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T he Incoherent approxim ation for the determ ination of the vibrational density of states of glasses
from inelastic neutron or x-ray scattering data is extended to treat the coherent scattering. The
m ethod is applied to new room tem perature m easurem ents of vitreous silica and gem ania on the
therm altin e-of- ight spectrom eter IN 4 at the H igh F lux Reactor In G renoble. T he inelastic dynam ic
structure factor at the boson peak tums out to be reasonably well describbed in tem s of a m xture
of rotation and translation of practically undistorted S04 or GeO 4 tetrahedra. T he translational
com ponent exceeds the expectation of the D ebye m odelby a factor oftwo. A possible relation of
this excess to the phonon shift and broadening observed in x-—ray B rillouin scattering experin ents

is discussed.

PACS numbers: 6350+ x, 64.70P £

I. NTRODUCTION

There is an extensive quantum m echanical tregtm ent
of the scattering from atom sm oving in a crysta¥. The
regular atom ic arrangem ent allow s to solve this problem
w ith an accuracy and a theoreticaldepth which one can—
not hope for in the m uch m ore com plex case of a disor-
dered solid. In a glass, the translation sym m etry is lost.
In addition, the sam ple is in an energy landscape w ith
many m inin a. Fortunately, the relaxational jum ps be-
tween di erent energy m inin a ofglasses are only seen as
quasielgstic scattering below an energy transfer of about
1meve2? (a frequency of250 G H z) ; above that frequency,
one can reckon w ith a m ore or less ham onic vibrational
density of states.

But the problem what these vibrations are is by no
means solved. Below 1 meV, reasonably wellde ned
long-w avelength sound waves can be shown to exist (co—
existing w ith relaxationalor tunneling m otion), but they
becom e rapidly gverdam ped above that frequency. This
was rst deduced from the plateau in the them al con—
ductivity at low tem peratures. W ithin the last decade,
it has been directly observed for the longiudinal sound
waves by x-ray B rillouin scatteringt . A Iso, the density of
states exceeds the D ebye expectation m arkedly at the so—
called boson peak, at a frequency where the correspond—
Ing crystals still have only well-de ned long-wavelength
sound w aves.

In this paper, we report therm alneutron tin e-of- ight
m easurem ents at room tem perature on silica and ger-
m ania, data taken over a very large m om entum transfer
range w ih the new spectrom eter IN4 at the High Flux
R eactor at the Institut LaueLangevin at G renoble. The

high quality of the data allow s for an evaluation which
goesbeyond the usual incoherent, approxin ation, extend-
ingand in proving earlierw otk 5 nenot only gets
a vbrationaldensity of states which com pares favorably
w ith heat capaciy data, but one lkeamsnew factson the
details of the atom ic m otion, in particular in the low-—
frequency range at the boson peak.

A fter this introduction, the paper descrbes an exten—
sion ofthe inooherent approxin ation for the evaluation of
coherent nelastic neutron or x—ray data in Section IT.Sec—
tion ITT presents the tim e-of- ight experin ents In silica
and gem ania, their m ultiple-scattering correction and
their nom alization to di raction data from the litera—
ture. Section IV applies the new m ethod to the data.
The discussion of the results and a short summ ary is
given in SectionsV and V I.

II. EXTENDING THE INCOHERENT
APPROXIM ATION

A . De nitions

T he follow Ing derivation is form ulated in tem s of the
classicalscattering law S @Q ;! ), where the frequency ! is
related to the energy transferE of the scattering process
byE = h! and Q isthem om entum transfer. T his classi-
calS @©;!) can be calculated from the m easured double
di erential cross section
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taking ! to be positive In energy gain of the scattered
particle, neutron or x-ray photon. Here T is the tem per-
ature, k; and k¢ are the wavevector valies of incom ing
and scattered waves, resoectively, N is the number of
atom s In the beam , ™~ is the average scattering cross sec—
tion of the atom s and is the solid angl. Note that
the average scattering cross section ~ is Q -dependent for
x-rays; this Q -dependence is determ ined by the atom ic
form factors. The de nition of S Q ;! ) requires a com —
plktely isotropic glass, the usualcase. It is also valid for
glasses w ith m ore than one kind of atom , like silica and
gem ania.

T he above de nition m akes no distinction between co—
herent scattering (the case where the waves scattered
from di erent atom s interfere) and incoherent scattering
(the case where there is no interference). X-ray scat-
tering is purely coherent; for neutrons, i depends on the
nucleiofthe scattering atom s. In silicon, gem aniuim and
oxygen atom s, the coherent scattering dom nates. Inte—

grating over all frequencies one obtains S Q)
Z
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If all atom s of the sample scatter only incoherently,

SQ) = 1. If one has only coherent scattering, S Q)

showsa st sharp di raction peak at about 1.5A, ol
JIowed by oscillations around 1 which die out at high Q .
T hese peaks re ect the short range order of the glass on
the atom ic scale. Below the rst sharp di raction peak,
S Q) isdue to longrange densiy and concentration uc-
tuations. Silica and gem ania show a pronounced rst
sharp di raction peak.

For the evaluation of coherent scatterers, we w ill need
the de nition of a hypothetical incoherent scattering
function S, @ ;!). This is de ned as the scattering
function which one would have w ithout Interference be—
tween di erent atom s, keegping their total cross sections.

B . The incoherent approxim ation

To determ ne a vibrationaldensity of states from scat—
tering data, one needs to take the D ebyeW aller factor
and the mulihonon scattering into account. An ele-
gant way to do this is to use the interm ediate scattering
function

Z
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T he incoherent approxin ation assum es that one can
descrbe the scattering function, eg. @'), in tem s of
an average atom which scatters only incoherently. The
tin edependent digplacem ent of this average atom from

its equilbriim position is assum ed tg, have a G aussian
distribution. From the Bloch identity®, one cbtains the
Interm ediate scattering fuinction

SmeQit)=e? ©; 5)

where (t) is the tin edependent m ean square displace—
m ent of the average atom .

