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The inelastic scattering intensities ofglasses and am orphous m aterials hasa m axim um ata low

frequency,the so called Boson peak. Under applied hydrostatic pressure,P ,the Boson peak fre-

quency,!b,isshifted upwards.W ehaveshown previously thattheBoson peak iscreated asa result

ofa vibrationalinstability due to the interaction of harm onic quasilocalized vibrations (Q LV).

Applying pressure one exerts forces on the Q LV.These shift the low frequency part ofthe excess

spectrum to higher frequencies. For low pressures we �nd a shift ofthe Boson peak linear in P ,

whereasforhigh pressurestheshiftis/ P
1=3

.O uranalyticsissupported by sim ulation.Theresults

are in agreem entwith the existing experim ents.

PACS num bers:61.43.Fs,63.50+ x,78.30.Ly

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

O ne ofthe m ostcharacteristic propertiesofglassesis
a m axim um in the low frequency part oftheir inelastic
scattering intensities.1 This m axim um ,the Boson peak
(BP),originates from a m axim um ofthe ratio g(!)=!2

whereg(!)isthedensityofvibrationalstateswhich itself
often hasnocorrespondingm axim um .2 TheBP showsan
excessoflow frequency vibrationsabovethe Debyecon-
tribution of the sound waves. The BP is observed in
experim ents on Ram an scattering oflight and inelastic
neutron scattering within the frequency interval0.5 |
2 THz. Itisconsidered to be one ofthe universalprop-
erties ofglassesand is found also in a num ber ofother
disordered system s(see Ref.[3]and referencestherein).
Disordera�ectsthe vibrationalstatesdi�erently than

it a�ects the electronic ones. The m ain point is that
the m atrix determ ining the eigenvaluesofthe harm onic
vibrations,the squared frequencies,m ustsatisfy the re-
quirem ent ofm echanicalstability (cf. Ref.4). In other
words,alleigenvalues m ust be positive,apart from the
six zero valuesfortranslation and rotation ofthesystem
asa whole. O ther than in the case ofelectronic states,
there is a �xed zero level. An arbitrary random m atrix
hasno such property.Thism eansthat,in general,such
a m atrix correspondsto an unstable vibrationalsystem .
Such a m echanicalinstability hasoften been observed in
num ericalsim ulations ofdisordered vibrationalsystem s
forsu�ciently largedegreeofdisorder(cf.Refs.[5,6,7]).
However,stability isrestored autom atically when the

e�ectsofanharm onicity are taken into account.3 A ran-
dom m atrix with the desired stability property isgener-
ated in a naturalway by solving the corresponding non-
linearproblem .Itisrem arkablethatthedensityofstates
g(!)ofsuch a "stablem atrix" possessesthe BP feature.
TheBP isarem inderoftheform erm echanicalinstability

in the system .

Fortheproperinterpretation oftheBP,thekey prob-
lem is the nature of the vibrations that contribute to
g(!).Since the term BP isused forany peak in the low
frequency inelastic scattering intensity one has to dis-
tinguish between di�erentcases. In som e m aterials the
BP isascribed to low lying opticalortransverseacoustic
m odes ofparentalcrystals8,9,10 or to librations ofsom e
m oleculesin plasticcrystals.11,12 Iftheseexcitationshave
asm allfrequencyspread theywillshow asapeakin g(!).
The role ofdisorder is m erely to broaden m odes which
existalready withoutdisorder. In the opposite case the
excessoflow frequencym odesiscaused bydisorderitself.
A sim pleexam pleisrealised in am etalliclikem odelglass
wherethetheparentcrystalisfcc.13 In thepresentpaper
we discuss this latter case. Between these two extrem e
casesofwellde�ned low frequency m odes,broadened by
disorder,and no such m odes before disorder,there is a
rangeofm aterialshaving aspectsofboth.Despitebeing
derived forthecaseofa disorder-induced BP,ourresults
willapply,atleastsem i-quantitatively,to theseinterm e-
diatecasesaslongasthefrequency spread oftherelevant
low frequency m odesissu�ciently large.

