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The theory of Raman scattering by phonons in perfect insulator crystals is developed here. The Hamil-
tonian for the interacting system of electrons, phonons, and photons’is written in second-quantized form,
and a canonical transformation is performed to remove the lowest-order interactions. In the resulting trans-
formed Hamiltonian, the terms causing Raman scattering can be identified. The basic electron-system
eigenstates are taken in the Wannier exciton representation, including bound and continuum states. The
frequency dependence of the components of the Raman tensor is obtained for single-phonon and two-phonon
overtone scattering. As a function of incident photon energy, the Raman tensor has poles at energies cor-
responding to creation of quasiparticles (e.g., virtual excitons). This produces a particularly important effect
in resonance Raman scattering, where the creation of virtual excitons dominates the scattering process.
Some numerical estimates for single and overtone resonant-Raman-scattering efficiencies are given for CdS
and GaAs, and are compared with available experiments. The use of the resonance Raman effect as a probe

of quasiparticles is suggested.

I. INTRODUCTION

E have reformulated the theory of lattice Raman
effect! in perfect crystals. In the Raman effect
in crystals, a photon is scattered producing a change
in the vibrational state of the lattice, but the electronic
states remain unchanged. However, the virtual inter-
mediate states involve the excitation of the electrons.
We assume that the virtual intermediate states are the
exciton states because the Coulomb interaction is
always present between the electrons and the holes.
Each elementary Raman scattering consists of the
three real transitions: (1) the absorption of the incident
photon, (2) the emission or absorption of phonons, and
(3) the emission of the scattered photon. These real
transitions are accompanied by virtual exciton transi-
tions in which an exciton is created, then the exciton
is scattered, and finally it is destroyed returning the
electronic system to its ground state. Thereal transitions
can occur in any time order. In his theory, Loudon?
assumes that the virtual intermediate states are free-
electron-hole pairs. Grechko and Ovander® explained
the Raman scattering in molecular crystals as the
decay of the polaritons.

The Hamiltonian is written in Sec. II in the second
quantized form for electrons, photons, and phonons.
The electrons are represented in Wannier exciton
representation. A canonical transformation* is per-
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formed to remove the lowest-order interaction terms
in the Hamiltonian, and the remaining Hamiltonian
is then taken as producing transitions between states
of the free Hamiltonian.

In Sec. III we obtain the first-order Raman tensor
and show its frequency dependence and symmetry.
In Sec. IV we derive the second-order Raman tensor
for the overtones only. We then discuss our theory and
compare with the meager experiments now available.
We make specific recommendations for the experiments
to be carried out.

II. THE HAMILTONIAN AND METHOD OF
CANONICAL TRANSFORMATION

We consider an insulator with two ions’ per unit cell
of mass My and M,. The total Hamiltonian is taken as

H=HO4+HO4+HO4H® (1)
where the unperturbed Hamiltonian H® is
HO=H+H;+Hg, 2)
withba
H.= 3 Exx(cp)art(cv)ark(cv), €)
(288
HL:ZE P (brebret-3) 0]
7
Hp=% hwxf(AxeTAxe"}"'%) . )
Xe€

Here a)xf(cv) and a)x(cv) are the creation and the
annihilation operators for the excitons having inner
quantum-number A\ and wave vector K formed from
conduction band ¢ and valence band v. Fxx(cv) denotes
the energy of the excitons. For parabolic bands,
Exx(cv) is given by

E, x(cv)=Eg+#22|K|¥/2(ms>+mp*)—R/n?, (6a)

5 For crystals with more than two ions per unit cell, but having
two sublattices, our theory is applicable to those modes of lattice
vibrations in which ions of each sublattice move together.

% Owing to typographical limitations, the vector subscripts ¢,
%, M, & will be printed in light face throughout this paper.
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for discrete states with n=1, 2, 3, -+, and
Ey x(cv)= Eg+22| K|%/2(m >+ mi*)+#2| k|2/2u  (6b)

for continuum. The exciton rydberg R=pe!/2/%2
where « is the dielectric constant. The reduced mass
is 1/u=1/m>+1/my*, where m,* and mi* are the
effective masses of the electron and the hole. Eg is
the energy gap between the ¢ and v bands. g, ¢, and
wy stand, respectively, for the wave vector, unit
polarization vector, and frequency of the photons. The
corresponding quantities for the phonons are denoted
by n, & and w,. We assume that in the optical branch
w, is independent of n for small wave vectors. wy
= (¢/x'") | x|, where «,, is the optical dielectric constant
and ¢ is the velocity of light in vacuum. b, b, and
A !, A e are the creation and the annihilation operators
of the phonons and the photons. The commutation
relations for the operators are

LATTICE RAMAN SCATTERING IN
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We will assume the excitons to be almost bosons since
the number of excitons will be zero or unity in the
electronic states of interest to us. The perturbation
terms HO, H® and H® are given by