If there are only vibrations, (t) is detem ined by the
vibrational density of states g (! ). T heir relation can be
derived from the onephonon approxim ation for the in-
elastic sgattering from our classical isotropic incoherent
scatterer
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where e 2 is the D ebyeW aller factor and M is the
average atom ic m ass. C om paring the j'njrjalQ 2 rise and
using the Fourier transform ation, eqg. Qj), one nds
Z
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Here ! 4x isthe upper frequency boundary ofthe vibra—
tionaldensity of states.
T he Incoherent scattering is obtained from the Fourier
transform ofthe interm ediate scattering function in tim e
Z
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In this approxin ation, one accounts not only for the one—
phonon scattering, but the entire inelastic scattering in—
cluding the m ultiphonon tem s.

To apply the approxin ation to m easured data, one be-
ginsby calculatinga rst guessto the vibrationaldensity
of states, assum .ng a Q 2~ orQ?e " -dependence of the
nelastic scattering. From the density of states, one gets

(t) from eqg. f/:) and can calculate the Q -dependence of
the inelastic scattering. W ith this, one can determ ine a
better density of states from the data. Usually, after a
few iterationsthe density of states doesno longer change.
In the case of a glass consisting of two orm ore elem ents,
one calls this density the generalized vibrational density
of states, to em phasize that is is not the true density of
states, but is re ection in the scattering, weighted by
the cross sections and m asses of the atom s in the sam ple.

As we will see, the incoherent approxim ation works
astonishingly welleven for the two coherently scattering
glasses silica and germ ania. But it does not provide any
Inform ation on the vibrational eigenvectors. O ne needs
an extension of the Incoherent approxin ation to do that.
Such an extension w illbe ntroduced in the ollow ing sub—
section.

C . O scillation function S, Q)

T he vbrational density of states is a function of the
frequency, not of the tin e. Therefore the extension of



the inooherent approxim ation m ust be done in the fre—
quency domain. The vibrational eigenvectors change
w ith changing frequency, so each frequency window has
its own coherent dynam ic structure factor. T he interfer—
ence between di erent scattering atom s does not change
the overall scattering Intensity, but leads to oscillations
In the dependence on the m om entum transfer.

To take this into account, we de ne the oscillation
function S, Q) by
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where Sin . @Q ;! ) isunderstood to be the scattering func—
tion without interference between di erent atom s, but
w ith unchanged total cross sections, asde ned in IT.A .

LkeS Q),S: Q) equalsl in the incoherent case. It is
an extension ofS Q ) to descrbe the coherent oscillations
of the scattering at a xed frequency !, both for elastic
and inelastic scattering. Though ourm ain interest is In
the nelastic part, it is suiable to begin the discussion
w ith the elasticpart So Q) for ! = 0.

As S Q) re ects the pair correlation of the atom s In
their instantaneous positions, the elastic oscillation fiinc-
tion Sy Q) re ects the pair correlation of the atom s in
their equilbbriim positions. In a glass at low tem pera—
tures (and even at not so low tem peratures), the atom ic
displacem ents are sm all com pared to the interatom ic dis—
tances, s0 S Q) S Q). Both functions show the st
sharp di raction peak at about 1.5A followed by fur-
ther peaks at higherm om entum transfer. At still higher
mom entum transfer, the peak am plitudes din inish and
the functions S Q) and Sy Q) approach the nalvalue
ofl.Below the 1rstsharp di raction peak, at an allm o—
mentum transfer, Sy Q ) m irrors the frozen density and
concentration uctuations of the glass, while S Q ) m ir-
rors both static and dynam ic ones.

The inelastic part of the oscillation function S, Q)
wih ! & 0 will depend on the vibrational m odes at
the given frequency. At snallmomentum transfer, it
show sthe B rillouin peak, the scattering from longitudinal
sound w aves. T he Interference pattem at higherm om en—
tum transfer is not only due to the positional phase fac—
torsw hich determ ine S Q ), but also to the scalarproduct
ofm om entum transfer and atom ic displacem ent (see eg.
{11)). Thusthe nelastic part of S, Q) contains infom a-
tion on the eigenvectors of the vibrationalm odes at the
frequency ! .

W ith the help of the oscillation function, the incoher-
ent approxin ation, eq. (:_8), transform s Into the extended
approxin ation
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T he approxin ation allows to t not only a density of
states, but a frequency-dependent oscillation finction as
well. Thus, for coherent scatterers, the introduction of
S| Q) provides not only an enom ous reduction of the

deviation between incoherent approxin ation and exper—
in ent, but opens up the possbility to analyze the vi-
brational ngenvectorséé If this analysis is successfiil,
one can proceed to calculate the true vibrational density
of states, because then one know s the weight of a given
m ode In the scattering.

In the ham onic onephonon approxination, one can
express the coherent nelastic scattering? from a given
nom alm ode in tem s of its eigenvector e4, the equilib—
rium position ry and the scattering length by of atom
J, (3= 1:N) (the scattering length by is related to the
coherent cross section 5 by ; = 4 k). W ithin the
one-phonon approxin ation, the oscillation fuinction
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where the angular brackets denote an average over all
eigenm odes at the frequency !, together wih a direc—
tional average over the m om entum transfer vector Q .
T he m ode nom alization factor F oy is given by

1z)
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Ifone isablkto nd the properm ode eigenvectors, one
can go beyond the determ ination of a generalized vibra—
tionaldensity of states, because the proper nom alization
factor contains cross sections and m asses and thus allow s
to determ ine the true vibrational density of states. T his
paper ain s at such a treatm ent for the silica and gem a-
nia m easuram ents described in the next section.
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FIG.1l: IN4 spectrum (wih standard corrections) from vit—
reous silica at a scattering angle of 104 degrees, show ing the

boson peak at both sides of the elastic line.