Startingpointofourinvestigation aretheubiquitously
occurring quasilocal(or resonant) harm onic vibrations
(Q LV).Thesevibrationscan beunderstood asa low fre-
quency vibration ofa sm allgroup ofatom swhich hasa
weak bilinearinteraction with thecontinuum ofacoustic
vibrationsofthe whole system . They share m any prop-
erties ofthe localized vibrations but are di�erent from
these exact harm onic eigenstates. They can be seen as
resonancesin thelow frequency partofthelocalspectra
ofthe setofatom sinvolved. In M �o�bauerexperim ents
oneobservesanom alously largeDebye-W allerfactorsfor
the atom s vibrating with such Q LV 14. In sim ulations
the Q LV are seen in the harm onic eigenstates as \low
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frequency localized m odes" or m ixed into the extended
m odes. This is found for the textbook case ofa heavy
m assdefectaswellasforQ LV in glasses15. A \low fre-
quencylocalized m ode"ofasm allsystem doesnotvanish
when thesystem becom eslarger{ itjusthybridizeswith
theotherm odesofsim ilarfrequency.Ifonelooksatthe
m odes around the Q LV-frequency one still�nds an ad-
ditionaleigenm ode. A m ore detailed discussion ofQ LV
with em phasis on glasses can be found in our previous
work on the Boson peak3 where one can also �nd sup-
porting references.
In the soft potential m odel16,17 one describes the

low frequency vibrations of the defect system in the
harm onic approxim ation utilizing a basis of(extended)
sound waves and localoscillators. The latter are the
coresofthe Q LV or\bareQ LV" which havebeen found
to extend overseveralatom s18,19.In thisbasisthereisa
bilinearinteraction which istreated asa perturbation.

II. EFFEC T S O F FIN IT E C O N C EN T R A T IO N

O F Q U A SI LO C A LIZED V IB R A T IO N S

In a glassone hasa �nite concentration ofQ LV’s.As
discussed in our previous paper3, this has a profound
e�ect on their density ofstates (DO S).The interaction
ofthe Q LV’s with the sound waves induces an elastic
dipole interaction between them . First,the interaction
ofsoftQ LV’swith surroundingQ LV’sofhigherfrequency
m ay lead in harm onicapproxim ation to unstablem odes.
Stability isrestored by theanharm onicterm s.Thisleads
to a lineardensity ofstates,g(!)/ !,for! < !c where
!c isdeterm ined by the typicalinteraction strength.
Secondly,these renorm alized low frequency Q LV’sin-

teract with each other. In e�ect this m eans that the
Q LV’sare subjectto random forces,f,laterreferred to
asinternalforces. Due to the high susceptibility oflow
frequency vibrationstheirlow frequency DO S ischanged
to g(!)/ !4 for! < !b. Thisis a generalproperty of
the low frequency DO S ofnon-G oldstone bosonic exci-
tationsin random m edia4 and hasbeen discussed in nu-
m erous papers on low energy excitations in glasses,see
Refs.[4,17,18,20,21]. It is associated with the so-called
sea-gullsingularityin thedistribution ofthesti�nesscon-
stantsoftheQ LV 17,18 in thesoftpotentialm odel17.This
sea-gullsingularity has also been observed in com puter
sim ulations22,23.
By the crossoverbetween the two lim iting regim esof

the DO S the BP is form ed and obtains a \universal"
shape.Thefrequency oftheBP,!b,isagain determ ined
by theinteraction strength and thusby thecharacteristic
value ofthe internalforces,f0 (in Ref.[3]this quantity
wasdenoted as�f):

!b / f
1=3

0 : (1)

W ith higher interaction !b is shifted upwards and the
intensity ofthe BP isreduced3.