HVY=H, O+ H W, (8a)
H(2)=H6L(1)(2)+H¢L(2) @+ H z®, (Sb)
H®=H,® (8¢)

where H,.. is the exciton-phonon interaction and H.r
is the exciton-radiation interaction. H..,% is linear in
both exciton and phonon operators; this term creates
or annihilates an exciton emitting a phonon. H,z1)®
is linear in phonon operator but bilinear in exciton
operators; this term scatters an exciton and emits a
phonon. H.z® is bilinear in phonon operators but
linear in exciton operators which creates two phonons

[Oagby 1 1= 0y Beer 5 (7a) simultaneously and creates or annihilates an exciton.
[A e, A et =058, (7b)  H..® is bilinear in both phonon and exciton operators.
[ank(c),ax it (') = oo Oandxcicr H.z® is linear in both exciton and photon operators,
’ ) le vai whereas H.g® is linear in photon but bilinear in
0 number of electron-hole palrs) (7c) exciton operators. The specific forms of the interaction
N ' terms are given below.
Ho®= 3 {g1(cNK)ar x! (c0)byg 0k, st ga.6* (NK)ar, x(c0)Dy, ¢ 6.0} » (9a)
oA K
‘ ”n?é
Him®= ¥ Gui(enK,c'vNK)arx! (cv)ank: (¢'0)bqe0x-—x/ 1, (9b)
c\K,c'v’NK!
n§
Hony® =3 {dut,y e (cONK) T (c0)betly & 1ok~ oy T+ g e (cONK) ar (V)b O 110k, '} 5 (9c)
AK
;gn’f’
Hi®= 3 Dyyp (oMK v NK)arx! (c0)ar g (¢'0)bag by e ox—xr,—criwr) » (9d)
w)\K,c’zl'}'K’
and the exciton-photon interaction is
H.zV= Y { fr.e(cAK)arx!(cv) 4 yex, x+ fre* (cvAK)arx (cv) A xebx,—x} +c.C. (%)
AK
61;(e
Hz®= Y {Fy (K 'vNK)ark! (cv)ang: (¢'V)A yebr—x,x
c'ciﬁ))‘\KK'
X, €
+er* (CT))\K,C'?)’)\’K’)G)\K(C‘U)d)\/ KrT (C"I)’)A xeax.xl ,_x} +c.c. (9f)

The perturbation terms (9a) and (9b) will give Stokes’s lines. To get anti-Stokes’s lines, we have to include terms

with b, in H.,z.

Assume that the perturbations affect H only through single-particle interactions. Thus we write the coupling

parameters using Toyozawa’s® procedure

1 ‘
g,,g(()'l))\K) = Z UGMK* (g)eﬂx ‘ﬁ/ c* (I’,k)&{:\h (1', k— K)dl‘
N1I2 8.k

6Y. Toyozawa, Progr. Theoret. Phys. (Kyoto) 20, 53 (1958).

(10)
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and

1
G,,;(cv)\K,c’v’)\’K’)=E Y Uori* @) Usrornicr ()i KK -8+ (38) / W * (e K)56 o (v, k— K+ K')dr 8,/
8,8k

1
Yy 2 Ueng®(B) Ucrornr (§7)e®F50 - (=69 / U * (1, k+ K—K")op¥, (rk)dr 6cr,  (11)
8.8k

where ¥ (1,k) are one-electron Bloch functions and d¢ is the usual electron-lattice interaction for which deformation
potential and polar interaction will be used. N is the number of unit cells in the crystal, and 8 is the electron-hole
separation. Uk (B) is the wave function for the relative motion of the electron and the hole.

For long-wavelength optic mode of a lattice with two atoms per unit cell, the electron lattice interaction (Bir
and Pikus)’ is

121
> -2 5Ok DD |n’ k—n), 1/M=1/M+1/M>. (12)

w,/ ai

h
Jwamser o= (
2M
£ are the #, ¥, and z components of £&. The deformation potential

DD =0¢o/0(ui/a),

where ¢ is the equilibrium lattice potential and u=u;—u; is the relative displacement of the two sublattices;
a is the lattice constant. If the wave vector dependence of the matrix elements of D is neglected, then for long-
wavelength optic phonons, we get

121
) =2 &9c| DD |9)Uenx*(0) (13)

Wyt ‘

2t (o K)=N 1/2<
a ¢
and

G (cNK,c'v'N'K') = (

1/2 1
) =X £9[{c| DD | ¢ )go(corK /v N K8,

Wpe/ @
— @' | DD |v)gn(coAK,c'v'NK oo ], (14)
where
¢o(cNK,vNK) =3 Ueng*(B)Uerorxr (B)ei ®K -8, (15)
8
¢Ih (C‘U)\K,Clvl)\,K’) = Z Ucv)\K* (@) Uc'v’)\’K’ (@) . (16)
8

