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In this paper we report measurements of the’effects of large static uniaxial stress along
[001], [111], and [110] on the frequency of the k~ 0 optical phonons in Ge, GaAs, GaSb, InAs,
and ZnSe using first-order Raman scattering. In the absence of stress, the first-order Stokes-
Raman spectrum of diamond-type materials exhibits a single peak which corresponds to the
k~o0 triply degenerate optical phonons (Fyg Or Tyg) while the zinc-blende materials exhibit two
peaks, corresponding to the k~ 0 LO and TO phonons. The application of the uniaxial stress
causes polarization-dependent splittings and/or shifts which are linear in the stress. From
these observed splittings and shifts we have obtained experimental values for the phenomeno-
logical coefficients (p, ¢, ) which describe the changes in the “spring constant” of these opti-
cal phonons with strain. Comparison of the experimental values is made with several theore-
tical considerations based on bond-stretching and bond-bending interactions between atoms.
The shift due to the hydrostatic component of the strain yields a value for the mode~Griineisen
parameter, which is compared with the results of hydrostatic-pressure measurements. For
the zinc-blende-type materials, the doubly degenerate TO-phonon line exhibits both a splitting
and shift with stress, while only a shift is observed for the singlet LO-phonon line. In the
case of the ITII-V compounds, one of the split TO lines has a stress dependence equal to that of
the LO-phonon line, while this is not the case for the group II-VI material (ZnSe) we have in-
vestigated. This latter result is interpreted in terms of the stress dependence of the effective
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charge.

1. INTRODUCTION

During the past few years studies of the effects
of uniaxial stress on the optical properties of solids
have proven to be extremely useful in understanding
the origins of the optical spectra. 1 Although con-
siderable work has been done on the effects of un-
iaxial stress on the optical properties associated
with electronic energy bands, only recently has
work been done in the area of vibrational levels.
Anastassakis ef al.? have measured uniaxial stress
effects on the k ®0 optical phonons in Si, Harker
et al.® have investigated the stress dependence of
the A, modes in quartz, and Burke ef al.* have
studied stress effects on the lowest two Raman-
active modes in SrTiO;. In this paper we report
measurements on the effects of large static uniaxial
stress along [001], [111], and [110] on the frequency
of the k ~0 optical phonons in Ge, GaAs, GasSh, InAs,
and ZnSe using first-order Raman scattering.’ In the
absence of stress, the first-order Stokes-Raman
spectrum of diamond-type materials exhibits a
single peak which corresponds to the k=0 triply
degenerate optical phonons (F,, or Ty ), while the
zinc-blende materials exhibit two peaks, corre-
sponding to the k=0 LO and TO phonons. The ap-
plication of uniaxial stress causes splittings and/or
shifts which are linear in the stress. From these
observed splittings, the coefficients (p, g, »), which
describe the changes in the “spring constant” of
the k=0 optical phonons with strain, are obtained.
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Comparison of the experimental values is made
with several theoretical considerations based on
bond-stretching and bond-bending interactions be-
tween atoms. %® The shift due to the hydrostatic
component of the strain yields a value for the mode-
Griineisen parameter, which is compared with the
results of hydrostatic-pressure measurements.!® 2

For the zinc-blende-type materials the nonde-
generate LO-phonon line exhibits a shift while both
a splitting and a shift is observed for the doubly de-
generate TO-phonon line. In the case of the III-V
compounds one of the split TO lines has a stress
dependence equal to that of the LO-phonon line
while this is not the case for the group II-VI ma-
terial (ZnSe) we have investigated. This latter re-
sult is interpreted in terms of the stress dependence
of the effective charge. 2

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

The samples used in this experiment were aligned
by x-ray diffraction to +1° and cut into parallelepi~
peds of dimensions approximately 20X2X2 mm.
After cutting, the sample faces (20X 2 mm) were
mechanically polished, chemically etched (CP-4
for the Ge and a dilute solution of bromine in meth-
anol for the zinc-blende-type materials)*® and
mounted in a stress apparatus which has been ex-
tensively described in the literature.! All samples
had room-temperature carrier concentrations of
less than 10'® cm=3, Measurements were made at
room temperature in the backscattering configura-
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tion using the 4879. 9-A line of a %-W argon-ion
laser [Coherent Radiation, model No. 54]. A
Jarrell-Ash 1-m double monochromator, with de-
tection by photon counting, was used. The wave-
lengths of the phonon-shifted lines were determined
by comparison with several reference lines of a
neon low-pressure lamp. The stress axis was per-
pendicular to the plane defined by the incident and
scattered radiation. The scattering surface was
nearly parallel to the entrance slit while the laser
beam was kept at an angle of about 30° with the
normal to that surface. The sample orientations
used are designated as x'y’z’ ([110], [110], [001]),
x"'y"'2"" ([112], [110], [111]) and «""'y"""2""’

([110], [001], [110]). In all cases the stress was
applied to the appropriately designated z axis while
the incident and backscattered radiation were along
the x axis. For Ge all three orientations were
studied, while for the zinc-blende-type materials
only the former two were investigated.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

In the absence of strain the k=0 optical phonons
in a diamond-type material are triply degenerate
(Fy or Ty; symmetry) due to the cubic symmetry
of the crystal. The application of a uniaxial stress
removes this cubic symmetry and hence splits the
triplet. In addition there is a shift due to the
hydrostatic component of the stress.

