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T he inelastic scattering intensities of glasses and am orphous m aterials has a m axinum at a low
frequency, the so called Boson peak. Under applied hydrostatic pressure, P , the Boson peak fre—
quency, !y, is shifted upwards. W e have shown previously that the Boson peak is created as a result
of a vibrational instability due to the interaction of hamm onic quasi localized vibrations QLV).
Applying pressure one exerts forces on the Q LV . These shift the low frequency part of the excess
spectrum to higher frequencies. For low pressures we nd a shift of the Boson peak linear in P,
whereas forhigh pressures the shift is / P '3, 0 uranalytics is supported by sin ulation. T he results

are In agreem ent w ith the existing experin ents.

PACS numbers: 6143Fs, 63.50+ %, 78 30.Ly

I. NTRODUCTION

O ne of the m ost characteristic properties of glasses is
amaxinum In the oy frequency part of their nelastic
scattering intensitiest This m axim um , the Boson peak
BP), originates from a m axinum of the ratio g(!)=!2
where g (! ) isthe density ofvibrational stateswhich itself
often hasno correspondingm axinum £ TheBP show san
excess of ow frequency vibrations above the D ebye con—
tribution of the sound waves. The BP is observed in
experim ents on Ram an scattering of light and inelastic
neutron scattering w ithin the frequency interval 0.5 |
2 THz. It is considered to be one of the universal prop—
erties of glasses and is found also in a number of other
disordered system s (see Ref. E{] and references therein).

D isorder a ects the vibrational states di erently than
i a ects the elkctronic ones. The main point is that
the m atrix determ ining the eigenvalies of the ham onic
vibrations, the squared frequencies, m ust safisfy the re-
quirem ent of m echanical stability (cf. Reff). In other
words, all eigenvalies m ust be positive, apart from the
six zero values for translation and rotation ofthe system
as a whole. O ther than in the case of electronic states,
there isa xed zero level. An arbitrary random m atrix
has no such property. Thism eans that, In general, such
a m atrix corresoonds to an unstable vibrational system .
Such a m echanical instability has often been observed in
num erical sin ulations of disordered vibrational system s
forsu ciently large degree of disorder (cf. Refs. [5,6,1)).

H ow ever, stability is restored autom atically when the
e ects of anham onicity are taken into account2 A ran-
dom m atrix w ith the desired stability property is gener—
ated in a naturalway by solving the corresponding non—
linearproblem . It is rem arkable that the density of states
g(!) ofsuch a "stable m atrix" possesses the BP feature.
TheBP isa rem inder ofthe form erm echanical nstability

in the system .

For the proper Interpretation of the BP, the key prob—
J¥m is the nature of the vibrations that contrbute to
g(!). Since the tetm BP isused for any peak in the low
frequency Inelastic scattering intensity one has to dis-
tinguish between di erent cases. In som e m aterials the
BP isascribed to ow lyingopticalor transverse acoustic
m odes of parental crysta]s@*g'llq. or to lbrations of som e
m olecules in plastic cz:ysta]sﬂj:"lz Ifthese excitationshave
a an all frequency soread they w illshow asapeak ng(!).
T he role of disorder is m erely to broaden m odes which
exist already w ithout disorder. In the opposite case the
excessof low frequency m odes is caused by disorder itself.
A sin ple exam ple is realised In a m,etallic likem odelglass
w here the the parent crystalis e In the present paper
we discuss this latter case. Between these two extrem e
cases ofwellde ned Iow frequency m odes, broadened by
disorder, and no such m odes before disorder, there is a
range ofm aterials having aspects ofboth. D egpite being
derived for the case ofa disorder-induced BP, our resuls
w il apply, at least sem iquantitatively, to these interm e-
diate cases as long as the frequency spread ofthe relevant
low frequency m odes is su ciently large.

