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Theincoherentapproxim ation forthedeterm ination ofthevibrationaldensity ofstatesofglasses

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 ofvitreous silica and germ ania on the

therm altim e-of-
ightspectrom eterIN4attheHigh FluxReactorin G renoble.Theinelasticdynam ic

structure factoratthe boson peak turnsoutto be reasonably welldescribed in term sofa m ixture

ofrotation and translation ofpractically undistorted SiO 4 or G eO 4 tetrahedra. The translational

com ponentexceeds the expectation ofthe D ebye m odelby a factor oftwo. A possible relation of

this excess to the phonon shift and broadening observed in x-ray Brillouin scattering experim ents

isdiscussed.

PACS num bers:63.50.+ x,64.70.Pf

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

There is an extensive quantum m echanicaltreatm ent

ofthe scattering from atom sm oving in a crystal1. The

regularatom icarrangem entallowsto solvethisproblem

with an accuracy and a theoreticaldepth which onecan-

nothope forin the m uch m ore com plex case ofa disor-

dered solid.In a glass,the translation sym m etry islost.

In addition,the sam ple is in an energy landscape with

m any m inim a. Fortunately,the relaxationaljum ps be-

tween di�erentenergy m inim a ofglassesareonly seen as

quasielasticscattering below an energy transferofabout

1m eV 2,3 (afrequencyof250G Hz);abovethatfrequency,

onecan reckon with a m oreorlessharm onicvibrational

density ofstates.

But the problem what these vibrations are is by no

m eans solved. Below 1 m eV, reasonably well-de�ned

long-wavelength sound wavescan be shown to exist(co-

existing with relaxationalortunneling m otion),butthey

becom e rapidly overdam ped above thatfrequency. This

was�rstdeduced4 from the plateau in the therm alcon-

ductivity at low tem peratures. W ithin the last decade,

ithasbeen directly observed forthe longitudinalsound

wavesby x-ray Brillouin scattering5.Also,thedensity of

statesexceedstheDebyeexpectation m arkedly attheso-

called boson peak,ata frequency wherethecorrespond-

ing crystals stillhave only well-de�ned long-wavelength

sound waves.

In thispaper,wereporttherm alneutron tim e-of-
ight

m easurem ents at room tem perature on silica and ger-

m ania,data taken overa very largem om entum transfer

range with the new spectrom eter IN4 atthe High Flux

ReactorattheInstitutLaue-Langevin atG renoble.The

high quality ofthe data allows for an evaluation which

goesbeyond theusualincoherentapproxim ation,extend-

ingand im provingearlierwork6,7,8,9,10.O nenotonlygets

a vibrationaldensity ofstateswhich com paresfavorably

with heatcapacity data,butonelearnsnew factson the

details ofthe atom ic m otion,in particular in the low-

frequency rangeatthe boson peak.

Afterthisintroduction,the paperdescribesan exten-

sion oftheincoherentapproxim ation fortheevaluation of

coherentinelasticneutron orx-raydatain Section II.Sec-

tion III presents the tim e-of-
ight experim ents in silica

and germ ania, their m ultiple-scattering correction and

their norm 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 sum m ary is

given in SectionsV and VI.

II. EX T EN D IN G T H E IN C O H ER EN T

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

A . D e�nitions

The following derivation isform ulated in term softhe

classicalscatteringlaw S(Q ;!),wherethefrequency ! is

related to theenergy transferE ofthescattering process

by E = �h! and Q isthem om entum transfer.Thisclassi-

calS(Q ;!)can be calculated from the m easured double

di�erentialcrosssection

S(Q ;!)=
kB T

�h!
(e�h!=kB T � 1)

ki

kf

4�

N �

d2�

d!d

; (1)
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taking ! to be positive in energy gain ofthe scattered

particle,neutron orx-ray photon.HereT isthetem per-

ature,ki and kf are the wavevectorvalues ofincom ing

and scattered waves,respectively,N is the num ber of

atom sin thebeam ,� istheaveragescattering crosssec-

tion ofthe atom s and 
 is the solid angle. Note that

theaveragescattering crosssection � isQ -dependentfor

x-rays;this Q -dependence is determ ined by the atom ic

form factors. The de�nition ofS(Q ;!)requiresa com -

pletely isotropicglass,the usualcase.Itisalso valid for

glasseswith m ore than one kind ofatom ,like silica and

germ ania.

Theabovede�nition m akesno distinction between co-

herent scattering (the case where the waves scattered

from di�erentatom sinterfere)and incoherentscattering

(the case where there is no interference). X-ray scat-

tering ispurely coherent;forneutrons,itdependson the

nucleiofthescatteringatom s.In silicon,germ anium and

oxygen atom s,the coherentscattering dom inates. Inte-

grating overallfrequenciesone obtainsS(Q )

S(Q )�

Z
1

�1

d!S(Q ;!): (2)

If all atom s of the sam ple scatter only incoherently,

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

showsa �rstsharp di�raction peak atabout1.5�A,fol-

lowed by oscillationsaround 1 which die outathigh Q .

Thesepeaksre
ectthe shortrangeorderofthe glasson

the atom ic scale.Below the �rstsharp di�raction peak,

S(Q )isdueto long-rangedensity and concentration 
uc-

tuations. Silica and germ ania show a pronounced �rst

sharp di�raction peak.

Forthe evaluation ofcoherentscatterers,wewillneed

the de�nition of a hypothetical incoherent scattering

function Sinc(Q ;!). This is de�ned as the scattering

function which one would have withoutinterference be-

tween di�erentatom s,keeping theirtotalcrosssections.

B . T he incoherent approxim ation

To determ inea vibrationaldensity ofstatesfrom scat-

tering data,one needs to take the Debye-W aller factor

and the m ultiphonon scattering into account. An ele-

gantway to do thisisto usethe interm ediatescattering

function

S(Q ;t)=

Z
1

�1

cos!tS(Q ;!)d!: (3)

with the back transform

S(Q ;!)=
1

�

Z
1

0

cos!tS(Q ;t)dt; (4)

The incoherent approxim ation assum es that one can

describe the scattering function, eq. (1), in term s of

an average atom which scatters only incoherently. The

tim e-dependentdisplacem entofthisaverage atom from

its equilibrium position is assum ed to have a G aussian

distribution. From the Bloch identity1,one obtainsthe

interm ediatescattering function

Sinc(Q ;t)= e�Q
2

(t)

; (5)

where 
(t)isthe tim e-dependentm ean square displace-

m entofthe averageatom .