O ne ofthe m ost interesting properties ofthe Boson
peak in glassesisitsshifttowardshigherfrequenciesun-
der application ofhydrostatic pressure. In the present
paper we willshow that such a shift can be visualized
as a result ofa sim ple physicalm echanism . Ifone ap-
pliesa pressure P onto a specim en ofglassthe internal
random forces acquire additionalrandom contributions
�f proportionalto the pressure. As a result,one ob-
tains a \blue" shift ofthe Boson peak frequency with
pressure. For sm allpressure this pressure contribution
issm allcom pared to the characteristic value ofinternal
forcesf0 and theshiftoftheBP islinearin thepressure.
W ith increasing pressure �f can becom e largerthan f 0

and the BP shiftsas!b / P 1=3.

III. R A N D O M FO R C E D IST R IB U T IO N IN A

G LA SS U N D ER P R ESSU R E

In the present Section we willbrie
y derive,in anal-
ogy to Ref.[3],the random force distribution under an
applied hydrostaticpressure.From Hook’slaw onegets

"ik = � (P=3K )�ik: (2)

where "ik isthe strain tensorand 1=K isthe com press-
ibility ofthe glass.
Theinteraction ofa Q LV with the strain isbilinear24

H int = �ik"ikx = � (P=3K )�iix (3)

where �ik is the deform ation potentialtensor and x is
the coordinate ofthe Q LV.For sim plicity we willwrite
in the following � instead of� ii. Thus the additional
contribution to therandom forcedueto applied pressure
isproportionalto the pressure

�f = (P=3K )�: (4)

Thedeform ation potential� ofaQ LV isarandom quan-
tity.In particular,ithasarandom sign,sothatthecorre-
sponding distribution function D (�)isan even function
of�. As a result the distribution ofthe random forces
ef in the glass rem ains an even function of ef when the
pressureisapplied.
Thetotalrandom force ef isasum oftwocontributions

ef = f + �f: (5)

Here f is the internalrandom force in the absence of
pressure. Ifthe distribution ofthe internalforces f is
Q (f)then thedistribution ofthetotalrandom force ef in
a glassunderpressureisgiven by the convolution

FP (ef)=

1Z

� 1

d�Q

�

ef �
�

3K
P

�

D (�): (6)

For P = 0 it reduces to the unperturbed distribution
Q (f)since the distribution D (�)isnorm alized to unity.
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In the Appendix we give the results ofthe convolution
forthreecaseswhich should betypical,nam ely twotypes
ofLorentzian distributions and a G aussian distribution
off and �.

IV . T H E B O SO N P EA K SH IFT U N D ER

P R ESSU R E

Letusdiscusshow random forceschangethe frequen-
cies ofthe Q LV’s. In a purely harm onic case,the lin-
earforceswould nota�ectthefrequencies.Anharm onic-
ity,however,renorm alizesthe relevantpartofthe spec-
trum 3,17. Although the Q LV’s are essentially harm onic
vibrationstheir frequenciesunder applied forcescan be
shifted asin the usualquasi-harm onicapproxim ation.
To start the description of a Q LV, consider an an-

harm onic oscillatorunderthe action ofa random static
force ef

U (x)= Ax
4
=4+ M !

2
1x

2
=2� efx: (7)

Here !1 is the oscillator frequency in the harm onic ap-
proxim ation and A istheconstantofanharm onicity.The
roleoftheom itted third orderterm aswellasthatofthe
distribution ofA willbe discussed furtheron.The force
ef shifts the equilibrium position from x = 0 to x0 6= 0,
given by

Ax
3
0 + M !

2
1x0 �

ef = 0; (8)

wherethe oscillatorhasa new harm onic frequency

!
2
new = !