Starting point of our investigation are the ubiquitously
occurring quasilocal (or resonant) hamm onic vibrations
Q LV).These vibrations can be understood as a low fre—
quency vbration ofa sn allgroup of atom s which has a
weak bilinear nteraction w ith the continuum ofacoustic
vibrations of the whole system . They share m any prop—
erties of the localized vibrations but are di erent from
these exact ham onic eigenstates. They can be seen as
resonances In the Iow frequency part of the local spectra
of the set of atom s Involved. In M o bauer experin ents
one observes anom alously Jarge D ebyesW aller factors for
the atom s vbrating with such QLv24. In simulations
the QLV are seen In the ham onic eigenstates as \low
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frequency localized m odes" or m ixed Into the extended
modes. This is found for the textbook gase of a heavy
m ass defect aswellas HrQLV in ghssedd. A \low fre—
quency localized m ode" ofa an allsystem doesnot vanish
w hen the system becom es larger { it just hybridizes w ith
the otherm odes of sin ilar frequency. If one looks at the
m odes around the Q LV —frequency one still nds an ad—
ditional eigenm ode. A m ore detailed discussion of Q LV

w ith em phasis on glasseg can be found in our previous
work on the Boson peake where one can also nd sup-
porting references. -

In the soft potential m ode]}q'iﬁn one describes the
low frequency vibrations of the defect system 1n the
ham onic approxin ation utilizing a basis of (extended)
sound waves and local oscillators. The latter are the
cores of the Q LV or \bare Q LV, " which have been found
to extend over severalatom £929. T this basis there is a
bilinear interaction which is treated as a perturbation.

II. EFFECTSOF FINITE CONCENTRATION
OF QUASILOCALIZED VIBRATIONS

In a glassone hasa nite congentration ofQLV '’s. A s
discussed In our previous paper, this has a profound
e ect on their density of states OO S). T he interaction
of the QLV’s wih the sound waves induces an elastic
dipole interaction between them . First, the interaction
ofsoft Q LV ’'sw ith surrounding Q LV ’s ofhigher frequency
m ay lead In ham onic approxim ation to unstable m odes.
Stability is restored by the anham onictem s. T his leads
to a linear density of states, g(!)/ !, for! < !. where
! ¢ is determ ined by the typical interaction strength.

Secondly, these renom alized low frequency Q LV 's In—
teract with each other. In e ect this m eans that the
Q LV 's are sub gct to random forces, £, later referred to
as intermal forces. D ue to the high susceptibility of low
frequency vibrations their low frequency DO S is changed
tog(')/ '* or! < !,. This is a general property of
the low frequency DO S of non-G oldstone bosonic exci-
tations in random m edial! and has been discussed :n nu-
m erous papers on low energy excitations in glasses, see
saa—gu]l;jl-'lg-y&]a-lfii/:hﬂle distrbbution ofthe sti ness con—
stants ofthe Q LvL 724 in the soft potentialm odel?. This
sea—gull sihgularity has also been observed In com puter
sin ulation£321.

By the crossover between the two lim iting regim es of
the DOS the BP is formed and obtains a \universal"
shape. T he frequency ofthe BP, !y, isagain determ ined
by the Interaction strength and thusby the characteristic
value of the intemal forces, f; (in Ref. B] this quantity
was denoted as f):

e / £ @)

W ith higher interaction !, ig shifted upwards and the
intensity ofthe BP is reduced? .

O ne of the m ost interesting properties of the Boson
peak In glasses is its shift tow ards higher frequencies un—
der application of hydrostatic pressure. In the present
paper we will show that such a shift can be visualized
as a result of a sin ple physical m echanian . If one ap—
plies a pressure P onto a specin en of glass the intemal
random forces acquire additional random contributions

f proportional to the pressure. As a resul, one ob—
tains a \blue" shift of the Boson peak frequency w ith
pressure. For am all pressure this pressure contribution
is am all com pared to the characteristic valie of intemal
forces fy and the shift ofthe BP is linear In the pressure.
W ith increasing pressure f can becom e larger than f g
and the BP shiftsas !y, / P13,

III. RANDOM FORCE DISTRIBUTION IN A
GLASSUNDER PRESSURE

In the present Section we will brie y derive, In anal-
ogy to Ref. E], the random force distribution under an
applied hydrostatic pressure. From Hook’s law one gets