Ifthere are only vibrations,
(t)isdeterm ined by the

vibrationaldensity ofstatesg(!).Theirrelation can be

derived from the one-phonon approxim ation for the in-

elastic scattering from ourclassicalisotropic incoherent

scatterer1

Sinc(Q ;!)= Q
2e�2W

kB T

2M

g(!)

!2
(6)

where e�2W is the Debye-W aller factor and M is the

averageatom ic m ass.Com paring the initialQ 2 riseand

using the Fouriertransform ation,eq.(3),one�nds


(t)=
kB T

M

Z !m ax

0

d!
g(!)

!2
(1� cos!t): (7)

Here!m ax istheupperfrequency boundary ofthevibra-

tionaldensity ofstates.

Theincoherentscattering isobtained from theFourier

transform oftheinterm ediatescattering function in tim e

Sinc(Q ;!)=
1

�

Z
1

0

dtcos!te�
(t)Q
2

: (8)

In thisapproxim ation,oneaccountsnotonly fortheone-

phonon scattering,butthe entire inelastic scattering in-

cluding the m ultiphonon term s.

Toapply theapproxim ation to m easured data,onebe-

ginsby calculatinga�rstguessto thevibrationaldensity

ofstates,assum ing a Q 2-orQ 2e�2W -dependence ofthe

inelastic scattering.From the density ofstates,one gets


(t)from eq.(7)and can calculatethe Q -dependenceof

the inelastic scattering. W ith this,one can determ ine a

better density ofstates from the data. Usually,after a

few iterationsthedensity ofstatesdoesnolongerchange.

In thecaseofa glassconsisting oftwo orm oreelem ents,

one callsthis density the generalized vibrationaldensity

ofstates,to em phasize thatisisnotthe true density of

states,but its re
ection in the scattering,weighted by

thecrosssectionsand m assesoftheatom sin thesam ple.

As we willsee, the incoherent approxim ation works

astonishingly welleven forthe two coherently scattering

glassessilica and germ ania.Butitdoesnotprovideany

inform ation on the vibrationaleigenvectors. O ne needs

an extension oftheincoherentapproxim ation to do that.

Such an extension willbeintroduced in thefollowingsub-

section.

C . O scillation function S! (Q )

The vibrationaldensity ofstates is a function ofthe

frequency,not ofthe tim e. Therefore the extension of
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the incoherent approxim ation m ust be done in the fre-

quency dom ain. The vibrational eigenvectors change

with changing frequency,so each frequency window has

itsown coherentdynam icstructurefactor.Theinterfer-

encebetween di�erentscattering atom sdoesnotchange

the overallscattering 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

S!(Q )=
S(Q ;!)

Sinc(Q ;!)
; (9)

whereSinc(Q ;!)isunderstood to bethescatteringfunc-

tion without interference between di�erent atom s, but

with unchanged totalcrosssections,asde�ned in II.A.

LikeS(Q ),S!(Q )equals1 in theincoherentcase.Itis

an extension ofS(Q )todescribethecoherentoscillations

ofthe scattering ata �xed frequency !,both forelastic

and inelastic scattering. Though ourm ain interestisin

the inelastic part,it is suitable to begin the discussion

with the elasticpartS0(Q )for! = 0.

As S(Q ) re
ects the pair correlation ofthe atom s in

theirinstantaneouspositions,theelasticoscillation func-

tion S0(Q ) re
ects the pair correlation ofthe atom s in

their equilibrium positions. In a glass at low tem pera-

tures(and even atnotso low tem peratures),the atom ic

displacem entsaresm allcom pared totheinteratom icdis-

tances,so S0(Q )� S(Q ). Both functionsshow the �rst

sharp di�raction peak at about 1.5 �A followed by fur-

therpeaksathigherm om entum transfer.Atstillhigher

m om entum transfer,the peak am plitudes dim inish and

the functions S(Q ) and S0(Q ) approach the �nalvalue

of1.Below the�rstsharp di�raction peak,atsm allm o-

m entum transfer,S0(Q ) m irrorsthe frozen density and

concentration 
uctuationsofthe glass,while S(Q )m ir-

rorsboth staticand dynam icones.

The inelastic part of the oscillation function S!(Q )

with ! 6= 0 will depend on the vibrationalm odes at

the given frequency. At sm allm om entum transfer, it

showstheBrillouinpeak,thescatteringfrom longitudinal

sound waves.Theinterferencepattern athigherm om en-

tum transferisnotonly due to the positionalphasefac-

torswhich determ ineS(Q ),butalsotothescalarproduct

ofm om entum transferand atom ic displacem ent(see eq.

(11)).ThustheinelasticpartofS!(Q )containsinform a-

tion on the eigenvectorsofthe vibrationalm odesatthe

frequency !.

W ith the help ofthe oscillation function,the incoher-

entapproxim ation,eq.(8),transform sinto theextended

approxim ation

S(Q ;!)= S!(Q )
1

�

Z
1

0

dtcos!te�
(t)Q
2

: (10)

The approxim ation allowsto �tnotonly a density of

states,buta frequency-dependentoscillation function as

well. Thus,for coherent scatterers,the introduction of

S!(Q ) provides not only an enorm ous reduction ofthe

deviation between incoherentapproxim ation and exper-

im ent, but opens up the possibility to analyze the vi-

brationaleigenvectors6,8. Ifthis analysis is successful,

onecan proceed to calculatethetruevibrationaldensity

ofstates,because then one knowsthe weightofa given

m odein the scattering.

In the harm onic one-phonon approxim ation,one can

express the coherent inelastic scattering1 from a given

norm alm ode in term sofitseigenvectorej,the equilib-

rium position rj and the scattering length bj of atom

j,(j = 1::N )(the scattering length bj is related to the

coherent cross section �j by �j = 4�b2j). W ithin the

one-phonon approxim ation,the oscillation function

S!(Q )= h
3

Q 2Fnorm
j

N
X

j= 1

bje
�iQ r j

Q ej

M
1=2

j

j
2
i!; (11)

where the angular brackets denote an average over all

eigenm odes at the frequency !,together with a direc-

tionalaverage over the m om entum transfer vector Q .

