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We discuss the nonlinear behavior of a random composite material in which current density and
electric field are related by J=0E+a | E | 2E, with o and a position dependent. To first order in the
nonlinear coefficient a, the effective nonlinear conductivity of the composite material is shown to be
expressible as a, =(a | E|*) /E{, where E| is the magnitude of the applied field, the angular brack-
ets denote a volume average, and E is the electric field in the linear limit (@ =0). To the same order,
the coefficient a, is also shown to be related to the mean-square conductivity fluctuation in an analo-
gous problem in which the composite is linear but the conductivity fluctuates: The connection is
Aa, = V(80 )%, where V is the volume, 8a,,, is the rms conductivity fluctuation, and A is a con-
stant with dimensions of energy. In the low-concentration regime (p << 1, where p is the concentra-
tion of nonlinear material), an expression for a, is derived which is exact to first order in p. The ra-
tio a, /0! (where o, is the conductivity of the composite) is shown to diverge near the percolation
threshold for both a metal-insulator composite and a normal-metal-perfect-conductor composite;
the power law characterizing the divergence is estimated. The results are generalized to nonlinear
dielectric response at finite frequencies. At low concentrations, the cubic nonlinear dielectric sus-
ceptibility is found to be X, =pX; | 3¢, /(€; +2€,) | *[3€, /(€; +2¢,)]? (plus terms of higher order in
X;), where p is the volume fraction of inclusion, €; and €, are the dielectric constants of the non-
linear inclusion and of the host, and X; is the nonlinear electric susceptibility of the inclusion. This
expression becomes very large near a Maxwell-Garnett resonance, in analogy with similar local-field
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effects in surface-enhanced Raman scattering.

I. INTRODUCTION

There are many electrical-transport phenomena in
solids in which the current density is not linear in the ap-
plied electric field. At zero frequency, such nonlinearities
play a role in such diverse effects as dielectric breakdown,
the burning out of fuses, and the field dependence seen in
hopping conductivity in heavily doped semiconductors.
At finite frequencies, the nonlinear dependence of dis-
placement current on electric field in some materials is
the basis of nonlinear optical phenomena.

In this paper we consider some aspects of nonlinear be-
havior in granular materials and other composites. Non-
linearities may be enhanced in such materials, particular-
ly near a so-called percolation threshold at which one
component of the composite just forms an infinite con-
nected path. Recent measurements and calculations have
estimated the enhancement of these nonlinearities in
metal-insulator composites.! ~!2 At finite frequency, little
work has been carried out near the percolation threshold.
Some evidence, such as measurements on CdS “quantum
dots” and related materials'® embedded in an insulating
host, suggests that dilute suspensions of small particles
may have enhanced nonlinear susceptibilities at special
frequencies.

Our particular goal in this paper is to derive several
general results applicable to cubic nonlinearities. These
are the leading nonlinear terms in homogeneous materials
with inversions symmetry. We derive a general expres-
sion for the effective cubic susceptibility of a composite
material, in terms of the electric field distribution in the
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related linear material. This expression is exact through
first order in the nonlinear susceptibility. We also prove
an interesting connection between the effective nonlinear
susceptibility and the mean-square resistance fluctuations
in a related linear material. Such a connection has previ-
ously been proven by Aharony'* for a special case, but
our result is considerably more general. Finally, we use
our general formulation to obtain an exact expression for
the nonlinear susceptibility at small concentrations of im-
purities, once again through first order in the nonlinear
susceptibilities of the constituents.

Granular materials are of interest because they may
have large nonlinear susceptibilities at zero or at finite
frequencies. We briefly consider two circumstances in
which this may occur: near a percolation threshold, and
at frequencies near the ‘“Maxwell-Garnett” or surface-
plasmon resonance. We analyze these cases using exact
inequalities, previous results from the study of conduc-
tivity fluctuations in granular matter, and a low-
concentration approximation.

The remainder of this paper describes these results in
more detail. In Sec. II we present exact results for the
cubic nonlinear susceptibilities of granular systems.
Several specific examples are then discussed in Sec. III.
A brief discussion follows in Sec. IV.

