PHYSICAL REVIEW B

VOLUME 24, NUMBER 8

15 OCTOBER 1981

Additivity of relaxation times and thermal conductivity of nonmetals

Anil Kumar

Department of Physics, University of Allahabad, Allahabad, India
(Received 1 February 1979; revised manuscript received 23 July 1980)

The additivity of the inverse of the relaxation times as assumed by Callaway is observed to be valid to lowest
approximation; otherwise, interference terms like Mattheissen’s deviation term should be considered. It is also
observed that the phonon-scattering processes due to lattice defects and chemical impurities can be included in an
approximation with the phonon boundary scattering to analyze the phonon conductivity results at low

temperatures.

I. INTRODUCTION

Any deviation from the perfection of crys-
tal leads! to a reduction in the phonon conductiv-
ity. By a perfect crystal we mean an harmonic
crystal whose elementary excitations (phonons?)
contribute to heat transport. Peierls® has
shown that for an infinite and perfect crystal, the
thermal resistance decreases very rapidly with a
decrease in temperature. For a finite crystal,
there is a temperature below which the free path
of elastic waves becomes comparable to the di-
mension of the crystal. In this situation, the
phonon gets scattered by the boundary of the crys-
tal, reducing the thermal conductivity to a finite
value. In these temperature limits, the tempera-
ture dependence of the transferred heat mainly de-
pends upon the temperature dependence of the
phonon heat capacity, whereas the interaction be-
tween elastic waves can be neglected. Casimir?
has calculated the free path of phonons as

1=C,/L, (1)

where C, is the phonon velocity with A as polariza-
tion index and L is known as Casimir length de-
pending upon the dimension of the crystal. The
very presence of temperature dependence® intro-
duces deviationlike anharmonicity and nonadiaba-
tic approximation resulting in phonon-phonon in-
teractions and electron-phonon interactions.  This
endows the bare phonon with a certain lifetime

and phonon width. Thermal conductivity analysis
shows that at low temperatures the majority of
phonons are hardly limited by phonon-phonon
scattering, but as the temperature increases

it dominates over the phonon boundary scat-
tering. The relaxation times for the different
phonon-scattering processes® other than phonon
boundary scattering are always defined in terms
of a transition probability between different states.
Herring’ has therefore analyzed the justification
for combining the phonon boundary scattering with
other phonon scattering processes to calculate

the phonon conductivity and suggested that the
phonon conductivity can be expressed as

= kaB 2 2
K(T)= (const)y, + s 7(q)q%dq cos®0dS ,

(2)

where 0 is the angle between the phonon group velocity
and the phonon wave vector . The constant term,
which is a function of temperature, corresponds

to the phonon conductivity contribution due to size
dependence and the integral term combines the
contribution due to other phonon scattering proces-
ses. Callaway® has very successfully calculated
the phonon conductivity at low temperatures by

1 “p n2wd
= — —qx
K()=5; fo T(@p) e
eMar/tB T

X @t 1t (3)

where w,, is the phonon frequency. Callaway has,
however, assumed (1) the Debye phonon spectrum,
(2) no distinction between phonon polarization, and
(3) additivity of inverse of the relaxation times.
Considering the additivity law, one can define

T (W) =T+ TF(WR)+ T5(wg,) - )

Knowing that the different phonon scattering
processes except boundary scattering depend
upon the transition probabilities, we can express
the combined relaxation time as?

T;I(wa)=%+ ZT‘-]‘((.O“) . (4’)

Substituting Eq. (4’) into Eq. (3), we find that the
Callaway expression reduces to Herring’s expres-
sion. Casimir has shown that, neglecting phonon-
phonon interactions, the combined relaxation time
at,very low temperature is the first term of Eq.
(4’). Many corrections!®?* have been suggested to
improve Callaway’s approximation by considering
the real situation. These have resulted in the con-
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sideration of nonlinear phonon dispersion rela-
tions and consideration of separate contributions
of longitudinal and transverse phonons to the
phonon conductivity. No calculations have been
made to study the validity of the additivity of the
inverse of the relaxation times as assumed by
Callaway. If one attempts to calculate the phonon
Boltzmann equation with the boundary conditions
applicable to the real situation, the calculations can
be done at very low temperatures where phonon-
phonon interactions can be neglected, as done by
Kazakov and Nageav'® and Erdos.!® In another
calculation, Kazakov and Nageav!’ have consid-
ered the partial reflections at the boundary of the
crystal. This results in a parameter F connected
with the relaxation time of phonon boundary scat-
tering as

-1_

Ty —ﬁ . (5)
The parameter F is a measure of acoustic mis-
match and has previously been used by Holland!®
and Bhanadari and Verma.!® These calculations
are valid for a single crystallite. Recently there
were results which gave evidence of the in-
terface thermal resistance known as Kapitza re-
sistance. We have not considered the effect of
this Kapitza resistance!® in our calculations.