If c=¢', v=1, Ansel’m and Firsov® have shown that g, and ¢ depend on K— K’ only due to translationalinvariance;
and in the limit K—K’— 0, the following completeness relation is obtained:

g (c\K,coN'K’) = g1, (coANK,coN'K") =1 if A=)’ 17
=0 if AN,
Similarly, making the long-wave and momentum-independence assumptions,
g,y © (coNK) = N2 ’ ! Y &Py P{c| DU |0)Uonx*(0) (18)
et O (CONK) = NV2—————— 3 £, 08, 0| DEP[0)Uennx
™ ZMN(w,,gw,,/y)lﬂ at ij T
and . .
Do e @ (MK v NK ) =———— — 3 £,0£, D[ {c| DD | ¢")ge(coNK,c'v'NK")d,0r

2MN (wppwye)V? @ ii
— ' | DG? | 9)gn(conK,c'v'NK)ooer ). (19)
Here the deformation potential is
9o
3(ui/a)d (ui/a)

7G. L. Bir and G. E. Pikus, Fiz. Tverd. Tela 2, 2287 (1960) [English transl.: Soviet Phys.—Solid State 2, 2039 (1961)7].
8 A. I. Ansel’'m and Tu. A. Firsov, Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz. 28, 151 (1955) [English transl.: Soviet Phys.—JETP 1, 139 (1955)].
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For polar crystals, there is an additional Frohlich? electron lattice interaction for long-wavelength longitudinal

optic phonons given by
ie (1 1\V2 2mhop\V2
/ \p,.k*(r)m,.,k,(r)dr=z——(—-——> ( ) (k| eve | K'Y,
" 1’1| Ko Ko 14

where V is the volume of the crystal, w; is the frequency of the longitudinal phonon, and «, is the static dielectric
constant. Because of translational symmetry, k’=k+5, and if we let — 0, then the matrix element becomes
diagonal in electron states. In such a case g,:®° (coAK)=0 and also

G @D (cAK,¢"'NK') = G, 2D (coAK,coNK')8 61000 =0,
using Eq. (17). As pointed out by Loudon,? we should expand ¢ and retain the term of lowest order inn. Thus

1 I\ 2rhw)\1/2 wlc|4-p|v)
o ) =i =) () Nl O (20)
Keo Ko 1% m(8:— &,)
and
1 1\Y2/27hwp\12 #ic|f-p|c’)
G, @D (codK ¢y )\’K')=ie<-—————0) ( ) l:qe(cv)\K,c'v')\' K)————6,
Ko K vV m(8c— 8¢r) ,
('|n-plv)
— (K, VNK)———b. |.  (21)
m é’v"_ v’

Here 4 is a unit vector in the direction of 5. &, is the
energy at the bottom of band #. Since p has no in-band
matrix elements, G®D=0 if simultaneously ¢=¢’ and
v=19'. This behavior of G®V is to be contrasted with
the behavior of G©?), which does not vanish if ¢=¢’
and v=1/, because the deformation potential can have
in-band matrix elements. As we shall see later, because
of this difference in the structure of G©» and G®°D,
the deformation-potential interaction contributes to
the Raman-scattering tensor while the polar interaction
does not when we assume a simple two-band model for
excitons.

The coupling parameters f and F are of the same
form as that of g and G in Egs. (6) and (7), but now

/\Fﬂ,k* (r)a(ﬁ‘l,n',k’ (r)dl’
e/ 2mh \2
=“‘_< ) /un.k*(f)s'lmn"k—x(r)dr’
m Vwax,e

where we have used the translational property of
Bloch waves,

W, (1) =e® Ty, (1),

Assuming the matrix element of ¢-p to be independent
of k, we have

fx,e(coNK) = — N12(e/m) 2nts/ VK oy, )2
X Uenx*(0)(c|e-p[v) (22)
and
Fy, (cAK,c'vN'K')
= — (e/m) 2t/ Viwy, ) *[qo(cAK,c'v'NK)
X{c| e p| ¢ Yopr—qn(cAK,c'v'N'K')
X ('] e-p|2)5eor].
F vanishes if simultaneously ¢=¢’ and v="1'.

(23)

9 H. Frohlich, Advan. Phys. 3, 325 (1954).

We make a canonical transformation of the total
Hamiltonian H such that the term H® is eliminated.
The transformed Hamiltonian H is

H=¢SHeiS= H—i[S,H]—1[S,[S,H]]

+ (7'/6)[5:[5’[5)11]]]'{' Y (24)
where .S is chosen such that
LS, HO]=HW, (25)

Then
A=HO+H,10y®+Hopo®+Hap®+H.®
— L[S, HO]—i[S,Hory®+H.z®]
—i[S,Hor @ 1—i[S,Her® ]—3[S,[S,HV]]
—30S,[S, Hery @+ Her®J]1—3[S,[S,Hery® 1]
—50S, LS, Her @]+ (26)
Writing .S in the form
S=(1/9)[Q+Q+P+P],
and using the condition (25), we find

