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Raman scattering of light from the plane surface of antiferromagnetic chromium is discussed
in terms of conventional second-order time-dependent perturbation theory. The scattering effi-
ciency as a function of frequency and temperature is calculated from the scattering of light by
one-electron, one-hole, and electron-hole pair excitations. It is shown that the unphysical diver-
gence of the scattering cross section for the photon energy transfer equal to twice the antifer-
romagnetic energy gap found by Kwok, Woo, and Jha is removed by taking properly into ac-

count the statistical coherence factors.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electronic Raman scattering was predicted
theoretically by Smekal! already in 1923. In 1956
Khaikin and Bykov? tried to observe the energy gap
in superconducting lead using light-scattering tech-
niques. However, they were not able to observe the
spectral distribution of the scattered light because of
the small amount of scattering associated mainly with
the fact that the skin effect allows the light to pene-
trate only into a very thin surface layer of metal.

The observation can be greatly impaired also by a
background scattering and strong absorption.

Only after the successful scattering experiments in
heavily doped n-type semiconductors® the subject re-
ceived more attention in recent literature.*>

Experiments of Raman scattering from the surface
of metals were first reported in 1968 by Feldman,
Parker, and Ashkin® and the appropriate theory has
been presented by Mills et al.”

With the improved experimental technique, Moora-
dian® observed that many metals exhibit a weak,
broadband electronic luminescence when exposed to
intense laser monochromatic light.

In 1970 Raman-scattering experiments on tungsten
bronzes have been reported by Scott et al.® As
pointed out by Tilley,!° these authors studied scatter-
ing at frequency shifts above 200 cm™! so that they
probed the optical-phonon spectrum.

The frequency shifts of interest in superconductivi-
ty are of the order of the energy gap A, that is, a few
wave numbers. In fact the experiment by Fraas
et al.!' has shown that in superconducting Nb;Sn,
scattering disappeared in the frequency region
Waser > @ > Wpaser — 24A.

Furthermore, their polarization measurements at
150 cm™! indicated little intensity change with polari-
zation indicating that the intermediate interband tran-
sitions are important.

In the theoretical work on Raman scattering of

light off a superconductor by Abrikosov and Fal-
kovskii,!? Maradudin and Tong,! Tilley,'* Dos Reis
and Luzzi,'® only intraband electronic intermediate
transitions in a superconductor were considered.
Their work exhibits a gap in the spectrum, but
disagree completely with the temperature and fre-
quency dependence of the reflected light off a super-
conducting Nb3Sn, found in the experiment by Fraas
et al.

In Ref. 16 Raman scattering of light in pure super-
conductors was discussed. It was demonstrated by
means of standard formulation of Raman scattering
of light that the main contribution to the intensity of
the inelastically scattered light in a superconductor
comes from the electronic interband intermediate
transitions whose energy difference is close to the en-
ergy of the incident light and not from the intermedi-
ate intraband transitions as presented in earlier litera-
ture. For the specific case of Nb3;Sn, good agreement
between the theory and experimental work by Fraas,
Porto, and Williams was found.

In Ref. 17, the scattering efficiency was formulated
in terms of Kubo’s nonlinear-response theory in a
form suitable for systematic diagrammatic expansion.
It was shown that the main contribution to the inten-
sity of the inelastically scattered light comes from the
unscreened fluctuations in transverse current, and
not from density fluctuations as considered in earlier
work. Frequency and temperature dependence of the
scattering efficiency was obtained for the case of tin.

In Ref. 18 Raman scattering of light off a super-
conducting alloy containing low concentration of
paramagnetic impurities was discussed. For the
specific case of Fe impurities in In films, the scatter-
ing efficiency as a function of frequency and tem-
perature was calculated for various impurity concen-
trations.

The existence of spin-orbit coupling in some sem-
iconductors and insulators renders possible the ine-
lastic scattering of light by spin-density fluctua-
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tions'>?° (SDF), which correspond essentially to the
spin-flip electron-hole pair excitations.

In the presence of electronic coherent states in su-
perconductors and in metals with itinerant antifer-
romagnetic ordering, the scattering of light by excita-
tions of bound Cooper pairs and bound electron-hole
pairs in triplet state, respectively, is possible, even in
the absence of electron spin-orbit coupling.