"= @=3K) @)

where "; is the strain tensor and 1=K is the com press—
Dbility ofthe glass. ‘-
T he interaction ofa Q LV w ith the strain is bilinear?4
Hpe= «"wx=  @=3K) iX 3)
where 4 is the deform ation potential tensor and x is
the coordinate of the Q LV . For sim plicity we w ill w rite
In the following Instead of ;;. Thus the additional
contrbution to the random foroe due to applied pressure
is proportional to the pressure

f= @P=3K) : )

T he deform ation potential ofa Q LV isa random quan-—
tity. In particular, ithasa random sign, so that the corre—
sponding distrdbution fiinction D () is an even function
of . Asa resul the distrbution of the random forces
£ in the glass rem ains an even function of £ when the
pressure is applied.

The totalrandom force £isa sum oftw o contrbutions

£=f+ f: ©)

Here £ is the intermal random foroe In the absence of
pressure. If the distrbution of the intemal forces £ is
Q (f) then the distribution ofthe totalrandom force £in
a glass under pressure is given by the convolution

4

£) = £ — :
Fp (B d Q 3KP D () 6)

1

For P = 0 i reduces to the unperturbed distribution
Q (f) since the distrbbution D ( ) is nom alized to unity.



In the Appendix we give the results of the convolution
for three caseswhich should be typical, nam ely two types
of Lorentzian distributions and a G aussian distrbution
of f and

Iv. THE BOSON PEAK SHIFT UNDER
PRESSURE

Let us discuss how random forces change the frequen—
cies of the QLV’s. In a purely ham onic case, the lin-
ear forceswould not a ect the frequencies. A nham onic—
iy, hopever, renom alizes the relevant part of the spec-
trum #27. A Ythough the Q LV ’s are essentially ham onic
virations their frequencies under applied forces can be
shifted as in the usual quasiham onic approxin ation.

To start the description of a Q LV, consider an an—
ham onic oscillator under the action of a random static
force £

U &)= Ax'=4+ M !fx2=2 £x: (7)

Here !; is the oscillator frequency In the hamm onic ap—
proxim ation and A isthe constant ofanham onicity. T he
rok ofthe om itted third order temm aswellas that ofthe
distrdbution of A willbe discussed further on. T he force
£ shifts the equilbrium position from x = 0 to %9 6 0,
given by

£=0; ®)

Ax;+ M !9xg
w here the oscillator has a new ham onic frequency

12 =12+ 3ax2aM : ©)

*new

Ifea (!1) is the distrbution finction of frequencies !,
and Fp (£) is the distribution of random forces in a glass
under pressure, then the pressure dependent renom al-
ized DO S is given by
Z Z

g (11)d!,

0 1

% ()= dffFe ) (¢ lhew): (10)

Integrating the -—function wih regard of Egs. é'_Ei)
and ('_9) we get

r g
M tp)d!
o (1)=2M —1°3 MFP&!;H): @1
3A !2 !2
0 1
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As shown in Ref. §] and shortly discussed in section
IT the interaction of high and low frequency Q LV lead
to a lnear DO S in the relevant frequency range. In
writing Eq.if we took Q LV already incliding this e ect.

Therq@m,wemn approxin ateg; (1) = C !, and write
Eq. {l1) in the form

r___ g1
M a
g (!)=2CM — 4 pi
3A 1 ¥
nw r_ O #
M M P
B — — 13 1+2y% 1 : 13
T y Ve 3)

Let us ntroduce a characteristic value £ P ) ofthe to—
tal random forces acting on the Q LV ’s under pressure.
This is the characteristic scale of variation of the argu—
ment of Fp (£). D epending on the relative strengths of
the Intemal forces w ithout pressure and the pressure in—
duced forces, the follow ing estin ates hold

) fol+ O P=Py)] for P Py 0
e =P 0 )fo for P Po:
HereP isthe characteristicpressure, which in the sin ple
case of Lorentzian distrbutions centered around 0 (see
Egs.A1,A7), isgiven by Py = 3K fy= ¢.Thus HrP
Py, fH®)= fy whieorP Py, H®)/ P.

