when low-frequency excitationsin glassy system sareconsidered.W eshow thatalso in this

situation a frequency selective m odi�cation ofthe response should be feasable.Thism eans

thatitis possible to speci�cally address various parts ofthe spectrum . An experim ental

realization ofnonresonantholeburningin theTerahertzregim ethereforeisexpected to shed

furtherlighton the nature ofthe vibrationsaround the so-called boson peak.

PACS Num bers:64.70 Pf,05.40.+j,61.20.Lc

I.Introduction

The relaxation functions observed in disordered m aterials such as glasses, spin-glasses,

disordered crystalsorproteinsareusuallyfound todecaynon-exponentiallyonm acroscopic

tim escales[1].Severalexperim entaltechniqueshave been invented in orderto investigate

the detailed nature ofthis non-exponentiality,am ong them a reduced four-dim ensional

NM R technique[2],an opticaldeep bleach experim ent[3]and alsononresonantholeburning

(NHB)[4]. Com m on to allthe techniquesisthatthey allow to speci�cally selecta (slow)

sub-ensem ble and afterwards m onitor its relaxation. This way the existence ofdynam ic

heterogeneities could be veri�ed experim entally[5]. In the present paper we adopt the

de�nition given in ref.[6]according to which a response orrelaxation function is term ed

dynam icheterogeneousifitispossibleto speci�cally addresse�ectively slow,interm ediate

orfastcontributionsto theensem ble averaged function.Otherwise,therelaxation willbe

term ed dynam ichom ogeneous.Itisim portantto m ention thatneitherthisde�nition nor

any ofthe quoted experim ents allow to obtain inform ation aboutany spatialaspects of

theseheterogeneities.
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NHB consistsofa pum p-wait-probe�eld sequence,starting with theapplication ofone

(orm ore)cyclesofalargeam plitudeac�eld with frequency 
tothesam plein equilibrium .

After a waiting tim e tw has elapsed,a sm all�eld is turned on to m onitor the m odi�ed

response,cf.Fig.1.A qualitativeinterpretationoftheexperim entalresultsreliesonthefact

thatviatheapplication oftheac�eld thesam pleabsorbsenergyofan am ountproportional

totheim aginary partofthesusceptibility evaluated atthepum p-frequency 
[7].Onethus

expectsthata frequency selective m odi�cation ofthe spectrum should be feasible only if

theresponseisgiven byaheterogeneoussuperposition ofentitiesrelaxingatdi�erentrates.

Thisview hasproven fruitfulin the interpretation ofexperim entalresultsobtained from

a variety ofsam ples,including supercooled liquids[4,8],disordered crystals[9],am orphous

ion-conductors[10]and spin glasses[11].A theoreticalinvestigation in term sofa response

theory hasbeen developed forthe case ofstochastic dipole-reorientations[12],which has

shown thatthem odi�ed responseindeed dependson theabsorbed energy,thussupporting

theabovepicture[13].

At this point a note ofcaution is appropriate. NHB di�ers fundam entally from the

so-called spectralholeburning experim entknown from nonlinearoptics[14],which e.g.has

successfully been used to investigate the dynam icsoftwo-levelsystem sin glasses[15]. In

thisexperim entthe opticaltransition ofa dye m olecule isaltered externally,thusgiving

rise to a hole in the rem aining absorption spectrum . In contrast,NHB doesnotwork at

frequenciesallowing to m onitorelectronictransitionsand weareconcerned with dynam ic

featureswhich arem uch slower.

Because the m entioned theoreticalinvestigation on NHB[12]wasconcerned with slow

reorientationaldynam ics,typically on a tim e scale of�s� � � s,only purely dissipative dy-

nam ics has been considered and inertiale�ects have been neglected com pletely. Given

the factthatthe prim ary relaxation ofsupercooled liquidsisofa dynam ic heterogeneous

nature,the question as to which extent the sam e holds for the fast dynam ics in these

system s naturally arises. In particular,this point m ay prove ofim portance for under-

standing the physicalorigin ofthe so-called boson peak,observable e.g.aslow-frequency

oscillations in nonresonant Ram an scattering[16]. On the experim entalside,the recent

developm entsin far-infrared spectroscopy[17],in particulartheapplication offem tosecond

Terahertz pulses[18]have opened the way to investigate the nonlineardielectric response

in thisfrequency range in detail. Thus,there isgood reason to hope thatthe realization

ofan experim entalprotocolliketheNHB �eld sequenceshould notbeoutofreach in due

course[19].

InthispaperwepresentatheoreticalanalysisofNHB forthecaseofdam ped oscillations

using the wellknown m odelofBrownian oscillators(BO)[14].Thism odel,which often is

em ployed in calculationsofthe nonlinearopticalresponse in condensed phases,allowsus

to treatboth,underdam ped and overdam ped m otionsin a coherentway. The outline of

the paper is as follows. In the next section we describe the m odeland the theoretical

aspectsofourstudy.Section IIIcontainstheresultsofthem odelcalculationsalong with
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the discussion,including an estim ate ofthe expected m agnitude ofthe nonlineare�ects.

Finally,weclosewith som econcluding rem arksin Sect.IV.

II.N H B for the B row nian O scillator M odel

In thissection we brie
y discussthose featuresofthe BO-m odelthatwillbe relevantfor

ourdiscussion.Additionally,wecalculatethelinearand thethird-orderresponsefunctions

relevant for the NHB experim ent. As we are prim arily concerned with the response of

am orphous system s,we have to face the problem oftreating spatialcorrelations ofthe

coe�cientsin a norm al-m odeexpansion ofthedipolem om ents.Thereforea discussion of

thefrequency dependenceoftheso-called lightto vibration coupling constantisincluded.

A .G eneralaspects and linear response

W eassum ethatthenorm al-m odesfqg= fq1;q2;� � � g ofthesystem underconsideration in

the THz regim e can be approxim ated asindependentoscillators. In a m olecularsystem ,

theqi would correspond to internaldegreesoffreedom likevibrationalortorsionalm odes

and in a m acroscopic system like an am orphous system the qi represent allvibrational

excitationsincluding thelow-frequency phonon-likecollective m odes.

In theclassicalversion oftheBO-m odelwith M arkovian dam ping (Ohm icfriction)[14]

and equalm asses,m i= m ,thedynam icsoftheqi isdescribed by theLangevin equation:

m �qi+ m 
i_qi+
dV (fqg)

dqi
= �i(t)�

@H int

@qi
(1)

Here,
i denotesthe dam ping constantand �i(t)isa Gaussian stochastic force with zero

m ean and correlation h�i(t)�k(t
0)i= 2�i;k
i�

�1 m �(t� t0),��1 = kB T. Furtherm ore,the

coupling to the�eld,H int,isgiven by[14]:

H int= �

Z

dr�(r;fqg)E (r;t): (2)

TheFokker-Planckequation correspondingtotheLangevin equation,eq.(1),issolved using

the harm onic case as the unperturbed m odeland treating anharm onic term s in V (fqg)

as wellas H int in perturbation theory sim ilar to the calculation perform ed in ref.[12].

W e m ention thatthe assum ption ofOhm ic friction can easily be relaxed and a dynam ic

hom ogeneousscenariocanbem odelledviaafrequencydependentdam ping
(!).Thiscase,

however,is m ost relevant for overdam ped m otions and willbe treated in a forthcom ing

publication[20]. The solution ofeq.(1) shows that allquantities ofphysicalinterest are

determ ined by �i;1 =
1

2
(
i+ �i)and �i;2 =

1

2
(
i� �i)with �i= (
2i � 4!2i)

1=2
.
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In order to calculate the response to an externalelectric �eld,we expand the dipole

m om ent

�(r;fqg)= �0(r)+
X

i

�(r)0iqi+
1

2

X

i

�(r)00iq
2

i + � � �

with �(r)0i=

 

@�(r)

@qi

!