In Ref. 21 the inelastic scattering of light in antifer-
romagnetic chromium was discussed. At zero tem-
perature the scattering cross section was found diver-
gent for the photon energy transfer equal to twice the
antiferromagnetic energy gap. This is clearly a non-
physical result, and in this paper we propose to rein-
vestigate the Raman scattering of light in itinerant
antiefrromagnetic chromium.

In Sec. Il we give a BCS-like effective Hamiltonian,
describing the static spin-density-wave state, based on
Lomer’s? two-band model for Cr.

In Sec. III we present a general formalism for the
inelastic scattering of light by electronic excitations
from the plane surface of a metal. In Sec. IV we cal-
culate the scattering efficiency for the scattering of
light by single-electron and -hole excitations which
are thermally excited out of the "condensate" and ex-
ist at finite temperature only. In Sec. V we calculate
the scattering efficiency for the scattering of light by
excitations of bound electron-hole pairs in triplet
state. In Sec. VI we give the total scattering efficien-
cy. And finally, in Sec. VII, we compare our results

with those obtained in Ref. 21 and give our conclud-
ing remarks.

II. SYSTEM HAMILTONIAN

In pure chromium, below the Néel temperature
Ty =312°K, neutron scattering experiments® have
shown the existence of local magnetic moments. The
scattering cross section for the inelastically scattered
neutrons by spin-flip excitations exhibits a monotoni-
cally decreasing temperature-dependent energy gap,
with its maximum value at 7 =0°K given approxi-
mately by 2g =3.5 kzT.

Band calculations?*?* have shown that there is a
large roughly octahedral pocket of electrons at the
center of the zone and a pocket of holes centered at
the point H at the edge of the zone. The shape and
the size of the two bands were found very similar.

At temperatures below the critical Néel tempera-
ture the nearly degenerate conduction electrons and
holes with opposite spins form bound pairs, and as a
result an itinerant antiferromagnetic phase appears.

Following Lomer?? and Overhouser,? let us as-
sume that the antiferromagnetic transition is the
result of attractive interaction between nearly degen-
erate, opposite-spin electron and hole states from two
bands separated by a wave vector of antiferromagnet-
ic ordering 6 In this case, below the Néel tempera-
ture, the system may be well represented by the ap-
proximate Hamiltonian of the form

+2 e elpepa telpaam tel mma mtel maaa)t 3 @®ohop Q.1

P

where € (P) and €,(P) are the kinetic energies of
conduction electrons in bands 1 and 2, respectively,
and have the property that €,(F) = &,(F+Q) for an
appreciable region in P space near the Fermi surface
in band 1. By inversion symmetry, one has
€ (—P) = (-5 —Q). €,(F) for n =3 is the energy
of an electron in band n.

In Eq. (2.1) g(P) represents the amplitude of the
self-consistent spin-density wave (SDW),

g(F) == V(' -P)15'17) 2P +Q[25 ' +Q)
Z
+V(F-P)Q@F+QI1p'+Q)

x 25 '15){cfpcrpaay) (2.2)
where

(n ﬁln'ﬁ")=fu:_p.(f’)u”.-p..('r') dr . (2.3)

np'onpo ’
n=3po

V(q) is the Fourier transform of the screened
Coulomb interaction and u,,-p.(?) is the periodic part
of the Bloch wave function. (- - - ) represents the
usual thermal average,

_Tre™#H. .. 8 1
Tre #H kgT °

() Q.49
By assuming a constant effective amplitude of the
self-consistent SDW one can diagonalize the Hamil-
tonian given by Eq. (2.1).
By using the Bogolubov transformation
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the Hamiltonian (2.1) can be cast into the simple
form

= gE.,(ﬁ)a%a_p.-k gEﬂ(ﬁ)B%*B—p'

|

+ g Eg (--Q) B_F 3B

+ 3 &(®el,e AT (2.6)
n=3poc

with

Eo(P) =3la(F) +&(F+Q) + Q(P)]

=E_(-p-Q), Q.7
Es(5) =1la(F) +&(F+Q) — Q(F)]

=Ez(-5-Q), (2.8)
Q(P) = {le(P) — e(P)12 +4g%)12 .9

where E,(P) and Eg(P) are the energies of the ele-
‘mentary excitations in an itinerant antiferromagnet,
and g is the temperature-dependent order parameter
determined by the following BCS-like equation:
FEL(P)) — f(Eg(P))
- Eg(P) —E.(P)
¥V denotes a constant effective Coulomb interaction
and is given by some appropriate average value of

V' -5 (15'115) 25 +Q 125’ +Q)

(2.10)

+V(FE-5)Qr+Q N5 +Q) 27 '15)] .