A ccording to Ref. f], or a Lorentzian distrbution of

random forces, the Boson peak frequency is given by

19858 @)

'y ®) v 12

15)

For frequencies ! 'y, @) the argum ent of the fiinc—
tion Fp I Eq. {I3) is much smaller than the typical
value of §f (P ). O ne can replace this function by Fp (0)
1=f ). Accordingto Eq. {13), ¢ () / Fp (0)!*. Thus
at high pressures P Py,

o (1)/ '*=P Pr ! 'y @): 16)

In the opposie case ! 'y P ) the ntegral over y is
dom inated by such values of y near the upper lin i that
r__
A /@)
M 13

P— 1
1 y< = 1: 17)

A ffer integration, m aking use of the nom alization of
Fp (), we regain the equation for the unperturbed
pressure-independent linear density of states

e N=a )/ ! r !ye) ! <Ig 18)

as it should be. For higher ! (! > !.) the llnearDO S
produced by the interaction between the QLV will be
modied and gp (!) shows m aterial dependent devia-
tions.

Fjg.:!.' show s the frequency dependence of the BP for
di erent applied pressures. Both the distributions of in—
temal forces £ and of the deform ation potentials were
approxin ated by Lorentzians centered at 0. A fter convo-
lution a broadened Lorentzian isobtained, Eg. (5_3) .One



FIG .1: Boson peak according to Eq. (':lé) for di erent applied
pressures, excluding the low frequency D ebye contriution.
Lorentzian distributions were assum ed for both intemal and
pressure induced forces, Eq. @A 3).

clearly observes the pronounced attening w ith pressure
of the Iow frequency part of the BP. Contrary to this,
the high frequency part is not a ected. In calculating
the curves in Fjg.:}'weassumedgl (!)/ !.In realmate—
rials, this linearity ofthe DO S willonly hold up to some
frequency !.. Above that frequency the DO S will be
m aterialdependent and, therefore, the BP w illno longer
have a universal form above that frequency. T his can be
seen kéy com parison of the present Fjg.:g: wih Fig. 3 of
Ref. Bl.
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FIG .2: Frequency !, ofthe Boson peak m axinum asa func—
tion of applied pressure for di erent force distributions. Solid
line: Lorentzian distribbutions Eq. A 3); dashed line: G aus—
sian distrdbutions Eq. @A 7); do _Jjne: double Lorentzian
distrbution, Eq. A10),with = 2 4.

T he variation of the BP frequency, !y, w ith pressure
is shown in Fi. :_2 for di erent distributions of the in—
temal forces and deform ation potentials. The lim iting
behavior for an all and large pressures is independent of

the distributions. T he crossover, on the other hand, does
som ew hat depend on the type of distrdbbution used. T his
Indicates a m aterial dependence In this pressure range.
The shift of 'y, with pressure can be described for the
Lorentzian distrbutions, Eq. A 1-A 4), by

P37
'y ®P)=1p0) 1+ =— 19)
Po
w ih
Po = 3K f0= 0« (20)

and for the G aussian distrbutions, Eq. A 5-A 8), by the
slightly di erent form

'y®)=!150) 1+ — @1)

Po

w hich describes a sharper crossover.

V. NUMERICAL SIM ULATION
A . Pressure dependence

To test our analytic description we extended the nu-—
m ericalsin ulations qu ef. B] to include additionalexter—
nalforces f£,Eq. (4). Weplaced N = 2197 oscillators
w ith frequencies0 < !'; < 1on a sin ple cubic lattice w ith
lattice constant a = 1 and perdodic boundary conditions.
T he bilinear interaction between two oscillators, i;j, is
w ritten as