IIT. EXPERIM ENT
A . Sam ples and tim e-of- ight experim ent

T he vitreous silica sam ple used forthe IN 4 experin ents
was a comm ercial grade spectrosil disk w ith a diam eter
of 50 mm and a thicknessof48mm .

In the case of vitreous gem ania, appropriate am ounts
of reagent-grade Ge0 , powder @A Mdrich 99.99+ % ) were
m elted in platinum crucbles orabout 1l h atca. 1600 C .
T he hom ogeneous and bubble-freem el w as subsequently
quenched in water and glassy sam ples of irreqular shape
were rem oved from the bottom of the crucble. This
preparation technique results n com pletely transparent
glasses. Several such pieces were arranged to m In ic the
disk shape of the silica sam pl.

The neutron spectra were obtained on the them al
tin eof- ight spectrom eter IN4 at the H igh Flux Reac—
tor of the Institute LaueLangevin at G renoble. The
m easuram entswere done In re ection geom etry, w ith the
sam ple disk plane inclined at 45 degrees to the Incom ing
beam . W ih a wavelength of incom ing neutrons of 1.53
A, one is ablk to study the m om entum transfer range
from 15t0 7A ' w ith an energy resolution of1.3 m &V
FW HM . Sin ilarly, a wavelength of incom ing neutrons
0of22 A allowed to study the m om entum transfer range

from 1to49A
FW HM .

Them om entum transfer range of these m easurem ents
ism ore than g factor of two larger than the one ofearlier
investigations®® w ith cold neutrons on the tin e-of- ight
spectrom eter IN6. One of these earlier m easurem ents
(vitreous silica at 318 K ) was included In the evaluation
presented below .

The IN4 m easurem ents were perform ed at tem pera—
tures between 5 and 300 K. The follow ng evaluation,
how ever, is restricted to the 300 K data.

w ith an energy resolution of 0.8 m &V

B . Corrections

The m easured neutron counts were corrected for the
em pty container signal. T he detector e ciency was cor—
rected for by a m easurem ent of a vanadiim sam ple (@n
Incoherent scatterer) in the sam e container. The signal
wasm ultiplied by kij=k¢ and an angle-dependent absorp—
tion correction was calculated. T hese four standard cor—
rections were done w ith the program IN X ofthe Institut
LaueLangevin at Grenoble. Fig. 1 shows such a cor—
rected spectrum for silica at the highest scattering angle.

The m ultiple scattering correction was done assum ing
an angle-independent m ultiple scattering contribution.
For silica and germ ania, w here w ide-angle scattering pre—
dom Inates, this assum ption is expected to hold.

To do the correction, one rst calculates an average
spectrum , weighting each detector w ih the sine of its
scattering angle. T his spectrum should be folded w ith i—

selfto get the spectrum ofthe tw ice-scattering processes.
H ow ever, to treat the elastic line correctly, one has to re—
place the elastic line by a -fiinction in one of the two
spectra which one ©lds. O therw ise the procedure would
broaden the elastic line in an unphysicalway.

The question how much of the resulting twice—
scattering spectrum one should subtract is answered by
looking at the m om entum transfer dependence in the in—
elastic part of the spectrum . O n a nom alized scale, one
subtracts a fraction s, , chosen In such a way that the
nelastic intensity extrapolates to zero tow ards zero m o—
m entum transfer. A san exam ple, F ig. 2 show s corrected
W ih s,y = 0:) and uncorrected data for gem ania at
300 K between 1 and 5 meV, m easured with ncom ing
neutrons of a wavelength of22 A .

T he procedure is not exact, because the coherent in-
elastic scattering at an allm om entum transfer is not ex—
actly zero. If the velociy of the incom ing neutrons ex-—
ceeds the longitudial sound velocity of the glass (the
kinem atic condition? for the visbility of the B rillouin
line), one sees the Brillbuin scattering. But even if i
doesnot (as in them easurem ents reported here), there is
stilla an all nonzero coherent inelastic scattering contri-
bution. T hdig-how ever, is an all com pared to them ultiple
scatteringtit3 .

C . N om alization to S Q)

In principle, if one does all corrections properly, one
should be able to nom alize them easurem ent to the vana—
dium signal. In practice, it is easier and m ore accurate to
nom alize the tin eof- ight data ofa glasstothe S Q) of
a di raction m easurem ent. For vitreous silica, theye are
two such di raction m easurem ents in the literaturd324.
They agree very well with each other. ,Eor gem ania,
there is only one di raction m easurem entd.

To determ ine S Q) from a tim eof- ight dataset, one
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FIG .2: Inelastic signal from 1 to 5m eV for gem ania at 300
K, lncom Ing wavelength 22 A, with and without multiple
scattering correction.



Integratesthe scattering overthe tin e channelsofa single
detector or a detector group, correcting for the change
In momentum transfer as the energy transfer changes.
Here, we corrected w ith the ﬁctongﬁQz, where Q¢; is
the m om entum transfer at the elastic lne and Q is the
one at nie energy transfer. T he procedure is not exact,
but i has the advantage that a bad detector does not
corrupt its neighbors.

Fig. 3 (@) shows the resul of this nom alization to
S Q) for the two IN4 m easurem ents on vitreous silica
at room temperature. Also included is an earlier IN6
m easurem ent?, done w ith incom ing neutrons of a wave-
¥ength 41 A at 318K.