In the presence of a strain the dynamical equa-
tions for the k~0 triply degenerate optical modes

i

in diamond-type crystals, to terms linear in the
strain, has the form®

”Z'dﬁ‘? Kip ty

9K,
:_<K1S?)ui+2 9¢ €lmuk) ) (1)
Rlm im

where u; is the {th component of the relative dis-
placement of the two atoms in the unit cell; m is
the reduced mass of the two atoms; K (Y =m wi is
the effective spring constant of the F,, modes in
the absence of strain;

9K,

_ () _ ()
€1m = Kirim€im = Kikmi€m
86lm

is the change in spring constant due to an applied
strain ¢;,,; and 4, k, [, and m designate x or y or
z. From thermodynamic and symmetry consider-
ations it can be shown that for a cubic crystal there
are only three independent components of the tensor
K'Y, namely,

A) ) _p ) =
K1111= K222 =K gzzs=mp ,

1 1y _ -
K{p=Kis=Kils=mq,
1y _ =
K{3a=Kigds=mvr .
From Eq. (1) and the above considerations one
obtains the following secular equation whose solu-

tions yield the frequencies of the optical phonons
in the presence of strain:

D€yx+ q(€yy + €n) -2 27(::3! 275:::
27€y DEyy +q(€ee +€xx) =2 27€,, =0 , @)
2T€xt 21’6" D€er + q(Exx + Eyy) -2
[
where A= ? - w3 and Q= wy+21/2w, is the strain- in the absence of stress and
dependent frequency of the optical phonons. The _
secular equation is referred to the crystallographic ARy = (X/Bwo)(p +24)(Sy, +2S;5) )
axes, x=[100], y=[010], and 2=[001]. Diagonaliza- (X/2we)(p - q)(Spy = Spz) ,  X1I [001]
tion of Eq. (2) yields the set of three eigenvectors _
- . . AQ=Qs—= Q= (6a)
of the optical phonons in the presence of strain.
For uniaxial stress parallel to either the [001] or (X/2wo)7 Sy xII{111].
[111] directions the threefold degeneracy of the (6b)

k ~0 optical phonons is split into a singlet (Q,) with
eigenvector parallel to the stress and a doublet
(,) with eigenvectors perpendicular to the stress.
There is also a shift (AQy) due to the hydrostatic
component of the applied stress. For these two
stress directions one finds

Q,=we+AQ,+2 A0, (3)
Q=wo+AQy - 3409, (4)

where w, is the frequency of the k=0 optical phonons

In the above equations X is the applied stress and
S;; are elastic compliance constants referred to
the cubic axes.

Since the strain-induced changes in the Raman
tensor are relatively small the scattering is, to a
good approximation, determined by the first-order
Raman scattering tensor of the crystal. In the fol-
lowing discussion we shall use the notation of
Loudon' [Fy, (x), Fy(y), and Fy(z)] for the Raman
tensor. In transforming the Raman tensor to the
singly primed axes one finds that the singlet mode



582 CERDEIRA, BUCHENAUER,

GERMANIUM
s (LN X =0 )
« (1IN X =12.9 X 10° dyn cm “(singlet)

L o (1,1)X =12.9 X 10° dyn cm (doublet)

x 1 [in]

a

INTENSITY
(ARBITRARY UNITS)—
3] o
I I

| T

L
4 6 8

= N
6 -4 -2 0 2
Awlcm )=

FIG. 1. First-order Stokes-Raman spectrum of Ge
for stress X=0 and 12. 9% 10° dyncm™? along the [111]
direction with incident and backscattered radiation along
[112]. The entries in parenthesis designate the polariza-
tion direction of the incident and scattered radiation.

The zero-stress spectrum peak occurs at 300. 0 emt,

[Fy(2')] is observed for the (L, L) polarization con-
figuration, whereas one of the doublet modes
[Fs(y")] is observed, with the same intensity, for
the (I, 1) configuration. Similarly, on transforming
to the double primed coordinate axes it is found
that the singlet mode[F,,(z'")] is observed for (i, Il)
whereas one of the doublet modes [F,(y"')] is ob-
served for (I, 1), with one-fourth the intensity of
the singlet.