U= 95 090 xix4; @2)

where rjy is the distance between the oscillators and J
is the strength of their coupling which resuls from the
coupling of bare Q LV ’s and sound waves, J = 2= v2.
Here isthe densiy and v the average sound velocity of
them aterdial. To sin ulate random orientations ofthe os—
cillators we took for gij random num bers in the interval
[ 05;05]. Them asses, M ;, and anham onicity param e-
ters,Aj,wereput to 1. The DO S for the noninteracting
oscillatorswastaken asgp (! ) / !'",withn= 1;2. Ran—
dom forces

f = Ji ggt (23)

were exerted on the oscillators where g; were random
num bers in the interval [ 0:5;0:5]. _

G eneralizing the potentialenergy Eg. {j) for one oscik-
lator to the system ofN oscillators and adding the inter-
action temm s described by Eq. £3), we then m inin ized
the potential energy of the total system of N coupled
anham onic oscillators. In the usualham onic expansion
around thism inin um wecalculated theD O S fordi erent
valies of fgxt, representing di erent extemal pressures.
This was repeated for up to 10000 representations.



T he frequency dependence ofg (! )=! ? isgiven in F ig.3,

forge(!) / ! and J = 0:07, for di erent strengths of
the extemal force, £2... The behavior of the analytic
results, F ig.i, is reproduced. T he slightly di erent m ax—
In al Intensities for the higher forces (pressures) result
from the di erent choice of distribution for the extermal
forces (square nstead ofLorentzian). T he intemal forces
originate in the sim ulation directly from the bilinear in—
teraction.

30 T T T T

25

20

15

g(w)/w

10

FIG. 3: Sinulated g(! )=!2 for di erent extemal force
strengths W = 2197, g (') / !, J = 007). Curves from
left to right: £2,, = 10 *,6 10 *,10 °,3 10 ®,6 10 ° and
10 2.

T he pressure dependence of BP frequency isshown in a
doubl logarithm icplot in F J'g.:ﬂ: fortwo di erent original
DOS’s: go(') / ! and g(!) / '?. The results fr
both sets agree w ith our theoretical predictions. This
illustrates that our results are indeed Independent ofthe
choice ofthe Initialg (! ), as Jong as it isnot too strongly
peaked. A s stressed In our previous work, above som e
frequency ! . which is generally well separated above !y,
the redistrdbution of frequencies becom es ine ective and
the original gp (! ) survives. For instance n a plot of
g(1)=!2, corresponding to Fig.d, or g, (!) / !? the
curves converge to a constant given by the nomm alization,
and the m axin al Intensities decay m ore slow ly.

B . O scillator participation num bers

In ourm odel the form ation ofthe BP is driven by the
Interaction betw een soft oscillators are Q LV ’s). At low
frequencies this interaction is weak and, therefore, the
QLV’swillbe only weakly coupled. The BP frequency is
determm ined by the typical interaction strength between
the oscillators. To quantify the interaction we introduce
an oscillator participation num ber
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FIG. 4: Boson peak frequency, !p, versus extemal force
strength on a double logarithm ic scale: crosses: N = 2197,
go(!)/ '%,J=0d;circles: N = 2197, g (!)/ !, T = 007.
The dashed lines give ts with G aussian force distributions
( tparam eters !, and Py).

where e denotes the com ponent on oscillator j of an

Indicates the average over all eigenm odes of frequency ! .
N ote that this oscillator participation number is di er—
ent from the usual (atom ic or m olecular) participation
num ber of an eigenm ode of an atom ic system . First a
Q LV (an oscillator in the present description) has,typi-
cally an atom ic participation num beroften orm oretéd,
An oscillator participation num ber of ten is then equiv—
alent to an atom ic participation number of a hundred
orm ore. Secondly the participation num bers are further
Increased by the Interaction between the Q LV ’s and the
sound wavesti. Here this hybridisation is only inclided
In so faras it bringsabout the interaction between Q LV ’s.