Uy, vy, Upg, and U g are given by
% T 1+l (F) —aF+QQI/Q@E)), @11
2=2{1-[a(F) - aF+QI/E), 212

By =V : 2.13)

a’s, B’s, @’s, B’s, and C’s satisfy the usual Fermi an-
ticommutation relations. The critical Néel tempera-
ture can be determined by setting g =0 in the Eq.
(2.10). It is given by

Ty =Tge V™, (2.14)

where A=N(0) ¥, N(0) is the density of states at the
Fermi energy, and kg T3 is of the order of band ener-
gy.

Mathematically the presented model is equivalent
to the BCS model of superconductivity. Physically,
however, the two models are very different. The

condensate is now composed of bound electron-hole
pairs in triplet state rather than Cooper electron-
electron pairs.

As there always exist a nonmagnetic part of the
Fermi surface, there are of course none of the super-
fluid properties associated with superconductivity.

Based on the Lomer and Overhauser theory and
using a simplified model for the band structure,
Fedders and Martin?’ have calculated specific heat,
longitudinal collective mode, spin susceptibility, and
electromagnetic absorption in Cr.

III. SCATTERING EFFICIENCY

Scattering of light off a metallic surface was con-
sidered by Mills e al.” The interaction of light with
the electrons responsible for the Raman scattering
takes place within the penetration region of the light
in the metal.

The fact that the fields outside, which are the ones
measured, differ from those inside the metal can be
taken into account by solving the usual boundary-
value problem at the metal surface and introducing
Fresnel correction factors.

We assume the light is reflected from the plane
surface of a metal filling the semi-infinite volume
z <0. See Fig. 1.

The dielectric constant e(w) of the sample is as-
sumed local and isotropic.

Following the results of Ref. 17 and 28 the scatter-
ing efficiency defined as the ratio between the
number of scattered photons in the frequency inter-
val (@, o +dw), solid angle d Q, and volume V), and
the number of incident photons of frequency wg fal-
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FIG. 1. Light generated in the emitter region Vg is scat-
tered in the sample, which occupies the half-space z <0,
and reflected light is detected in the detector region Vp, far
from the sample.
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ling on the surface S in time ¢ can be written in the form'"

1 d* 4w, cos?O;
— = oD (K, ) Dy (K, 05) G e (K, ko) Ty T , 3.1
¢ dwdQ  Swoctcosh ,,,Eg Coucs 'm( I» @) (ki ) g “( 0) wn " £¢€0nC0s G.1)
wvn'E
where
G (K, K0) = 3 (11K, k) |1} (f11,6(K, ko) |i) *(P,— P 8(w— |E,— E}]) , 3.2)
if
and
TRy = g1/ = gz R KT +rgz  +r,7))
(iR Roliy=577 [, dTidmse s

X [Sﬂv'g”;‘ (fln(ﬂ)h)ﬁ(—f’] "?2)
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[

(3.3)

E E,+w0 E,'"E,—
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From Eq. (3.3) we see that within the framework of an independent-quasiparticle model, only the second term
in the curly bracket contributes to the inelastic scattering of light.
The frequency of the incident light w,, scattered light wy, and the transferred frequency w are related to the

corresponding wave vectors ko, k, and @ in the usual way,

wo=c|Kol =cko, ws=c|kK|=ck , (3.4)
w=c|G|=cqg, T=Ko—K.
The tensor T and the function D (ky,ck) in dyadic form are given by'’
Toow=Tabdaew » Tu=2(e—sin69)2[(e —sin?p) /% + e cosbyl ,
T, =2 cosBy/[(e —sin?8,) 2 +cosl , T, =2 cosb/[(e—sin?6,)"/% + ecosby] , (3.5)
D (K, ck sgnk,) = k sgnk, [ysk; (iysk2 = y2 k)™ T T + ik, — y5) 7'V V= iKi (i y,k2 — y2k) ' 2 2
+ikyky(iysk? — y*h) U Z — yoky(iysk? — 2k, )12 W], (3.6)
where Ty, T, are | the components of T, parallel and ple form
perpendicular to ko", respectively, and U, V, and 7 are
the unit vectors in the Cartesian coordmate system in D(kyck) =—|-(1-Z%) +— k" Zu|. (3.9

which U is taken parallel to E. and Z to the z axis; the
skin depths vy and vy, of the incident and scattered
light are given by

yo=[—e(w) k¢ + k12, Reyy >0
vs =[—e(ck sgnk,) k* + k%', Rey, >0 3.7
and
=—e(ck sgnk;) ,
cosfo =— ko;/ko ,
cosOs =k, /k , (3.8)
Ki=(ke,ky, 0) , o= (ko Koy, 0) .