Shown in Fig. 1 the first-order Stokes-Raman
spectrum of Ge corresponding to scattering from
the K~0 optical phonons for stress X=0 and
12.9%x10° dyn cm along the [111] direction with
the incident and backscattered radiation along [115].
The zero-stress spectrum was measured in the
(11, ) configuration. Application of the uniaxial
stress causes the peak to split into two components,
the singlet (9,) being observed for the (Il, Il) polari-
zation configuration while the doublet (9,) is seen
withthe (i, 1) configuration, The dataof Fig. 1show

TABLE I. Room-temperature elastic compliance con-
stants (in units of 10"12 dyn™! cm? for the materials in-
vestigated in this experiment as taken from the compila-
tion in Ref. 7.

Sy1+2Syy S11—S12 Sy
Si 0.341 0.982 1.26
Ge 0,440 1.24 1.49
GaAs 0.445 1.54 1.69
GaSb 0.591 2,08 2,31
InAs 0.575 2,63 2.53
ZnSe 0.570 3.11 2.27

POLLAK, AND CARDONA 5

that for compressive stressalong [111], AQ=Q,- Q,
is positive. The intensities of the singlet and
doublet peaks in Fig. 1 are approximately in the
ratio of 4:1, as expected from the first-order
selection rules discussed above. Similar results
have been obtained in the caseof compressive stress
along [001], except that the sign of AQ is found to
be negative.

Curves of @, and 2, as a function of uniaxial
stress along [111] and [001] for Ge are shown in
Fig. 2. The solid and dashed lines represent a
linear least-square fit of the data. Using these
curves, the elastic compliance constants listed in
Table I and Egs. (3)-(6b) we have obtained the
values of (p —q)/2wi, 7/wE, andy == (p+2¢)/6wE
listed in Table II. The parameter y is the mode-
Griineisen parameter and wg is the frequency of
the zero-stress line. Also listed in Table II are
the values of these parameters for Si taken from
Ref. 2.

For uniaxial stress parallel to [110] the situa-.
tion is more complex since the application of the
uniaxial stress splits the triply degenerate phonons
into three components. For this stress direction
Eq. (2) yields

Q= wy+ AQy -5 AQOD | (7a)
Q5= wo+ AQy +5 AQ000 13 AQUD (7b)
Qy=wg + AQ, +5 AQOD — LA™ | (7c)

With our geometry it is only possible to observe
two (£, or ,) of the above modes. Observation of
the 3 mode would be possible by scattering on a
face perpendicular to the stress axis. For XlII [110]
and a [110] face, the configuration (I, Il) gives the
©; mode, while (I, 1) gives the £, mode. The

(L, 1) configuration is forbidden. For a [001] face
both (I, II) and (L, 1) give the §; mode, the (I, 1)
configuration being forbidden. It is thus possible
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FIG. 2. Stress dependence of the singlet (2, and dou-
blet (2, modes of the first-order Raman spectrum of Ge
for uniaxial stress along [111] and [001]. The solid and
dashed lines represent a linear least-squares fit. Rep-
resentative error bars are shown,
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FIG. 3. Stress dependence of the 2; and £, modes of
the first-order Raman spectrum of Ge for stress along
[110]. The solid lines represent a fit to Eqs. (7a) and
(7b) using the parameters listed in Table II. Represen-
tative error bars are shown.

to have an internal check on (p - ¢) and » as ob-
tained from the other stress directions. Shown in
Fig. 3 are @, and @, as a function of uniaxial stress
along [110] for Ge. The solid lines were computed
from the parameters obtained for [001] and [111]
stress. .

The polar zinc-blende-type semiconductors
have T, point symmetry. The Raman-active Fy,
modes are still threefold degenerate at K=0.
However, they are split by the long-range Coulomb
interaction for rather small values of k| > wy/c
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(c =speed of light in the medium). The change in

K involved in backscattering is | AK | ~ 2w, /e > wy /e,
where w; is the frequency of the scattering radia-
tion. Thus in the backscattering configuration one
should see the full LO-TO splitting produced by the
long-range Coulomb potential of the ionic changes.
For either [001] or [111] stress and with a scatter-
ing vector Ak perpendicular to the stress the
Coulomb interaction and the stress Hamiltonian are
simultaneously diagonalized in a set of axes which
contains the stress axis and AK. If the LO-TO
splitting is small one can assume that it is inde-
pendent of stress. The behavior of these phonons
under stress can be simply obtained by adding the
LO-TO splitting to Egs. (3) and (4) in the appropriate
way: One of the doublet components becomes the
LO phonon while the singlet and the other doublet
component become the TO phonons. We thus obtain

LO phonon: 9,=wyo+AQ, —3AQ, (8a)
= wpo +AQy —3AQ, (8b)
TO phonon: {Qs= Wro + ARy, + 2408 . (8c)

AQy and AQ are given by Egs. (5) and (6), with wy
replaced by either w; g, or wy. If the stress depen-
dence of the LO-TO splitting becomes significant
we must use in Egs. (5) and (6) two different sets

of values for p, ¢, and 7, one for the LO phonon and
the other for the TO phonons.