T he sam e nom alization ofthe two IN 4 room tem per-
ature m easurem ents of vjitreous gem ania to di raction
data from this substanodt? is shown -n Fig. 3 (). The
15 A measuram ent su ers from problem sw ith the sub-
traction of the em pty container; i consisted of pure alu—
m ihum w ih large crystalline grains.

The com parison to Fig. 3 (a) shows that the second
and the third peak in S Q) shift to lower m om entum
transfer n gem ania. T his is causgd by the increased G e—
O distance (173 A) in gem apial? as com pared to the
S+O distance of1.6 A in silica’?. T he comer-connected
G €0 4tetrahedra In gem ania are larger than the S04
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FIG.3: (a) Nom alization,ef,iN 4 data at 22 A and 1.5 A to
the S Q) of vitresus silicat1t% (continuous line). An earlier
IN 6 m easurem entg at 4.1 A is also included () N om aliza—
tion of IN4 data at 22 A and 1.5 A to the S (Q) of vitreous
gem aniaty (continuous line).

ones in silica. N evertheless, the position ofthe rst sharp
di raction peak is more or less the sam e in both sub-
stances, which show s that the packing of the tetrahedra

mustbe di erent.

The nom alization allows to com pare di erent m ea—
surem ents In the sam e frequency window. Fig. 4 @)
show sthe boson peak frequency w indow from 2 to 6 m eV
In vitreous silica for all three sets ofdata. O ne sees pro—
nounced oscillations around the dashed line (calculated
from the incoherent approxin ation as explained in Sec—
tion ITTA ).G em ania show s rather sim ilar oscillations in
the ssmewindow n Fig. 4 () (its boson peak isalso at

4meV).The task of the next section is to extract the
Inform ation content in these oscillations.

A s one goes up In energy transfer, the am plitude of
the oscillations decreases gradually. T his developm ent
is shown for vitreous silica n Fig. 5 (@—<). Above 40
m eV, one ndsthe Inocoherent approxin ation to be valid
w ithin the experim entalerror. In vitreous gem ania, the
Incoherent approxin ation is reached even faster, around
30m &V . In both cases, there is no discemble peak shift;
w ithin experin ental error, the peaks m erely fade away
w ith Increasing energy transfer.

2 to 6 meV

010 | (a) a-Sio, |
m 15A
L'QJ o 22A
ar A 41A
g 005 ¢
n
0,00 il : : :
(b) a-GeO 2 to 6 meV
0,10 + 2 e
m 15A
Y o 22A
m - - -incoherent
d 005 extended ]
D .
0,00 L

momentum transfer Q (A™)

FIG . 4: The inelastic dynam ic structure factor in the bo—
son peak region from (a) the three m easurem ents of vitreous
silica (o) the two m easurem ents of vitreous gem ania. The
dashed line is the Incoherent approxin ation discussed in Sec—
tion ITTIA , the continuous line the extension to coherent scat-
tering In tem s of the em pirical velorentzian t explained
in Section ITIB.



Iv.. EVALUATION
A . Incoherent approxim ation

H aving data corrected form ultiple scattering and nor—
malized to S (Q ), one can proceed to apply the incoher-
ent approxin ation described in Section IIB . In thisway,
one determ ines a generalized vibrationaldensity of states
gE ) We replace the frequency ! by the energy transfer
E = h! In this section) w ithout any adaptable param e—
ter.

In both cases, silica and gem ania, the procedure de—
scribbed In section ITB converged to a nal generalized
vibrational density of states after three iteration steps.

A s it tums out, the three results for g E ) of vitreous
silica agree fairly wellw ith each other. T heboson peak In
gE )=E ? is slightly Jower in the 22 A m easurem ent, but
this isnot due to the oscillations of the Inelastic dynam ic
structure factor. Looking at Fig. 4 (@), one sees that the
nom alized intensity itself is slightly lower than in the
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FIG .5: The developm ent of the inelastic dynam ic structure
factor of vitreous silica above theboson peak. T he dashed line
isthe incoherent approxin ation discussed in Section ITIA , the
continuous line the extension to coherent scattering in tem s
ofeq. @5). (a) Energy transfer from 10 to 15m eV (b) Energy
transfer from 20 to 30 m &V (c) Energy transfer from 40 to 60
mev .

two other m easurem ents.

The sam e good agreem ent was found for the vibra—
tional densities of states of gemm ania calculated for the
IN4measuramentsat 15 and 22 A .

B . Analysis ofthe inelastic dynam ic structure
factor

A s the ollow ing analysis show s, we have at present
no perfect eigenm ode t of the dynam ic structure fac—
tor at the boson peak. Therefore we do the analysis in
two steps. We 1wst tthe oscillation function $oson Q)
at the boson peak In a purely empirical way wih ve
Jorentzians, independent of any m otionalm odel, but pro—
viding an excellent t. This tfom isused to Investigate
the frequency dependence ofthepeaksin S, (Q ) to higher
frequencies. T he second step m odels the atom ic m otion
at theboson peak in term sofa sum oftranslation and ro-
tation of undistorted tetrahedra. In this procedure, one
has only one t param eter (the translational fraction of
the m otion). One gets a reasonable rather than a per-
fect  t, but one has a m otional m odel which allow s to
calculate the true rather than the generalized vibrational
density of states.