0

and �(r)00i =

 

@2�(r)

@q2i

!

0

(3)

and neglecthigherorderterm saswellascross-term sforsim plicity. W e willfocuson the

dielectric response butthe inclusion ofa sim ilarexpansion ofthe polarizability,relevant

forRam an scattering,posesno problem .Notethatwehavekepttheposition-dependence

ofthedipolem om ent,sincein am orphoussystem scorrelationsareexpected toexistwhich

extentoversom e�nitevolum e,depending on thecoherencelength ofthem odesqi[21].

In the presentm odel,there are di�erentcontributionsto a non-vanishing third-order

response[22].Onenonlinearterm stem sfrom thequadraticterm ineq.(3).Anotherpossible

source ofnonlinearity hasitsorigin in anharm onic contributionsto the potential. In our

calculations,weusea potentialoftheform V (fqg)=
P

iV (qi)with

V (qi)= m !
2

i

�
1

2
q
2

i +
1

3
� 3q

3

i +
1

4
� 4q

4

i

�

+ O (q5i) (4)

wherewehavescaled theanharm onicity strengthsby theharm onicfrequency !2
i.Higher-

orderterm sin the potentialand also a coupling am ong the qi can easily be incorporated

albeitthisleadsto an increasing num berofparam eters.

Thepolarization following theNHB �eld sequence fora singlem odeqi iscalculated in

O (E 2
P )and O (E M ). W ithoutgoing into the detailsofthe calculationshere,we m ention

that the NHB-response P
�(X )

i (t;tw;tp) is given as a superposition ofthe ordinary linear

responseand a m odi�cation:

P
�(X )

i (t;tw;tp)= P
(X )

i (t)+ �P
(X )

i (t;tw;tp) (5)

Here,P
(X )

i (t)denotesthepolarization in O (E M ).In addition,thenonlinearm odi�cation,

�P
(X )

i (t;tw;tp),which isO (E 2
P � EM ),containsvariousterm s,to bediscussed later.Note

thattheform ofthesignalisform ally identicalto theonefound in ref.[12].Thusthesam e

phase-cycling as described in ref.[4]can be applied in order to extract the m odi�cation

�P
(X )

i . The superscripts’X’stand forthe di�erentresponse functionsm easured. In the

present paper we willdiscuss three di�erent functions. A �eld pulse yields the pulse-

response (X=P),while application ofa constant�eld givesthe step-response (X=S),also

called the integrated response. Furtherm ore,we consider the response to an oscillatory

�eld,denoted by X=AC.Sum m arizing,wehave:

X=S :E M (t)= E M �(t) ; X=P :EM (t)= E M �(t) ; X=AC :EM (t)= E M e
�i!t

wherethe�eldsin eq.(2)aregiven by E (r;t)= eikrE (t).
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Denoting thewavevectorofthem easuring �eld by kM ,onehasforthepolarization in

thelinearresponseregim e:

P
(X )

i (t)=
�

m
E M

Z

dr0

Z

dr1�(r0)
0

i�(r1)
0

ie
ikM r1R

(X )

i (t) (6)

Here,� = N =V isthenum berdensity ofoscillatorsand R
(X )

i (t)denotesthelinearresponse

ofm ode’i’.Thelatteraredi�erentfordi�erenttim e-dependenciesofE M (t).

In caseofthepulse-response wehave:

R
(P)

i (t)=
1

�i

�

e
�� i;2t� e

�� i;1t
�

(7)

The integrated response function is trivially related to the pulse-response via R
(S)

i (t) =
R
t

0
d�R

(P)

i (�)and theresponseto an ac�eld offrequency ! readsas:

R
(AC)

i (t)=
1

�i

 

1

�i;2 � i!
(e�i!t � e

�� i;2t)�
1

�i;1 � i!
(e�i!t � e

�� i;1t)

!

(8)

In thesteady state,characterized by e�� i;1=2t= 0,thisexpression coincideswith thefourier

transform ofR
(P)

i (t)according to eq.(7)up to the factore�i!t. Thisisexactly the result

expected from linearresponsetheory[7].

B .N onlinear m odi�cations

There are variouscontributionsto the cubic response and therefore also to the nonlinear

m odi�cation ofthe response in a NHB �eld sequence. These stem from the higherorder

term sin theexpansion ofthedipolem om ent,eq.(3),and theanharm onicterm sin thepo-

tential,eq.(4).In thelowestnonvanishing order,therearethreerelevantterm s.Oneterm

hasitsorigin in thequarticanharm onicity,� 4,alongwith the�rstorderterm in theexpan-

sion ofthedipole m om ent.In thefollowing,thisterm willbedenoted as�P
(X )

i (t;tw;tp).

In addition,there isone term ,denoted by �P
(X )

i;(harm :)
(t;tw;tp),which stem sfrom the sec-

ond orderterm in eq.(3)and the harm onic contribution to V (fqg). Finally,there exists

one term which m ixes the second order dipole m om ent term with the one ofthe cubic

anharm onicity,which wewillcall�P
(X )

i;(m ix)
(t;tw;tp).Theprincipalfeaturesoftheseterm s

arevery sim ilarwith quantitativedi�erencesonly.

Thedi�erentcontributionsaregiven by:

�P
(X )

i (t;tw;tp)= �
3

2

�

m 3
� 4E M E

2

P

Z

dr0

Z

dr1�(r0)
0

i�(r1)
0

ie
ikM r1 �

�

Z

dr2

Z

dr3�(r2)
0

i�(r3)
0

ie
ikP (r2+ r3)�R

(X )

i (t;tw;tp) (9)

Here,�R
(X )

i (t;tw;tp)denotestheintrinsicm odi�cation ofm ode’i’and kP and kM arethe

wavevectorsofthepum p-�eld and them easuring �eld,respectively.
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From eq.(9),theexpression for�P
(X )

i;(harm :)
(t;tw;tp)isobtained bydividingwith (�

3

2
� 4),

replacing�(rk)
0

i,k= 1;2by �(rk)
00

i and using�R
(X )

i;(harm :)
(t;tw;tp)instead of�R

(X )

i (t;tw;tp).

In orderto gettheexpression for�P
(X )

i;(m ix)
(t;tw;tp)onehasto m ultiply �P

(X )

i (t;tw;tp)in

eq.(9)by an overallfactor(� 3=� 4). Furtherm ore,�R
(X )

i (t;tw;tp)hasto be replaced by

�R
(X )

i;(m ix)
(t;tw;tp)and oneofthethree�(rk)

0

i,k6= 0,by �(rk)
00

i.

The expressions for the m odi�cation �R
(X )

i (t;tw;tp) (and also �R
(X )

i;(harm :)
,�R

(X )

i;(m ix)
)

are som ewhatm ore com plex than those forthe linearresponse. Here,we concentrate on

�R
(X )

i and onlym ention thattheotherexpressionsareofasim ilarstructurewithoutgiving

them explicitly.