For stress parallel to [111] and a [112 ] sample
face (which is the geometry used in this experi-
ment for [111 ] stress) the LO phonon has symmetry
Fy (x"") while the TO phonons have symmetry
Fy(y'') and Fo(z""). Following the notation used
for the diamond-type materials we denote Fy(z'")
as the TO (doublet) phonon, while Fy(x'’') and
Fyly'") become the LO (doublet) and TO (singlet)

TABLE II. Experimental values of the parameters (p —g)/2w?, v/w}, and y = - (p+29)/6w} obtained in this experi-

ment (except Si). Listed in parentheses are values of v determined from hydrostatic-pressure measurements.

w,? b=q -
(102 sec™) 2w,? w,? v

si? 0.970 0.31+0.06 —0.65+0.13 0.90+0.18
(1.02+0.02)°

Ge 0.319 0.23+0.02 —10.87+0.09 0.89+0.09
(1.12+0,02) ®

GaAs® 0.256 0.1+0.1 —0.2+0.2 0.90+0.3
(1.34+0,08)®

Gasb® 0.184 0.22+0, 04 —1.08+0.2 1.10+0.22
(1.23%0.02)°

InAs® 0.169 0.57+0.12 —0.76+0.15 0.85+0,13

ZnSe® 0.148 0.62+0.19 —0.43%0.12 1.80+0.36
(1.7)@

3Reference 2.
bReference 12.

°Refers to measurements on the TO phonon.
9Reference 11.
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FIG, 4. First-order Stokes-Raman spectrum of GaSb
corresponding to scattering from the (a) TO phonons and
(b) LO phonons for X=0 and 7.1%10° dyn cm-? along the
[111] direction with incident and backscattered radiation
along [112]. The TO(s) spectrum was measured in the
(L, 1) polarization configuration, the TO(d) spectrum was
obtained from the (ll, 1) configuration, and the LO spec-
trum was obtained from the (I, Il) configuration. At zero
stress the TO spectrum peak occurs at 227.5 cm™! and

the LO spectrum peak is observed at 237.3 em™t,

phonons, respectively. Selection rules reveal that
for the (L, 1) configuration both Fy, (x"') and

Fo (2"") are allowed, for (il, 1) only Fy (y'') is al-
lowed, and for (I, 1) only F,, (z'') is allowed. Since
the intensity of F, (z'’) is a factor of 4 stronger for
(r, 1) as compared with (L, L) all three polarization
configurations were measured for this stress di-
rection.

Shown in Fig. 4(a) is the first-order Raman
spectrum of GaSb corresponding to scattering from
the TO phonons for X=0 and 7.1%10°dyn cm ™2 along
the [111] direction with incident and backscattered
radiation along [112]. The zero of frequency is
taken at the position of the peak of the zero-stress
spectrum. The application of the stress results in
a splitting of the TO-phonon peak into two compo-
nents, which have been designated TO (s) and TO
(d) because they correspond to the singlet and the
doublet of the germanium spectrum, respectively.
The former spectrum has been measured using the
(L, 1) polarization configuration while the latter has
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been obtained from the (il, L) configuration. Plotted
in Fig. 4(b) is the first-order Raman spectrum for
GaSb corresponding to scattering from the LO pho-
non for X=0 and 7.1x10° dyncm 2 along [111] using
the polarization configuration (i, 1), For the LO
phonon only a shift in frequency with stress is ob-
served.

In Figs. 5-8 we have plotted the stress depen-
dence of the TO and LO phonons of GaSb, GaAs,
InAs, and ZnSe for X i [111] and X1 [001]. For
X1 [001] with the sample configuration used
([110] face) scattering from the LO phonon is not
observed. The TO (d) spectrum is allowed only
for the configuration (I, L) while TO (s) is allowed
only for the (L, 1) configuration. In this manner
we have been able to resolve both of these peaks.

For the III-V compounds (GaSb, GaAs, and InAs)
the stress dependence of the LO phonon is equal to
that of the TO (d) line (for X Il [111]) while this is
not the case for the group II-VI material (ZnSe) we
have investigated. This latter result is probably
due to a stress dependence of the effective charge.
A difference between the pressure coefficients of
the LO and TO phonons in several II-VI materials
also has been observed in hydrostatic-pressure
measurements, ! 12