Phonon spectroscopy (phonon conductivity) has
now been widely used to study the effect of the
presence of impurity and lattice defects in the
crystal.! The reduction in the phonon conductivity
is sometimes followed by indentations or dips in
the phonon conductivity curves. Maradudin there-
fore calculated the phonon conductivity®® of an
isotopically disordered lattice by a more powerful
approach suggested by Kubo.?! Recently we
have extended previous calculations®® to calculate
the phonon conductivity of anharmonic crystals
containing impurities.?® Kubo’s approach, how-
ever, neglects the phonon boundary scattering
which can be combined as shown by Eq. (4').

In the present work, we generalize the previous
calculations by including the electron-phonon in-

teraction, which is very important in semiconduc-
tors and metals. The calculations show that (1)
the additivity of the inverse of the relaxation times
is valid to a lowest approximation and (2) the re-
laxation time due to different phonon scattering
processes due to lattice defects and chemical im-
purities can be combined with the phonon boundary
scattering relaxation time as an approximation.
We therefore modify our previous results?# 25 of
low -temperature thermal conductivity of »-Ge
considering the fact that the phonon frequency is
changed due to interactions by lattice defects and
chemical impurities with phonons. We observe
that the deviation between theory and experiment
obtained previously can be explained by consider
ing the interference term.

II. KUBO’S RELATION AND GREEN’S FUNCTIONS

Kubo’s formula for calculating the phonon con-
ductivity® can be written as

K(T)= hm-@-?-f dte

€—>0+

x f ds(Q(0)Q (t+ilis)y, (6)

where B= (kg T)™, kg is the Boltzmann factor,

is the volume of the crystal, s is the parameter in
(energy)™ units with # being the universal Planck
(reduced) constant. Q(¢) is defined as phonon flux
operator and within harmonic approximation; it
can be written as

QUF;”“’&NMW% , ‘ (M

where wg, is the phonon frequency with wave vec-
tor 4 and polarization index X. V'a is the phonon
group velocity and Ny, is the phonon density opera-
tor and is written as

t
Ny =apag - (8)

Substituting Eqs. (7) and (8) into Eq. (6), we ob-
tain the thermal conductivity

K(T)=1lim —— kBB ZZ' wy “"'Avax"a'x'f dte” ”f ds{ak 2(0)ag, (0 )a;,t(t+ih‘s)am(t+ ins)). 9)

e—>0+ @ g

The correlation function can be calculated by several techniques. Zubarev’s double-time Green’s func-
tions?® are, however, widely used to calculate the thermodynamic properties of the crystals. The corre-
lation functions are related to the corresponding Green’s functions as

(e Oty = [ o e-sor (@ ) = Gaarel0 ~i0)] (10)

e-Bﬂw -1

However, the correlation function in Eq. (9) can be simplified by using the following simple decoupling

scheme:
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(am(O)ah(O)ah(H ihis ag, (¢ + s )y = (ak, (0)ag, (¢ + s )) {ag, (0)al, (¢ + i75s)) . (11)
In Eq. (10), we define the Green’s functions
Garaere ()= (g ()] afone (00)) = =10 (X [aga (1), @y (O)]) . (12)

The solution of the Green’s function can be obtained by writing down the equation of motion of the Green’s
function as

w((aa,‘(t)raa X'(0)>>w o ([am,aal,‘:] >+ <<ﬁ[a l(t) H(t)] a}w (0)>> . (13)

Here H is the Hamiltonian of the system. The generalized Hamiltonian can be expressed as

_Z fwg, A(aﬂhaﬂh"' 2 )+ ;. ﬁV(a)(qlquz}‘z’aa)‘ ) 3 *1A3212A337¢3
414243

A A
112 3

+ Z BV (G,2,,80,, 525, G A4 1A3212A6313A84A4—§ C (q,)y,q:22)Bg ) Bap,
132

§,3,353,
AR, LU
T A
. Z:E,,C‘;C,,+§ FCLCi qlap+a's), (14)
£ P

where ag, and a;x are the phonon annihilation and creation operators, respectiveiy, with phonon wave vec-
tor ¢ and polarization index A, and obey the following commutation relations:

M t ot S
[agr, agne] = 03a:00ws [aga,agen] = 0=[ag,, a3 - (15)
We also substitute
A=Aty =(ap+aly), Bu=-Bly=(@lgy -ay), (16)
obeying the commutation relations
[‘431 ,Aall: ]_= 0, [Aah,Ba:x]_= - 266 a'él)f . ! (17)

The different coupling coefficients are expressed as

rv2 - =
3) = by
14 (ql nqz g, dghs)= 6(2)3’2N1’2(wq o ©pn, ¢3)_3)1/2 ¢(a, 1’qz>‘z,q§7‘3)A(q1+q2+q3)’ (18)
. w. xoox nY2
V(4)(q1)\1,qahzyqaxayq‘l)‘q): 7z ¢(t11 19G22 25 q3Na 5G40y )A(q1+Qz+qa+Q4) (19)
96‘N(w DaprgYagrg ‘147‘4)
N
Clgi\y, g )—LI_M_‘Z(w w, , V2@, .8 )Zfei(apaz)-ﬁ(n_ieual*az)»ﬁm (20)
d1M1,92"2 To0 2N ag Tane I, - - ’
with
1 1- MM’
Eifw—Ml’ WMo (1)

Here M and M’ are the masses of host and impurity atoms, respectively. The electron-phonon coupling
coefficient F, is defined as

F,=F(w, /. (22)

F is the coupling constant depending upon the electron-phonon matrlx elements. C; and CE are the electron
annihilationand creation operators, respectively, with wave vector K and energy E,=k%/2m — £. m is the
electron mass and £ is the chemical potential.

Substituting Eq. (14) into Eq. (13), the equation of motion for the Green’s function Gg,z.(w) is written as
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1 > . = t
""Gaxa'z‘(w)='2753 gOw+3 )‘za:z)t V(3)(“qx’q17\1:q2>‘z)<(A3111A32’-2| agee N
419242

+4 E V(‘”(-‘P\,iﬁ&5527\2,53%)((:43‘, Aﬁzleﬁsks I a;‘;,'»w

230,832 t

2 Y C(80, G0 (Ban. | aho)ut 0oy | B+ 2 Fol(ChCrug| al

* LY A, G0 ) (B, | agee))a+ Wallan | agoe e+ T TR t+2] %) - : (23)
11

Similarly we can obtain the equations of motion for the Green’s function, ((a'.ax|a}-,,)>w, as

w{(aly, | a;'l’»w == “((at ol a;'x'»w '; Fq«CECB 1| a;'x'»w

-3 Z V(3)(‘117‘1,qz7\2:“17‘)«Aq1>.1Aqghzla:'x'»w

419225

-4 Z V(‘”(q;kpqzxz’qsxay _qx) «Aqlxlqu)‘qua).slaz'k'»w
93929302243

+2 25 Clahy, =gV By |ahne), - (24)

ary

Equations (23) and (24) can be simplified only after writing the equation of motion of higher-electron
Green’s functions as written below:

W((CLC e | @t V= (Brug —E)(CLC b | @l )

+ Zl Fc1(<<ckck'a1+qulllla:'x’»w "((CkwlckwAalhlla:'x'»w) . (25)
Nt

We can decouple higher phonon and electron Green’s functions by using the simple decoupling scheme

1
<(A4111Aq2x2| By )= %F(ﬂhhvh)‘z’ w) ; VO (=gy Ay, =g225,q0) (e, | @y Mo 5 (26)
q
with
: Waprg + Waorp Wagry = Wano
Flgy)y,q20, @)= 6N, , +N, ;) +6(N,, =N,,)
1154202 ap TN G (w¢111+ qulz)z ar, “HNap )z (wall — quxz)z
w w
+6(N,x+N' ) 'z 2T 2 2
T TR w —(wax1+ quhz) w —(w%,tl —qu,.z)
<<AqxllA¢212Aq313 l az m:))w = qux2<<a¢111 r az lr))w ’ (27)
and
«c'kck-u'dA”l)‘:, [ a:')-'»"’:’ 6“1<n"> <<A°17‘1|a¢‘;'h'>)w ’ ‘ (28)
((Chaa CaraAap, | Tgne))a= 5q¢1<”m>«Aa1x1| B - ' (29)
Here we set:
Naa =<A“AI">’ N“z"z = <Azz7¢zB‘1212>’ N¢,1’~1 = <B“17‘1Azx"1> ’ 30)