Them ode norm alization factorFnorm isgiven by

Fnorm =

N
X

j= 1

b2je
2
j

M j

: (12)

Ifoneisableto �nd theproperm odeeigenvectors,one

can go beyond the determ ination ofa generalized vibra-

tionaldensity ofstates,becausethepropernorm alization

factorcontainscrosssectionsand m assesand thusallows

to determ ine the true vibrationaldensity ofstates.This

paperaim satsuch a treatm entforthesilica and germ a-

nia m easurem entsdescribed in the nextsection.

-10 -5 0 5 10 15 20 25 30
0,00

0,02

0,04

0,06

0,08

0,10

a-SiO2
 300 K
 2.2 Å

S(
Q

,E
) (

a.
u.

)

energy transfer (meV)

FIG .1: IN4 spectrum (with standard corrections) from vit-

reoussilica ata scattering angle of104 degrees,showing the

boson peak atboth sidesofthe elastic line.
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III. EX P ER IM EN T

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

Thevitreoussilicasam pleused fortheIN4experim ents

wasa com m ercialgrade spectrosildisk with a diam eter

of50 m m and a thicknessof4.8 m m .

In thecaseofvitreousgerm ania,appropriateam ounts

ofreagent-grade G eO 2 powder (Aldrich 99.99+ % )were

m elted in platinum cruciblesforabout1 h atca.1600C.

Thehom ogeneousand bubble-freem eltwassubsequently

quenched in waterand glassy sam plesofirregularshape

were rem oved from the bottom of the crucible. This

preparation technique results in com pletely transparent

glasses. Severalsuch pieceswere arranged to m im ic the

disk shape ofthe silica sam ple.

The neutron spectra were obtained on the therm al

tim e-of-
ight spectrom eter IN4 at the High Flux Reac-

tor of the Institute Laue-Langevin at G renoble. The

m easurem entsweredonein re
ection geom etry,with the

sam pledisk planeinclined at45 degreesto theincom ing

beam . W ith a wavelength ofincom ing neutronsof1.53
�A, one is able to study the m om entum transfer range

from 1.5 to 7 �A
�1

with an energy resolution of1.3 m eV

FW HM . Sim ilarly, a wavelength of incom ing neutrons

of2.2 �A allowed to study the m om entum transferrange

from 1 to 4.9 �A
�1

with an energy resolution of0.8 m eV

FW HM .

The m om entum transferrangeofthese m easurem ents

ism orethan a factoroftwo largerthan theoneofearlier

investigations6,8 with cold neutronson the tim e-of-
ight

spectrom eter IN6. O ne of these earlier m easurem ents

(vitreoussilica at318 K )wasincluded in the evaluation

presented below.

The IN4 m easurem ents were perform ed at tem pera-

tures between 5 and 300 K .The following evaluation,

however,isrestricted to the 300 K data.

B . C orrections

The m easured neutron counts were corrected for the

em pty containersignal.The detectore�ciency wascor-

rected forby a m easurem entofa vanadium sam ple (an

incoherentscatterer)in the sam e container. The signal

wasm ultiplied by ki=kf and an angle-dependentabsorp-

tion correction wascalculated.These fourstandard cor-

rectionsweredonewith theprogram INX oftheInstitut

Laue-Langevin at G renoble. Fig. 1 shows such a cor-

rected spectrum forsilica atthehighestscatteringangle.

The m ultiple scattering correction wasdoneassum ing

an angle-independent m ultiple scattering contribution.

Forsilicaand germ ania,wherewide-anglescatteringpre-

dom inates,thisassum ption isexpected to hold.

To do the correction,one �rst calculates an average

spectrum , weighting each detector with the sine ofits

scatteringangle.Thisspectrum should befolded with it-

selftogetthespectrum ofthetwice-scatteringprocesses.

However,to treattheelasticlinecorrectly,onehasto re-

place the elastic line by a �-function in one ofthe two

spectra which onefolds.O therwisethe procedurewould

broaden the elasticline in an unphysicalway.

The question how m uch of the resulting twice-

scattering spectrum one should subtractisanswered by

looking atthem om entum transferdependencein thein-

elasticpartofthe spectrum .O n a norm alized scale,one

subtractsa fraction sm u,chosen in such a way thatthe

inelastic intensity extrapolatesto zero towardszero m o-

m entum transfer.Asan exam ple,Fig.2showscorrected

(with sm u = 0:1)and uncorrected data forgerm ania at

300 K between 1 and 5 m eV,m easured with incom ing

neutronsofa wavelength of2.2 �A.

The procedure is not exact,because the coherentin-

elasticscattering atsm allm om entum transferisnotex-

actly zero. Ifthe velocity ofthe incom ing neutrons ex-

ceeds the longitudinalsound velocity ofthe glass (the

kinem atic condition1 for the visibility of the Brillouin

line),one sees the Brillouin scattering. But even ifit

doesnot(asin them easurem entsreported here),thereis

stilla sm allnonzero coherentinelastic scattering contri-

bution.This,however,issm allcom pared to them ultiple

scattering11,12.

C . N orm alization to S(Q )

In principle,ifone does allcorrections properly,one

shouldbeabletonorm alizethem easurem enttothevana-

dium signal.In practice,itiseasierand m oreaccurateto

norm alizethetim e-of-
ightdataofaglassto theS(Q )of

a di�raction m easurem ent.Forvitreoussilica,there are

two such di�raction m easurem entsin the literature13,14.

They agree very wellwith each other. For germ ania,

thereisonly onedi�raction m easurem ent15.

To determ ine S(Q )from a tim e-of-
ightdataset,one

0 1 2 3 4 5
0,00

0,02

0,04

0,06

0,08

0,10

1 to 5 meV
 raw
 corrected

S(
Q

,E
)

E

momentum transfer Q (Å-1)

FIG .2:Inelastic signalfrom 1 to 5 m eV forgerm ania at300

K ,incom ing wavelength 2.2 �A, with and without m ultiple

scattering correction.
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integratesthescatteringoverthetim echannelsofasingle

detector or a detector group,correcting for the change

in m om entum transfer as the energy transfer changes.

Here,we corrected with the factorQ 2
el
=Q 2,where Q el is

the m om entum transfer atthe elastic line and Q is the

oneat�niteenergy transfer.Theprocedureisnotexact,

but it has the advantage that a bad detector does not

corruptitsneighbors.