Fxe(cnK)arx! (cv) A4 ye

@7

== 8k, ,tc.c., (28a)
Q cnK E)\K(Cﬂ) - hwxe * ’
Xe€
F(eK)arg (cv) A ye
0= G X ok, _y—c.c., (28b)
cA\K E)\K(C‘v)—i-hwxe
XE€
o K)arxt(cv)bqet
ey gni( SUC)L: be ) (280)
cv;)\sK E)\K(C‘U)-l-hw,,g
*(coAK) aax (cv) byt
Py gt ( Ak (00)byg e (284)
cv)\EK E)‘K(Cv) — hw g
n
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The commutators in Eq. (26) signify different types
of photon and phonon processes. In Sec. III we will
identify the terms giving rise to the first- and second-
order Raman transitions.

III. FIRST-ORDER RAMAN TENSOR

LS, [S,Herqy®+ H .z ®]] is the lowest-order commu-
tator that contributes to the first-order Raman effect.
The initial state of the system will be specified by
|i)=|n1; n2; 10; 0), where 71, 72, and 7, are the number
of incident photons, the scattered photons, and the
phonons. The zero in the ket refers to the ground state
of the electrons where no excitons are present. The final
state after Raman scattering is

[ /)= m—1, ns+1, no+1, 0).

Since we consider spontaneous Raman scattering, 7
will be taken to be zero. In the following, w1, X1, &

GANGULY AND J. L.
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and ws, X2, €2 will refer to the incident and scattered
photons; wy will denote phonon frequency. Expanding
the commutator —3[S, [S, Hery®+H.2®]] in Eq.
(26), we find that the contribution to the first-order
Raman effect comes from the six terms Q'H.p®P,
QHooy®Q', QHr®P, QHory®Q, P'H.r®Q’, and
P’ H,z®Q corresponding to the various time orderings
of the absorption of the incident photon, the emission
of the phonon, and the emission of the scattered photon
accompanied by three virtual exciton transitions. The
other terms do not contribute because (i) axx|0)=0,
(ii) we cannot return to the ground electronic state,
and (iii) processes do not involve two photons and one
phonon.

By first-order time-dependent perturbation theory,
the transition probability per unit time from the initial
to the final state in the case of nonpolar optic vibra-
tion is

2
W=— I (/1[0 Herco PQ+Q Her® P+QHex® P+QH v Q-+ P Her Q' +P'Her Q| ) |*3(r— o= e)

nXs
47det ni(no+1 2m)3
=h3m4a2xw2MN X2 ufowlwz : I; £OR 12( V) S Ermmb (e wr—o), )
where the Raman tensor R is given by
N et L1 Lo oL X e [0t S ko LA L
e, [Exxa () = hioort1eoo LB xarn (6'0") — o]
U0V it Ot 21Dl Hgele] 91—’ | D 1)3.0} (¢ e2-plo)
1
[Ex,—x (cv)F-heattoso L Enr s (¢'V') - Frcos ]
| Uen 2 (0)Ueronrxa—xa*(0) (0] 21-p[ ){gele| 22" P ¢")30nr— a0 2-D [ 0)8ccr} (' DD [0")
;
[Ex—x(ev)+ st JLEx xp—x (¢'0") +Feso]]
| Uenxa(0)Uerorn o2 (0) (0] 22 p [ €){ gl £1- D[ ¢")0r — gal'| £1-D | )20} (' DD o)
1
[Exxe (cv) — heortheog JLEx  xo—x (¢'0")+reso ]
| UennaO) Uervrne " (0) (0| DD [){golc| 21D | ¢ )0 — qa{v’ | 1P| 0)0c0 } | £2-D]0)
4
[Exq(cv) = hothews JLEx g (6'0") 4 s ]
N Uena(0) Uervrn s (0) (0| DD [ c){ gelc| e2-P[ ¢ )00rr — gale’ | £2- D[ 2)dcer } (' | £1-D]0) . 30)

[E)\,, (67)) —_ h(.01+ hwz:":E)\r \Xo47 (6,1)/) — hwlj

%1, X3, and n are very small, and they will be assumed to be zero in Eq. (30). The subscripts on R;»? indicate the
photon-polarization directions and the superscripts refer to the phonon-polarization direction. In the summation
over Xq, the direction of the scattered wave vector is restricted to a small solid angle d2 determined by the geometry
of the detector. The Raman-scattering efficiency? is defined to be the ratio of the number N, of the scattered
photons into solid angle d© about the direction of observation per unit cross-sectional area of the crystal per unit
time to the number N of the incident photons crossing unit area per unit time, and is given by

Nz 64LV(no+ 1) (wl—wo)dQ
N1 273 M N mta®c*wow;

cVdQ=

| =

8, y==z,y,z

1)

flaRﬂy(_’wl, w1— Wy, wo)éz”’P,
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where L is the crystal thickness and Rsy=)_,; §®R;,. In obtaining (31) from (29), we have converted the sums
overn and X, into integrals.