For most metals in the frequency region of in-
terest, i.e., for o << wy, w, the d__i.electric constant
€=10. In the limit € >> 1, D (k,,ck) takes the sim-

s ¢4

|iy,1£), 1) and E;,E,,E; represent initial, final,
and intermediate electronic-state vectors and energies
of the system. P; and Py are the thermal weight fac-
tors indicating the probability that at temperature T
the initial and final states are occupied, respectively.

The summation in Eq. (3.2) is over the initial and
final states, and in Eq. (3.3) over the intermediate
states only.

The p vector component of the electron current
density operator j,(T) and the electron number den-
sity operator n (T) can be written in second quantiza-
tion formalism-as

j“(?)= 2 (” k+q0’|lu(r)'”kc>cnk+qo- nkcr’

mkTo
.10
n(—l'.) = 2 <” k+q a[n(r)lnk O-)Cn'i_('-ﬁi’o- Ko
mkTo
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IV. SCATTERING OF LIGHT BY
ONE-PARTICLE EXCITATIONS

We are primarily interested in the photon energy
transfers in the range 0 < w < 6g, i.e., in the region
of low-lying electronic excitations where
=0y~ w; << w), 0.

In the band structure of Cr one can distinguish the
nonmagnetic and the magnetic part of the Fermi sur-
face. Below the Neel temperature the electrons and
holes in the vicinity of the nonmagnetic part of the
Fermi surface retain their normal-metal character.

The "normal-metal" scattering efficiency involves
scattering of light by the electrons near the nonmag-
netic part of the Fermi surface of area A4,.

—

On the other hand, the electrons in the vicinity of
the magnetic part of the Fermi surface in band 1 of
area A4,, form bound-electron—hole pairs in triplet
state.

At finite temperature, some of the pairs are broken
under the influence of thermal fluctuations forming
the "normal fluid" component of the "condensate".

The normal fluid scattering efficiency thus involves
scattering of light by quasiparticles already present
because of finite temperature. The excitation energy
in this case can be arbitrarily small, as in the normal
metal.

One can distinguish the following four possible
pairs of the initial and final states, corresponding
initial- and final-state excitation energies, and
thermal-weight rate factors:

(i), 1 £)) = (ak:l0an), bzl 0an)) , (B110gn), BLig|0ga))
(55105 » @legal0z)) . (Blegl0z) » Blygal0s)) . @1
(ELEp) =(E (D) , E(F+T)), (=Eg(P), —Ex(5+7)),
(E.(P) , E.(F+Q), (—Eg(P), —E(F+7)), ‘ (4.2)
(P = Pp) =1 fEL(P)) = fELF+TIN], [f(Ep(F+T)) —f(Eg(PN],
SELP) —fELF+TN], [fE(F+T)) —f(Ep(FN], 4.3)
10an) =10a)104) » 10ga) =10g)10,) , 105,) =103)[0,) , 105,) =103)|0,) ,

where the use of Egs. (2.7) and (2.8) has been made, and f(E) is the Fermi-Dirac distribution function
SE) =5 - “.4)

The vacuum states [0,), [0g), |05), |05), and |0,) are defined by

arloa) =0, ﬁT,"Oﬁ) =0, &-p'loa) =0, ET;IOE) =0, npalo )y=0. “4.5)

By using Egs. (3. 3) and (3.10) the transition matrix elements for the inelastic scattering (i # f) corresponding
to the transition al0.,) — al|0an) and B1|0gs) — BL7[0gn) can be written

_ 7 dT I[(kO |l' —k|r2)+yoz +y 22]
OurlopigtivatlOan) =577 f, _ aiam, e "ol :