Fig. 3 (a) shows the result ofthis norm alization to

S(Q ) for the two IN4 m easurem ents on vitreous silica

at room tem perature. Also included is an earlier IN6

m easurem ent8,done with incom ing neutronsofa wave-

length 4.1 �A at318 K .

The sam enorm alization ofthe two IN4 room tem per-

ature m easurem ents ofvitreous germ ania to di�raction

data from thissubstance15 isshown in Fig. 3 (b). The

1.5 �A m easurem entsu�ersfrom problem swith the sub-

traction oftheem pty container;itconsisted ofpurealu-

m inum with largecrystallinegrains.

The com parison to Fig. 3 (a) shows that the second

and the third peak in S(Q ) shift to lower m om entum

transferin germ ania.Thisiscaused by theincreased G e-

O distance (1.73 �A) in germ ania15 ascom pared to the

Si-O distanceof1.6 �A in silica13.Thecorner-connected

G eO 4-tetrahedra in germ ania are larger than the SiO 4

0,0

0,5

1,0

1,5

2,0

0 2 4 6
0,0

0,5

1,0

1,5

  diffr.(a)  a-SiO2

 1.5 Å IN4
 2.2 Å IN4
 4.1 Å IN6

S(
Q

)

  diffr.(b)   a-GeO2

 1.5 Å IN4
 2.2 Å IN4

S(
Q

)

momentum transfer Q (Å-1)

FIG .3:(a)Norm alization ofIN4 data at2.2 �A and 1.5 �A to

the S(Q ) ofvitreous silica
13,14

(continuous line). An earlier

IN6 m easurem ent
8
at 4.1 �A is also included (b) Norm aliza-

tion ofIN4 data at 2.2 �A and 1.5 �A to the S(Q )ofvitreous

germ ania
15

(continuousline).

onesin silica.Nevertheless,theposition ofthe�rstsharp

di�raction peak is m ore or less the sam e in both sub-

stances,which showsthatthe packing ofthe tetrahedra

m ustbe di�erent.

The norm alization allows to com pare di�erent m ea-

surem ents in the sam e frequency window. Fig. 4 (a)

showstheboson peak frequency window from 2to6m eV

in vitreoussilica forallthreesetsofdata.O neseespro-

nounced oscillations around the dashed line (calculated

from the incoherentapproxim ation asexplained in Sec-

tion III.A).G erm aniashowsrathersim ilaroscillationsin

the sam ewindow in Fig.4 (b)(itsboson peak isalso at

� 4 m eV).The task ofthe nextsection isto extractthe

inform ation contentin theseoscillations.

As one goes up in energy transfer,the am plitude of

the oscillations decreases gradually. This developm ent

is shown for vitreous silica in Fig. 5 (a-c). Above 40

m eV,one�ndstheincoherentapproxim ation to bevalid

within theexperim entalerror.In vitreousgerm ania,the

incoherentapproxim ation isreached even faster,around

30 m eV.In both cases,thereisno discerniblepeak shift;

within experim entalerror,the peaks m erely fade away

with increasing energy transfer.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0,00

0,05

0,10

0,00

0,05

0,10

 (b)   a-GeO2       2 to 6 meV

 1.5 Å
 2.2 Å
 incoherent
 extended

S(
Q

,E
)D

E

momentum transfer Q (Å-1)

 (a)   a-SiO2       2 to 6 meV

 1.5 Å
 2.2 Å
 4.1 Å

S(
Q

,E
)D

E

FIG . 4: The inelastic dynam ic structure factor in the bo-

son peak region from (a)the three m easurem entsofvitreous

silica (b) the two m easurem ents ofvitreous germ ania. The

dashed line istheincoherentapproxim ation discussed in Sec-

tion III.A,thecontinuouslinetheextension to coherentscat-

tering in term s ofthe em pirical�ve-lorentzian �t explained

in Section III.B.
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IV . EVA LU A T IO N

A . Incoherent approxim ation

Having data corrected form ultiplescattering and nor-

m alized to S(Q ),one can proceed to apply the incoher-

entapproxim ation described in Section II.B.In thisway,

onedeterm inesageneralized vibrationaldensity ofstates

g(E )(wereplacethe frequency ! by the energy transfer

E = �h! in thissection)withoutany adaptable param e-

ter.

In both cases,silica and germ ania,the procedure de-

scribed in section II.B converged to a �nalgeneralized

vibrationaldensity ofstatesafterthreeiteration steps.

Asitturnsout,the three resultsforg(E )ofvitreous

silicaagreefairlywellwith each other.Theboson peakin

g(E )=E 2 isslightly lowerin the2.2 �A m easurem ent,but

thisisnotdueto theoscillationsoftheinelasticdynam ic

structurefactor.Looking atFig.4 (a),oneseesthatthe

norm alized intensity itselfis slightly lower than in the

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
0,00

0,01

0,02

0,03

0,04

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
0,00

0,01

0,02

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
0,000

0,002

0,004

0,006

0,008

a-SiO2

(a) 10 to 15 meV

 1.5 Å IN4
 2.2 Å IN4
 4.1 Å IN6

S(
Q

,E
)D

E

(b) 20 to 30 meV

 1.5 Å IN4
 2.2 Å IN4
 4.1 Å IN6

S(
Q

,E
)D

E

(c) 40 to 60 meV

 1.5 Å IN4
 2.2 Å IN4
 4.1 Å IN6

S(
Q

,E
)D

E

momentum transfer Q (Å-1)

FIG .5: The developm entofthe inelastic dynam ic structure

factorofvitreoussilicaabovetheboson peak.Thedashed line

istheincoherentapproxim ation discussed in Section III.A,the

continuousline the extension to coherentscattering in term s

ofeq.(15).(a)Energy transferfrom 10to15m eV (b)Energy

transferfrom 20 to 30 m eV (c)Energy transferfrom 40 to 60

m eV.

two otherm easurem ents.

The sam e good agreem ent was found for the vibra-

tionaldensities ofstates ofgerm ania calculated for the

IN4 m easurem entsat1.5 and 2.2 �A.