Listed in Table II are the values of (p —q)/2wZ,
7/w?, and the mode-Griineisen parameter y =
~(p +29)/6w¢ for GaAs, GaSb, InAs, and ZnSe as
found from the data of Figs. 5-8 and Eq. (8). For
the zinc-blende-type materials, the values of these
parameters have been obtained from the stress-
induced splittings and shifts of the TO-phonon
spectra. We have also listed values of wZ, where
for the zinc-blende-type materials w, refers to the
zero-stress frequency of the TO phonon. Also
listed are values of y from hydrostatic-pressure
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FIG. 5, Stress dependence of the TO and LO phonons
in GaSb for stress along the [111] and [001] directions.
The solid and dashed lines represent a linear least-
squares fit. For X [001] with the sample configuration
used in this experiment ([170]) face scattering from the
LO phonon is forbidden.
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FIG. 6. Stress dependence of the TO and LO phonons
in GaAs for stress along the [111] and [001] directions.
The solid and dashed lines represent a linear least-
squares fit. For X [001] with the sample configuration
used in this experiment ([170]), face scattering from the
LO phonon is forbidden.

measurements, 11,12

The values of y obtained from the hydrostatic-pres-
sure experiments are typically 20% larger than those
obtained from the uniaxial stress measurement.
This result is interpreted as being due to a slight
relaxation of the stress applied uniaxially in a
surface layer of thickness comparable to the pene-
tration depth of the scattered light. In the case of
ZnSe no difference between hydrostatically and
uniaxially determined Griineisen constants exists
within the experimental error: The Raman scat-
tering is from the bulk of the material since it is
transparent to the incoming and scattered radiation.
Differences between hydrostatically and uniaxially
determined pressure coefficients have also been

0.5 PR S
InAs 03471
——— AQg4g
T Ads = i (i
201'e
Xt [ool]
\4\\TO
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FIG. 7. Stress dependence of the TO and LO phonons
in InAs for stress along the [111] and [001] directions.
The solid and dashed lines represent a linear least-
squares fit. For X [001] with the sample configuration
used in this experiment ([170]) face scattering from the
LO phonon is forbidden.
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observed for electronic transitions which occur in

a region of small absorption.! While we do not know
the details of the conjectured stress relaxation near
the surface, the systematic agreement of the ZnSe
results with those of the absorbing materials sug-
gests that any errors due to this effect are of order
of 20%. This conclusion has been recently confirmed
by reststrahlen measurements in GaAs under uni-
axial stress.!® Since the penetration depth in this
region is typically ten times higher than in the vis-
ible, stress relaxation effects in this deeper sur-
face layer should be smaller. The Griineisen pa-
rameter so determined agrees better with that found
under hydrostatic pressure.

IV. THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS

A microscopic theory of uniaxial stress effects
on k=0 optical phonon in materials with the diamond
structure was first developed by Ganesan, Maradud-
in, and Oitmaa.® Expressions for the parameters
P, ¢, and » have been obtained in the quasiharmonic
approximation considering only bond-stretching
forces between nearest neighbors. Values for these
parameters have been estimated using a Morse po-
tential to describe the interaction between neighbor-
ing atoms. The signs of p and g for Si and Ge which
they have obtained are in agreement with our exper-
imental results although there is serious disagree-
ment with regard to the magnitude: The mode-
Griineisen parameter ¥ which is obtained from their
values of p and ¢ is a factor of 2 smaller than ex-
perimental results. There is also a discrepancy
with respect to . The sign (negative) and magni-
tude of 7 in Table V of Ref. 6 are incorrect due to
an algebraic error on the part of the authors. In

ZnSe 0.5 Lo 3
O
—Adgg 1= X1 {11]
X11[001] 1046
- 3
~_T0 3 b
~~qu 0 % /%’
/—1”1:)’ S
oF— ¢
S

UNIAXIAL STRESS (10° dyn cm?)

FIG. 8. Stress dependence of the TO and LO phonons
in ZnSe for stress along the [111] and [001] directions.
The solid and dashed lines represent a linear least-
squares fit. For XII[001] with the sample configuration
used in this experiment ([1T0]) face scattering from the
LO phonon is forbidden. In contrast to the other zinc-
blende-type materials investigated the stress dependence
of the LO phonon is not equal to that of the TO(d) phonon.
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a preprint of this article, 16 which the authors have
kindly sent to us, the complete theoretical expres-
sion for 7 is given in terms of second and third de-
rivatives of the potential (this expression is not given
in Ref. 6). An incorrect sign for the second deriva-
tive term has caused the above error.

We present in this paper two other models™® to
account for the stress-induced splittings and shifts
of the k=0 optical phonons. Both of these models
contain contributions to the parameters p, ¢, and
7 due to both bond-stretching and bond-bending
forces, the latter having been neglected by Ganesan
et al. In addition third-nearest-neighbor interac-
tions will be included explicitly in the model of Ref.
.