2
1 + 3Ax20=M : (9)

Ifeg1(!1)isthe distribution function offrequencies!1
and FP (ef)isthedistribution ofrandom forcesin a glass
under pressure,then the pressure dependent renorm al-
ized DO S isgiven by

gP (!)=

1Z

0

eg1(!1)d!1

1Z

� 1

defFP (ef)�(! � !new ): (10)

Integrating the �-function with regard of Eqs. (8)
and (9)weget

gP (!)= 2M

r
M

3A
!
3

!Z

0

eg1(!1)d!1
p
!2 � !21

FP (f!;!1
): (11)

Here

f!;!1
=
M

3

r
M

3A

�
!
2 + 2!21

�q

!2 � !21: (12)

As shown in Ref.[3]and shortly discussed in section
II the interaction ofhigh and low frequency Q LV lead
to a linear DO S in the relevant frequency range. In
writing Eq.7 wetook Q LV already including thise�ect.

Therefore,we can approxim ate eg1(!1)= C !1 and write
Eq.(11)in the form

gP (!)= 2C M

r
M

3A
!
4

1Z

0

dyy
p
1� y2

� FP

"

M

3

r
M

3A
!
3
�
1+ 2y2

�p
1� y2

#

: (13)

Letusintroducea characteristicvalue ef0(P )oftheto-
talrandom forces acting on the Q LV’s under pressure.
This is the characteristic scale ofvariation ofthe argu-
m ent ofFP (ef). Depending on the relative strengths of
the internalforceswithoutpressureand the pressurein-
duced forces,the following estim ateshold

ef0(P )�

�
f0 [1+ O (P=P0)] for P � P0

(P=P0)f0 for P � P0:
(14)

HereP0 isthecharacteristicpressure,which in thesim ple
case ofLorentzian distributions centered around 0 (see
Eqs.A1,A2),isgiven by P0 = 3K f0=�0.ThusforP �

P0, ef0(P )= f0 whileforP � P0, ef0(P )/ P .
According to Ref.[3],fora Lorentzian distribution of

random forces,the Boson peak frequency isgiven by

!b(P )�
1:9A 1=6 ef

1=3

0 (P )

M 1=2
: (15)

Forfrequencies! � !b(P )the argum entofthe func-
tion FP in Eq.(13) is m uch sm aller than the typical
valueofef0(P ).O necan replacethisfunction by FP (0)�
1=ef0(P ).AccordingtoEq.(13),gP (!)/ FP (0)!4.Thus
athigh pressuresP � P0,

gP (!)/ !
4
=P for ! � !b(P ): (16)

In the opposite case ! � !b(P ) the integralover y is
dom inated by such valuesofy nearthe upperlim itthat

p
1� y<

�

1

M

r
A

M

ef0(P )

!3
� 1: (17)

After integration, m aking use of the norm alization of
FP (ef), we regain the equation for the unperturbed
pressure-independentlineardensity ofstates

gP (!)= eg1(!)/ ! for !b(P )� ! < !c (18)

asit should be. Forhigher ! (! > !c) the linear DO S
produced by the interaction between the Q LV willbe
m odi�ed and gP (!) shows m aterial dependent devia-
tions.
Fig.1 showsthe frequency dependence ofthe BP for

di�erentapplied pressures.Both the distributionsofin-
ternalforcesf and ofthedeform ation potentials� were
approxim ated by Lorentzianscentered at0.Afterconvo-
lution abroadenedLorentzianisobtained,Eq.(A3).O ne
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FIG .1:Boson peak according toEq.(13)fordi�erentapplied

pressures, excluding the low frequency D ebye contribution.

Lorentzian distributionswere assum ed for both internaland

pressure induced forces,Eq.(A3).

clearly observesthepronounced 
attening with pressure
ofthe low frequency part ofthe BP.Contrary to this,
the high frequency part is not a�ected. In calculating
thecurvesin Fig.1 weassum ed eg1(!)/ !.In realm ate-
rials,thislinearity oftheDO S willonly hold up to som e
frequency !c. Above that frequency the DO S willbe
m aterialdependentand,therefore,theBP willno longer
havea universalform abovethatfrequency.Thiscan be
seen by com parison ofthe presentFig.1 with Fig.3 of
Ref.[3].