B . A nalysis ofthe inelastic dynam ic structure

factor

As the following analysis shows,we have at present

no perfect eigenm ode �t ofthe dynam ic structure fac-

tor atthe boson peak. Therefore we do the analysisin

two steps.W e �rst�tthe oscillation function Sboson(Q )

at the boson peak in a purely em piricalway with �ve

lorentzians,independentofany m otionalm odel,butpro-

vidingan excellent�t.This�tform isused toinvestigate

thefrequencydependenceofthepeaksin S!(Q )tohigher

frequencies. The second step m odelsthe atom ic m otion

attheboson peak in term sofasum oftranslation and ro-

tation ofundistorted tetrahedra. In thisprocedure,one

hasonly one �tparam eter(the translationalfraction of

the m otion). O ne gets a reasonable rather than a per-

fect �t,but one has a m otionalm odelwhich allows to

calculatethetrueratherthan thegeneralized vibrational

density ofstates.

To go beyond the incoherentapproxim ation,we start
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0,0
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1,0

1,5

0,0

0,5

1,0
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(b)  a-GeO2
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S bo
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n(Q
)

momentum transfer Q (Å-1)

(a)  a-SiO2

 1.5 Å
 2.2 Å
 4.1 Å

S bo
so

n(Q
)

FIG .6: Inelastic dynam ic structure factor Sboson(Q ) in the

boson peak region for (a) silica (continuousline sum of0.45

S(Q ) and 0.55 tetrahedra libration, see text) (b) germ ania

(continuousline sum of0.75 S(Q )and 0.25 tetrahedra libra-

tion).
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bycalculatingtheoscillationfunction S!(Q )attheboson

peak via

Sboson(Q )=
Sboson(Q ;!)

1=�
R
1

0
dtcos!te�
(t)Q

2
; (13)

taking 
(t)from the evaluation in term softhe incoher-

entapproxim ation described in the previoussubsection.

Sboson(Q ;!) is determ ined from the m easured S(Q ;!)

via

Sboson(Q ;!)=

R!m ax

!m in
S(Q ;!)d!

!m ax � !m in

; (14)

where �h!m in= 2 m eV waschosen to exclude any contri-

bution oftheelasticlineeven forthe1.53�A m easurem ent

and �h!m ax= 6 m eV isa frequency wellabovethetwo bo-

son peak frequenciesof4 m eV and 3.6 m eV forsilica and

germ ania,respectively. Fig. 6 (a) shows the result for

thethreesetsofdata ofsilica,Fig.6 (b)forthetwo IN4

m easurem entsofgerm ania.

Thenextstep isto quantify thefading-away oftheos-

cillations with increasing frequency. For this,we need

a functional expression for Sboson(Q ). To get it, we

�t the data points of Fig. 6 (a) in term s of a sum

of�ve lorentzians (the continuous line in Fig. 6 (a)).

Thispurely em piricalfunction oscillatesaround 1 in the
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0,0
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0,0
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(b)  a-GeO2

r in
co

h

energy transfer E (meV)

(a)  a-SiO2

r in
co

h

FIG .7: The change ofthe incoherent fraction rincoh ofthe

oscillation function with increasing frequency for(a)vitreous

silica (b)vitreousgerm ania.

m om entum transfer region ofthe three m easurem ents.

O ne can use itto replace the incoherentapproxim ation

Sboson(Q ) = 1. Fig. 4 (a) shows that it gives a m uch

better agreem ent with experim ent than the incoherent

approxim ation,at least in the frequency region ofthe

boson peak.

As one goes up in frequency, the oscillations of the

m easured dynam ic structure factorbegin to getweaker,

untilone reachesagain the incoherentapproxim ation at

about 40 m eV (see Figs. 5(a) to (c)). O ne can follow

this behaviourquantitatively by �tting the inelastic in-

tensitiesin subsequentfrequency windowsin term softhe

oscillation function

S!(Q )= rincoh(E )+ [1� rincoh(E )]Sboson(Q ) (15)

where Sboson(Q ) is the �ve-lorentzian �t ofFig. 4 and

rincoh(E )isthe energy-dependentfraction ofincoherent

scattering,going from 0 to 1 asonegoesfrom theboson

peak up to higherfrequencies(Fig.7 (a)).Fig.5 shows

thatone obtainsa good �tofthe m easurem entsin this

way. So within experim entalaccuracy,the peaksin the

coherent inelastic dynam ic structure factor ofsilica do

notshift;they m erely fadeaway to m akeroom fora full

validity ofthe incoherentapproxim ation above40 m eV.

Itisinterestingto notethatthiscrossoverinto avalid-

ity ofthe incoherentapproxim ation occursatthe Debye

frequency !D ofvitreous silica. Debye’s strongly over-

sim pli�ed picturedescribesthewholevibrationaldensity

ofstates in term s ofsound waves. The totaldensity of

sound waves(norm alized to 1)is

g(!)=
3!2

!3
D

; (16)

FIG .8: Coupled libration of�ve corner-connected SiO 4-or

G eO 4-tetrahedra
6
.
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TABLE I:D ebyefrequenciesofvitreoussilica and germ ania
4
.

substance M � vl vt �h!D

a.u. kg=m
3
m =s m =s m eV

a� SiO 2 20 2200 5800 3800 42

a� G eO 2 34.86 3600 3680 2410 26.8

with the Debyefrequency !D given by

!
3
D =

18�2�

M (1=v3
l
+ 2=v3t)

: (17)

Here� isthedensity,vlisthelongitudinalsound velocity

and vt isthetransversesound velocity.TableIgivesthe

valuesforvitreoussilica and germ ania.

In germ ania,the oscillations ofthe inelastic dynam ic

structure factor fade even m ore quickly with increasing

frequency than in silica (Fig.7 (b)).Again,the validity

ofthe incoherentapproxim ation isreached ataboutthe

Debyefrequency.

Having established the frequency dependence of the

dynam ic structure factorin both glasses,we proceed to

thesecond step,theunderstandingoftheoscillationfunc-

tion Sboson(Q )atthe boson peak in term sofa detailed

picture ofthe atom icm otion.