Itturnsoutthatforallthreem easuring procedures,X=S,P,and AC,them odi�cation

can bewritten in theform :

�R
(X )

i (t;tw;tp)=

 

!2
i

�3i

!
n

e
�2� i;2tw �̂i;2(
)

2
h
X(�i;1;�i;2;t)� e

�2� i;1tw �̂i;1(
)
2
h
X(�i;2;�i;1;t)

� e
�(� i;1+ �i;2)tw �̂i;1(
)̂� i;2(
)g

X(�i;1;�i;2;t)
o

(10)

In thisexpression,thefunctions �̂i;�(
)arede�ned by:

�̂i;�(
)=



�2i;� + 
2

�

1� e
�� i;� tp

�

; � = 1;2 ; tp =
2N �



(11)

with N denoting the num ber ofcycles ofthe pum p-�eld. The functions hX(a;b;t) and

gX(a;b;t)are linearcom binationsofexponentialfunctionsoftim e,given explicitly in the

appendix. W e m ention that�R
(P=S)

i (t;tw;tp)are realquantitiesdespite the factthatthe

�i;�,� = 1;2,arecom plex in theunderdam ped case.

From theexpression forthem odi�cations�R
(X )

i (t;tw;tp),eq.(10),itisevidentthatthe

absorbed energy playsan im portantrole,albeitthesituation ism orecom plex than in case

ofa com pletely overdam ped m otion.Itcan be shown from eq.(10),using the expressions

given in theappendix,thatthem odi�cation vanishesin thelim itofsm allaswellaslarge

tim es for 
 > 0 and thus is ofa transient nature. During the waiting tim e the created

non-equilibrium population relaxesdue to the term se�� i;� tw . Thisisbecause there isno

extra relaxation m echanism in thism odel[12].

Eq.(11)showsthat �̂i;�(
)� 
 for
! 0 and �̂ i;�(
)� 
�2 for
! 1 and therefore

them odi�cation vanishesin thesecasesalso.Theseconsiderationsshow thatthenonlinear

m odi�cation ofthe m odelconsidered in ref.[12]and ofthe BO m odelare very sim ilar,

particularly in the overdam ped regim e,which willbe treated in m ore detailin the next

Section.

Becausewem ainly areinterested in oscillatory m otions,weconsiderthesignalsin the

frequency-dom ain as well. Here,the pulse-response is ofparticular im portance as this

is the quantity that is directly related to the com plex dielectric constant in the linear

regim e. Therefore,in addition to the tim e-dom ain signals we willconsider the fourier
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transform sofR
(P)

i (t)and �R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp)with respecttothem easuringtim et.However,it

isim portantto pointoutthatthelinearrelation between thepulse-responseand thestep-

response,R
(S)

i (t) =
R
t

0
d�R

(P)

i (�),does nothold for the m odi�cations �R
(S)

i (t;tw;tp) and

�R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp)duetothenonlinearnatureofthesefunctions.Sim ilarly,thereisnosim ple

relation between thefouriertransform of�R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp),denoted as�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp)in the

following and �R
(AC)

i (t;tw;tp). Thiscan be inferred from the de�nitionsofthe functions

hA C and gA C ,eq.(A.3).Forlongtim esthem odi�cation m easured in thefrequency dom ain,

�R
(AC)

i (t;tw;tp),vanishesand thereisno stationary stateevolving asitisthecasein the

linearresponse,cf.eq.(8).Thiscan beseen from eq.(A.3)asthereisno term oftheform

e�i!t,but! occurssolely in com binationswith �i;�.Ofcourse,thisbehavioralso isto be

expected intuitively becausethem odi�cation isto beviewed asa transiente�ect.Itisfor

thisreason thatweconsider�R
(P)

i in thefrequency dom ain.

C .O verdam ped lim it: O rnstein-U hlenbeck process

As discussed above,the relation dP (S)(t)=dt = P (P)(t) does not hold for the non-linear

responses. Thisfactcan be shown to hold true fornon-linearresponse functionsin gen-

eral.Here,wewilldem onstrateitexplicitly forthelim iting caseofa strongly overdam ped

m otion,the so-called Ornstein-Uhlenbeck (OU)-process[23]. Allexpressions forthe OU-

processcan be obtained from the corresponding onesforthe BO-m odelfrom the lowest-

orderterm ofan expansion in 1=
i.Thisexpansion can eitherbeperform ed on theFokker-

Planck equation itselfor on any ofthe resulting expressions for the linear or nonlinear

response.FortheOU-process,thee�ectiverelaxation rateisgiven by � i= !2
i=
i[14].Ad-

ditionally,theexpressionsforR
(S)

i and �R
(S)

i obtained thatway allow a directcom parison

with thoseobtained forthem odelofstochasticdipolereorientationsin ref.[12].Thelinear

responsegiven in eq.(7)sim pli�esto

R
(P)

i (t)(O U ) =
�i

!2
i

e
�� it and R

(S)

i (t)(O U ) =
1

!2
i

�

1� e
�� it

�

Forthem odi�cations,however,one�ndsfrom eq.(10):

�R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp)(O U ) =
�i

!6
i

A i(
)e
�2� itw

�

1� e
�2� it

�

e
�� it

�R
(S)

i (t;tw;tp)(O U ) =
1

!6
i

A i(
)e
�2� itw

�

1� e
�� it

�2

e
�� it (12)

Here,thepum p-frequency dependentam plitudeisgiven by A i(
)= [�00i(
)]
2
�

1� e�� itp

�2

with �i(!) = �i=(�i� i!). It is evident from these expressions that �R
(S)

i (t;tw;tp) 6=
Rt
0d��R

(P)

i (�;tw;tp). Furtherm ore,the expression for�R
(S)

i (t;tw;tp)(O U ) issim ilarto the

onefound in ref.[12]forstochasticdipolereorientationsapartfrom som em inordi�erences,

which willbediscussed in detailelsewhere[20].
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Ifweconsiderthefouriertransform ofR
(P)

i (t)(O U ),R
(P)

i (!)(O U ) = !
�2

i �i(!)and com pare

itto thesignalm easured in thefrequency dom ain via application ofa �eld E M e
�i!t,

R
(AC)

i (t)(O U ) = !
�2

i �i(!)
�

e
�i!t � e

�� it
�

;

fort� ��1

i one�ndsthestandard resultoflinearresponsetheory,nam ely R
(AC)

i (t)(O U ) =

e�i!tR
(P)

i (!)(O U ). However,this does not hold for the m odi�cation �R
(AC)

i (t;tw;tp)(O U ).

According to eq.(10),wehave:

�R
(AC)

i (t;tw;tp)
00

(O U ) =
1

!6
i

A i(
)e
�2� itw �

00

i(!)

"

2�ie
�2� it

sin(!t)

!
+ (e�3� it� e

�� it)

#

which hasto becom pared to theim aginary partof

�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp)(O U ) =
1

3!6
i

A i(
)e
�2� itw [3�i(!)� �i(!=3)] (13)

W hereasthedependenceon theburn frequency 
isidentical,thisdoesobviously nothold

with respect to the frequency !. The m odi�cation �R
(AC)

i (t;tw;tp)
00

(O U )
clearly exhibits

a transient behavior with respect to the tim e t as it vanishes in the lim it ofshort and

long tim es. There is no stationary state which would allow to set a tim e-window for

observation,in m arked contrastto thelinearresponse.These considerationsshow thatit

ism ostm eaningfultoconsider�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp),i.e.thefouriertransform of�R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp),

in thefrequency dom ain and notthesignalm easured via application ofan ac-�eld.

D .Light to vibration coupling

Asalready noted above,in am orphoussystem sspatialcorrelationsofthedipolem om ents

are expected to exist which extent over som e �nite volum e,depending on the coherence

length ofthe m odes qi. Therefore,the position-dependence ofthe �(r)0i and the �(r)00i
playsan im portantrole.Thisfactcom plicatestherelation between theintrinsicresponse

functions and the respective polarizations,eqns.(6) and (9). Thus,the situation is very

sim ilarto thecaseofRam an scattering in glasses[21].