II. FORMALISM

We wish to calculate the effective linear and nonlinear
susceptibilities of a medium which is both inhomogene-
ous and nonlinear. The goal is to know the nonlinear sus-
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ceptibility of the composite material, given the linear and
nonlinear susceptibilities of the host and the inclusions.
In this section we will prove several general results about
these nonlinear susceptibilities.

We consider the case of nonlinear conductor at zero
frequency. This example will serve as a paradigm for
nonlinear susceptibilities of all kinds. We assume that
the current density J is related to the local electric field E
by the nonlinear equation

J(x)=0(x)E(x)+a(x) | E(x) | *E(x) , (2.1)

where o(x) and a(x) are the linear and nonlinear conduc-
tivities of the medium. Since the medium is inhomogene-
ous as well as nonlinear, both o and a depend on posi-
tion. In writing Eq. (2.1) we have assumed that all com-
ponents in the inhomogeneous medium have inversion
symmetry. This implies that the leading nonlinear term
is of third order in the electric field.

Equation (2.1) must be supplemented by the usual elec-
trostatic equations, namely

vV-J=0,
VXE=0,

(2.2)
(2.3)

and appropriate boundary conditions (specified below).
The set of equations (2.1)-(2.3), plus the boundary condi-
tions, constitute a boundary-value problem for J and E
which can be solved, in principle, given the geometry of
the inhomogeneous medium. Equation (2.3) implies that
the electric field can be expressed as the gradient of a po-
tential,

E=_V¢. 2.4)

Note that Egs. (2.2)-(2.4) are applicable not only to in-
homogeneous conductors, but also to other nonlinear
problems described by formally identical equations. An
important example is a nonlinear dielectric, in which the
electric displacement D is the divergence-free field, relat-
ed to E by a linear dielectric constant and a nonlinear
susceptibility. This case is discussed further below.

It is convenient to choose boundary conditions such
that the inhomogeneous conductor is represented as a re-
gion of volume ¥, surrounded by surface S. The bound-
ary condition is

¢=—Eyx on S, (2.5)

which, if the medium within ¥V were uniform, would give
rise to a uniform electric field E; everywhere within V.
Even in an inhomogeneous conductor, with these bound-
ary conditions, the space-averaged electric field within V
still equals E:

(E)=V"! [E(x)d’x =E, . 2.6)

The effective transport coefficients of the composite
can be defined in several ways. For example, the space-
averaged current density, (J), is related to the space-
averaged electric field, (E) (=E,), by a nonlinear equa-
tion of the form

(J)=0,Ey+a, |Ey|2E, . 2.7)
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The coefficients o, and a, in (2.7) may be defined as the
effective linear and nonlinear conductivities of the com-
posite medium. Another possible definition is to relate
the total power dissipated, W = [ J-Ed’x, to the effective
coefficients by the equation

W= [JEd*x=V(o,|E|*+a, |E|". (238
It is shown in the Appendix that definitions (2.7) and (2.8)
are equivalent. We may thus choose whichever is the
more convenient for any given calculation.

We next prove an important exact connection between
the effective nonlinear conductivity a, and resistance
fluctuations in a linear composite. The latter quantity
has been discussed extensively in a number of experimen-
tal and theoretical papers.>~2*> A connection between
noise and the fourth moment of the current distribution
has been drawn,?® but the connection to nonlinearity has
not yet been made explicitly, except in a particular lattice
model.!* The proof to be presented here is quite general,
independent of the details of the composite morphology.
The identification is exact, however, only to first order in
the nonlinear conductivity a(x).

The proof is most easily accomplished starting from
definition (2.8) for the effective transport coefficients. We
write the power dissipated as

W= [[o(x)E-Ed’x +a(x)|E|* )3 x =W, + W, .
2.9

We now evaluate this expression through first order in
a(x). The second term on the right-hand side may be
written, to first order in a(x),

Wo=V{a(x)|E|*) =W, » (2.10)

where the subscript means that the electric field is to be
taken from the solution to the linear problem [a(x)=0].
Since a(x) is finite, E(x) will differ from E;; (x), the elec-
tric field which would exist if a(x) were identically zero.
The difference will be of first order in a(x), and hence
will have only a second-order effect on W,.