To �nd such an understanding,letus�rstrecallwhat

one knows about this frequency region,both from the

quartz crystal16,17 and from the silica glass neutron6,8

and Hyperram an18 studies. O ne expects a m ixture of

long-wavelength sound wavesand SiO 4-tetrahedra libra-

tion.Theoscillation function ofthetranslationalm otion

oflong-wavelength sound waves19 is S(Q ). The oscilla-

tion function Srot(Q )ofthecoupled tetrahedra libration

wascalculated from the m otionalm odelofFig.8,using

eq.(11)forS!(Q )in the one-phonon approxim ation.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
0,0

0,5

1,0

1,5

2,0

a-SiO2

librationtranslation

S w
(Q

)

momentum transfer Q (Å-1)

FIG .9: Com parison of the translation oscillation function

S(Q ) (continuous line) with the oscillation function Srot(Q )

(dashed line)ofthecoupled libration of�vecorner-connected

SiO 4-tetrahedra
6
ofFig.8.

Fig. 9 com pares the two oscillation functions S(Q )

and Srot(Q )forsilica.They di�erm ainly atthe�rstand

second peak.Thusastrong�rstpeakin Sboson(Q )m eans

a large sound wave fraction in the boson peak m odes,a

strong second peak a largetetrahedra libration fraction.

Fig. 6 (a) shows the best �t (continuous line) ofthe

observed Sboson(Q )ofsilica in term sofa sum ofthetwo

oscillation functions.The�tisby no m eansperfect,but

supplies a fraction of0.55 oftetrahedra libration signal

and 0.45 oftranslation.

Thisisasurprisingresult.Ifoneestim atesthestrength

of the translational signal on the basis of the Debye

sound-wavetreatm ent,onewould expectno m orethan a

translationalfraction of0.2 atthe boson peak6,8. Sim i-

larly,the Hyperram an data18 require a dom inating role

ofthe tetrahedra libration fortheirunderstanding. But

obviously,thelibrationalm otion ofthecorner-connected

tetrahedra isaccom panied by strong translationalshifts.

A sim ilare�ectappearsin germ ania.The �tin term s

ofa sum ofthe S(Q ) ofgerm ania and the tetrahedra

libration (the line in Fig. 6 (b)) gives an even larger

fraction of 0.75 for S(Q ). As we willsee, the Debye

expectation in germ ania isagain a factoroftwo sm aller.

W e willcom eback to thispointin the discussion.
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FIG .10:Vibrationaldensity ofstates(plotted asg(E )=E
2
to

em phasize theboson peak at4 m eV ),obtained using theex-

tended approxim ation for(a)thethreetim e-of-
ightdatasets

ofvitreoussilica (dashed line:D ebyeexpectation)(b)thetwo

IN4 m easurem entsofvitreousgerm ania (dashed line: D ebye

expectation).
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C . V ibrationaldensity ofstates in the extended

approxim ation

Ifoneknowswhatkind ofvibrationalm odesonedeals

with,one can calculate the vibrationaldensity ofstates

in the extended approxim ation,accounting forthe cross

sectionsand am plitudesoftheatom sparticipatingin the

m odes.

Forvitreoussilica,wetakethesignalattheboson peak

to consistof55 % oftetrahedra libration signaland 45

% ofS(Q ),theresultofthebest�tofthedata in Fig.6

(a). Since the tetrahedra libration is essentially oxygen

m otion,wehavetocorrectthenum berofresultingm odes

dividing by the enhancem ent factor for a pure oxygen

m otion

fO =
�O

�

M

M O

= 1:49; (18)

where�O istheoxygen crosssection and M O istheoxy-

gen m ass.� and M aretheaveragevaluesofcrosssection

and m assasde�ned in Section II.

Theincreasingincoherentfraction rincoh ofSdyn(Q )in

eq. (15)is taken to be an average m otion ofallatom s,

which requiresno enhancem entfactor.

W ith these assum ptions,one can determ ine a vibra-

tionaldensity ofstatesfrom thedata using theextended

approxim ation,eq. (10). Sboson(Q ) is calculated from

the sum of45 % ofS(Q )and 55 % ofthe tetrahedra li-

bration oscillation function Srot(Q )ofthe m odelin Fig.

8. S!(Q ) is evaluated from eq. (15),taking rincoh to

follow the line in Fig.7.

Fig. 10 (a)showsthe vibrationaldensity ofstatesof

vitreoussilica obtained in this way forthe three setsof

data,plotted as g(E )=E 2 to em phasize the boson peak

at4 m eV .

Forvitreousgerm ania,wetakethesignalattheboson

peak to consistof25 % oftetrahedralibration signaland

75 % ofS(Q ). Again,we have to correctthe num berof

resulting m odesdividing by the enhancem entfactorfor

a pure oxygen m otion

fO =
�O

�

M

M O

= 1:59: (19)

The resulting vibrationaldensity of states g(E )=E 2 is

shown in Fig.10 (b).

V . D ISC U SSIO N

A . Potentialand lim itations ofthe m ethod

Letusbegin the generaldiscussion with a disclaim er:

The evaluation m ethod forcoherentinelastic neutron or

x-ray scattering from glassesproposed in thepresentpa-

per,which we denote by "extended approxim ation",is

by no m eans new. Its beginnings can be traced back

to theclassicalpaperofCarpenterand Pelizzarri19 (and

even beyond that). In a less form alway, it has been

applied earlier, not only to vitreous silica6,8, but also

to am orphousgerm anium 20,deuterated polybutadiene21

and boron trioxyde22. O urpresentwork m erely form al-

izes this extended approxim ation,introducing the con-

ceptoftheoscillation function S!(Q )and givingarecipe

foritsexperim entaldeterm ination.

Theoscillation function S!(Q )containsinform ationon

the eigenvectorofthe vibrationalorrelaxationalm odes

seenatthefrequency!.Theinform ationislim ited:Even

ifone knows S!(Q )with high accuracy overa large Q -

range,onecannotdeterm inetheeigenvectorsatthatfre-

quency.O necan onlycheckm odelsofthem otion against

the m easured S!(Q ). In a practicalsense,even such a

check isrestricted to the use ofthe one-phonon approx-

im ation ofeq. (11),because it is di�cult to calculate

theinterferenceoscillationsofthecoherentm ultiphonon

scattering. Fortunately,the one-phonon approxim ation

holds to rather large m om entum transfer at the boson

peak,the m ostinteresting targetforthese studies.