In the expression for the linear response,eq.(6),we have to consider the correlation

function
R
dr0

R
dr1�(r0)

0

i�(r1)
0

i,where we have used eikM r1 ’ 1,i.e. the k ! 0 lim it of

h�(� k)0i�(k)
0

ii.In orderto proceed in the calculation ofthisfunction,we m ake the sam e

assum ptions asthey are typically used in calculations ofthe Ram an-scattering intensity

from am orphoussystem s[21,24]. W e assum e thatthe coherence length ofthe m ode qi is

m uch sm allerthan thewavelength ofthelight.Additionally,wedisregard thedependence

ofallquantitieson thepolarization ofthem odeqiand ofthelight.In an am orphoussystem

h�(� k)0i�(k)
0

iiisexpected to have a broad 
atm axim um in the vicinity ofk = 0,in vast

contrastto thesituation in crystals.Thisisthereason forthebreaking ofthem om entum
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transferselection rulesin thecaseofRam an-scattering[21].A com parison ofourexpression

to the onesobtained forthe Ram an-scattering intensity showsthath�(� k)0i�(k)
0

iiispro-

portionaltotheso-called lighttovibration couplingC(!i).Indeed,avery sim ilarbehavior

oftheRam an-and Infrared-coupling constantshasbeen observed in a silica glass[25].W e

thus assum e h�(� k)0i�(k)
0

ii� C(!i)apartfrom an overallprefactorj�0ij
2,which replaces

j�0ij
2 occuring in theRam an case,i.e.

h�(� k)0i�(k)
0

ii’ j�
0

ij
2
C(!i) (14)

In the expression for the m odi�cation �P
(X )

i ,eq.(9),the fourier transform ofthe four-

pointcorrelation function h�(r0)
0

i�(r1)
0

i�(r2)
0

i�(r3)
0

iioccurs.In generalsuch quantitiesare

extrem ely di�cult to calculate. Therefore, in order to be able to proceed we assum e

that the probability generating functionalfor the correlations can be represented by a

Gaussian.Notethatthisisexactforharm onicvibrationsand otherwiserepresentsam ean-

�eld approxim ation forthe spatialcorrelationsofthe m odesqi.W ith thisapproxim ation

thefour-pointcorrelationsfactorinto productsoftwo-pointcorrelationsyielding

Z

dr0

Z

dr1

Z

dr2

Z

dr3�(r0)
0

i�(r1)
0

i�(r2)
0

i�(r3)
0

ie
i[kM r1+ kP (r2+ r3)]’ 3j�0ij

4
C(!i)

2

in theexpression for�P
(X )

i ,eq.(9).

For �P
(X )

i;(harm :)
another four-point correlation function,h�(r0)

0

i�(r1)
00

i�(r2)
00

i�(r3)
0

ii oc-

curs,cf. the discussion in the context ofeq.(9). In the m ean-�eld approxim ation one

thushasto dealnotonly with h�(� k)0i�(k)
0

ii,butalso with theunkown correlation func-

tionsh�(� k)0i�(k)
00

iiand h�(� k)00i�(k)
00

ii. Forthe function h�(� k)0i�(k)
00

iiitisreasonable

to assum e thatitisvanishingly sm allin isotropic system sbecause ofthe odd num berof

derivatives.W ethusassum e

h�(� k)0i�(k)
00

ii’ 0 (15)

Forthe function h�(� k)00i�(k)
00

ii one expects a sim ilar behavior asforh�(� k)0i�(k)
0

ii. In

general,however,thefrequency-dependencesm ay bedi�erent.Therefore,wewrite

h�(� k)00i�(k)
00

ii’ j�
00

ij
2
C
0(!i) (16)

and thisway �nd

h�(r0)
0

i�(r1)
00

i�(r2)
00

i�(r3)
0

ii’ j�
0

ij
2j�00ij

2
C(!i)C

0(!i)

Only ifoneassum esin an ad hocm annerthatthe�(r)00i coupleto thesam eelasto-optical

constantsasthe�(r)0i onehasC
0(!i)= C(!i)in theexpression for�P

(X )

i;(harm :)
.Dueto the

lack ofatheoreticalargum entin favorofsuch an approxim ation wem ainly focuson �P
(X )

i

throughoutthepresentpaper.

The lastterm occuring in eq.(9)isthe ’cross-term ’�P
(X )

i;(m ix)
. The relevantfour-point

correlation function in thiscontextish�(r0)
0

i�(r1)
0

i�(r2)
00

i�(r3)
0

ii. However,in every term

9



ofthem ean-�eld approxim ation thetwo-pointcorrelation function h�(� k)0i�(k)
00

iioccurs.

Therefore,dueto eq.(15)weapproxim ately have

�P
(X )

i;(m ix)
(t;tw;tp)’ 0

Variousm odelsforthelow-frequency excitationsin glasseshavebeen used to calculate

C(!i).Allofthem yield powerlaws,C(!i)� !ni,with exponentsn ranging from n= 0 in

thesoftpotentialm odel[26]ton= 2intheharm onicm odel[24].Furtherm ore,when C(!i)is

analyzedviaacom parisonbetween experim entalRam an-andneutron-scatteringintensities

from the sam e sam ple[27]often a C(!i)� !i dependence isfound. Also a nonvanishing

lim iting value C(!i ! 0) 6= 0 has been reported[28]. It also should be m entioned that

even an explicitk-dependence ofthe low-frequency Ram an-scattering intensity hasbeen

observed in a silica glass[29].Thus,given theuncertainty regarding thelightto vibration

coupling,in the presentpaperwe willuse C(!i)� !ni with n = 0;1;2 in orderto discuss

thepossiblebehavior.

In actualcalculations,wefurtherm oredisregard thedependenceof�(r)0i on them ode-

index iand writeforthecoupling constant

h�(� k)0i�(k)
0

ii= j�0j2C(!i) with C(!i)/ !
n
i (17)

Itshould benoted thatifthesystem underconsideration consistsofindependentparticles,

spatialcorrelationsof� vanish and therelation between thepolarization and theresponse

functions becom e trivial. In this case we sim ply have C(!i)= C 0(!i)= 1 and only the

corresponding prefactorsj�0ij
2 and j�00ij

2 occurin theexpressionsforthepolarization.

E.Polarization

In addition to the approxim ationsdiscussed above we assum e thatthe param etersofthe

BO-m odel,
i and !i,are distributed according to som e distribution functionsg(!i)and

p(
i),which we choose to be independent. For the density ofstates (DOS) ofthe low-

frequency vibrationswe willuse g(!i)� !mi ,m = 2;4 asthey follow fortheDebyem odel

and thesoftpotentialm odel,respectively.Forcom putationalconvenience weadditionally

introducea high-frequency cut-o� !c:

g(!i)=

 

m + 1

!m + 1
c

!

!
m
�(!c� !i) (18)

W ith theseapproxim ationsand de�nitionswehavefrom eq.(6):

P
(X )(t)’

�

m
E M j�

0j2
Z

d!i

Z

d
ig(!i)p(
i)C(!i)R
(X )

i (t) (19)

and an analogousexpression forthem odi�cation,eq.(9):

�P (X )(t;tw;tp)’ �
3

2

�

m 3
� 4E M E

2

P j�
0j4

Z

d!i

Z

d
ig(!i)p(
i)
h

3C(!i)
2
i

�R
(X )

i (t;tw;tp)

(20)
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As already noted in connection with eq.(9) and in the previous section, the expres-

sion for�P
(X )

(harm :)
isobtained from the one for�P (X ) by replacing [� 9

2
� 4j�

0j4C(!i)
2]by

[j�0j2j�00j2C(!i)C
0(!i)]and using �R

(X )

i;(harm :)
instead of�R

(X )

i . These expressions willbe

used to discussthe response ofa collection ofBrownian oscillatorsto the NHB pulse se-

quence.