Likewise, in W, we write

Wy= [ o(x) | Byy(x)+8E(x)] | 2d°x

=(W2)lin+8W2 > (2.11)

where E;; is defined above, and 8E(x) is the extra elec-
tric field that is induced by a nonzero a (x). To first order
in a(x), the change in W, due to the nonlinearity van-
ishes,

8W,=2 [ 0(x)E;;,(x)-8E(x)d*x =0 . (2.12)

This is a special case of Tellegen’s theorem.’* Thus,
through first order in a(x), the effective coefficients o,
and a, are entirely determined by the behavior of the
electric field in the linear problem:

Vo, |Eo|?= [o(x)|Ey(x)|2d’x , (2.13)

Va, | Eo|*= [a(x)| Eg(x)|*d’x . (2.14)
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We next show that the nonlinear effective conductivity
a, can be obtained from the resistance fluctuations in a
linear composite. The resistance fluctuation problem is
defined using the same geometry as in the nonlinear prob-
lem, and with the same boundary conditions on the po-
tential. We assume that there is a linear relation between
current density J' and electric field E’,

J(x)=0'(x)E'(x), (2.15)

and that the conductivity ¢’(x) is drawn from an ensem-
ble with a mean value o(x) and a fluctuation of 6o (x):

o'(x)=0(x)+d60(x) . (2.16)

The mean value o(x) is the same conductivity that enters
the nonlinear problem described above. The fluctuating
part of the conductivity is assumed to be drawn from a
statistical ensemble, with zero ensemble average at each
point x, and with correlation functions obeying the rela-
tion

(80(x)80(x')),,=Aa(x)8(x—x') . (2.17)

In Eq. (2.17) the notation { ),, means an ensemble aver-
age (to be distinguished from the spatial averages which
are denoted by unsubscripted angular brackets), 8(x—x')
is a three-dimensional Dirac 8 function, A is a constant
with dimensions of energy, and a(x) is the nonlinear sus-
ceptibility defined in Eq. (2.1).

The effective conductivity of this network is denoted
o, and is defined by the relation

(¥)=0.E,, (2.18)

where { ) denotes a volume average for one member of
the ensemble. Since o'(x) is fluctuating, the effective con-

J

Viéo,)* )Eol“zff(ﬁa(x)&a(x’))aVIE“n(x)tz IE,in(x’)|2d3xd3x’=kfa(x)1E,in(x)|4d3x ,

where the electric field E; (x) appearing on the right-
hand side of Eq. (2.26) is the field which would exist if the
conductivity were o(x). Since the right-hand side is also
the integral which determines a, in the nonlinear prob-
lem [see Eq. (2.14)], we get

V(d0,)=Aa, , (2.25)

which proves that the nonlinear effective conductivity is
proportional to the mean-square conductivity fluctua-
tions in an analogous linear problem. [This equivalence
holds only if the noise has the special property (2.17).]

III. ILLUSTRATION

A. Dilute limit

An important special case of a nonlinear medium is the
dilute limit, in which a small amount of nonlinear medi-
um is embedded in a linear material. When both materi-
als are linear, the low-concentration limit is well known.
We will derive the generalization of this approximation
for the nonlinear case.
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ductivity of the composite is also fluctuating. We can
define an ensemble average and root-mean-square fluctua-
tion by the relations

(2.19)
(2.20)

Ue=<ole >av »
809=[<(0‘e_0e )Z)aV]I/2 .

We shall show that the nonlinear effective conductivity
a, can be determined from o, and 6o,. Consider the re-
lation

Vo, |Ey|*= [VEd’x , (2.21)
where J' and E’ denote the current density and field in a
particular member of the ensemble of conductors with
conductivity o'(x)=0(x)+60(x). To first order in
S0 (x), the right-hand side of (2.21) is

[V Edx=[)Ed’x
+ [80(X)E;,(x)-Ejp(x)d

+2 [ 0(x)E,(x)-8E(x)d’x . (2.22)

Here, o(x) is the ensemble-averaged conductivity at
point x, E; (x) is the corresponding electric field which
would exist if the conductivity were o(x), and
J(x)=0(x)E;;,(x). The last term in (2.22) can be shown

to vanish, which is a special case of Cohn’s theorem.?*
Combining (2.21) and (2.22), we see that