1

10

0.01 0.1 1 10 100

P/P
0

ω
b
(0

)/
ω

b
(P

)

Eq. (A3)

Eq. (A7)

Eq. (A10)

FIG .2:Frequency !b oftheBoson peak m axim um asa func-

tion ofapplied pressurefordi�erentforcedistributions.Solid

line: Lorentzian distributions Eq.(A3);dashed line: G aus-

sian distributions Eq.(A7);dotted line: double Lorentzian

distribution,Eq.(A10),with � =
p
2�0.

The variation ofthe BP frequency,!b,with pressure
is shown in Fig.2 for di�erent distributions ofthe in-
ternalforces and deform ation potentials. The lim iting
behaviorforsm alland large pressuresisindependentof

thedistributions.Thecrossover,on theotherhand,does
som ewhatdepend on thetypeofdistribution used.This
indicates a m aterialdependence in this pressure range.
The shift of!b with pressure can be described for the
Lorentzian distributions,Eq.(A1-A4),by

!b(P )= !b(0)

�

1+
jP j

P0

� 1=3

(19)

with

P0 = 3K f0=�0: (20)

and forthe G aussian distributions,Eq.(A5-A8),by the
slightly di�erentform

!b(P )= !b(0)

 

1+

�
jP j

P0

� 2
! 1=6

(21)

which describesa sharpercrossover.

V . N U M ER IC A L SIM U LA T IO N

A . P ressure dependence

To test our analytic description we extended the nu-
m ericalsim ulationsofRef.[3]toincludeadditionalexter-
nalforces�f,Eq.(4). W e placed N = 2197 oscillators
with frequencies0 < !i < 1on asim plecubiclatticewith
latticeconstanta = 1 and periodicboundary conditions.
The bilinear interaction between two oscillators,i;j,is
written as

U
ij

int
= gij � (J=r3ij)xixj; (22)

where rij is the distance between the oscillators and J

is the strength oftheir coupling which results from the
coupling ofbare Q LV’s and sound waves,J = �2=�v2.
Here�isthedensity and v theaveragesound velocity of
them aterial.To sim ulaterandom orientationsoftheos-
cillatorswe took forgij random num bersin the interval
[� 0:5;0:5].Them asses,M i,and anharm onicity param e-
ters,A i,wereputto 1.The DO S forthe noninteracting
oscillatorswastaken asg0(!)/ !n,with n = 1;2.Ran-
dom forces

�f i = gi� f
0
ext (23)

were exerted on the oscillators where gi were random
num bersin the interval[� 0:5;0:5].
G eneralizing thepotentialenergy Eq.(7)foroneoscil-

latorto thesystem ofN oscillatorsand adding theinter-
action term s described by Eq.(22),we then m inim ized
the potentialenergy ofthe totalsystem ofN coupled
anharm onicoscillators.In theusualharm onicexpansion
around thism inim um wecalculated theDO S fordi�erent
values off0ext,representing di�erent externalpressures.
Thiswasrepeated forup to 10000 representations.
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Thefrequencydependenceofg(!)=!2 isgivenin Fig.3,
for g0(!) / ! and J = 0:07,for di�erent strengths of
the externalforce, f0ext. The behavior of the analytic
results,Fig.1,isreproduced.Theslightly di�erentm ax-
im alintensities for the higher forces (pressures) result
from the di�erentchoice ofdistribution forthe external
forces(squareinstead ofLorentzian).Theinternalforces
originate in the sim ulation directly from the bilinearin-
teraction.

0
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30
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ω

g
(ω
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ω

2

FIG . 3: Sim ulated g(!)=!
2
for di�erent external force

strengths (N = 2197,g0(!) / !,J = 0:07). Curves from

leftto right:f
0

ext = 10
� 4
,6�10

� 4
,10

� 3
,3�10

� 3
,6�10

� 3
and

10
� 2
.