In order to obtain the transition probability with the absorption of phonons (anti-Stokes’s line) we have simply
to replace # and w, by —y and —w, in Egs. (9a), (9b), (28c), (28d), (29), and (31). Also, (n,+1) in Eq. (29)
should be replaced by #,.

We calculate R;;® approximately using a very simple model. We assume that the exciton spectrum is given by
Eq. (6). Further, we consider electronic transitions between the highest valence band 2, and the lowest conduction
band ¢, only. We observe that the first term on the right-hand side of Eq. (30) has the strongest divergence.
For the two-band model, only the first and the second terms in the right-hand side of Eq. (30) survive, and when
fwoy is close to the band gap, the first term will be the most important. Assuming ¥; — 0 and X, — 0, the first term
of Ry2™ becomes, after using (17),

N# (vo| 22D co){ {co| DD | co)— (vo| DD [v0)} {co| £1-P|v0)
o Uy (02 . 32
V Z)\ I ( ) [ [:E)‘,o((:()ﬂo)‘—hwg:]EE)\‘o(Co'Ug)— hw;] ( )

Using A for discrete and continuum states of excitons, we get

N 72| U, (0) |2
Ri1:P~ poa P Ega @ pao™® | —

V oa R R
[Eg———hwz:“:Eg—-—— hw{l
n? n?

N [ Ux(0)[?
+ dk , (33)
(2m)? hk? h%k?
(Eg+——~ hwz)(Eg+~——— hw1>
2u 2u

where the matrix elements have been written in the notation of Loudon? and the sum over k has been replaced by
an integral. Now | U,(0) |2= Vo/mas*?, where V is the volume of the unit cell and exciton ‘Bohr’ radius ao=«#>/ue?
and |U(0)|2= (1/N)rae™/sinhra, where a= | R/ (#2k2/2u)|"?. Using these values of |U,(0)|* and |Ux(0)|%,
we obtain

1 1
R12(1') '\’POa (2)Eaa (I)PaU O — Z

7rdo3 n R’ R,
13| wg———wq J{ wg———w1
n? n?

1 ®  rae™™ 1
+ / dk ,
(2r)2 /o hk? nk?

sinhra
<wg_w2+_><wg"“w1+_—>
2u 2u

1 1 1

_—_-P,)a(?)gm(i)pao(l) - Z —_

TP n W3 R R’
S
1 /2m\32 Ar2R’ \V2) -1 Ar2R’ \ 12y -1
o el Tl T
4rwo\ 7t We—Wo Wy — Wy

where w,=E /% and R'=R/h.

If w,—w>4n?R’, we can neglect R'/#? in the first term of (34) and in the second term we use the approxi-
mation 1—e x*=X for small X and get

11 1 o 11 ouye _
R12(i)~ } - [(wa_wl+w0)ll2_ ("-’g_wl)lﬂ:] O (2)Eaa(z)Pa0(l) . (35)
?

TPl w,—wy  wy—witwed n=1 73 47rwo\h
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In this limit the first term in (35) is very small com-
pared to the second and we obtain Loudon’s? result.

When w;=2w,— R/, all terms in (34) except the term
with #=1 in the summation are finite and Ry®
becomes

pOa (2)Eaa (i)PaO ®

1I'do3

Ry~

1
X .
(w;— R'—witwg) (w,—R'—wy)

(36)

R;;® diverges as w; approaches resonance. In this
respect, our result agrees with that of Grechko and
Ovander® without damping. However, the result of
Grechko and Ovander does not contain the second
energy factor in the denominator of R;s™®, as in our
theory. The presence of this second factor in the
denominator is necessary to explain the experimental
results, as will be discussed later. The difference between
our theory and that of Loudon? arises because of the
different density of states for the intermediate states
in the two theories. The density of the initial and the
final states are the same in the two theories.

In polar semiconductors, the Raman efficiency for
the transverse-optic phonon will be given by Eq. (31)
but for the longitudinal-optic phonon there will be
additional contributions due to the terms given in
Egs. (20) and (21). The contribution to the transition
probability per unit time due to these new terms
alone will be

- (2m)%es <1 1)
—h:’mGszV Ko Ko
n1(nt1)w; (2m)
>—_

[P12;7(_w1; Ws, wz)|2

1, X2 wWig

X&(X1—2C2—n)6(w1—w2—wl) . (37)

7y, w; are the number and frequency of the longi-

tudinal phonons. Pm’; contains terms similar to that
of Eq. (30) in which (m|D®|m') is replaced by
W(m|#-p|lm')/ (Em— Em).