Vig,—0,) | Eg| 2= [80(x) | Ey(x)[2dx , (2.23)

Upon squaring this equation and taking the ensemble
average, we obtain

(2.24)

The result follows immediately from Eq. (2.10). If we
have a concentration p (by volume) of nonlinear material
2, embedded in medium 1, then the effective nonlinear
conductivity is

a,=pay( | By, |*)2/ | Bt 3.1)
where a, is the nonlinear conductivity of medium 2 and
( ), denotes the average value in medium 2. This result
is valid to first order in a,. If material 2 exists in the
form of spheres, then to lowest order in p it is sufficient to
calculate the field within the spheres as if the outer ma-
terial were uniformly of type 1. This assumption gives,
for a,,

a,=pa,[30,/(0,+20)]*. (3.2)
This is to be combined with the standard result for o, in
the limit p << 1,

o,=0[143plo,—0,)/(o,+20,)] . (3.3)
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Because of result (2.25) proved in the preceding sec-
tion, Eq. (3.2) also gives the conductivity noise induced
when a fluctuating conductivity is introduced into a pre-
viously linear medium. The translation to the noise prob-
lem is straightforward. Medium 1 is assumed to be
linear, with nonfluctuating conductivity o;. Medium 2
has a conductivity consisting of a nonfluctuating part o,
plus a fluctuating part 80, with zero mean and correla-
tion function

(80,(x)80,(x")) =Aa,8(x—x') .

The composite medium has effective conductivity o and
rms fluctuation in conductivity 8o ,; o, is given in the di-
lute limit by Eq. (3.3), while 0, is obtained from (3.2) by
multiplying by VA/V.

B. Percolation threshold

In the study of composite media, an important special
composition is the percolation threshold, at which one or
another of the two components first forms a connected
path across the sample. Many properties of composites
(conductivity, for example) are known to behave in singu-
lar fashion near the percolation threshold.?>?® We now
show that the nonlinear conductivity a, also behaves
singularly near this threshold, by exploiting the connec-
tion between nonlinearity and noise.

We consider first a mixture of conductor, conductivity
o, and nonlinear conductivity a, present in volume frac-
tion p, and insulator, with 0,=a,=0. Near p=p,, the
volume fraction at which the metallic component first
forms an infinite connected cluster, o, ~0,(p —p,)’, and
we write a,/0%~(p—p,)"". We can estimate k from
previous work on the analogous noise problem, as well as
the percolation problem.?’~3° The results are summa-
rized in Table I for various models of lattice and continu-
um percolation. The details of the models are described
in the table caption and in the references cited. In all
cases studied, for both two and three dimensions, the rel-
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ative strength of the nonlinearity, as described by the ra-
tio a, /o2, diverges near p=p_. As shown earlier, this ra-
tio also governs the ratio of conductivity fluctuations to
conductivity in a noisy system near percolation, from
which we have deduced many of the results in the table.

Table I also shows analogous results for a mixture of
normal metal and perfect conductor. In this case, the
normal metal, present in volume fraction p,, has linear
conductivity o, and nonlinear conductivity a, as before.
The perfect conductor has infinite linear conductivity.
The percolation threshold p, in this case denotes the
volume fraction of medium 1 at which the perfect con-
ductor forms a connected path and shorts out the resis-
tance. Near but below p., o, is large and finite, varying
as 0.~0p.—p)~", while the ratio
a,/0%~(a,/o%)(p.—p)~ . Values of s and k' are quoted
in Table I, which also indicates the source of these values
for various models. Once again the dimensionless ratio
describing the strength of the nonlinearity (or of the
noise, in the analogous fluctuation problem), a,/o2,
diverges near p, in both two and three dimensions.

We now prove an inequality which shows, quite gen-
erally, that the strength of the nonlinearity diverges near
percolation for both cases just discussed. Consider first
the composite of normal metal and insulator. The
coefficients a, and o, may be written (again through first
order in a,)

aezpal< |Elin'4>met/1EOf4 ’
0€=p0|< IEIin‘2>§ncl/|E0|4 ’

where { ). means that the average is to be taken over
the metallic portion of the composite. Since

(3.4)
(3.5)

( |Elini4>met>< |Elin;2>3net ’ (36)
it follows that
a, /oﬁ >a, /0% , (3.7)

or, if it is assumed that a,/ol varies near p=p, as

TABLE 1. Values of the percolation exponents ¢, s, and « for various models of composites in two
and three dimensions (2D, 3D). The exponents ¢, s, k, and «’ are defined in the text. The names “lattice
model” and “Swiss cheese” refer to particular models of percolating systems defined in Halperin et al.
(footnote b below). The values x; and «, are lower and upper bounds to « obtained in Refs. 16 and 17;
k; and k, are lower and upper bounds on «' from Ref. 17.