20 T T T T

FIG . 5: A verage oscillator participation num bers as function
of frequency for di erent extemal flbrce strength. T he curves
correspond to the system s of F ig. :Ei

Forallvalies ofthe applied extemal force, fgxt, Noge (1)



shows in Fig. -5 the sam e qualitative behavior as func-
tion of ! . For an all frequencies, one has m ore or less
isolated Q LV 's (s (1) 2). W ih increasing frequen-
cies, coupling and hence nyg (! ) rapidly increases. It
reaches s maxinum around !y and drops to a plateau
with nos (1) 8. Thism ight at rst sight ook surpris—
Ing, since the coupling between the oscillators, Eq. {_2-21)
was not changed. On closer Inspection of the coupled
equations of m otion and the equilbrium condition, one
sees, how ever, that the extemal force does in fact change
the coupling between the single oscillators. The m ax—
In al value of ngg (!') ncreases with fgxt opposite to
g('p )=!§ . Thisiswhat onewould intuiively expect from
an increased coupling. As in the case ofthe DO S, also
Nesc (V) depends on the originalDO S, g, (! ), or frequen—
cies! > o> !y,

C . D istribution of anhamm onicity param eters

So far, we have taken the anham oniciy param eter
A In Eq.:j as a constant and have neglected possble
third order tem s. To check the In uence of distrdbbu-—
tions of these termm s, we did additional sin ulations w here
we introduced distrbutions of these param eters. The
scaled results are summ arized In Fig. :_d, where we also
show for com parison the theoretical result ofE q:_f]_: (dot—
ted line). The solid line gives the sim ulation results for
G (')/ '?and J = 02wiha xed valueA = 1. The
sinulated BP is slightly wider than the theoretical pre—
diction. The uptum at !=!y 2 indicates the upper
Iim it ! . where the Interaction strength no longer su ces
to destroy the assum ed densiy of the non-interacting
oscillators, gp (') / '?. Takig, fr the sam e param e~
ters, random A ; from the interval [0.7,1.3], no signi cant
change can be discemed. This is in agreem ent w ith our
previous result that this anham onic term provides the
m echanign to stabilize the Interacting oscillatorsbut, i's
m agnitude does not determ ine the resulting spectrum .

T he situation is di erent when we add a third order
term to the energy of the single oscillators, Eq.:_'/:,

U; )= Axi=4+ Bix3=3+ M !2x%=2:

1

@5)

T he dashed Iine In Fjg.:§ show sthe resulting BP forB; =
bi!; with by a random number from H A4 1] @ (') / !).
Com pared to the curves w thout this temm , the BP is
considerably broadened even though it retains its general
shape.

VI. COMPARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENT

Unfortunately not too many experim ental data are
available. Our theory should, therefore, be considered
rather as a prediction conceming fiiture experin ents
than as an interpretation of the existing experim ental
data. A general increase of !y, has been observed in

FIG. 6: 'y, versus extemal force

2197,

Boson peak frequency,
strength on a double logarithm ic scale: crosses: N =
go(!)/ '%,J=0d;circles: N = 2197, g (!)/ !, T = 007.
T he dashed lines give the t wih a G aussian force distribu-—
tion.

experjm ents op-a number of m gterials, eg. S 52929,

Ge0,2i, Ges,?l, polbutadiendd, polystyrend?d and
te on®Y. Sim ilar shifts have been reported from com —
puter sin ulations of S0 ,%38%. However m ost of these
data are not su cient for a quantitative analysis.

The shift of the BP ovwer a large pressure range has
been measured n a-S0,53i. As shown i Fig. :j, the
experin ental data can be tted by our theory usihg
Egs. {_IQ') and {_2-9') assum ing a Lorentzian distrdbution
[see Eq. & 3)]. The agreem ent between the theory and
experin ent rem ains good even for high pressures. Re-
garding very high pressures, our theory is applicable as
long as the short range topology that determ ines the
structure of Q LV ’s does not change.
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FIG.7: The Boson peak in a80. under pressure; Iked

squares are data ofRef. B3]

Fig. :g show s the shift of the Boson peak in a-GeS;
m easured by Ram an scattering. A though the scatter of
the experin ental points is rather large, again the general
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FIG . 8: The Boson peak In a-G eS; under pressure; open cir-
cles are data ofR ef. @2]

agreem ent w ith our theory is encouraging.
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FIG .9: Theposition ofthebum p Tn ax P ) In the speci cheat
C (T)=T 3_ ‘Jn te on under pressure; open circles are the data
ofRef. [30]

Boyer et al®? m easured the shift w ith pressure of the
low tem perature maxinum C (T)=T3 in Te on, where
C (T) isthe spgci c heat. Thism axinum is directly re—
lated to the BP®4. A gain the cbserved shifft tswellw ith
our predictions, see FJg:_§

However, the experim ents on the change of the Bo—
son peak position under pressure are so far insu cient.
T herefore, w e believe that further detailed investigations
of this phenom enon are called for.