Atthispointitshould bepointed outthatin caseof� 4> 0thesign ofthetwofunctions

�P (X ) and �P
(X )

(harm :)
willbetheopposite.Thisisan exam ple ofthefactthatonecannot

predictthesign ofa third-orderresponsein general.

III.R esults and D iscussion

In this section we willdiscuss the results ofm odelcalculations and show that indeed

the NHB �eld sequence iscapable to detectdynam ic heterogeneitiesprovided they exist.

In the discussion ofthe nonlinear m odi�cation we willm ainly focus on �P (X ) but also

show resultsfor�P
(X )

(harm :)
.In addition wewillgivean orderofm agnitudeestim ateofthe

expected e�ects,asthisisofutm ostim portanceforpossibleexperim entalrealizations.

A .D ielectric loss

W estartwith a briefdiscussion ofthedielectric loss,�00(!).From eq.(19)and thefourier

transform ofeq.(7)one obtains�00(!)= (�0E M )
�1 F [P (P)(t)],where �0 isthe perm ittivity

offreespace.Forsim plicity werestrictourselvesto a singledam ping constant,i.e.weuse

p(
i)= �(
i� 
)in eq.(19).W ethen explicitly have:

�
00(!)=

�

�0m
j�0j2

Z

d!ig(!i)C(!i)

!

(!2
i � !2)2 + (
!)2

(21)

Thelim iting behaviorof�00(!)can easily beextracted from thisexpression.Forvanishing


 eq.(21)reducesto �00(!)= �(�0m )
�1 (�=2)j�0j2C(!)g(!)=! which isdirectly proportional

to the Ram an intensity scaled to the Bosefactor.Using eq.(17)forC(!i)and eq.(18)for

g(!i) this im plies �
00(!) / !m + n�1 . For �nite 
 we have 
 > ! at low frequencies and

therefore �00(!)� !. Forfrequencies! > 
 thisbehaviorchangesinto thatofundam ped

oscillations.SincetheDOS hasa high frequency cut-o� !c we�nd for! > !c �
00(!)� !�1

in theoverdam ped caseand �00(!)� !�3 otherwise.Thisbehaviorisexem pli�ed in Fig.2,

where we plotted �00(!)versus!=!c form = 2,n = 1 and variousvaluesofthe dam ping

constant
.Also included in Fig.2 asthethin dotted lineisthedielectriclossfora Debye

relaxation,�00D (!) = 
!=(!2 + 
2),which behaves as �00D (!) ’ 
�1 ! and �00D (!) ’ 
!�1

forsm alland large !,respectively. Thisshows thatin the overdam ped case we have an

apparent distribution ofrelaxation tim es,giving rise to a sublinear increase of�00(!)for

sm all!. Ofcourse,the cusp in �00(!) for sm all
 has its origin solely in the assum ed

high-frequency cut-o� ofg(!).

11



B .N onlinear m odi�cations

Before we discuss the behavior of the m odi�cation �P (P)(!;tw;tp) it is instructive to

consider the response associated with a single m ode qi. In Fig.3 we show the realand

im aginarypartsof�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp),thefouriertransform of�R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp)given ineq.(10),

for a burn frequency 
 = 1:0. The fulllines correspond to an underdam ped oscillator

whereasthedashed linerepresentstheoverdam ped case.Notethat�̂i;�(
)in thissituation

only determ ines the overallam plitude ofthe m odi�cation. Only when a distribution of

m odesisconsidered thefrequency selectivity of�̂i;�(
)becom esim portant.In thepresent

situation ofa single m ode this only m eans that the overallam plitude of�R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp)

ischanged ifthe burn frequency 
 isvaried. In the underdam ped case a clearresonance

occuring at! = !i isvisiblein both,�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp)
00and �R

(P)

i (!;tw;tp)
0.Additionally,

a weak resonantbehaviorisfound at! = 3!i.Thiscan beunderstood from thede�nition

ofhP and gP ,cf.eq.(A.1),and stem sfrom term softheform 1=[3�i;� � i!].On theother

hand,intheoverdam ped casethem axim um m odi�cationisfoundat! � �i(m oreprecisely

! ’ 0:86�i).In thelim itoftheOU-process,theresultfor�R
(P)

i hasbeen given abovein

eq.(13). The factor!6
i in the denom inatorexplainsthe sm allnessof�R

(P)

i (!;tw;tp)(O U ),

which in Fig.3 wasm ultiplied by a factor108. In thiscase ofoverdam ped dynam icsthe

im aginary partappearsto be bettersuited to �nd the m axim um m odi�cation. Thus,in

thefollowing weconcentrateon �R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp)
00although in som esituationstherealpart

m ay also yield helpfulinform ation.

The behavior of�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp) as a function of! also determ ines the m odi�cation

ofthepolarization,�P (P)(!;tw;tp)according to eq.(20).In theupperpanelofFig.4a we

plotted�P (P)(!)00� �P (P)(!;tw;tp)
00versusfrequencyforvariouspum p-frequencies
and

onecycleofthepum p-�eld.Asin Fig.2,wechosem = 2 and n= 1,i.e.g(!i)/ !
2
i,C(!i)=

!i.Additionally,weconsiderasingledam pingconstant,thuswritingp(
i)= �(
i� 
)with


= 10�2 !c in eq.(20).W e�nd thatforall
 them inim um ofthem odi�cation isobserved

at frequencies !m in � 
. In the lower panel�P
(P)

(harm :)
(!)00 is shown. In this calculation

we assum ed C 0(!i)= C(!i)forsim plicity and used the sam e param etersasin the upper

panel.Itisevidentthatthem ain di�erencesarethereversed sign ofthem odi�cation and

that !m ax is slightly larger for allpum p frequencies. Additionally,in the underdam ped

regim e a slightm inim um isobservable at! = 
,which isabsentin �P (P)(!)00. However,

the m ostim portantconclusion thatcan bedrawn from Fig.4a isthatthe m odi�cation of

theresponseclearly exhibitsa pronounced 
-selectivity.Thism eans,thatNHB iscapable

to ’detect’dynam icheterogeneitiesalso in theregim eofoscillatory m otions.

In addition to the 
-selectivity we can discrim inate between underdam ped and over-

dam ped m odesdue to the functionalform of�P (P)(!)00. In the overdam ped regim e the

m odi�cation only showsa m inim um ,cf.eq.(13)(a m axim um in caseof�P
(P)

(harm :)
(!)00).In

theunderdam ped casean additionaldispersivebehaviorisobserved.Thism eansthatalso

in the m acroscopic polarization the m ain featuresalready observed forthe response ofa

12



singlem odepersist.In Fig.4a,thedashed linescorrespond to overdam ped m odesbecause

here 
 � 
 and thusm ainly the response ofthose m odeswith � i� 
 ism odi�ed by the

pum p.Forhigherburn frequencies,however,m ainly theresponseofunderdam ped m odes

ism odi�ed,cf.thefulllinesin Fig.4a.Here,them axim um m odi�cation isaround !� !i

and therefore!i’ 
.Ofcourse,forotherchoicesofthedam ping constant
 thecross-over

from underdam ped to overdam ped m odestakesplaceata di�erentfrequency.