After decoupling higher-order Green’s functions and doing simple mathematics, we find that

1 Ny = Npag
(w = Wa —Mqh)«aulaz’x'»w =§;6qa'5n'+; ’Fa 12 W :Eh"' Ekm «Aeh | atq'x'»w

+2° 2 Clahy, =N (g, | @)y = (@l g n, | alogdba) G

iy
and
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(W+ W+ My, ) (al oy | o)) = _; |7, |2M&ﬂ-,—m (Aa]at e

w~E,+E
+2 20 Clapry, =aA)((ay o |l o) =@y 1. | @) 2
& d1M> =4 agry | T2/ 0 ~q111| e w! s (32)
1™
where
Mp=3 2 |V(3 (@2, 2,—q7\)|2F(q1 uqz)‘z’w)"'lzz Ve (321,922 2,q5 5, =gMN, ahy (33)
GaAr, Ay
and
ny=(CiCp. (34)

Comparing Egs. (31) and (32), we get

(@ = wgn = Mo Xapn lala M =50, e 2 IF P (e,

+(w+wq)\+Mq>\)<(a-q>\|aq:p))w. (35)
Setting

Ny —Npiq
w-E,+E,..’°

qu=wq>\+Mq>\+22 qulz
k

G (w)=anlalin N, =G P(w), (36)
G Mw)=al nlafn N, = G P(w),
Eq. (35) reduces to the form

(w—qu)Gq);))'(w)=2— ,6M,+(w+9q)\)G-“ (w). ‘ (35%)

Equations (31) and (32) can be rewritten as

, 1 Ny — N, Y
(w=-w RGNS (w)=§1-r BaqOrnr+ zk: IFGIZZ:E.EF%L_ G.).‘:‘q,(w)+22 C(g,A,, —qh)[ L (W)= G2y, (w)]

o
(31')
r _n
(@40 WICNw)= - 2 [F 22— 6 ()42 2 Clann, =aNIGry (@) = Gjpte)], (32)
k 411 1
with

(1 2 Me=Mrtqg

qx—< Car+Mor+ zlz: IFUI w—Ek'*'Ek-W). (37)

Substituting Eq. (35’) into Eq. (31’), we get

-n

(oD 2. ktq (2)
w=-w, G w 6 a0+ F G w
( )\) ( ) AN Zl I Ek Ek+q ( )

-, 1 Beq0x0r
- (1) _____1_1 (1) Vag’IAN"
+2EC(q1 My qn(c (@)= S 6 ) vy g )

o a3

1 C(g\,, —q) Clary, =qN) —qx) (0 N = N+
= ’ ’ F 24 2
57 OaaOanr+ =R +4 Z,; +2,5,) 1,6 (w)+zk: |F,| w—Ek+Ek+qG (w).

(38)

Similarly we obtain

Clg’'), —g)) ClgNy, —g) -
(1) a(2) ==, =42 2 : (1) _2: 2__ My = Npy
(w+w )G ( ) 1r(w+ﬂq>\) & w+9 ql-)‘lG (U)) - IFql wp _Ek+Ek+q G(l)(w)- (39)
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The value of G*(w) from Eq. (39) can be substituted into Eq. (38) to get

C(q'>t -q)) +Z|F12 My = grg  Clg’N, —g)

1
-y 1)) () = , PRI\ A .- Al
(w wq)\)G (CU) P éqq 6)\>\ w+ﬂ 1)\/ w —Ek+Ek+q 1r(w+Qq: A

Clg\y, = gr - A, = gA
va Y S q)nqlhcu’(w)wzk:\pqlz mthie 5 Clady Xq)nqlxlam(w)
1

agny w+9q1)\1 w=E,+Eg,, an 9T
(nk"nk+ )(n)z'—nk' )
— F 4 q tq (1) . 40
é.: |7, (W+Q)(W=E,+E,, )(w=E, +E,.,) G (w) (40)
To simplify Eq. (40), we neglect the last term and we can express Eq. (40) as
Clgn,, —gr
(w - w(l))G(l)(w)___G O FA, +4Z " ((?H-Q qN) quxl(;;l)(w)’ . (407)
ary 4
where
Clg')', —gqn) ( 2 T =My
=y = T2 T = 1).
A =Y, (@ + Q00 8 zk: |F,| @—E,+E,,, + | (41)

Iterating Eq. (40’), we get

1Ay
(w - w“x’)G‘”(w)=—1~6 15)‘;\:+A('1)>" 2YC (g, = qMQqn +4Z YC gy, q)\)A?u S2a;30q
a
q

o -+, " & (w-owl} )(w+9 )