P12¢'(—w1, Wa, wz)

N#m? Uw)\xz (O) U*c’v')\'h(o)(vl €2° pl C)

V e [E)\;(2 (cv) - }lwg]EE)‘r X1 (C"I)’) - hwl:]

Ny

X qe{c || ¢ )ouwr qu(V'|T1-p|0)beor
E,—E, E,—E,

(+five other terms).

|¢lexrplo)

(38)

>~/ means that the term with c=¢’, v=1'is to be omitted
as explained in Sec. II. As seen in Eq. (38), P12" involves
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three momentum matrix elements. Therefore, we need
virtual electronic transitions between three different
bands. So Pjs" does not make any contribution to
Raman scattering if we assume a simple two-band
model. We do not possess knowledge of the exciton
structures formed from pairs of at least three different
bands between which optical transitions are allowed.
However, we observe from Eq. (38) that Py’
will diverge as (E,—R—7%w;)™! near to resonance, in
disagreement with both Loudon’s theory,2 which
predicts a nondivergent (E,—#%w;)'”2 behavior and that
of Grechko and Ovander, which predicts a (E,— hw;) 2
divergence as #iw; — E, The symmetry properties of
Ri2™® and Pm;’ are the same as those enumerated by
Loudon.?

IV. SECOND-ORDER RAMAN EFFECT

The second-order Raman effect consists of three types
of processes. o

(a) This process consists of the transitions in which
the incident photon is absorbed creating an exciton,
then two phonons are simultaneously created scattering
the exciton to a different state, and finally the scattered
photon is emitted annihilating the exciton. The absorp-
tion of the incident photon, the emission of the phonons,
and the emission of the scattered photon can occur in
any time order. This process contributes six terms to
the Raman tensor. Two of these terms arise from the
cumulator [S,[S,H.,®]] treated in the first-order
perturbation theory. The remaining four terms arise
from when the commutators [S,H.z®7] and H,r2)®
are treated in the second-order perturbation theory.

(b) This process involves the absorption of the
incident photon, the emission of the two phonons
separately (owing to H .z, acting twice), and the emission
of the scattered photon. These four real transitions are
accompanied by four virtual exciton transitions. This
process results from the commutator [S,[H.rq)®
+H,z®7]] treated in the second-order perturbation
theory and contributes 24 terms to the Raman tensor.

(c) Second-order Raman transition also occurs by
the iteration of the first-order process. -Six virtual
exciton transitions and a virtual photon or phonon
now occur with the absorption of the incident photon,
the separate emission of the two phonons, and the
emission of the incident photon. This process con-
tributes 36 terms to the Raman tensor from the commu-
tator [S,[S, Hery®@+He®]] treated in the second-
order perturbation theory.

The wave vector selection rule for the second-order
Raman effect allows phonons of all wave vectors so
long as the two phonons have equal and opposite
wave vectors. However, the coupling parameters
g, G, d, and D for the electron-phonon interaction were
calculated only for small wave vectors. These parame-
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ters for large # are not known. Therefore, we will transition is denoted by | f)=|n1—1, 521, no+2, 0).
consider only the overtones, i.e., the emission of two For spontaneous process, #s=0.

phonons with wave vectors at the center of the Brillouin The transition probability per unit time for process
zone. The final state for the second-order Raman (a) in the case of nonpolar optic phonons is

Hop®|0)0]| (Her®Q+Hor Q")
Ey—E;
(QHer®+Q Her®)[0)(b|Hen®)
b Eyv—E; } 19
2miet n1(mo+1) (no+2) (27)3

= > |22 EDEWDR 1,6 (— w1, wa, 2w0) |2
1EmAatk 2 MAN? 9.0'  x2 Wiwawe? 0,5 174

2
W=— 3

72 0 xe

{l [QHeL<3>Q+Q'HeL<”Q’+§

2
5((.01"‘602"‘ 2(.00)

XK1~ Xo—n—n")d(w1—wa—2w0), (39)
where |b) denotes the intermediate states and the second-order Raman tensor Ry2¢? is given by
y N# Uennxa(0)Uerorns*(0) (0] 2- Pl c){gelc| D[ "o — a0’ | DED [0)8cer }(c' | £1° D[ 0')
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LEx, x(e0) =g L Ene — () (€'0) +A(wqFwyr) ]

%1 and X, will be assumed to be zero. Thenyn’= —y, and we consider only the case where n=0. After performing
then,n’, and X, integrations, the Raman-scattering efficiency is given by
etLV? (no+ 1) ('no—l-' 2) (wl— 2(00) Z;(Zcoo)dwo

dQ | Z 62(§)R57(—w1, wi— 2600, 2(00) 61(7) |2 N (41)

A2 N2 M2 mia’ctwiwo? Vo 8, 7=2,u,2
where Z;(2wo)dwy is the fractional number of modes of frequency 2w in the interval dwo and
Rsy=>" EWEDR,, G
%)

0o PdQ=

Proceeding exactly as in Sec. ITI, we find that

1 1
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and in the limit w;=w,—R’, we get
RisC D~ o0 @ Eaa ™ pag® /mae¥ ][ (wg— R’ — w1+ 200) (wo— R —w1) T (42)