Attheboson peak,theanalysisissim pli�ed by thesci-

enti�cquestion:onewantsto know (i)whetherthelong-

wavelength sound wavesattheboson peakfrequency still

follow the Debye expectation (ii) whether there are ad-

ditionalm odes,and ifthere are,whattheir eigenvector

is.The�rstofthesequestionscan beattacked,using the

fact19 that the oscillation function S!(Q ) ) S(Q ) for

long-wavelength sound waves,no m atter whether they

are transverse or longitudinal. The second requires a

m odelcalculation for whatever m ode is expected to be

softin the given system . In ourcasessilica and germ a-

nia,oneexpectsthecoupledlibrationofcorner-connected

tetrahedratobesoft,becausethisisthesoftm odeofthe

phasetransform ation from � to � in crystallinequartz16.

Note thatthisratherstream lined procedurehasweak

points: (1) since the sound waves interact with the

additionalm odes23,24, one needs the S!(Q ) of the re-

sulting true eigenm odes,in which translation and soft

m odeeigenvectorpartshaveanonzerointerferenceterm .

Therefore their S!(Q )m ightbe di�erent from a sim ple

sum ofthe two oscillation functions. (2) At the boson

peak,m easurem ents ofincoherent scatterers25,26 reveal

sizeable nongaussianity e�ects. These willtend to dis-

tortthe experim entalS!(Q ),determ ined on thebasisof

the G aussian approxim ation.

In view ofthese points,it is not surprising that the

agreem entbetween them odelcalculation and thedatain

Fig.6 (a)and (b)isnotperfect.Nevertheless,the com -

parison with heat capacity data in the next subsection

showsthe reliability ofthe resulting vibrationaldensity

ofstates.

The extended approxim ation should be particularly

useful for the evaluation of wide-angle inelastic x-

ray scattering data. Such m easurem ents have been

reported27,28,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
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do only constant-Q scans (sim pler to m easure than the

constant-E scansofthetworeferences27,28),relatingtheir

intensitiesby the di�raction m easurem ent.

B . C om parison to heat capacity

W e want to check the vibrational density of states

obtained in the previous section from the extended ap-

proxim ation againstearlierresultsin theliterature.The

�rstcheck isagainstheatcapacity data from silica6 and

germ ania29 between 1 and 20 K .Ifone plots the heat

capacity Cp as Cp=T
3,one gets a close correspondence

to theplotofg(E )=E 2,showing theboson peak ofsilica

and germ ania atabout10 K .

In this com parison,the m ode eigenvectorassignm ent

atthe boson peak ischecked,because the assum ed frac-

tion oftetrahedralibration providesthecorrection tothe

num berofvibrationalm odes.

Fig. 11 (a) com pares m easured heat capacity data6

ofvitreous silica to the result ofthe evaluation ofthe

neutron data in the extended approxim ation,described

in the preceding section. W e chose the results from

the m easurem ent at 4.1 �A, because the heat capacity

m easurem ents6 stem from the sam e sam ple.Asitturns

out,thecorrection oftheenhancem entfactorofeq.(18)

is essentialto get good agreem ent. So the com parison
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FIG .11: Com parison of the heat capacity calculated from

the neutron data with and without correction for the en-

hancem entfactorofthetetrahedralibrationalm odes(theone

without correction is close to the result from the incoherent

approxim ation)to m easured data (a)ofvitreoussilica
6
(b)of

vitreousgerm ania
29
.

corroboratesthe assignm entof55 % pure oxygen signal

and 45 % translationalsignalattheboson peak in vitre-

oussilica.

Sim ilarly,Fig. 11 (b)showsgood agreem entbetween

m easured29 and calculated heatcapacity datain vitreous

germ ania.Here,we com pareto the 2.2 �A m easurem ent,

because it hasthe better resolution. Again,the correc-

tion im proves the agreem ent. However,in this second

case the correction is sm aller,because according to the

�t ofthe m easured dynam ic structure factor ofFig. 6

(b)we haveonly 25 % tetrahedra libration atthe boson

peak. Again,this conclusion is supported by the heat

capacity data.

C . C om parison to sim ulation

There is a large num ber ofm olecular-dynam ics sim -

ulations ofvitreous silica in the literature30,31,32,m ost

ofthem done with e�ective classicalforce �eldslike the

BK S potential33. The BK S potential reproduces the

m easured S(Q ),but a recent com parison to an ab ini-

tio calculation34 showsthatitfailsnotonly to reproduce

thevibrationaldensity ofstates,butalsothem odeeigen-

vectors.

Fig.12 com paresthe vibrationaldensity ofstatesde-

term ined from the neutron m easurem entat4.1 �A in the

extended approxim ation with the ab initio calculation34

and with an earlier neutron determ ination with very

short wavelength at the spallation source at Argonne7.

Note that the two neutron determ inations are com -

plem entary: the spallation source m easurem ent su�ers

from an overcorrection at low frequencies,but provides

a true picture of the high-frequency density of states.

In contrast,the cold neutron m easurem entisunable to

m easure above 100 m eV,but provides good results 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: Vibrationaldensity ofstatesofvitreoussilica from

an ab initio sim ulation
34
,from earlierneutron work

7
with 0.6

�A and from the presentevaluation ofthe 4.1 �A data.
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tion.Between 20and 100m eV,thetwosetsofdataagree

reasonably wellwith each other.

Notethattheabinitio sim ulation isunableto describe

the boson peak region below 10 m eV.Above that re-

gion,there is im pressive agreem ent between sim ulation

and neutron experim ent. But below 10 m eV,the sim -

ulated m odes failto com e down to the low frequencies

where both neutrons and heat capacity report them to

exist. The reason m ight be either the sm allsize ofthe

sim ulation cellor its poor equilibration,naturaldisad-

vantagesofan ab initio sim ulation.

It is interesting to com pare our results to a

sim ulation24 ofdynam ic structure factors ofa di�erent

system ,softspheresinteracting with a repulsive1/r6 po-

tential,a m odelappropriate form etallic glasses.In this

case,the oscillation function at the boson peak shows

only the peaks ofS(Q ). The additionalm odes seem to

be a m otion along a chain ofnearestatom ic neighbors,

with an oscillation function which resem blesS(Q ).This

is obviously di�erent in silica and germ ania,where the

resonantboson peak m odesseem tohaveadistincttetra-

hedra rotation com ponent.

D . Sound w aves at and above the boson peak

Thepreceding two subsectionsdem onstrated the abil-

ity ofthe extended approxim ation to determ ine a reli-

ablevibrationaldensity ofstates,in particularin thefre-

quency region ofthe boson peak. This good agreem ent

supportstheinterpretation oftheboson peak m odesasa

m ixture between long-wavelength sound wavesand soft

m odes, in the cases of silica and germ ania librational

m odesofcorner-connected tetrahedra.