ThepressuredependenceofBP frequencyisshown in a
doublelogarithm icplotin Fig.4fortwodi�erentoriginal
DO S’s: g0(!) / ! and g0(!) / !2. The results for
both sets agree with our theoreticalpredictions. This
illustratesthatourresultsareindeed independentofthe
choiceoftheinitialg0(!),aslongasitisnottoostrongly
peaked. As stressed in our previous work,above som e
frequency !c which isgenerally wellseparated above!b,
the redistribution offrequenciesbecom esine�ective and
the originalg0(!) survives. For instance in a plot of
g(!)=!2, corresponding to Fig.3, for g0(!) / !2 the
curvesconvergetoaconstantgiven by thenorm alization,
and the m axim alintensitiesdecay m oreslowly.

B . O scillator participation num bers

In ourm odeltheform ation oftheBP isdriven by the
interaction between softoscillators(bareQ LV’s).Atlow
frequencies this interaction is weak and,therefore,the
Q LV’swillbeonly weakly coupled.TheBP frequency is
determ ined by the typicalinteraction strength between
the oscillators.To quantify the interaction we introduce
an oscillatorparticipation num ber

nosc(!)= h

0

@
X

j

jejj4

1

A

� 1

i! (24)

0.01

0.1

1

0.0001 0.001 0.01 0.1

f
0

ω
b

fit Eq. (A7)

FIG . 4: Boson peak frequency, !b, versus external force

strength on a double logarithm ic scale: crosses: N = 2197,

g0(!)/ !
2
,J = 0:1;circles:N = 2197,g0(!)/ !,J = 0:07.

The dashed lines give �ts with G aussian force distributions

(�tparam eters!b and P0).

where ej denotes the com ponent on oscillator j of an
eigenvectorofthe coupled oscillatorsystem and h::::::i!
indicatestheaverageoveralleigenm odesoffrequency !.
Note that this oscillator participation num ber is di�er-
ent from the usual(atom ic or m olecular) participation
num ber ofan eigenm ode ofan atom ic system . First a
Q LV (an oscillatorin the presentdescription)hastypi-
cally an atom icparticipation num beroften orm ore18,19.
An oscillatorparticipation num beroften isthen equiv-
alent to an atom ic participation num ber ofa hundred
orm ore.Secondly theparticipation num bersarefurther
increased by the interaction between the Q LV’sand the
sound waves15. Here this hybridisation isonly included
in sofarasitbringsabouttheinteractionbetween Q LV’s.

0
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10

15

20

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

ω

n
o

s
c
(ω

)

FIG .5:Average oscillatorparticipation num bersasfunction

offrequency fordi�erentexternalforce strength.The curves

correspond to the system sofFig.3.

Forallvaluesoftheapplied externalforce,f0ext,nosc(!)
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shows in Fig.5 the sam e qualitative behavior as func-
tion of!. For sm allfrequencies,one has m ore or less
isolated Q LV’s (nosc(!)� 2). W ith increasing frequen-
cies, coupling and hence nosc(!) rapidly increases. It
reachesitsm axim um around !b and dropsto a plateau
with nosc(!)� 8. Thism ightat�rstsightlook surpris-
ing,since the coupling between the oscillators,Eq.(22)
was not changed. O n closer inspection ofthe coupled
equations ofm otion and the equilibrium condition,one
sees,however,thattheexternalforcedoesin factchange
the coupling between the single oscillators. The m ax-
im al value of nosc(!) increases with f0ext opposite to
g(!b)=!2b.Thisiswhatonewould intuitivelyexpectfrom
an increased coupling. As in the case ofthe DO S,also
nosc(!)dependson theoriginalDO S,go(!),forfrequen-
cies! > !c > !b.