VII. CONCLUSION

In our previous papeﬁ w e have proposed a m echanisn
of the Boson peak fom ation. T he essence of the m echa—
nisn is that a vibrational nstability of the spectrum of
weakly interacting Q LV is responsble for the originh of

the B oson peak In glasses and som e other disordered sys—
tem s. Anham onicity stabilizes the structure but does
not determ ine the shape of the Boson peak. The vibra—
tions form ing the B oson peak are hamm onic.

T he present paper extends these ideas. W e show that
under the action of hydrostatic pressure the B oson peak
is shifted to higher frequencies. At com paratively low
pressures the shift is linear in pressure P whik for high
pressures it is proportionalto P =3, These conclisions
are In good agreem ent w ith the existing experim ental
data. Our work explains the shift of the Boson peek
w ithout the need to postulate additional negative third
order anharm onicitie®d .

To obtain a quantitative proof, m ore extensive Inves—
tigations of the pressure dependence of the Boson peak
position In various disordered system s are needed. Since
the proposed m echanisn is very general, i w ill also be
Interesting to investigate both theoretically and experi-
m entally the behavior of the Boson peak under di erent
types of strain other than the hydrostatic one, studied
here, as well as under static electric elds. In future
work, we hope to show that the sam e physical m ech—
anisn is fuindam ental not only for the form ation of the
B oson peak but also for such seem ingly di erent phenom —
ena as creation of the two level system s that dom nate
the properties of glasses at low tem peratures.
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APPENDIX A:CONVOLUTION

To m ake our investigation m ore general, we w ill con—
sider Lorentzian and G aussian distributions for both the
random forces and the deform ation potential. Besides,
wew illconsider also a distribution ofthe deform ation po—
tential thatm ay be called \double Lorentzian". T his
is form ed by two superin posed Lorentzian distrdbutions
w ith widths po_which are centered at , respectively.
For > 0= 3 the resulting distribution then has two
symm etric sidem axina and am nimum at = 0.

For the Lorentzian distrbutions centered at zero one
has

=
H

o
=

Q)= ~g =~ defr DI

1
£2+ £2 2 &b



and

dzei 2 ojzj:

A2)

A sa resul ofthe convolution ofthese distribbutions one
gets again a Lorentzian centered at zero but w ith greater
w idth

1
FP (f):_ﬂ (A3)
2+ £¢)
where
~ 0P 3
HE)=fo+ K @ 4)

In the sam e m anner the convolution of two G aussian
distrioutions

4
0 (F) = 1_e £2=2£7 i d,eif e £2 2=2
fo 2 2
1
@>5)
and
4
1 2_5 2 1 2 2_
D()= —p—¢ 20= — dzel2 022,
0o 2 2
1
@)

Jleads to another G aussian distrdbution with increased
w idth:

1
Fp (f)= ——p— exp[ F=2€ )] @)

HEe) 2
w here

015’2

HE)= £+ @8)

Finally Jet us convolute the Lorentzian forthe intemal
forces, Eq.A T, with a double Lorentzian distriution:

D ()= — : + : : @9)
2 )P+ 5 (+)2+ §
A s a result of the convolution one gets
1
Fy (f)zﬁﬂ?)
2 E+ )2+ @0%
+ 1 @A 10)
(€ )2+ & @)

where = P=3K and £ P ) isgiven by Eq. (A 4). This
distrbbution now depends both on the w idths of the two
Lorentzians and on the distance between their centers,
2,nD ().
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