9 l(llp +q 0’|J,L(I'z)lm p 1)<muBn+—on ”IJy(r])l n-—ou n
nks m"ﬁ’o ”‘p‘ﬁ' ‘o
n=3; I'=1,2; I"=1,2

Ea(p) "‘E,,(E) +0J0

I

. (mn—o u+-q~ ”U"IJV(FI)IIHTJ",UH> (ll—x-;l +-q- lo_l lJ“(—{z)‘mlF lo_l
Eo(F) — €,(X) — v,

X Qalagig il oCoproratlOa) Onleppos 10,)

X <0nlcni'scp1"'ﬁ‘"+ﬁ'" o 10,) , 4.6)



208 C. B. CUDEN AND R. MOTA 21

‘and

1/2 7 dT I[(koul‘ —k"r2)+101 +742,]
Opn | BpigtuvBL0gn) =S~V j: ay<0dTidTre s

1t 1

N [<Il—~/+alalju(r2)|m p0>(mll—hll+—q'~lla_ |jv(?1)|[”f5 ”0'”>
SAeETY

711'2 Eﬂ(p)-e,,(k)+w0
(mu—-u_'_aou 0'”|./v(rl)l1”—'” n> (1'_."""6'0"‘_/“(1'2)'”1"' '

Eﬁ(p) —G,,(k) — Wy

x (O§|B g /3—~|05) Oalc, Cm'p'o’ nkSIO )

X <0"Icn?5cnt”_p'“‘k—]' " g IO,,) . (4.7)

By using Egs. (2.5) and (4.5), the anticommutation relations for a’s, 8’s, a’s, B’s, ¢’s and summing over the
possible spin configurations in Eqgs. (4.6) and (4.7), one finds only the following terms different from zero:

<0n|cm"|i"o-’cntl_<'n lou) = 5n,m'5i‘3~55. o

0, I"nkac "B o 104) =8, m" 08,0 s

Oal apglrgiCipmad|0a) =4 st pdogrigdpp (4.8)
(0a|‘¥ﬁ'+17"2'3' i 3| 0a) = Uy Vigdpigp Sy

Opl B sqC 1B EI08) = v Uy By Bosvs

8l Bpir 15 4gC 2515 F08) = U g Spugpsg B -

At this state we assume that the following approximations are valid:
(mB+aalj (D) |nPo) = mF+Q+Tclj,(D|nF+Qo) = (cFlj(Dnp), n=3, m=12, - (4.9)
&(P)=¢(P+0).

Then with Eqgs. (4.8), (4.9), (2.11), and (2.12), and after performing the summations in Egs. (4.6) and (4.7)
one obtains the following expression for the transiition matrix elements:

<Oan I a—p’-h—fty.va—' |0an> M (p' o, msaa) I ( p q ) (410)
(Opn| BygtuBL10gn) = MY, (5, wo, 03B 1(5,T) 4.11)
where

= _ o iRy T KT +ygzy 2]
M,’f,(p,wo,w,;a)=S l/Zf dl'ldl'ze o1 T2 0%17Ys%2
zlzz<0

xS (P 7 (T |nP) (nP |/, (FD)|cP) + (B 4, (F) |nP) (nB |/ (TD)|cP)
n=3 Eo(P) —€,(P) + o E.(P) — & (P) — o,

(4.12)

- _ I (¢ T r)+yz +y.z,]
MNv (P, wo, (0,',,3) =S l/2f dl'l dl'z onf1 N2 0“1 " ¥s*2
“ 24,2,<0

x [ <C5|j“(?2)|”§) ("a Ilv(?l)lcﬁ> (CB |./v(?l)|n6) (”ﬁl/p(?2)|c3>
n=3 Ep(-ﬁ)'_G,,(B)‘*‘wo Eﬁ(ﬁ)"én(ﬁ)"w:

4.13)
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and
1 €12(3)€12(B+6) +4g2
I(P,Q) =l e F VoV = —= 4.14)
p.q PP PP \/5 Eaﬁ(ﬁ)Eaﬂ(ﬁ.‘Fa)
is the usual coherence factor and the following abbreviations were introduced:
2(P) =€(F) —(F+Q) , E.p(F)=E.(P) —Eg(p) . (4.15)
Transitions @ a_p_Q 05,) — &' 5l 05,) and Bl 510g,) — B_p_Q 7105, lead to identical transition matrix ele-
ments given by Eqs. (4.10) and (4.11), respectively, i.e.,
-t
l (Oan ‘ a?ﬁtuva"‘loan> I I (Oan ‘ A 5 J-7 tuva—‘ﬁ‘—f)"Oan) l s (4.16)
=t
[ (Oﬁn IB—p'ﬁ'tuvﬂr,'loﬁn)l = | (05,,',8—'5'—6—?( tuvﬁ—?—ﬁ'mﬁn) | . 4.17)