Structure t s K Ky K K) K, K’
2D lattice model 1.29% 1.29° 1.07¢¢ 1.37¢f 1.12¢ 1.07° 1.37° 1.34
2D Swiss cheese® 1.29° 3.168"
3D lattice model 2.0° 0.95¢ 1.53¢f 1.60%¢ 2.33 0.38" 1.02f 0.66'
3D Swiss cheese® 2.5° 5.148"

#References 12, 28, and 29.

'B. I. Halperin, S. Feng, and P. N. Sen, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 2391 (1985).

‘Reference 28.

YHeermann and Stauffer, Ref. 30.

‘Reference 16.

Reference 17.

ER. Rammal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 1428 (1985).
"Tremblay et al., Ref. 27.

iP. M. Hui and D. Stroud, Ref. 22.

JReference 15.
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(p—p.)"" that

k>0, (3.8)

where « is defined the same way as in Table I. Since (3.8)
is a strict inequality (the equality sign is not allowed for
any except a 8-function distribution of field strength), the
exponent k is positive definite and the relative noise
strictly diverges near p.. A similar argument can be used
to derive the same inequality for a composite of normal
metal and perfect conductor.

C. Nonlinear optical properties

These results can also be mapped onto nonlinearities at
finite frequencies. In this case, both conductor and insu-
lator are best described by complex dielectric functions
rather than conductivities. The imaginary part of the
dielectric functions are related to the ac conductivities.’!
The formal mapping of our previous results is straightfor-
ward. We consider a two-component composite, the ith
component being described by a nonlinear relation be-
tween electric displacement D and electric field E of the
form

D=¢,E+X; |E|’E. (3.9

As in the static case, the lowest-order nonlinear suscepti-
bility, for a material with inversion symmetry, is the cu-
bic term.3? In principle, however, the nonlinear suscepti-
bility X;, like €;, is complex and frequency dependent.
The quantities in Eq. (3.9) are, in general, complex. The
physical fields, denoted E;, and D, are, of course,
real and are related to E and D by

— —iwt
Epnys=Re(Ee ), (3.10)

D ., =Re(De ') .

phys

phys

Besides the cubic term included in (3.9), there is also a
frequency-tripling term, cubic in the applied field, which
leads to a polarization at frequency 3w [all the terms in-
cluded in (3.9) are at frequency w].>> We have not con-
sidered this term although it, too, may be enhanced in a
composite medium.

If the eddy currents can be neglected, as will usually be
the case when the particle dimensions are small com-
pared to a wavelength of radiation, then the electric field
in (3.9) is curl-free, satisfying VXE=0, while the dis-
placement field is divergenceless, V-D=0. The equations
describing D and E in the inhomogeneous medium are
thus formally identical to those for J and E at zero fre-
quencies, and we can carry over many previous results
for nonlinear conductivities to nonlinear susceptibilities.
One small but significant change appears in Eqgs. (2.7) and
(2.8). The equations analogous to these are

(D)=€.Eo+X, | Ey|’Eo,
W= [D-Ed*x=V(e, |Ey|>+X, |Eo|* .

(3.11)
(3.12)

In Eq. (3.12) the second factor in the integrated is E and
not E*, as might have been expected; otherwise, one
could not carry out the necessary integrations by parts to
prove (3.11) and (3.12) equivalent. Arguments analogous
to those which lead to Eq. (2.14) give the following gen-
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eral expression for the nonlinear effective susceptibility:
VX, | Eo|*= [X(X)| Ejp(x) |2 Ep(x)-Byy(x)dx
(3.13)

In particular, when a small concentration of spheres of
nonlinear material is included in a linear host, the
effective nonlinear susceptibility is

X,=pX,|3€/(€,+26) |2 [36,/(€,+2€6,)]F, (3.14)
where X, is the nonlinear susceptibility of material 1,
present in volume fraction p << 1, and €, and ¢, are the
linear dielectric functions of material 1 and host material
2. Once again, this result is valid to first order in X,. Ex-
cept for the absolute-value signs, our result is the same as
that obtained in Ref. 33 by a different argument. If one
follows the argument in the latter reference, taking into
account the absolute-value signs appearing in Eq. (3.9),
one correctly obtains Eq. (3.14).