A. Martin’s Model

In the following discussion we will first consider
the model proposed by Martin” and assume that the
expansion of the internal energy mvolves only the
squares of the scalar variations A(T;-T;), where
T; and T, j are bond vectors about a given atom. The
energy can then be written as

4
v-ta(Zs) 2 s roree() £ (aeip
2\ o i35
(92)

=Ups+ Upp (D)
where a is the force constant related to the bond-
stretching contribution to the energy (U,) and B
represents the average of several bond-bending ef-
fects and is related to bond-bending contributions
to the energy (U,p). From the above expression the
atomic vibrations will be calculated in the quasi-
harmonic approximation. In this approximation the
atoms in a crystal subjected to a strain are as-
sumed to execute harmonic vibrations about the new
equilibrium positions which are shifted from the
equilibrium positions in the absence of the strain.
The strain affects the atomic vibrations only through
the effective force constants which determine the
vibrational frequencies.

In the following analysis the effects of uniaxial
stress, both hydrostatic and shear components,
along [001] and [111] will be considered. For the
hydrostatic component we treat the phonon whose
polarization lies along [001] (the result is indepen-
dent of phonon polarization) while for the shear
components we shall consider the phonon whose po-
larization lies along the direction of the stress,
which, by symmetry, is the singlet normal mode of
the stressed material. Equations (5) and (6) can
then be used to determine (p+2g), (p—-¢q), and »
and thus the behavior of the doublet. Since the ap-
plied uniaxial stress can be decomposed into hydro-
static and pure-shear components and since these
two effects are separable in Eqs. (6) and (8) we
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consider them separately.
1. Hydvostatic Pressure

The four bond vectors about a given atom can be
written as

;1= iao(lll), ;z: éao(— 1,-1,1),
10)
1} 1: —1) ’

I-:3 =ia0(1, - 1, - 1): ;4= iaO("

where a, is the lattice constant.

In the absence of an applied pressure the optical
phonon under consideration is a displacement (0, 0, 2’
of one of the two sublattices with respect to the

other. It can readily be shown that
[A(T;-T))P= ta?2? fori=1-4, 1)
[A(Ty Tp) = [A(Ty To) P= 10,222, 12)

all other A(T;-T;)=0. From Eqgs. (9a), (11), and
(12) the expression for the energy U(0, z) in the ab-

sence of stress is
U(0,2)=2(ag+ By)z? , (13)

where @, and f, are the appropriate bond-stretching
and bond-bending force constants in the absence of

stress. In general the effective force constant is
given by
0%U (€, 2)
Kore(€)= 922 o (14)
and hence
Kot:(0)=4(+ By) - (15)

We now consider the effects of a hydrostatic pres-
sure with the strain tensor

- 100
€e=¢|010],
001

(16)

where €= 73 (Sy;+25;,)X . For z =0 the above strain

produces a change in bond length given by
r;=1V3ag(l+€), i=1-4, 17)

In general a and B are functions of the interatomic
separation, so that they can be expressed as

a=ay1+ (n/7y) ar] (18a)
B=Bol1+ (m/7rg) &r], (18b)
where
_rdef _dma)
n= a dv r=7g - d(ln’)’) r=rg ’ (19a)
_rdB| _d(np)
"= Bar |- =g d(lm") 7= 70 (19b)
and
vo= 1V3a, . (20)
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From Egs. (17) and (20) the strain-induced change
in bond length is Ar = €74 so that Eqs. (18) become

a=ay(l+ne), (21a)
B=Bo(l+me) . (21b)

It can be shown from Egs. (10) and (16) that when
the sublattice displacement is considered

4

2 [A(FeT)P= L [A(FT)P

i=1 i,

=ail+e€)?z?. (22)

Combining the above equations with Eq. (9a) the
expression for the energy U(g, z) in the presence of
the hydrostatic pressure becomes

Ue,z)=2(a+p)z? (23)
and hence the effective force constant is given by
Kore(€)=4(a+B) . (24)

In the harmonic approximation the change in fre-
quency can be written as

Aw/w0= [Ke"(e)/Ke“(O)]Uz -1
25 [Kopr(€) = Kops (0)]/ Ky (0) . (25)

By using Egs. (15), (24), and (25) the relative
change in frequency due to the hydrostatic pressure
becomes

Aw/ wo= (nag+mpByle/2(ag+By) . (26)

Comparison of Egs. (5), (26), and the mode-
Griineisen parameter y= - (p +2¢)/6w} shows that
v is given by

y==(m+mym)/6(1 +ny) , @n
where
M9=8e/ g . (28)

If it is assumed that the force constants o and B
both scale in the same way with interatomic separa-
tion, then n=m and Eq. (27) yields

y==Lp. (29)
2. [001] Stress

In the absence of an applied stress the singlet
optical phonon, whose polarization lies along the
direction of stress, is the same as that previously
considered in the section on hydrostatic pressure.
Thus the effective force constant in the absence of
stress is given by Eq. (15).

The traceless strain tensor for stress along [001]
can be written as

_ /-1 00
e=¢|l 0 -10], (30)
0 02

where ¢ =73(Sy; — S;5)X. It can be shown that for

z=0 the above strain produces no change in bond
length (#2=#2), and hence @=a, There is, how-
ever, a change in bond angles, so that

B=Po(1+B546,;) , (31)

where B,=(1/8,)88/96 and 4;; is angle between bonds
as defined in Ref. 7.