With Egs. (4.1)—(4.3), (4.10), (4.11), (4.16), and (4.17) the scattering efficiency for the inelastic scattering of

light by the normal fluid one-particle excitations in antiferromagnetic chromium can be written in the form

1) de | L} d | 1| d | (4.18)
b0 |dodQ |, o |dodQ |y, ¢ |dwdQ |,
where
1| d*¢ 4w, cos?d, . e -
- = D (K, ) Dy (ki 05) MYy (B, wo, wg;0)
¢do |dodQ )y, Sw0C4C0500'ﬁ‘€A u%f Gouar P 00 I @7 Hu P o G
muy'n'E
x MY¢ (B, wo, w530) Tyin Tée€0ne0el? (5, G)
X[f(E(P)) —fEL(P+N8(0+E(P) —E(F+T)), (4.19)
and
1| 4% 4w, cos?0, — . = N o=
1 - oD, (Ky, @) Dy (Ky, 05) MY (B, wo, ws;
do [dmdﬂ ]NB S wyc cosy TeA u%f exurr D ) v o) o (- 0 0if)
”yu'y'n'E
X MY¢ (B, wo, @53 B) Tyn Tée€0neoel? (5, T)
X [f(Eg(P+Q) — f(Eg(F)]8(w + Eg(P+T) — Eg(PF)) . (4.20)

From Egs. (4.19) and (4.20) we see that the
scattering can occur only at 7 = 0°K.

The scattering processes which lead to the appear-
ance of coherence factors in Eqs. (4.10) and (4.11)
are shown schematically in Fig. 2. Figures 2(a) and
2(c) are the two configurations entering the wave
function for a state with quasiparticle in 15 1. Figures
2(b) and 2(d) are the two configurations which can
be connected to Figs. 2(a) and 2(c), respectively, by
a spin independent one-body operator. The arrows
indicate how Figs. 2(a)—2(b) and 2(c)—2(d) via in-
termediate interband states n, when electrons couple
to the electromagnetic field which does not flip the
electronic spin.

n
P+o4 O]R@ P4

2p+0¢ O O 2p+a+eu

!P+94‘@ @IP4‘

2P+Qv O&}‘D 2P+Q+2¢

w+er O O ipa
—

ZP'*levO O 2P+Q+2y
b

P+ 21‘@ ,G pa

4

4
ZP+O‘&® O 2Pp+Q+ov

d

FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the inelastic scatter-
ing of light in antiferromagnetic chromium by one-electron
and one-hole excitations in the temperature interval

Ty > T >0°K.
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V. SCATTERING OF LIGHT BY TWO-PARTICLE EXCITATIONS
The "magnetic" scattering cross section involves the breaking of bound-electron—hole pairs in triplet state and

the creation of pairs of quasiparticles with minimum excitaiton energy being 2g. One can distinguish the follow-
ing initial and final states, corresponding initial- and final-state excitation energies and thermal-weight rate factors:

(li)' |f>) = (loaﬁn)’ a—;m—fﬁ—:{'oaﬁn)) ’ (Io'p,,) _p..Q_q' p_aloc—,ﬁ,,)) B (51)
(ELE) =0,E.(F+T) —Eg(P)) , 0,E.(F+7) —Eg(P)), (5.2)
(Pi—P) = (Eg(F)) — fELF+TN], [F(EG(F)) — FIELFT+TN] (5.3)

0agn) =104} 106} 104} . 05 5,) =103)[05) [0,) .