An interesting new feature is present in Eq. (3.14)
which is lacking at zero frequency. Namely, one gets a
vast enhancement of nonlinearity at frequencies such that
€,+2¢€,~0, a situation which cannot occur in the static
limit. But at finite frequencies, this is the condition for
the occurrence of a surface-plasmon resonance, i.e., a res-
onant mode of the charge in the small particle. This re-
sults is potentially of great practical importance in devel-
oping materials of large nonlinear susceptibilities, but has
received to date only a little discussion in the litera-
ture.!*3*=3% The enhancement seen in Eq. (3.14) is rem-
iniscent of a similar enhancement seen in Raman scatter-
ing from small particles (“surface-enhanced Raman
scattering”) and arises from the same reason: a great in-
crease in electric field near or within a small particle at
certain characteristic frequencies.>®

IV. DISCUSSION

The results we have presented here show that, not
surprisingly, nonlinearities can be strongly enhanced in
composite media. A number of previous papers' ~! have
also reached this conclusion in particular cases. The
present results offer a rather general formulation of the
problem, and show that this enhancement exists in a wide
variety of cases.

Particularly promising for further work are nonlinear-
optical effects in composites. We have considered here
only one effect of this kind: cubic nonlinearity in which
the induced polarization is at the same frequency as the
incident field. There are many other effects to be con-
sidered. Two examples are frequency doubling or tri-
pling, and nonlinear effects arising from simultaneous ap-
plication of a dc and an ac electric field. There are indi-
cations that some of these other effects may also be
strongly enhanced in small particle composites.’*~3° If
so, these materials may well be useful for a variety of
nonlinear-optical applications. The cubic nonlinearities
discussed here are themselves of much potential interest
for various combinations of real materials. We plan to
investigate these and other cases in future work.
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APPENDIX: PROOF OF EQUIVALENCE
OF EQS. (2.7) AND (2.8)

One possible definition of the effective linear conduc-
tivity o, and effective nonlinear conductivity a, is to
write the integrated power dissipated as

W= [JEd’x=V(o,|E}| +a, | Ey|* . (A1)

To relate this form to our other definition, Eq. (2.7), we
write W as

W=— [1-Véd’x
=— [V-Up)d’x
=— [2-Jpd*x
=_fsﬁ~J¢0d2x
=V(J)E,. (A2)

Equating (A1) and (A2), and noting that these are both
valid for any choice of E;, we equate the coefficients of E,

to obtain
<J>=UeE0+ae IE0|2EO N (A3)

which is our other equivalent defining equation, Eq. (2.7),
for o, and a,.

*Present address: Divsion of Applied Sciences, Harvard Uni-
versity, Cambridge, MA 02138.

IS. W. Kenkel and J. P. Straley, Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 767 (1982).

IR. Blumenfeld and A. Aharony, J. Phys. A 18, L443 (1985).

3P. M. Duxbury, P. D. Beale, and P. L. Leath, Phys. Rev. Lett.
57, 1052 (1986).

4Y. Gefen, W.-H. Shih, R. B. Laibowitz, and J. M. Viggiano,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 57, 3097 (1986).

SD. R. Bowman and D. Stroud, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 30, 563
(1985), and unpublished.

6P. M. Duxbury, P. Shukla, R. B. Stinchcombe, and J. M. Yeo-
mans (unpublished).

’C. J. Lobb and D. J. Frank, in Inhomogeneous
Superconductors— 1979 (Berkeley Springs, WV), AIP Conf.
Proc. No. 58, edited by D. U. Guser, T. L. Francavilla, J. R.
Leibowitz, and S. A. Wolf (AIP, New York, 1980), p. 308.