The ratio of efficiencies for the first- and second-order Raman scattering for incident frequéncies near the
absorption edge is

0’(1) 2Ma2w0(w1— wO)Eaa2 rl I Wy ]2
L )

= (43)
02® (o1 200)Eaa’? (0+2)ZeQwo)dwol  wgtwo—wr

where wg=w,—R’, Eaa=2_: £V Fea® and Eea' =24, EPEDEq, 7.
The transition probability per unit time for process of type (b) is

273t (21!')3 nl(no—}— 1) (1’1«0+ 2)
= IZ f(i)f(j)R12(ij) 125(2%_ Kg—n—n')5(w1-—w2——- 2&’0) (44)
IPmiatc 2M2N? 0t ixs V. w1ag? 0 ’

where
Ry (— wy, wg, 2wy)
B N#? Uennxa(0)Usronnexy* (0) (0| £2- D] €)G (coAKs, croidin’+K2)G (crwidm’+ &s, ¢/v'N %){c’ | €1°p]")
- 7% { [ Enxy (c0)— heoxy T Ene s (6'9)— heoxy T Eney .30 (c101) — Fcoxy+-ico, ]
N

—+23 other terms} . (45)

The Raman-scattering efficiency is then

eALV2%dQ (710+ 1) (ﬂo+ 2) (w1- 2w0) Zg (2wo)dwo
eyPdQ= | 2 6@ R;, (— w1, w1— 2wo, 2wo) eV |2, (46)
42N M ?*miatc wiwe? Vo 8,7

For the two-band model using the same approximations as in Sec. III and employing Eq. (17), we obtain

Rlz(ﬁ) (—wl, wi1— 20)0, 2600)

1
EPOa (2)Eaa (i)Eaa(j)PaO(l) {
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1 /232 2 1
(__) (4n? Rl)llzl:
8rho?\ % 1—exp(—4n2R’/ (wy—witwe) )12 1—exp(—4n?R’/ (wy—wy) )12

1
. exp(—47r2R’/(wg——w1+2wo))1/2:|} 1)
and in the limit w;=w,— R’, we have
Ris~ (pra e Eea® pao® /ehag?)[ (05— R —eor+-2u0) (0~ R —on) (w,~ R—wrton) 1. (48)
Finally, we obtain for the ratio of the efficiencies, in this case
a® 2M aPwo(w1— o) Faa®

T ® (01— 200 Eaa’"? (oF-2)Z(200)deo

7 (wg— R — w14 2w0)?, (49)

where
Eaa” = Z 9 E(i) E (")Eaa “)Eaa @ .

In this case there is no pole in the ratio.



162

LATTICE RAMAN SCATTERING

IN INSULATORS 815

The transition probability per unit time for process (c) is given by
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Here ¢ is the unit polarization vector of the intermediate state photon. Under the approximations we have used

so far, Ry»¢?) becomes

Rl2(ij) (—wl, wWa, Zwﬂ)'\’POa@)Eaa (i)PaOPOaEaa(j)Paﬂ(l)

1

NEY U, (0)|%| U (0)]2
x(=) o o]

Here 7wy,—y is equal to %ws; in Eq. (30). Comparing
Eq. (52) and the first term of (30), it is easy to see
that for process of type (c) there is no pole in the ratio
o0 /g,®.

V. DISCUSSION

Equation (43) agrees qualitatively and almost
quantitatively with the experimental results of Leite
and Porto® on CdS. They observed longitudinal
phonons of T'; symmetry. Our theory applies to this
phonon mode since the Cd lattice moves against the
S lattice in this particular mode. The value of 2.521 eV
for the parameter 7wg at a temperature of 77°K that
they obtained should correspond to the exciton energy
according to our theory. The exact value of the exciton
energy at 77°K is 2.544 eV.!! The discrepancy between
the two values might be due to the fact that the inter-
mediate states are not pure exciton states but coupled
exciton-phonon states. We have also calculated the
ratio of the intensity of Raman scattering at 77°K in
CdS for phonons of T; mode at the incident photon
energies 2.41 and 2.53 eV using the following values:
me*=0.6m, my*=0.25m, ay=27.47 A, E,=2.572 €V,
R=0.028 eV, 7wo=0.038 ¢V. We find the ratio to be
2.78 X 10% The ratio calculated by Loudon’s® theory is
3.05. Leite and Porto have observed an appreciable
increase in intensity (‘“‘atleast one order of magnitude’).

( 10 R). C. C. Leite and S. P. Porto, Phys. Rev. Letters 17, 10
1966).

u ], G. Thomas and J. J. Hopfield, Phys. Rev. 116, 573 (1959);
119, 570 (1960).

(Ex 0= hosr 2hewo) (B 0= Fiwxy—y) (Ex,0— Hwxy—y) (B0~ Two1) ’

(52)

Measurement of absolute intensities are required to
know the correct increase in the intensity of Raman
scattering.