In above equations the relations given by Eqgs. (2.7) and (2.8) were taken into account.
By using Egs. (3.3) and (3.10) the transition matrix el$ments for the inelastic scattering (i # f) corresponding
to the transitions |0ggs) — ek -BL|04g,) and |05 5,) —al, —Q—a‘B—p . 5105 5,) can be written

<Oaﬂn |ﬁ'ﬁ'a1fﬁr ty.vloaﬂn) =g £1'22<0 dTidTe

[ ([f—oy+q o lj,.(l’z)im =1 I) <mu~u Hljv(rl)l n—oll u
T
"-=]1,2

(K, kollrl —k"rz) +7021+y.'22]
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By using Egs. (2.5) and (4.5), the anticommutation relations for a’s, B’s, a’s, B’s, and ¢’s and summing over
the possible spin configurations in Eqs. (5.4) and (5.5), one finds only the following terms different from zero:
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With Egs. (4.9), (5.6), (2.11), and (2.12), and after performing the summations in Egs. (5.4) and (5.5), one
obtains the following expressions for the transition matrix elements:

<0aﬁnlﬁ—p‘a'p‘ﬂrtuv‘0aﬁn> =M2.lv(l—).: wg, Ws A, ﬁ)p(—ﬁ. -‘_]‘) , (57)
(03 §,,| B.—,y ey a_T)' - tp,vl°;§,,> = (Oaﬂnlﬁ'ﬁ'arﬁ-ﬁ‘ tuvloaﬁn> ’ (58)
where
_ iR 7, K ) +ygz +..2,) (P lju (T [nP) (nF |/ (T) | cP)
M, (5, wo, wg;aB) =S71/2 dTidTye  OFITWZTIONTR -
wr (P w0, 053 J;1"2<° 1en2 nz's —€,(P) + oy
+ (P (T)|nP) (nP |j.(T) | cP)
_en(.ﬁ) — W
(5.9)
and p (P, Q) is the coherence factor, given by
(5.9) " N 1 | €2(P) en(F+7q) +4¢2 v (5.10)
T) = Vll e — Ve o= —= |1 — — e .
pip.q 7Y P iy Eog(F)Eop(F+7) g

With Egs. (5.1)—(5.3), (5.7), and (5.8) the scattering efficiency for the inelastic scattering of light by the mag-
netic two-particle excitations in antiferromagnetic chromium cdn be written in the form

1| d*¢. | _ 4wscosd,
¢ |dwdQ |, Swoctcosby 3¢ A, BvaE
wvn'€

2 esp,esvDuu’(Ellr wJ)D:v' (E"r ws) Mﬁ,{n’ (Er g, W, B)

X M{,‘f; (ﬁ, wg, W, ﬂ) T.n'.,, T;;eo.,,eofpz(f)',‘q')

X [f(Eg(P)) — fEL(F+TNI8(0—E(F+T) +Eg(P)) . (5.11)

From Eq. (5.11) we see that the scattering is possi-
ble even at T =0°K since Eg(P) <O.

The scattering processes which lead to the appear-
ance of p coherence factor in Eq. (5.7) are shown
schematically in Fig. 3. Figures 3(a) and 3(b) are the
only two configurations which can be connected to
that in Fig. 3(c) by a spin-independent one-body
operator. The arrows indicate how Figs. 3(a) —3(c)

n
Ip+2e 0\7}) Pt

2p+ae & O 2p+0e0e
? peer @ Oipr
— .
2p+0v ® O zp+a+ev

Ip+24 @\ O et c
AY

2p+0y Ox}@ 2P+a+2¢
n
b

FIG. 3. Schematic representation of the inelastic scatter-
ing of light in antiferromagnetic chromium by one-electron
pair in triplet state in the temperature interval
Ty > T=0°K.

r
and 3(b)—3(c) via intermediate interband states n,
when electrons couple to the electromagnetic field
which does not flip the spin.

VI. TOTAL SCATTERING EFFICIENCY

Clearly, the total scattering efficiency is the sum

N
o |dwdQ
_ 11 d¢ +_l_ d*¢ +__1_ d¢ |
o |dwdQ |, ¢o|dewdQ |, ¢ |dedQ ]|,
6.1)

The normal-metal scattering efficiency can be ob-
tained simply by putting g =0 and substituting

Am —Afor T > Ty, and 4,, — A, for T < Ty in Eq.
(4.18). .

From Egs. (4.12), (4.13), and (5.9) it is clear that
the important intermediate states are the nonconduct-
ing states for which an energy denominator is small.