¥ Clg\, =gNC(gA =)
+16 Q Q G‘“(w) ‘M)l 1711 2012 Foeoo, (42)
arhiagh, LTSl P (w +Qq N Ww - w;”)\ )(w&»qu)\z)

To terminate the series, we find a suitable substitution such as g,A,=gx. We get the solution of the

Green’s function as

AN - (1/271')54”’5)\)»'
anl (w) w—wéli\)_zq)\, (43)
where .
5,=16 3 ClgM, = gNC(gA, = g2 2Qay 9, - (44)

@+ ) w+Q, ) )w -0 )

a3 M 1

We neglect other correction terms; we can now explicitly write
WP +Z =2 FiT,(w), (45)

where Aqx(w) and I‘qx(w) are the phonon widths and phonon lifetimes which result due to different phonon
scattering processes in the presence of lattice defects and chemical impurities. One can show that

_ 1 Qaq10g 1 1
Aax(w)—IGquP(erqu)zw(l Ry, V(ql)\” e (g, qﬂJ[P(w w‘l)\l)-P(w+quh)]

a; A
16 E S2q10 (1)
167,000+ 2,) 2o Ty g ——Cla, ~NC (=g, Bl 0} ) - 0w+, )], (46)
a1 1 ql )\1
[ 7TRN
qu(w)= 167Q Z —(-1-7-3:—91——C(q1)\1, = g\)C(=qy2y, gN)
“9%M "1 Ay

1 1
x{é(w+9q>\)[P(w ‘wéi’n)—P(‘*"“Qalxl)]

+P(w +]S.2q)\>[6(w B w;i))‘l) = Olw+ Q“I)\l)]} ' 7
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Using the Green’s functions expressed by Eq. (43), we can obtain the correlation function by Eq. (10).
Substituting Eq. (10) into Eq. (9), the thermal conductivity can be obtained as

. inkgB o
K(T)=llm 30 Z wq)\wa )\l )\'Vql PG
€>0+ ara’ N

xJ’f dwaxldquxz

eﬂ’“"qlll - eshquxz

X —5m & -
(BM@a1ry — 1)(eBM9azrz — 1)(@q 0, = @up gy = Wopn, = 7€)
x [G} ,(w+ i€) - G"x*,(w - ze)][G‘2‘,(w+ i€) - Gﬁ?’.(w -i€)]. (48)
Following Deo and Behra, Eq. (48) can be further simplified by interchanging Wqyn, With w, . and using
the identity
[(walxl - qu)\z - ie)-l - (wa)‘l - qukz + ié)—l] = 277i6(wa)\1 - qu)\z) . (49)

Finally we get

n’ I (w)
._H__z)\: wq)\vqxf dw( Bhw ) {[wz_eq)\(w)]2+ri)‘(w)}2y (50)

where
W A (W) =€, (w) . (51)

Considering the small values of T',,(w), the integrand is peaked around the value w =€, (w), the thermal
conductivity is then approximated as

2k Bheqk ( 1 )
..__B_
Z)\ wq)\vq)\( Bheq)\ 1)2 21—.0)\ (w) . (52)
If we assume that

Tq)\((-l))zl/zrq)\(w)y (53)

the thermal conductivity K(T) can be reexpressed as

Bﬁe
K(r)=2 E WiAVir ﬁ T lw), (54)
2N
which is the same as that obtained previously by solving the phonon Boltzmann equation (Callaway).

III. RELAXATION TIMES

Equation (53) clearly shows that the thermal conductivity depends upon the relaxation time, which is
nothing but the measure of the phonon lifetime as given by

2T, (w)=T3(w). (53")
From Eq. (45) we observe that I',(w) is the imaginary part of wq‘i’+ Z, and the phonon frequency is finally
changed to (w W +Aw,,). We now calculate the shift in the phonon frequency Aw,, and the phonon lifetime
from the self-energy =4’ as

a3 =IE+ IR+ 2

Clgi\, —qR)C (=q1)y, qk)ﬂﬂﬂqm
(W+ Qg )W+ Qq N Ww = w‘lx1

=Mu+Zqu|2M“—+ 16 3 i, (55)
13

w=E+E ay

To the lowest approximation, i.e., =1, if we assume that

anh anh
M 2= A2 ;1,1"“ y

ngw E+E = A%F T

imp = Atmog jTimo (56)
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we find that
DG = (AP+ A+ AlR?)7 (D4 T+ ). (57)