Butthe sound-wavefraction determ ined from the dy-

nam ic structure factor is decidedly higher than the ex-

pectation on the basis ofthe sound-wave Debye m odel.

Looking atthe boson peak region between 2 and 6 m eV

in Fig.10 (a)and (b)and the dashed line ofthe Debye

expectation,onewould expectno m orethan 20 % sound

wavesin silica and no m orethan 40 % in germ ania.The

�tofSboson(Q )givesabouttwice asm uch in both sub-

stances. This �nding goes beyond earlier cold-neutron

work6,8,which could not quantify the sound wave frac-

tion atthe boson peak.

The e�ectisapparently notlim ited to silica and ger-

m ania. Earlier decom positions ofS(Q ;!) at the boson

peakwindow intoaQ 2-and aQ 2S(Q )-partin deuterated

polybutadiene21 and in vitreousB 2O 3
22 also observed a

larger Q 2S(Q )-part than expected on the basis of the

Debyem odel.

IftheQ 2S(Q )partisonlyduetosound waves,thisim -

pliesadownward shiftin frequency ofthesound wavein-

tensity abovetheboson peak.Forthelongitudinalsound

waves, such a downward shift, together with a strong

broadening,is in fact observed experim entally in x-ray

Brillouin scattering35. The broadening and the shiftin-

crease with the square of the phonon wavevector, i.e.

with thesquareofthenom inalfrequency ofthephonon.

Thereisgeneralagreem entthatthedownward shiftis

notdue to a dispersion ofthe sound velocity,butrather

to sound wavescattering.O ne �ndsno evidence forany

dispersion of either the longitudinal or the transverse

sound velocity in tunneling diode36 orballistic phonon-

pulse37 experim entsin vitreoussilica and otherglasses.

Also, there seem s to be generalagreem ent that the

broadening ofthe sound waves observed in x-ray Bril-

louin scattering is notdue to a true anharm onic dam p-

ing ofthe sound waves,butratherto a deviation ofthe

true eigenvectorsfrom a purely sinusoidaldisplacem ent

in space31.

O n the other hand, there is a hot debate on the

proper description ofthe x-ray Brillouin data,whether

one should use a dam ped harm onic oscillator35 (DHO )

orwhetheroneshould takeanotherform 38 which brings

no intensity down to thefrequency zero.Butboth form s

shiftthe intensity down to lowerfrequencies,consistent

with ourobservation ofa heightened Q 2S(Q )-com ponent

attheboson peak (heightened with respecttoundam ped

Debyephonons).

The low-tem perature plateau in the therm al

conductivity4 and the phonon-pulse experim ents37

suggest that the transverse phonons have essentially

the sam e fate as the one observed for the longitudinal

phononsin x-ray Brillouin scattering35,38.

To testthese ideas,we subm itted a Debye density of

stateswith aDebyefrequencycorrespondingtoan energy
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FIG .13:Experim entaldensity ofstates,plotted asg(E )=E
2

as in Fig. 10, com pared to the sim ple D ebye expectation

(dashed line)and to D ebyesound waveswith D HO dam ping

asexplained in thetext(continuousline)for(a)vitreoussilica

(b)vitreousgerm ania.
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transferof42 m eV (thevalueforsilica)to a DHO dam p-

ing with the param eters ofBenassietal35. The trans-

verse phononswere assum ed to have the sam e dam ping

asthe longitudinalonesatthe sam e frequency,increas-

ing proportionalto thesquareofthephonon wavevector.

The resulting e�ective Debye density ofstatesis shown

as the continuous line in Fig. 13 (a). To do the sam e

calculation forgerm ania,shown in Fig. 13 (b),we used

recentneutron Brillouin m easurem ents39. According to

them ,the strong dam ping condition � = vlq (q phonon

wavevector)isreached attheenergy transfer19.3m eV,a

bitlessthan threequartersoftheDebyefrequency.From

Benassietal35,thesam econdition isreached in vitreous

silica already at 12 m eV,at about only one quarter of

the Debyefrequency.

Fig. 13 showsthatthe scattering ofthe sound waves

isstrong enough to have a non-negligible e�ecton their

spectralappearance in a scattering experim ent. But it

also shows that one cannot explain the boson peak in

term softhe sound wavescattering alone.Thisdoesnot

depend on the choice ofthe DHO .Ifone takes the al-

ternativeproposed by theM ontpelliergroup38,onedoes

indeed geta peak,because thisalternativeshiftsthe in-

tensity to a �nite frequency,not to the frequency zero.

Butthe intensity ofthe peak rem ainstoo sm all. W hat

one really needs is a m echanism which raises the total

vibrationalm ean-squaredisplacem entby nearly a factor

oftwo overthe Debye expectation,a m echanism which

bringsvibrationsfrom higherfrequenciesdown tothebo-

son peak. In vitreoussilica and vitreous germ ania,one

hastheadditionaladvantagethatonecan identify these

additionalvibrationsby theirdynam ic structurefactor.

V I. SU M M A R Y

W eintroduceaform altreatm entofthecoherentinelas-

tic neutron or x-ray wide-angle scattering from glasses,

which takes the interference oscillations explicitly into

account.This"extended approxim ation"isan extension

oftheincoherentapproxim ation.Itallowsto �ta newly

de�ned "oscillation function" S!(Q ) at each frequency

!,thus supplying inform ation on the vibrationaleigen-

vectors. The m ethod should be particularly usefulfor

the quantitative evaluation ofwide-angle inelastic x-ray

scattering m easurem ents.

The application of the m ethod to new room -

tem perature therm al neutron tim e-of-
ight m easure-

m entsofsilica and germ ania notonly providesa vibra-

tionaldensity ofstatesin excellentagreem entwith heat

capacity and sim ulation data,but also allows to quan-

tify for the �rst tim e the ratio of tetrahedra rotation

and tetrahedra translation attheboson peak.O ne�nds

about twice as m uch translation as in a sim ple Debye

expectation. This excess is probably connected to the

heavy dam ping ofthe sound wavesatfrequenciesabove

the boson peak,observed by x-ray Brillouin scattering.
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