For further calculations one has to specify the
momentum dependence of band energies and matrix
elements. For simplicity, let us assume that near the
magnetic portion of Fermi surface with area 4,, over
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which the gap forms one can write approximately

~ V-&(p+Q
cr=a(®) -G+ =a@|1- 22O Gy
V—poil(P)
- Voe(F+Q)
«(P) +&(7+Q) = ¢(P) 1+“‘i11_9—“ =phe(P),
V—p.el(p)

where a and b represent some appropriate average value of the bracketed quantities.
If the energy band 1 is assumed parabolic, then for conditions of large momentum transfer, i.e.,
vr| | >> wo— w, one can replace the sum over momenta in Egs. (4.19), (4.20), and (5.11) according to

m2
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Es(P)E(P+7q)
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[E2 (F) — 482 2[E2 (5 +T) —4g2'2

With Egs. (2.7)—(2.9), (4.14), (5.10), and (6.2)—(6.4) one obtains
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(6.2)

(6.3)

6.4)

6.5

(6.6)
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1] 424 4w, cos?0, m:  Am - N - . -
— = _— dE, dE, + D, (ky, o (K,
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where In chromium b << a and one can write approxi-
. b mately
8a(x) =5x +=—(x2—4gH)'2 6.8)
P 2a 8a(Eup(P)) = gg(Eag(P)) =1 E4(F) . (6.13)
1 b - — = - = -
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a If the band structure and the incident frequency wg
' . . b, , i are such that the matrix elements given by Eqgs.
Fu(xy) =5y +5x +E(Y —4g?) (4.12), (4.13), and (5.9) could be assumed constant
then, by using Eqgs. (6.12)—(6.15), the integration
_ L(x2 —4g)12 6.12) over one energy variable in Egs. (6.5)—(6.7) can be
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It is convenient to relate the scattering efficiency of the antiferromagnetic chromium to that in the normal me-

tal.

For Mj, = M,’:’:’ =M ,’)’,{’ = M,’K,"ﬁ = M the relative total scattering efficiency becomes

(ﬁm [(dqu/dwdﬂ),, +(d2¢/dwdQ)N+(d2¢/dwdQ)M]T<TN

DPm [(d2¢/dwdﬂ),,]r>rN
U+ In+1y)r < Ty
, for w=2g,
(In)T> TN
U+ r<r,
—_—, forw<2g,
(In)T> TN
where
UDrsr,=J. dEUE) ~fl0+E), (6.20)
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(E?-g)' (o —E)2 — g2’
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and
A=A,+A, .

The integrals Iy and /), can be solved numerically
only.
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FIG. 4. Frequency dependence of relative scattering effi-
ciency for antiferromagnetic chromium at 7 =0°K.

(6.19)

For T=0°K Eq. (6.19) can be written in terms of

complete eliptic integrals as

Pm
@

An 2g+o 28 —w _ﬁlﬂ[{ 28—w

A ® 28 tw A 2gtow |’
- for w=2g ,

0, forw<22g. » (6.24)

The relative scattering efficiency at T =0°K for the
case of chromium (2g =3.5kz Ty, Ty =312°K,
Am/A =0.5) is shown in Fig. 4.

VII. DISCUSSION

The scattering efficiency obtained for the inelastic
scattering of light in antiferromagnetic chromium
shows no divergence at the threshold energy equal to
twice the antiferromagnetic energy gap and exhibits
completely different frequency dependence to that
found in Ref. 21. This is the consequence of proper-
ly treating the coherence effects in our calculation.

In conclusion, let us mention the approximations
made in our calculation and the mechanisms which
could affect the frequency and temperature depen-
dence of the scattering efficiency. ’

The effective interaction and the energy gap are as-
sumed constant over the magnetic part of the Fermi
surface. Further, we assumed, that in chromium,
there is a good matching of electron-hole pockets.

Interactions between the quasiparticles created in
the scattering are ignored.

Smearing of the Fermi surface and the depairing of
bound-electron—hole pairs by random fluctuating
electric fields, caused by the electron-phonon interac-
tion, is neglected.

In the present calculation of the scattering efficien-
cy the model Hamiltonian that leads to the second-
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order phase transition is used. As is well known,
chromium exhibits first-order phase transition and
therefore one cannot rely on the results of our calcu-
lation in the temperature region close to the critical
temperature, Ty.
The calculation of the scattering efficiency based
on the more realistic band model of chromium is in
- progress.
Finally, let us point out that by using the Raman-
scattering technique one can estimate 4,,/4 and ob-

tain a better value for the order parameter than by
other indirect methods.
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