C . D istribution ofanharm onicity param eters

So far, we have taken the anharm onicity param eter
A in Eq.7 as a constant and have neglected possible
third order term s. To check the in
uence ofdistribu-
tionsoftheseterm s,wedid additionalsim ulationswhere
we introduced distributions of these param eters. The
scaled results are sum m arized in Fig.6,where we also
show forcom parison thetheoreticalresultofEq.11(dot-
ted line). The solid line givesthe sim ulation resultsfor
g0(!)/ !2 and J = 0:2 with a �xed value A = 1. The
sim ulated BP is slightly widerthan the theoreticalpre-
diction. The upturn at !=!b � 2 indicates the upper
lim it!c wheretheinteraction strength no longersu�ces
to destroy the assum ed density of the non-interacting
oscillators,g0(!) / !2. Taking,for the sam e param e-
ters,random A i from theinterval[0.7,1.3],no signi�cant
change can be discerned. Thisisin agreem entwith our
previousresult3 thatthisanharm onicterm providesthe
m echanism tostabilizetheinteractingoscillatorsbut,it’s
m agnitudedoesnotdeterm ine the resulting spectrum .
The situation is di�erent when we add a third order

term to the energy ofthe singleoscillators,Eq.7,

Ui(x)= Ax
4
=4+ B ix

3
=3+ M !

2
ix

2
=2: (25)

Thedashed linein Fig.6showstheresultingBP forB i =
bi!i with bi a random num berfrom [-1,+ 1](g0(!)/ !).
Com pared to the curves without this term , the BP is
considerably broadened even though itretainsitsgeneral
shape.

V I. C O M PA R ISO N W IT H EX P ER IM EN T

Unfortunately not too m any experim ental data are
available. O ur theory should,therefore,be considered
rather as a prediction concerning future experim ents
than as an interpretation of the existing experim ental
data. A generalincrease of !b has been observed in

0

0.5

1.0

1.5

0 1 2

ω/ω
b

g
(ω

)/
ω

2

FIG . 6: Boson peak frequency, !b, versus external force

strength on a double logarithm ic scale: crosses: N = 2197,

g0(!)/ !
2
,J = 0:1;circles:N = 2197,g0(!)/ !,J = 0:07.

The dashed linesgive the �twith a G aussian force distribu-

tion.

experim ents on a num ber ofm aterials,e.g. SiO 2
25,26,

G eO 2
25, G eS227, polybutadiene28, polystyrene29 and

te
on30. Sim ilar shifts have been reported from com -
puter sim ulations ofSiO 2

31,32. However m ost ofthese
data arenotsu�cientfora quantitativeanalysis.
The shift ofthe BP over a large pressure range has

been m easured in a-SiO 2
33. As shown in Fig. 7, the

experim ental data can be �tted by our theory using
Eqs.(19) and (20) assum ing a Lorentzian distribution
[see Eq.(A3)]. The agreem entbetween the theory and
experim ent rem ains good even for high pressures. Re-
garding very high pressures,ourtheory is applicable as
long as the short range topology that determ ines the
structureofQ LV’sdoesnotchange.

FIG . 7: The Boson peak in a-SiO 2 under pressure; �lled

squaresare data ofRef.[33]

Fig.8 shows the shift ofthe Boson peak in a-G eS2
m easured by Ram an scattering.Although the scatterof
theexperim entalpointsisratherlarge,again thegeneral
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FIG .8:The Boson peak in a-G eS2 underpressure;open cir-

clesare data ofRef.[27]

agreem entwith ourtheory isencouraging.

FIG .9:Theposition ofthebum p Tm ax(P )in thespeci�cheat

C (T)=T
3
in te
on under pressure;open circles are the data

ofRef.[30]

Boyeretal.30 m easured the shiftwith pressure ofthe
low tem perature m axim um C (T)=T 3 in Te
on, where
C (T)isthe speci�c heat. Thism axim um isdirectly re-
lated to theBP34.Again theobserved shift�tswellwith
ourpredictions,seeFig.9.
However,the experim ents on the change ofthe Bo-

son peak position under pressure are so far insu�cient.
Therefore,webelievethatfurtherdetailed investigations
ofthisphenom enon arecalled for.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