To go beyond the incoherent approxin ation, we start

Q)

boson

Q)

boson

momentum transfer Q (A™)

FIG . 6: Inelastic dynam ic structure factor Sposon Q) In the
boson peak region for (@) silica (continuous line sum of 0.45
S Q) and 055 tetrahedra lbration, see text) (©) gem ania
(continuous line sum of 0.75 S (Q ) and 025 tetrahedra lbra-—
tion).



by calculating the oscillation function S, Q ) at theboson
peak via

D Sposon @7!)
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taking (t) from the evaluation In tem s of the incoher-
ent approxin ation describbed in the previous subsection.
Sposon @ ;!) is determ ned from the measured S Q;!)
via

R,
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where hly iz,=2 meV was chosen to exclude any contri-
bution ofthe elastic line even forthe 1 53 A m easurem ent
and h'ly ax=6m eV isa frequency wellabove the two bo-
son peak frequenciesof4 m eV and 3.6 m eV for silica and
gem ania, respectively. Fig. 6 (@) shows the result for
the three sets ofdata of silica, Fig. 6 (o) forthetwo IN4
m easurem ents of germ ania.

T he next step is to quantify the fading-aw ay ofthe os—
cillations w ith increasing frequency. For this, we need
a functional expression for Sposon Q). To get i, we

t the data points of Fig. 6 (@) in term s of a sum
of wve lorentzians (the continuous lne n Fig. 6 (@)).
T his purely em pirical function oscillates around 1 in the

incoh

incoh

0 10 20 30 40 50
energy transfer E (meV)

FIG . 7: The change of the nocoherent fraction ri,con of the
oscillation function w ith increasing frequency for (a) vitreous
silica (b) vitreous gem ania.

mom entum transfer region of the three m easurem ents.
One can use it to replace the nooherent approxim ation
Sposon @) = 1. Fig. 4 (@) shows that it gives a much
better agreem ent w ith experim ent than the inocoherent
approxin ation, at least in the frequency region of the
boson peak.

A s one goes up in frequency, the oscillations of the
m easured dynam ic structure factor begin to get weaker,
until one reaches again the incoherent approxin ation at
about 40 meV (see Figs. 5(@) to (¢)). One can Pollow
this behaviour quantitatively by tting the inelastic in—
tensities In subsequent frequency w indow s in term s ofthe
oscillation flinction

S @)= Tincon )+ [ Tincon E)ISposon Q) 15)
where Sposon Q) is the velorentzian t ofFig. 4 and
Tincon E ) is the energy-dependent fraction of incoherent
scattering, going from 0 to 1 as one goes from the boson
peak up to higher frequencies Fig. 7 @)). Fig. 5 shows
that one obtains a good t of the m easurem ents in this
way. So within experin ental accuracy, the peaks in the
coherent inelastic dynam ic structure factor of silica do
not shift; they m erely fade away to m ake room fora full
validity of the incoherent approxin ation above 40 m &V .

Tt is interesting to note that this crossover into a valid—
ity ofthe nooherent approxin ation occurs at the D ebye
frequency !p of vitreous silica. D ebye’s strongly over—
sin pli ed picture describes the whole vibrationaldensity
of states in tem s of sound waves. The total densiy of
sound waves (om alized to 1) is

312
gt)= —5

°D

16)

FIG . 8: Coupled-libration of wve comer-connected S 4— or
Gely —tetrahedraE .



"
TABLE I:D ebye frequencies of vitreous silica and gem anif.

substance| M V1 Ve |h!p

au. kg=m3 m=s|m=s|meV
a Si0,| 20 2200 |5800(3800| 42
a Ge0,|34.86| 3600 [3680|2410| 26.8

w ith the D ebye frequency !p given by

13 = L . 17)
TM A=+ 2=)

Here isthedensity, vi isthe longiudinal sound velocity
and v is the transverse sound velocity. Table I gives the
values for vitreous silica and gemm ania.

In gem ania, the oscillations of the inelastic dynam ic
structure factor fade even m ore quickly w ith increasing
frequency than in silica Fig. 7 ©)). Again, the validiy
of the incoherent approxin ation is reached at about the
D ebye frequency.

Having established the frequency dependence of the
dynam ic structure factor in both glasses, we proceed to
the second step, the understanding ofthe oscillation fiinc-
tion Sposon Q) at the boson peak in termm s of a detailed
picture of the atom icm otion.

To nd such an understanding, ket us st recallwhat
one know s abput_this frequency region, both from the
quartz crystal9ll and from the silica glass neutron®#
and Hyperram an’ studies. One expects a m ixture of
long-w avelength sound waves and S ,-tetrahedra lbra-
tion. T he oscillation fiinction ofithe translationalm otion
of Iong-wavelength sound waved? is S Q). The oscilla—
tion function S,ot Q ) ofthe coupled tetrahedra lbration
was calculated from the m otionalm odel of F'ig. 8, using
eq. C_ll:) for S, Q) in the onephonon approxin ation.

2,0 T T T T T T T

ion . _libration
translation /\
15 |

10 r

1
|
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
'
'
1
0

s,(Q

05 r

0’0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5
-1

momentum transfer Q (A™)

FIG. 9: Comparison of the translation oscillation function
S Q) (continuous line) w ith the oscillation function Syot Q)
(dashed line) ofjthe coupled lbration of ve comer-connected
S10 4-tetrahedref of Fig. 8.

Fig. 9 compares the two oscillation functions S Q)
and Syot Q) Prsilica. They di erm ainly atthe rstand
second peak. Thusa strong rstpeak n Soson @ ) means
a large sound wave fraction in the boson peak m odes, a
strong second peak a large tetrahedra lbration fraction.

Fig. 6 (@) shows the best t (continuous line) of the
observed Syoson Q) of silica in term s ofa sum ofthe two
oscillation fiinctions. The t isby no m eans perfect, but
supplies a fraction of 0.55 of tetrahedra lbration signal
and 045 of translation.