The changes in bond angle with [001] stress are
calculated to be Af,,=Af8g,=~4¢/V2. As will be
shown below these are the only pair of bonds which
contribute to the energy Uy, in the presence of
stress. If we now allow the sublattice to vibrate
with the normalized displacement indicated above,
it can be shown that

4

[AE; - T)P=(1+2¢P22a? (32)
)

-,

and
[AG, - TP =[aFs TYP =1 (L+2¢)2%], (33)

all other A(T;*T;)=0. With Egs. (32) and (33) the
expression for the energy in the presence of stress
[Eq. (9a2)] becomes

Ule, 2) = 2a,(1 + 2¢)%2% + 28(1 +2¢)%22
=2(ap+p)(1+2€)%2% . (34)
Thus, the effective force constant in the presence
of the strain is given by
Koee(€)=4(ag+B)(1 +2¢)% . (35)

Combining Eqgs. (15), (28), (31), and (35), K (e)
can be rewritten, to first order in ¢, as

1 -85
T e 4<> . (36)

From Eq. (25) the change of frequency of the
singlet mode with shear strain, to first order in
strain, is given by

Keff(€) = Keit(o) (1 +

Aw _ __mﬁé__)
o (1 0 eny 2¢ . (37

Comparison of Eqs. (3), (6a), and (37) reveals that
the parameter (p —q)/2w? can be written as

(-q) _ 984
2w 1- V2 (1 +mp) (38)

Equation (38) can be compared to the results ob-
tained by Ganesan and co-workers®!6 if the term
in B; is neglected, since they only considered bond-
stretching contribution to the parameters. As
mentioned before, theoretical expressions for p and
g, in terms of second and third derivatives of the
interaction potential, are presented in the preprint
of Ref. 6 but have not been included in the publica-
tion. These authors find that

p—q=016/3M)d" (r,) ,

where M is the mass of the atom and &''(7,) is the
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second derivative of the potential evaluated at the
equilibrium position 7;,. From Egs. (12), (13a),
and (22) of Ref. 6, for XII[001], it can be shown
that

(8/3M)3" (ry) =,

where w, is the zero-stress Raman frequency.
Thus, the above expression for (p —g) becomes

(ﬁ - ‘I) = ng 3

which agrees with Eq. (38) if the term in g is
neglected. We find, however, that there are dis-
crepancies between the above relations and the
numerical values for these parameters given in
Ref. 6. ¥or example, the values of &"'(r,) listed
in Table I for Ge and Si, when inserted into the
above expression yields a value of w3 which is ap-
proximately a factor of 2 smaller than experimental
value. However, the ratio of &''(»,) for these two
materials is in good agreement with the ratio of
the experimental numbers. Similar consideration
apply for (p —¢). Since these authors have not in-
dicated in sufficient detail the manner in which
%''(7,) has been evaluated, we are unable to deter-
mine the source of the discrepancy.

3. [111] Stress

For this direction of stress the situation is some-
what more complicated than for [001] stress since
the miecroscopic strain is not sufficeint to char-
acterize the strained crystal: We must also take
into consideration an internal strain within the unit
cell.'™ For Xil[111] the traceless macroscopic
strain tensor can be written as

- 011
e=e{ 101 ,
110

(39)

where €=%5,.X.

Tn Fig. 9 we show an atom and its four nearest
neighbors in a crystal strained in the [111] direction
as given by Eq. (39). If the atom remains at the
center of the strained cube the [111] bond is of
length é—xf?;kzo(l +2¢) and the other three bonds are
of length V8 ay(1 ~%¢€). In this case the internal
strain parameter ¢ =0 and the interlattice vector is
determined by the microscopic strain tensor. If
we allow the central atom to move according to the
macroscopic strain displacement vector
(2ay)(e, ¢, €) all four bonds attain their unstrained
length of § V3ag; this situation is achieved when
£=1. The internal strain parameter ¢ is equal to
0.546 for Ge and 0.557 for Si.” It should increase
with increasing ionicity.”

Following the procedure used in the previous
sections we first determine the effective force
constant on the central atom for a normalized dis-
placement (1/V3)(z, z, z) in the absence of stress.

POLLAK, AND CARDONA
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FIG. 9. Deformed unit cell of a diamond-type lattice
under a traceless [111] strain [Eq. (39)] for £=0 and £ =1,

Symmetry considerations show that K,,,(0) is the
same as Eq. (15).