In ourpreviouspaper3 wehaveproposed a m echanism
oftheBoson peak form ation.Theessenceofthem echa-
nism isthata vibrationalinstability ofthe spectrum of
weakly interacting Q LV is responsible for the origin of

theBoson peak in glassesand som eotherdisordered sys-
tem s. Anharm onicity stabilizes the structure but does
notdeterm ine the shape ofthe Boson peak. The vibra-
tionsform ing the Boson peak areharm onic.
The presentpaperextendsthese ideas.W e show that

underthe action ofhydrostaticpressurethe Boson peak
is shifted to higher frequencies. At com paratively low
pressuresthe shiftislinearin pressure P while forhigh
pressures it is proportionalto P 1=3. These conclusions
are in good agreem ent with the existing experim ental
data. O ur work explains the shift of the Boson peek
without the need to postulate additionalnegative third
orderanharm onicities35.
To obtain a quantitative proof,m ore extensive inves-

tigationsofthe pressure dependence ofthe Boson peak
position in variousdisordered system sareneeded.Since
the proposed m echanism is very general,it willalso be
interesting to investigate both theoretically and experi-
m entally the behaviorofthe Boson peak underdi�erent
types ofstrain other than the hydrostatic one,studied
here, as wellas under static electric �elds. In future
work, we hope to show that the sam e physicalm ech-
anism is fundam entalnot only for the form ation ofthe
Boson peakbutalsoforsuch seem inglydi�erentphenom -
ena as creation ofthe two levelsystem s that dom inate
the propertiesofglassesatlow tem peratures.
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A P P EN D IX A :C O N V O LU T IO N

To m ake ourinvestigation m ore general,we willcon-
siderLorentzian and G aussian distributionsforboth the
random forces and the deform ation potential. Besides,
wewillconsideralsoadistribution ofthedeform ation po-
tential� thatm ay be called \double Lorentzian". This
isform ed by two superim posed Lorentzian distributions
with widths �0 which are centered at � �,respectively.
For � > � 0=

p
3 the resulting distribution then has two

sym m etricside m axim a and a m inim um at� = 0.
For the Lorentzian distributions centered at zero one

has

Q (f)=
1

�

f0

f2 + f20
=

1

2�

1Z

� 1

d�1e
if�1� f0j�1j: (A1)
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and

D (�)=
1

�

�0

�2 + �2
0

=
1

2�

1Z

� 1

d�2e
i��2� � 0j�2j: (A2)

Asaresultoftheconvolution ofthesedistributionsone
getsagain a Lorentzian centered atzero butwith greater
width

FP (f)=
1

�

ef0(P )

f2 + ef20(P )
(A3)

where

ef0(P )= f0 +
�0jP j

3K
: (A4)

In the sam e m anner the convolution oftwo G aussian
distributions

Q (f)=
1

f0
p
2�

e
� f

2
=2f

2

0 =
1

2�

1Z

� 1

d�1e
if�1� f

2

0
�
2

1
=2
;

(A5)
and

D (�)=
1

�0

p
2�

e
� �

2
=2�

2

0 =
1

2�

1Z

� 1

d�2e
i��2� �

2

0
�
2

2
=2
;

(A6)

leads to another G aussian distribution with increased
width:

FP (f)=
1

ef0(P )
p
2�

exp[� f
2
=2ef20(P )] (A7)

where

ef0(P )=

s

f2
0
+

�
�0P

3K

� 2

: (A8)

Finally letusconvolutetheLorentzian fortheinternal
forces,Eq.A1,with a double Lorentzian distribution:

D (�)=
1

2�

�
�0

(�� �)2 + �2
0

+
�0

(�+ �)2 + �2
0

�

: (A9)

Asa resultoftheconvolution onegets

FP (f)=
ef0(P )

2�

"

1

(f + ��) 2 + ef20(P )

+
1

(f � ��)2 + ef2
0
(P )

#

(A10)

where �= P=3K and ef0(P )isgiven by Eq.(A4). This
distribution now dependsboth on the widthsofthe two
Lorentzians and on the distance between their centers,
2�,in D (�).
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