Ifwecom paretheform ofthem odi�cationsin theunderdam ped regim e,thefulllines

in theupperpanelofFig.4a,to thosefora singleunderdam ped m odeshown in Fig.3,itis

evidentim m ediately thattherangeofnon-vanishing m odi�cation extentsovera consider-

ablylarger!-range.Thishasitsorigin m ainlyin thefunctionalform of�̂i;�(
),cf.eq.(11),

in particularthefactor(1� e�� i;� tp),which showsoscillatory behaviorin theunderdam ped

case.Atlow frequenciessom em orestrongly dam ped m odescontributeto thesignal,ren-

dering the m odi�cation broaderascom pared to Fig.3. This e�ectcan be suppressed by

increasing thenum berofcyclesN ofthesinusoidalpum p-�eld.Thecondition e�� i;� tp � 1

isful�lled forN � 
=(�
i)and thusfora large num berofcyclesthe behaviorofa single

oscillatorisapproached. Therefore,in the regim e ofunderdam ped m odesthe num berof

cyclesN m ay turn outto be a usefulexperim entalparam eter. Thisisin contrastto the

situation ofoverdam ped m odeswhereincreasing N m ainly givesriseto a sm allincreasein

theoverallam plitudedueto thefactor(1� e�� itp).

Next,we consider the frequency at the m inim um m odi�cation,!m in. This quantity

is plotted versus 
 in Fig.4b for two pairs of(m ;n). Rem em ber that these param eters

determ ine the e�ective distribution of!i contributing to the signalbecause according to

eq.(20)wehave g(!i)C(!i)
2/ !m + 2n

i .Dueto thisbehavior,theequivalences(2;1)
:
= (4;0)

and (2;2)
:
= (4;1)hold forthe pairs (m ;n) shown. As in Fig.4a,the upper panelshows

!m in extracted from �P (P)(!)00 and in the lowerpanel!m ax obtained from �P
(P)

(harm :)
(!)00

isplotted. In the lattercase,we again assum ed C 0(!i)= C(!i).Itisevidentfrom Fig.4b

that!m in/ 
.Only in theregim eofoverdam ped m otion di�erentpairs(m ,n)giveriseto

som em inordi�erencesin thevaluesof!m in (!m ax).Ofcourse,thelinearrelation !m in/ 


hasitsorigin in theform ofthee�ectivedistribution of!iin theoscillatory regim eand the

corresponding distribution of�i= !2
i=
 in the overdam ped regim e. In the underdam ped

case,one doesnotonly have a m inim um in �P (P)(!)00 butalso a m axim um in addition,

cf.Fig.4a.However,asdiscussed above,with increasing num berofcycles,the di�erences

between them inim um -and m axim um -positionsdim inishes.

Sofar,wehaveconsidered thecaseofa �xed dam ping constant,which ofcourseshould

be interpreted as an average value. It is evident from the discussion ofFig.4 that the

value of
 can hardly be extracted from �P (P)(!;tw;tp)
00 and this does not change ifa

distribution ofdam ping constants isassum ed in the calculations. On the otherhand,it

isknown from previousstudiesthat�P (S)(t;tw;tp)issensitive to relaxation ratesand we

thusexpectthe sam e for�P (P)(t;tw;tp). In orderto dem onstrate thatin the oscillatory

regim e m easuring �P (P)(t;tw;tp)m ay provide inform ation aboutthe dam ping constants,
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in the upper panelofFig.5 we plot this quantity versus m easuring tim e for the sam e

param etersasused in Fig.4. Here,we used 
=! c = 0:1 and variousnum bersofcyclesof

the pum p-�eld,N . The �rstthing to notice isthatforN = 1 hardly any oscillationsare

visiblein thetim e-dom ain,whereasthisbehaviorchangeswith increasing N .Thisfacthas

thesam eorigin asthedecreasingbroadeningofthem odi�cationsforlargerN ,asdiscussed

in contextwith Fig.4a.Fora singlecycleofthepum p-�eld �P (P)(!;tw;tp)
00showsa very

broad resonance and accordingly the dot-dashed line shows alm ost no oscillations. For

N = 10 �P (P)(t;tw;tp)shows the expected oscillatory behavior. M ore im portantforthe

presentdiscussion,however,isthefactthatfora largenum berofcyclesitisevidentthat

thesignalhasitsm axim um envelope around t� 
�1 .Thisisdem onstrated by thedotted

lines,which are ofthe form t� e�
t. Thisfunctionalform ofthe envelope can be derived

analytically from theexpression forthepulse-response ofa singlem ode,eq.(10).

The lower panelofFig.5 shows �P
(P)

(harm :)
(t;tw;tp) for the sam e param eters and the

additionalassum ption C 0(!i)= C(!i).In thiscase,however,thesituation isquitedi�erent.

Herethem ain e�ectsareobserved at
t= 
 and theoscillatory behavioraround 
t’ 1 is

strongly suppressed. On the otherhand,the m axim a ofthe signalare by abouta factor

often sm allerthan in case of�P (P)(t;tw;tp).(The envelope function (dotted line)isthe

sam easin theupperpanelbutdivided by a factorof30.) Thus,weconcludethatalso in

the oscillatory regim e NHB experim entsm ay be usefulin orderto getinform ation about

the dam ping,although this m ight require to perform experim ents with various num bers

ofpum p-�eld cycles.In particular,thisshould befeasible ifthem ain contribution to the

signalstem sfrom �P (P)(t;tw;tp),i.e.forvery sm allj�
00j2.

C .Estim ated m agnitude ofnonlinear e�ects

Foran experim entalrealization ofthe NHB experim entin the THz regim e itisofcourse

desirableto haveatleastan orderofm agnitudeestim ateoftheexpected nonlineare�ects.

Forthisreason weconsidertheratio �P=P,whereP and �P areshorthand notationsfor

thelinearresponseand thenonlinearm odi�cation.Experim entally,thesum P � = P + �P

willbe observed and �P has to be extracted by a proper phase cycling procedure,cf.

ref.[4].

W estartourconsideration with �P(!)00forasingleoverdam ped m ode,given ineq.(13).

Forourrough estim ate we considerthefrequency ofthe m axim um m odi�cation,i.e.
=

�i= !,which allowsustoneglect�
00

i(�i=3)ascom pared to�
00

i(�i)and touseexp(� �itp)’ 0.

Furtherm orewesetthewaiting tim eto zero.Thisway we�nd:

�P i

Pi
’
3

8

E 2
pj�

0

ij
2

m 2!4
i

� 4

In orderto proceed we replace the derivative ofthe dipole m om entby �0i ’ (��=�qi)and

assum e that(�qi)
2
iseitherrelated to the therm alexpectation value hq2ii= (kB T)=(m !