Thisisa surprising result. Ifone estin atesthe strength
of the translational signal on the basis of the D ebye
sound-w ave treatm ent, one would expect nom Qre than a
translational fraction of 0 2,at the boson peakd®. Sin i-
larly, the H yperram an datald require a dom inating role
of the tetrahedra lbration for their understanding. But
obviously, the lbrationalm otion of the comer-connected
tetrahedra is accom panied by strong translational shifts.

A sin ilare ect appears in gem ania. The tin tems
of a sum of the S Q) of gem ania and the tetrahedra
Ibration (the lne In Fig. 6 (b)) gives an even larger
fraction of 0.75 r SQ ). As we will see, the D ebye
expectation In gem ania is again a factor oftwo sm aller.
W e w ill com e back to this point in the discussion.
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FIG .10: V brationaldensity of states (lotted asg E )=E 2 to
em phasize the boson peak at 4 m eV ), obtained using the ex—
tended approxin ation for (@) the three tim e-of- ight datasets
ofvitreous silica (dashed line: D ebye expectation) (o) thetwo
IN 4 m easurem ents of vitreous gemm ania (dashed line: D ebye
expectation).



C . V brationaldensity of states in the extended
approxim ation

Ifone know swhat kind of vibrationalm odes one deals
w ith, one can calculate the vibrational density of states
In the extended approxim ation, accounting for the cross
sections and am plitudes ofthe atom s participating in the
m odes.
Forvireous silica, w e take the signalat the boson peak
to consist of 55 $ of tetrahedra lbration signaland 45
% 0ofS Q), the result ofthebest tofthedatanFig. 6
@). Since the tetrahedra lbration is essentially oxygen
m otion, we have to correct the num ber of resulting m odes
dividing by the enhancem ent factor for a pure oxygen
m otion
O M_

fo = = 1:49; 18)

o
where o isthe oxygen cross section and M o is the oxy—
genmass. andM arethe average values of cross section
and m ass asde ned in Section II.
T he Increasing incoherent fraction rincon 0£Sgyn @) In
{_2[5) is taken to be an average m otion of all atom s,
w hich requires no enhancem ent factor.

W ith these assum ptions, one can determm ine a vibra-
tionaldensiy of states from the data using the extended
approxin ation, eq. (.'10 Sposon Q) is calculated from
the sum of45 % ofS Q) and 55 % of the tetrahedra 1i-
bration oscillation fiinction Syor Q) ofthem odeln Fig.
8. S, Q) is evalnated from eq. (1), taking Tineon to
ollow the lne n Fig. 7.

Fig. 10 (@) shows the vibrational density of states of
vitreous silica obtained in this way for the three sets of
data, plotted as g € )=E ? to em phasize the boson peak
at4dmev.

For vitreous gem ania, w e take the signalat the boson
peak to consist 0f25 $ oftetrahedra lbration signaland
75 % ofS Q). Again, we have to correct the num ber of
resulting m odes dividing by the enhancem ent factor for
a pure oxygen m otion

=

0]

fo = = 1:59: 19)

!Z

0]

The resulting vibrational density of states gE )=E? is
shown In Fig. 10 ().

V. DISCUSSION
A . Potentialand lim itations of the m ethod

Let us begin the general discussion w ith a disclain er:
T he evaluation m ethod for coherent inelastic neutron or
x-ray scattering from glasses proposed in the present pa—
per, which we denote by "extended approxim ation", is
by no means new . Its begihnings can be tracgd back
to the classical paper of C arpenter and P elizzarri? (and

even beyond that). In a less omal way, ,;'1; has been
applied earlier, not only to vitreous silicaf®, but a]so
to am orphous gem .a.mum e , deuterated polybutadienefh
and boron trioxyde?4. O ur present work m erely form al-
izes this extended approxim ation, introducing the con-
cept ofthe oscillation fiinction S Q ) and giving a recipe
for its experin ental determ ination.

T he oscillation function S (Q ) contains inform ation on
the eigenvector of the vibrational or relaxationalm odes
seen at the frequency ! . The nform ation is lim ited: Even
if one knows S, Q) wih high accuracy over a large Q —
range, one cannot determ ine the eigenvectors at that fre-
quency. O ne can only check m odels ofthem otion against
the measured S, Q). In a practical sense, even such a
check is restr:cted to the use of the onephonon approx-—
ination of eq. {11), because it is di cult to caloulate
the interference oscillations of the coherent m ultiphonon
scattering. Fortunately, the onephonon approxin ation
holds to rather large m om entum transfer at the boson
peak, the m ost Interesting target for these studies.

At theboson peak, the analysis is sin pli ed by the sci-
enti cquestion: one wantsto know (i) whether the long—
w avelength sound w aves at the boson peak frequency still
ollow the D ebye expectation (i) whether there are ad-
ditionalm odes, and if there are, what their eigenvector
is. The rst ofthese questions can be attacked, using the
fact?d that the oscillation fiinction S I Q)) SQ) or
Iong-wavelength sound waves, no m atter whether they
are transverse or longiudinal. The second requires a
m odel calculation for whatever m ode is expected to be
soft In the given system . In our cases silica and gem a-—
nia, one expectsthe coupled Ibration of comer-connected
tetrahedra to be soft, because this is the soft m ode ofthe
phase transform ation from to in crystalline quartzgq .

N ote that this rather stream lined procedure has weak
points: (1) shoe- the sound waves Interact wih the
additional m ode3® -, one needs the S, Q) of the re—
sulting true eigenm odes, in which translation and soft
m ode eigenvectorparts have a nonzero interference term .
T herefore their S, Q) m ight be di erent from a sinple
sum of the two oscillation functions. (2) At the boson
peak, m easurem ents of inooherent scatterer£324 reveal
sizeable nongaussianity e ects. These will tend to dis-
tort the experim ental S, Q ), detem ined on the basis of
the G aussian approxin ation.