A::", Aﬁ{, I‘:;", and I'? have been previously calculated by many workers; therefore we calculate the
phonon width and phonon lifetime in the presence of other phonon scattering processes such as electron-
phonon interaction and anharmonic interactions. Equation (46) gives the value of the phonon broadening

depending upon the changed frequency &, or w&’ and lifetime can be calculated from Eq. (47). However,

for simplicity we consider (w{}’~,,)

m V . 1 :
F:lp= 81'!9“@ fsmG dede |C(—q)x,ql)\1)|2qqu1P(—-————w+ Qq))é(w —9‘11‘1) , (58)

where 6 and ¢ measure the direction of ﬁl with
respect to . After doing the integration, we find
that

w1 (M ,
I‘:hv=m<—;"-> FQ =),

=A(l+a)'wl, , (59)
where
-1 (Mo
A—24NWC§< W ) A=,

(60)
€a=wn(l+a).

Here a is a constant which depends upon the an-
harmonic constants and electron-phonon interac-
tion constants. Comparing Eqs. (45) and (57), we
find that the total lifetime is

TR =Tar+TR+To” - (61)
Equation (61) can be reexpressed in terms of the
relaxation times as

(T = () + (r e + (1) (61")

It is thus observed that the inverse of the relax-
ation times should be added to get the effective
relaxation time —this is nothing but what had been
assumed by Callaway before. However, there is

one important difference in not finding the addition"

of the inverse of the relaxation time for the phonon
boundary processes. It should be noted that this
difference is completely artificial and results
simply because heat transfer across the crystal
boundary was not included in the formulation of
the problem in our treatment. We can partially
consider the effect of the finite size by using it as

- boundary conditions to calculate the phonon Boltz-
mann equations as done previously by Erdos,
Kazakov and Negeav, and Kumar and Joshi. If we
do not assume y= 1, we find that in our calcula-
tions we must consider the interference terms
such as Mattheissen’s deviation term.

IV. MODIFIED CALCULATIONS OF KUMAR AND
JOSHI (REF. 23)

Previously Kumar and Joshi have extended the
calculations by Kazakov and Nageav to calculate
the phonon conductivity of n-Ge at temperatures
between 0.5 and 4.2 K. A deviation was observed
between experimental and theoretical results
above 2 K, which was supposed to be due to the
neglect of phonon-phonon interactions. We, in the
present calculations, find that the phonon fre-
quency becomes modified due to other scattering
processes, such as electron-phonon interaction
and phonon-phonon interaction. Within the as-
sumption of the validity of Kazakov and Nageav’s
calculations, we can recalculate these results by
considering the modified relaxation time for mass
difference scattering as

(T imp =A(1 +a) iy .

Following Kumar and Joshi, we get the phonon
conductivity as

k() =Ko 140 +a)4ci(ki)4ﬁ], (62)

AN
where
k ksT\ L

Y L - B =
KO(T) 3<2ﬂzc)\)( ﬁ > C)\ 91’

o 3

x°dx

g =f ——=6.5,
1 o ex__l (63)

o 7
5[ XdX 7 9x10%.
o € -1

In previous calculations by the author and Joshi,
Eq. (62) had been used with a=0 to analyze the
phonon conductivity of a sample of Ge. A devia-
tion has been observed between theoretical and
experimental results above 2 K, which is now to
be analyzed. Using Eq. (62) we have calculated
the phonon conductivity for Ge for a=0, whose ex-
perimental data has been given by Bird and Pearl-
mann.?” Now we take ¢=0.2 in Eq. (62) and find
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FIG. 1. Phonon conductivity versus temperature curve
for Ge with N,,=5.4x10'% cm™3 (see Ref. 19). Solid line
stands for @ =0, and dotted line represents a =0.2.

that the agreement between theory and experiment
is very good. This suggests that the deviation

was due to the interference of the other scattering
processes and hence it is advisable to consider the

interference term a for more accurate calcula-
tions. Figure 1 shows the agreement between the
theoretical calculations and the experimental data.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We find that the additivity of the inverse of the
relaxation times is valid to a lowest approxima-
tion; otherwise, we must consider an interference
term such as Mattheissen’s deviation term. It is
also observed that one can partially consider the
effect of finite size of the crystal through the
boundary conditions while calculating the phonon
Boltzmann equations as done by Kumar and Joshi
instead of adding it to obtain the total relaxation
time as done by Callaway.
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