2
i)
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ortheaveragedisplacem ent �q2i.Thisallowsusto write

�P

P
’
3

8

 

�� � EP

kB T

! 2

�q2i� 4 (22)

In ordertoproceed,weneed an estim ateofthequarticanharm onicity � 4.Forthispurpose

we utilize the detailed com parison ofthe predictionsofthe soft-potentialm odel(where a

potentialofa sim ilar form as in eq.(4) is used) with experim entalresults on a variety

ofdi�erent glassform ing liquids[30]. From this com parison we �nd an average value of

� 4 ’ 2� 1022m �2 . Assum ing a value ofj�0ijon the orderof1Db/1�A[31],the value ofthe

actualdisplacem entand theoneto bechosen for�� arenotindependentofeach other.If

�qi= x� 1�A weshould use��’ x� 1Db.Notethatthisgivesan estim atefor�q2i� 4’ 2x
2� 102,

which should besm allerthan unity in orderfortheperturbation expansion used in Sect.II

to be m eaningful. Assum ing a pum p-�eld am plitude E P = z� 104kV/cm one then �nds,

using(104kV/cm � 1Db)/(kB� 100K)’ 2:5,that�P=P ’ 5� 102� x4z2.Thus,forareasonable

valueofx’ 0:05 onehas�P=P ’ 3� 10�3 z2,m eaning that�P=P isin thepercentrange

forz� 2 orEP ’ 2� 104kV/cm .

In thiscontext,itshould be m entioned,thatthe above estim ate ofcourse should not

beused ifoneisconcerned with theprim ary relaxation ofhigh tem peratureliquids.This

isbecause in thatcase thedielectric relaxation ism ainly determ ined by the m ean square


uctuations,h�� 2i,ofthestaticm oleculardipolem om ent� duetothem oleculartum bling

m otion. In our form ulation this m eans that we loosely should identify (���qi)
2
� 4 with

h�� 2i,cf.ref.[12].Assum ing isotropicrotationaljum psasa sim plebutrealisticm odelfor

thestochasticreorientationalm otion in liquids[32]allowsustoidentify �qiwith a’rotational

jum p length’, �qi’ R H sin(�rot). Here,the hydrodynam ic radius R H is on the order of

1�A[33],yielding �q2i� 4 ’ 6,ifthe m ean jum p angle �rot is on the order often degrees.

Again we write E P = z� 104kV/cm in eq.(22),but now we use T = 300K.Fora dipole

m om ent of1Db this gives (�P=P)
(rot:;300K )

’ 4z2. Therefore,a pum p-�eld am plitude of

E P ’ 500kV/cm issu�cienttogetan e�ectin thepercentrange.Thisvalueisin harm ony

with theam plitudesused in theNHB experim entson supercooled liquids[4].

Next,weconsiderthem orerelevantcaseofunderdam ped oscillatory m otion.In order

togivean estim ateoftheratio�P(!)00=P(!)00in thisregim ewenow consideradistribution

ofeigenfrequencies!i sim ilarto thediscussion in contextwith Fig.4a (upperpanel)and

C(!i)/ !i.Theexpression forthedielectricloss,eq.(21),allowsusto write

�P(!)00

P(!)00
=
9

2
�0�

00(!)��1m E
2

p� 4

R
d!ig(!i)!

2
i�R

(P )

i (!)00

hR
d!ig(!i)!iR

(P )

i (!)00
i2 (23)

In thisexpression,�m = m �’ 103kg=m 3 isthe sam plesm assdensity.In orderto obtain a

peak in theTHz-rangewenow usea DOS oftheform g(!i)/ !
2
i exp(� �!i),with � = 4=3�

10�12 Hz�1 ,yieldingapeakat!i= 1:5THz.Consequently,weset
= 1:5THz.Additionally,

15



we �x the dam ping constantto value of
 = 0:1THz. W e pointout,thata variation of


hasonly a m inore�ecton theresulting am plitudesaslong asthem otion isin thestrongly

underdam ped regim e. For the dielectric loss in the THz-range we approxim ately have

�00(THz)’ 1,asfound forglycerol[34]. Evaluating the integralsin eq.(23)at!m in’ 1THz

(cf. Fig.4)allowsusto calculate �P m ax. For� 4 we use the sam e value asbefore,� 4 ’

1022m �2 and �nd
�
�
�
�

�P m ax

P
(1THz)

�
�
�
�’ 3� 10�15

E 2
p

(V=m )
2

Thisway weobtain �P m ax=P ’ 0:3 fora pum p-�eld am plitudeofE P = 102kV/cm .These

considerations allow us to conclude that -with the assum ptions used -the ratio �P=P

should belargerin theoscillatory regim ethan in theoverdam ped regim e.Ofcourse,from

an intuitivepointofview thisdoesnotcom easa surprisebecausesom eresonantbehavior

even isexpected in thiscase.

Sofar,we have considered the nonlinear m odi�cation �P(!) 00. W e close this section

with a briefdiscussion ofthe relative m agnitudes of�P and �P (harm :),the nonlinear

m odi�cation stem m ing from thesecond orderterm in theexpansion ofthedipolem om ent,

eq.(3). As is evident from Fig.4a, the m agnitudes of the norm alized e�ects are quite

sim ilar.Thus,we have to com paretheprefactors3� 4j�
0j2 and j�00j2.Forthispurpose we

proceed in exactly the sam e way aswe did in the discussion ofthe overdam ped m otion.

W e approxim ate j�0j2 by (��)2=hq2iand j�00j2 by (�[��])2=(3hq2i�q2). Thisway we �nd for

theratio
3� 4j�

0j2

j�00j2
’ 9�q2� 4

 

��

�[��]

! 2

� 2x2 � 103
 

��

�[��]

! 2

Ifwenow assum ethat��� x� 1Db and sim ply by analogy that�[��]� x2� 1Db,wehave

3� 4j�
0j2� 2� 103j�00j2 and thusa negligible e�ectdue to �P (harm :).However,itshould be

borne in m ind thatapartfrom the necessity ofestim ating �[��]also the function C0(!i)

occuring in theexpression for�P (harm :) isunknown.On theotherhand,an experim ental

determ ination ofthe relative relevance of�P and �P (harm :) appears feasible due to the

factthatthee�ectsareofoppositesign.

IV .C onclusions

W ehavecalculated theresponseofa system consisting ofa collection ofBrownian oscilla-

torsto the NHB �eld sequence. Forsim plicity,we have restricted ourselvesto a classical

calculation and assum ed Ohm icfriction,i.e.tim e-independentdam pingconstants.A m ore

generalcasewillbetreated in a separatepublication[20].Furtherm ore,wehaverestricted

the calculations to a quadratic expansion ofthe dipole m om ent in the norm al-m ode co-

ordinatesqi and included no higherterm sthan the quartic anharm onicity (/ � 4)in the

potential. W e did notallow forany coupling am ong the m odes. W e do notexpect that
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any ofthese assum ptionspresents a severe restriction on the applicability ofourresults.

Additionally,weexpecta sim ilarbehaviorin casethatthelightcouplespredom inantly to

thepolarizability instead ofthedipolem om ent.

W e have applied our calculation to the situation encountered in am orphous system s

in the frequency range ofthe so-called boson peak. W e do not claim that a BO-m odel

quantitatively describesthefeaturesofthevibrationalexcitationsin thisfrequency regim e.

However,there appears to be som e consensus about the quasi-harm onic nature ofthese

vibrations.Although di�erentm odelsforthedynam icsin theboson peak regim eattribute

di�erent dam ping m echanism s[26,35,36],experim entalresults often can be �tted to a

sim ple dam ped oscillator susceptibility function[37]. Because less is known about the

detailed form ofthe DOS in the THz range,we sim ply param eterized it as g(!)/ !m .

In contrast to the situation oflow-frequency Ram an scattering,we are concerned with

a nonlinear response and therefore have to face four-point spatialcorrelation functions

ofsom e elasto-opticalconstants. In a sim ple m ean-�eld treatm ent we factorized these

four-pointcorrelation functions. Forthe variouscontributions to the nonlinearresponse

di�erenttwo-pointcorrelation functionsarerelevant.W ehavefocussed predom inantly on

thecontribution thatdependson thesquareoftheso-called lighttovibration coupling.For

thelatter,weused a functionalform C(!)= !n with variousvaluesforn in orderto beas


exibleaspossibleand notto rely on som especi�cm odel.Along with thebehaviorofthe

DOS wethuscan investigatethebehaviorform odelsranging from Debye-likephonons[24]

to soft-potentialquasi-harm onicm odes[26].