8J. P. Straley, J. Phys. C 15, 233 (1982).

9L. de Arcangelis, S. Redner, and H. J. Herrmann, J. Phys.
(Paris) Lett. 46, L585 (1985).

10G. Deutscher and M. L. Rappaport, J. Phys. (Paris) Lett. 40,
L219 (1979).

1S, Kirkpatrick, in Inhomogeneous Superconductors— 1979
(Berkeley Springs, WV), Ref. 7.

12C. J. Lobb and D. J. Frank, Phys: Rev. B 30, 4090 (1984).

13gee, for example, G. R. Olbright, N. Peyghambarian, S. W.
Koch, and L. Banyai, Opt. Lett. 12, 413 (1987), and references
therein.

14A. Aharony, Phys. Rev. Lett. 58, 2726 (1987).

I5R. Rammal, J. Phys (Paris) Lett. 46, L129 (1985).

16R. Rammanl, C. Tannous, P. Breton, and A.-M.S. Tremblay,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 1718 (1985).

"D. C. Wright, D. J. Bergman, and Y. Kantor, Phys. Rev. B 33,
396 (1986).

18D, A. Rudman, J. J. Calabrese, and J. C. Garland, Phys. Rev.
B 33, 1456 (1986).

19C. C. Chen and Y. C. Chou, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 2529 (1985).

20G. Garfunkel and M. B. Weissman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 296
(1985).

21A.-M. S. Tremblay and S. Feng (unpublished).

22p_ M. Hui and D. Stroud, Phys. Rev. B 34, 8101 (1986).

23M. A. Dubson, F. Hui, M. B. Weissmann, and J. C. Garland,
Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 31, 622 (1986).

24R. Rammal, C. Tannous, and A.-M. S. Tremblay, Phys. Rev.
A 31, 2662 (1985).

Z5For a review of percolation theory, see, e.g., S. Kirkpatrick, in
Ill-Condensed Matter, edited by R. Balian, R. Maynard, and
G. Toulouse (North-Holland/World-Scientific, Singapore,
1983), p. 321.

263ee, for example, Percolation Structures and Processes, edited
by G. Deutscher, R. Zallen, and J. Adler (Israel Physical So-
ciety, Jerusalem, 1983).

27A.-M. S. Tremblay, S. Feng, and P. Breton, Phys. Rev. B 33,
2077 (1986).

28Y. J. Herrmann, B. Derrida, and J. Vannimenus, Phys. Rev. B
30, 4080 (1984); D. C. Hong, S. Havlin, H. J. Herrmann, and
H. E. Stanley, ibid. 30, 4083 (1984).

29]. G. Zabolitzsky, Phys. Rev. B 30, 4077 (1984); R. Rammal, J.
C. Angles d’Auriac, and A. Benoit, ibid. 30, 4087 (1984).

30B. Derrida, D. Stauffer, J. H. Herrmann, and J. Vannimenus,
J. Phys. (Paris) Lett. 44, L701 (1983); D. W. Herrmann and D.
Stauffer, Z. Phys. B 44, 339 (1981).

31For a discussion of the optical properties of heterogeneous
media in the linear regime, see, e.g., K. D. Cummings, J. C.
Garland, and D. B. Tanner, Phys. Rev. B 30, 4170 (1984), and
references therein.

32The appropriate symmetry requirements on the nonlinear sus-
ceptibility are discussed, e.g., in L. M. Landau, E. M. Lifshitz,
and L. P. Pitaevskii, Electrodynamics of Continuous Media
(Pergamon, New York, 1984), pp. 374ff.

3R. Rossignol, D. Ricard, K. C. Rustagi, and C. Flytzanis,
Opt. Commun. 55, 1431 (1985).

34R. K. Jain and R. C. Lind, J. Opt. Soc. Am. 73, 647 (1983).

358. S. Yao, C. Karaguleff, A. Gabel, R. Fortenbery, C. T.
Seaton, and G. Stegeman, Appl. Phys. Lett. 46, 801 (1985).

36For a discussion of surface-enhanced Raman scattering, espe-
cially as enhanced by local-field effects, see, e.g., S. McCall, P.
Platzman, and P. A. Wolff, Phys. Lett. 77A, 381 (1980).