In view of these points, i is not surprising that the
agream ent betw een them odelcalculation and the data In
Fig. 6 (@) and (o) is not perfect. N evertheless, the com —
parison with heat capacity data in the next subsection
show s the reliability of the resulting vbrational density
of states.

The extended approxim ation should be particularly
useful for the evaluation of wideangl inelastic x—
ray scattering data. Such m easurem ents have been
reportedﬂ%{ but have not been evaluated on a quan-
titative level. W ith the recipe given here, one could do
a quantitative evaluation, provided one has good x-ray
di raction m easurem ents. In that case, one even could



do only constant®) scans (sin pler to.m.easure than the
constant-E scansofthe tw o reference 12 -) relating their
Intensities by the di raction m easurem ent.

B . Com parison to heat capacity

W e want to check the vibrational density of states
obtained iIn the previous section from the extended ap-—
proxin ation against earlier results in the literaturs, T he

rst check is against heat capacity data from silic# and
gem anis2? between 1 and 20 K . If one plots the heat
capacity Cp as C,=T 3, one gets a close correspondence
to the plot of g € )=E ?, show Ing the boson peak of silica
and gem ania at about 10 K .

In this com parison, the m ode eigenvector assignm ent
at the boson peak is checked, because the assum ed frac—
tion oftetrahedra lbration provides the correction to the
num ber of vibrationalm odes.

Fig. 11 (@) com pares m easured heat capaciy data"
of vitreous silica to the resul of the evaluation of the
neutron data in the extended approxin ation, described
In the preceding section. W e chose the results from
the m easurem gent at 41 A, because the heat capaciy
measuranents. stem from the sam e sam pl. A s it tums
out, the correction of the enhancem ent factor ofeqg. C_lg)
is essential to get good agreem ent. So the com parison
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FIG . 11: Com parison of the heat capaciy calculated from

the neutron data wih and without correction for the en—
hancem ent factor ofthe tetrahedra lbrationalm odes (the one
w ithout correction is close to the result from the Jnceherent
approxin ation) tq easured data (a) of vitreous SJJJca ) of
vitreous gem aniaf

10

pure oxygen signal
translational signal at the boson peak In vire—

corroborates the assignm ent of 55 %
and 45 %
ous silica.

Sim ilarly, Fig. 11 (b) show s good agreem ent betw een
m easured?? and calculated heat capacity data in vitreous
gem ania. Here, we com pare to the 22 A m easurem ent,
because it has the better resolution. A gain, the correc—
tion in proves the agreem ent. However, in this second
case the correction is sm aller, because according to the

t of the m easured dynam ic structure factor of Fig. 6
(o) we have only 25 % tetrahedra lbration at the boson
peak. Again, this conclusion is supported by the heat
capacity data.

C . Comparison to sim ulation

There is a Jarge num ber of m oleculardynam ics sin -
ulations of vitreous silica in the literature®%2%83, m ost
of them done y4ith e ective classical force elds like the
BKS potentiaBi. The BKS potential reproduces the
measured S @), but a recent com parison to an ab ini-
tio caloulation® show sthat it fils not only to reproduce
the vibrationaldensiy of states, but also them ode eigen—
vectors.

Fig. 12 com pares the vibrational density of states de—
term Ined from the neutron m easurem ent at 41 A 1In the
extended approxin ation w ith the ab initio calculation®4
and wih an earlier neutron determ nation wih very
short wavelength at the spallation source at A rgonne’.
Note that the two neutron determ inations are com —
plem entary: the gpallation source m easurem ent su ers
from an overcorrection at low frequencies, but provides
a true picture of the high-frequency densiy of states.
In contrast, the cold neutron m easurem ent is unable to
m easure above 100 m €V, but provides good resuls at
low frequency, as shown by the com parison to the low —
tem perature heat capacity data in the previous subsec—
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FIG .12: V brational gensity of states of vitreous saJJca from
an ab initio sin ulationt , from earlier neutron work-. wih 0.6
A and from the present evaluation ofthe 4.1 A data.



tion. Between 20 and 100 m €V, the tw o sets ofdata agree
reasonably wellw ith each other.

N ote that the ab initio sin ulation isunable to describe
the boson peak region below 10 m &V . Above that re—
gion, there is In pressive agreem ent between sin ulation
and neutron experin ent. But below 10 m &V, the sin -
ulated m odes f2il to com e down to the low frequencies
w here both neutrons and heat capaciy report them to
exist. The reason m ight be either the sn all size of the
sim ulation cell or is poor equilbration, natural disad—
vantages of an ab initio sin ulation.

Tt is jnteresting to compare our results to a
sin ulation?4 of dynam ic structure factors of a di erent
system , soft spheres interacting w ith a repulsive 1/1° po—
tential, a m odel appropriate for m etallic glasses. In this
case, the oscillation finction at the boson peak shows
only the peaks of S Q). The additionalm odes seem to
be a m otion along a chain of nearest atom ic neighbors,
w ith an oscillation fiinction which ressmbles S Q). This
is obviously di erent in silica and gem ania, where the
resonant boson peak m odes seem to have a distinct tetra-
hedra rotation com ponent.

D . Sound waves at and above the boson peak

T he preceding tw o subsections dem onstrated the abilk
iy of the extended approxin ation to determm ine a reli-
able vibrationaldensity of states, in particular in the fre—
quency region of the boson peak. This good agreem ent
supports the interpretation ofthe boson peak m odesasa
m xture between long-wavelength sound waves and soft
modes, In the cases of silica and gem ania lbrational
m odes of comer-connected tetrahedra.