Our m ain �nding is that also in the regim e ofoscillatory m otions is NHB able to

’detect’dynam icheterogeneitiesvia a pum p-frequency selective m odi�cation ofthelinear

response. In contrast to slow relaxation processes,where usually the response to a step

�eld ism onitored in thetim edom ain itseem sto beadvantageousto considerthefourier-

transform oftheresponseto a �eld pulsein caseofunderdam ped m otion.Forallrelevant

pairs(m ,n)we�nd a linearrelation between thefrequency ofthem axim um m odi�cation

and thepum p-frequency 
.Forunderdam ped m odesoscillatorswith ! i� 
 areaddressed

prim arily whereasin theoverdam ped casethosewith �i� 
 arem ostrelevant.Thelatter

situation issim ilartowhathasbeen found in earlierinvestigations.Ifthedynam icrangeof

theexperim entislargeenough,across-overfrom underdam ped oscillationstooverdam ped

relaxation should beobservablein principle.

An im portantpointin thecontextofnonlinearresponsefunctionsregardstherelation

between thepulse-and thestep-response.W hereasthesefunctionsaretrivially related in

the linearregim e thishasbeen shown notto be the case forthe nonlinearm odi�cations.

W e explicitly dem onstrated thisbehaviorforthe strongly overdam ped case,i.e. the OU

lim it.Forthiscaseam odi�cation ofthestep-responsehasbeen found which isvery sim ilar

to theexpression given earlierfora m odelofstochasticdipolereorientations[12].

Regardingthem agnitudeoftheexpected nonlineare�ects,weestim atethatpum p-�eld

am plitudeson theorderof102� � � 104kV/cm should su�ceto �nd nonlinearm odi�cations

17



which areon theorderofonepercentofthelinearresponseofthesystem .W ith thenewest

technicalachievem ents,thisleadsustoconcludethattheexperim entalrealization ofNHB

and othernonlinearexperim entsin theTHzregim eshould bepractible.

In conclusion,we have shown thatNHB experim ents in the THz region are expected

to yield valuable inform ation about the physicalorigin ofthe long-discussed vibrations

around theboson peak.In particularthequestion asto which extentthedynam icsin this

regim ehastobeviewed asdynam icheterogeneouscan beanswered,thusshedding further

lighton thenatureofthedynam icsin disordered system s.
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A ppendix

In this Appendix we give the explicit expressions for the m odi�cation ofthe response,

�R
(X )

i (t;tw;tp),thatareused in thetext.

Using theabbreviation

�a;b(t)= �b;a(t)=
1

a� b

�

e
�at � e

�bt
�

thefunctionshX(a;b;t)and gX(a;b;t)aregiven by:

h
P(a;b;t)=

1

b
[�3b;a(t)� �a+ 2b;b(t)]

g
P(a;b;t)=

2

a+ b
[�a+ 2b;a(t)� �b+ 2a;b(t)] (A.1)

h
S(a;b;t)=

1

b2
[�2b;a(t)+ �a+ 2b;2b(t)� �3b;a(t)� �a+ 2b;b(t)]

g
S(a;b;t)=

2

a+ b

h

�
2

a+ b=2;b=2(t)� �
2

b+ a=2;a=2(t)
i

(A.2)

and

h
AC(a;b;t)=

1

b

�
1

a+ b
(�2b+ i!;2b+ a(t)� �2b+ i!;b(t))

+
1

3b� a
(�2b+ i!;a(t)� �2b+ i!;3b(t))

�

g
AC(a;b;t)=

2

a+ b

�
1

a
(�a+ b+ i!;2a+ b(t)� �a+ b+ i!;b(t)) (A.3)

�
1

b
(�a+ b+ i!;2b+ a(t)� �a+ b+ i!;a(t))

�

In orderto calculatethefouriertransform ofR
(P)

i (t)and �R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp)itissu�cient

to notethatthesecan easily beobtained from eqns.(7)and (10)by noting that

F [�a;b(t)]=
1

a� b

�
1

a� i!
�

1

b� i!

�

:
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Figure captions

Fig.1 : The�eld sequence forthenonresonantholeburning (NHB)experim ent:Oneor

m ore cyclesofa strong sinusoidal�eld E P (t)= E P sin(
t)are applied to a sam ple

in therm alequilibrium . Aftera waiting tim e tw the response to a sm all�eld E M (t)

ism onitored.

Fig.2 : The dielectric loss �00(!) according to eq.(21) versus frequency for g(!i) =

(3=!3
c)!

2
i�(!c � !i),C(!i) = !i and �=(m �0)j�

0j2 = 1. The dam ping constant 


ischosen as
 = 0;0:01;0:1;1:0;100 and !c= 10.from bottom to top.Also shown is

�00D (!)foraDebyerelaxation (thin dotted line)forcom parison.Notethatfor
= 100

them otion isstrongly overdam ped in thewholefrequency range.

Fig.3 : Im aginary (upperpanel)and real(lowerpanel)partof�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp)(abbre-

viated as�R
(P)

i (!))versusm easuring frequency ! for!i = 1:0;
i = 0:2 (fulllines;

underdam ped case)and !i= 10:0;
i= 100:0 (dashed lines;overdam ped case).One

cycleofthesinusoidalpum p-�eld with frequency 
= 1:0hasbeen used and thewait-

ingwassettozero,tw = 0.�R
(P)

i (!;tw;tp)isobtained from �R
(P)

i (t;tw;tp),eq.(10),

via fouriertransform asexplained in the text. The resultsforthe overdam ped case

arem ultiplied by a factor108.

Fig.4 : a: �P (P)(!)00 versus ! for various burn frequencies 
 (upper panel). The

DOS and the light to vibration coupling constant are the sam e as in Fig.2. The

other param eters are (3�=m 3� 4E M E
2
P j�

0j4) = 1, tw = 0 and 
 = 10�2 !c. The

burn frequencies are chosen as 
=! c = 0:0003;0:001;0:003 (dashed lines) and


=! c = 0:01;0:03;0:1;0:3 (fulllines). The dashed lines present overdam ped oscil-

lators while the fulllines correspond to underdam ped m odes. In the lower panel

�P
(P)

(harm :)
(!)00 is plotted,where additionally C 0(!i)= C(!i) is assum ed and we set

(�=m 3E M E
2
P j�

0j2j�00j2)= 1.

b: Upper panel: The frequency at which �P (P)(!)00 takes its m inim um value (cf.

Fig.4a), !m in=!c versus burn frequency 
. Lower panel: ! m ax=!c versus 
 for

�P
(P)

(harm :)
(!)00. The param eters for the DOS and the light to vibration coupling

constantsare written asg(!)/ !m and C(!)= !n. The resultsshown are fortwo

pairs(m ,n)and a dam ping constant
 = 10�2 !c.

Fig.5 : �R (P)(t;tw;tp)(upperpanel) and �R
(P)

(harm :)
(t;tw;tp)(lower panel) versus m ea-

suringtim eforthesam eparam etersasused in Fig.4,
=! c= 0:1and variousnum bers

ofpum p-�eld cycles,N . The dotted envelopes are ofthe form te�
t. In the lower

panel,theenvelope hasbeen divided by a factorof30.
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