The exciton spectrum of GaAs has been studied by
Sturge.’? At 90°K, the exciton binding energy R=0.0033
eV, E,=1.511 eV, u=0.0651 m, a,=133.128 A, and
#1wo=0.0360 eV. We would expect a pole in the ratio
of the intensity of the first-order Raman effect and its
overtone at 1.508 eV. The intensity of the first-order
Raman effect increases by a factor 4X 102 as the incident
frequency is changed from 1.37 to 1.506 eV, whereas
the corresponding factor in Loudon’s? theory is 8.

We give a brief discussion of the relative strength
of the two types of electron-phonon interaction and of
the electron-radiation interaction. The ratio of the
coupling parameters is approximately

2(M1M2)”2 1 1\12 hwoej)
o (mp)V 2(——-)
go»  My+M, mDE,

g0/ frsir 2 (1 k= 1/ )2 (01000) 3/ B

p is the density of the material. We estimate these
ratios now specifically for CdS and GaAs. For CdS,
k0=9.3, k,=5.8, p=4.82 g/cc, a=6.72 A, p~3.8X1072,
egs units, D~10 eV.1? The g®oD/g@r) is found to be
1.02. For GaAs using the values of ko=13, k,=11.60
p=5.4g/cc, a=5.64 A, p~8.1X 107 cgs units, D~15
eV, we obtain g®°D/gr)=1.08. Polar scattering and

12 M, D. Sturge, Phys. Rev. 127, 768 (1962).

13 B, Segall, Phys. Rev. 150, 734 (1966).

4E, M. Conwell and M. O. Vassell, IEEE Trans. Electron
Devices 13, 22 (1966).

g(pol)
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deformation potential scattering are thus found to be
of the same order of magnitude. On the other hand
g/ f=7.4X10"2 for CdS and g®V/f=5X10"2 for
GaAs. Electron-radiation interaction is two orders of
magnitude stronger than the electron-phonon inter-
action. In the perturbation theory they should really be
treated in different orders. However, we have followed
the common practice of treating H,z and H,z in the
same order of perturbation theory.
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VI. CONCLUSION

Virtual quasiparticles play an important part in
Raman scattering as intermediate states. The Raman
tensor is found to have a pole at an incident photon
energy equal to the exciton binding energy, in agree-
ment with experimental results available at present.
We believe that the Raman scattering might be used
as a tool to probe quasiparticles in crystals.

PHYSICAL REVIEW

VOLUME 162,

NUMBER 3 15 OCTOBER 1967

X-Ray-Induced First-Stage Coloring of NaClti

J. L. ALvarez Rivas*
Junta de Energia Nuclear, Division de Fisica, Madrid, Spain

AND

P. W. Levy
Brookhaven National Laboratory, Upton, New York
(Received 4 April 1967)

The initial or first-stage F-center coloring of NaCl, irradiated with x rays at room temperature, has been
carefully studied. Both Korth and Harshaw samples were used. The first-stage coloring is modified by chang-
ing the experimental conditions. These include altering the dose rate; subjecting the crystals to plastic
deformation before irradiation; and cycles of coloring, bleaching, and recoloring. The observed curves of
F-center concentration versus dose can be resolved into one linear and three additional components. Two
of these can be considered saturating exponentials. The third, which does not occur in every curve, may
also be a saturating exponential, but is too weak to characterize precisely. Changing the experimental con-
ditions alters one or two of the exponential components but leaves the others unchanged. This suggests that
each component is related to a separate process and that the resolution into components is #o¢ fortuitous.
The linear component is unaffected by all the above-mentioned changes in experimental conditions. The
exponential component which varies slowest, as a function of irradiation time, is independent of dose rate
and prior coloring and bleaching. Its saturation level is increased by plastic deformation prior to irradiation,
but only after the strain has exceeded a threshold value. Beyond this threshold strain, the saturation level
increases linearly with strain. The saturation level of the next slowest component is unaffected by strain.
However, it is increased by a coloring-bleaching-recoloring cycle and is a function of dose rate. This dose
rate dependence is given by the expression: C14-C2I? where C; and C; are constants and 7 is proportional
to x-ray intensity. The saturation level of the third and fastest-changing component is always less than 109,
of the total exponential contribution and is too small to study in detail. In the 185- to 350-mu region both
the absorption spectrum and the behavior under the various experimental conditions differ considerably
in the two types of crystals. Also, the coloring curves seem to be strongly dependent on impurity content

in a way that is also different in the two types of crystals.

INTRODUCTION

HE coloring of crystals, or more explicitly, the

formation of color centers by ionizing radiation,
has been studied for many years. The dependence of
color-center concentration on dose or irradiation time
is often called a growth curve or coloration curve. In
most materials these curves are influenced by numerous
factors. The most important of these appear to be the
impurity content,’~7 plastic deformation,** jonizing
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