But the sound-wave fraction detem ined from the dy-
nam ic structure factor is decidedly higher than the ex—
pectation on the basis of the sound-wave D ebye m odel.
Looking at the boson peak region between 2 and 6 m &V
In Fig. 10 (@) and (o) and the dashed line of the D ebye
expectation, one would expect nom ore than 20 $ sound
waves In silica and nom ore than 40 $ in gem ania. The

t 0f Soson Q) gives about tw ice asmuch in both sub-
stanggs. This nding goes beyond earlier cold-neutron
workéd , which could not quantify the sound wave frac—
tion at the boson peak.

The e ect is apparently not lim ited to silica and ger—
m ania. Earlier decom positions of S (Q ;! ) at the boson
peak w indow jntoaQ?-and aQ?S (Q )part .n deuterated
polybutadiend?} and in vitreous B ,0 324 also cbserved a
larger Q%S (Q )-part than expected on the basis of the
D ebye m odel.

IftheQ?S Q) part isonly due to sound w aves, this in -
plies a downw ard shift in frequency ofthe sound wave in—
tensity above the boson peak. Forthe Iongitudinalsound
waves, such a downward shift, together wih a strong
broadening, is In fJet cbserved experim entally In x-ray
B rilluin scattering®®. T he broadening and the shift in—
crease with the square of the phonon wavevector, ie.
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w ith the square of the nom inal frequency of the phonon.
T here is general agreem ent that the downward shift is
not due to a dispersion of the sound velocity, but rather
to sound wave scattering. One ndsno evidence for any
digpersion of either the longitudinal or the transverse
soung-velocity in tunneling diode®? or ballistic phonon-—
pulsl? experin ents in vitreous silica and other glasses.

A Iso, there seam s to be general agreem ent that the
broadening of the sound waves observed in x-—ray Brik
Jouin scattering is not due to a true anhamm onic dam p—
Ing of the sound waves, but rather to a deviation of the
true eigenvectors from a purely sinusoidal displacem ent
in space?h.

On the other hand, there is a hot debate on the
proper description of the x—ray Brillouin datg,.whether
one should use a dam ped ham onic oscﬂJatoﬁH- OHO)
or whether one should take another ©om 24 which brings
no intensity down to the frequency zero. But both form s
shift the intensity down to lower frequencies, consistent
w ith our observation ofa heightened Q ?S (Q )-com ponent
at theboson peak heightened w ith respect to undam ped
D ebye phonons).

The lowtemperature plateau I the themal
conductivity? and the phononpulse experin ent<)
suggest that the transverse phonons have essentially
the sam e fate as the one observed fon the longitudinal
phonons in x—ray B rillbuin scatterng®3£4 .

To test these ideas, we subm itted a D ebye density of
statesw ith a D ebye frequency corresponding to an energy
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FIG . 13: Experin ental density of states, plotted as g € )=E 2
as in Fig. 10, com pared to the sin pl D ebye expectation
(dashed line) and to D ebye sound waves wih DHO dam ping
asexplained in the text (continuous line) for (a) vitreous silica
() vitreous gem ania.



transferof42 m eV (the value forsilica) tqa DHO dam p—
ing with the param eters of Benassi et af. The trans-
verse phonons were assum ed to have the sam e dam ping
as the longiudinal ones at the sam e frequency, increas—
Ing proportionalto the square ofthe phonon w avevector.
The resulting e ective D ebye density of states is shown
as the continuous line in Fig. 13 (@). To do the same
calculation for gem ania, shown in Fig,-13 (o), we used
recent neutron B rillouin m easurem ent£?. A ccording to
them , the strong dam ping condition = wqg (@ phonon
w avevector) is reached at the energy transfer 193 m eV, a
bit less than three quarters of the D ebye frequency. From

Benassiet afd , the sam e condition is reached in vitreous
silica already at 12 m €V, at about only one quarter of
the D ebye frequency.

Fig. 13 show s that the scattering of the sound waves
is strong enough to have a non-negligble e ect on their
spectral appearance In a scattering experin ent. But i
also show s that one cannot explain the boson peak in
term s of the sound w ave scattering alone. T his does not
depend on the choice of the DHO . If one takes the al-
temative proposed by the M ontpellier group® g , one does
Indeed get a peak, because this altemative shifts the in—
tensity to a nie frequency, not to the frequency zero.
But the Intensity of the peak rem ains too small. W hat
one really needs is a m echanism which raises the total
vibrationalm ean-square displacem ent by nearly a factor
of two over the D ebye expectation, a m echanian which
bringsvibrations from higher frequenciesdown to thebo—
son peak. In vitreous silica and vitreous gem ania, one
has the additional advantage that one can identify these
additional vibrations by their dynam ic structure factor.
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VI. SUMMARY

W e introduce a form altreatm ent ofthe coherent inelas—
tic neutron or x-ray w dde-angle scattering from glasses,
which takes the interference oscillations explicitly into
acocount. T his "extended approxin ation" is an extension
of the ncoherent approxin ation. It allowsto tanewly
de ned "oscillation function" S, Q) at each frequency
!, thus supplying nfom ation on the vibrational eigen—
vectors. The m ethod should be particularly useful for
the quantitative evaluation of w ide-angle nelastic x-ray
scattering m easurem ents.

The application of the method to new room-—
tem perature them al neutron tin eof- ight m easure-
m ents of silica and gem ania not only provides a vibra—
tionaldensity of states in excellent agreem ent w ith heat
capacity and sim ulation data, but also allow s to quan-—
tify for the st time the ratio of tetrahedra rotation
and tetrahedra translation at the boson peak. One nds
about twice as much transhtion as In a sin ple D ebye
expectation. This excess is probably connected to the
heavy dam ping of the sound waves at frequencies above
the boson peak, cbserved by x-ray B rillouin scattering.
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