We now take into account the effects of the strain
of Eq. (39) and the internal strain parameter ¢.
The vectors from the central atom to its four
nearest neighbors are:

Fi=1ag(l +20, 1+20, 1+20), (40a)
To=%ag(—=1-2¢t, —1-2¢¢, 1-2¢~-2¢t), (40Db)
Ty=1ag(l - 2¢-2¢¢, —1-2¢¢, -1-2¢¢),  (40c)
Ty=1ag(~1-2¢t, 1-2¢-2¢e;, —1-2€), (40d)

where o=¢(1 - ¢). It can be seen from the above
equations that if £=0, |¥,1 =(§V3a)(1+2¢), IT,l

= Tyl = 17,1 = (5 V3ag)(1 - % €), while if £=1 all four
vectors have magnitude V3, ag, in agreement with
the discussion of the internal strain parameter ¢
given above.

Since for this stress direction there is, in gen-
eral, a change in bond length and this change is
different for ¥, and the three other bond vectors,
we write

a; = oL +nar; /ry), i=1-4. (41)
From the above considerations we find that

ay = oyl +2n0) , (42a)

0, 3,4, = (1 =3 n0) . (42b)

The contribution of the bond stretching to the energy
of Eq. (6a) is then given by

Uy (€, 2) =204 [1+4ef(n, £)]2%,

where

(43a)
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Fn, £)=%[n(1 =) +2¢ +1] (43b)

With regard to the bond-bending contribution to U
there will be contributions to the parameter g from
both a change in angle, as in the case of [001]
stress, and the change due to the bond length. We
can thus write

Bij=Bo(l +Bo2r0;; +B'ARy;) 4
where
Ru=[|;i| |fjl]1/2

and

(44)

,_1 88
= By 9R

It can be shown that the bond-bending terms are
grouped into two categories: The terms with in-
dices 12, 13, and 14 giving one contribution and the
terms with indices 23, 24, and 34 giving another.
The quantities A9 and AR are calculated to be

AB1p=— Ay =4e(1+22)/3V2 (45a)
and

ARy == ARy=% 740, (45b)
and hence Eq. (44) can be rewritten as

Brz=Bo(1 +8), (46a)

Bes=Bo(l = 58) , (46b)

where
5=P,00 +B' AR .

The terms [A(T; - T,)]?/R;; have also been calculated
with the result that

[AG, - T,) /R =51+l - 40)] (47a)

and
[AG, T3/ RE=5[1+5e(2+40)] . (4'70)

The above equations can then be combined to give
the total contribution to the bond-bending portion of
the total energy Uyy(e, z)

Uple, 2)={B1a[1+F€(1 — 42)] + Bog [1 + L (2 +40)]} 22
(48a)

=2B,(1 +4¢)2% . (48b)

From Eqs. (43a) and (48b) the total energy in the
presence of a [111] stress is

Ule, 2)=20ag{1 +mg +4e[ng +1(n, £)]} 2% .

In a manner similar to that used in the previous
section the relative shift in frequency is found to
be, to first order in the strain,

Aw/wo=2€[ng+fn, £)1/ L +mg) .
Comparing Eqs. (5), (6b), and (50) we find

(49)

(50)
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L_TI +f(n7§) . (51)
5 = L2
wg 1+7,

Having derived the theoretical expressions for
the parameters (p — q)/2w3 [Eq. (38)] and 7/w}

[Eq. (51)] it is possible to compare them with the
experimental results listed in Table II.

Consider first the case of [001] stress. The re-
sults of Section IV A 2 show that the first term in
Eq. (38), which is unity, comes from bond stretch-
ing while the second term comes from the bond-
bending contribution. Table I shows that for all
the materials measured (p - ¢)/2w} is less than
unity. We will now examine the second term in Eq.
(38) and show that it is not large enough and prob-
ably has the wrong sign to account for the above-
mentioned difference in (p - ¢)/2w3 so that other
effects have to be taken into account. The logarith-
mic decrement of 8 with respect to bond angle is
given by 68;, where 6 is the bond angle (=1.9).

We might expect the change in B with respect to
angle to be at least a factor of 3 smaller than the
change in g with bond length, since a change in
angle alters only one of the three bond lengths in
the three-body interaction associated with the bond-
bending term. From Sec. IV A1 we have that m,
the logarithmic decrement of 8 with respect to bond
length, equals — 6y(x - 7for Geor Si). Hence |68,!
~1=2.3 and I8,/ =1.2. Also, we might expect 8,
to be negative since a decrease in the bond angle 9
should cause B to increase. We therefore conclude
that the sign and magnitude of 8; are not appropriate
to account for the discrepancy between Eq. (38) and
the observed values of {p — q)2w3. Considerations
of the bond-stretching contribution of third neigh-
bors will considerably improve the agreement.

In the case of [111] stress all of the measured
values of #/w} are negative [see Table II]. Equa-
tions (43b) and (51) show that the only source of a
negative contribution to this parameter comes from
the bond-stretching term f(n, £) and that this term
is very sensitive to the value of ¢. In Fig. 10 we
have plotted f(n, ¢) as a function of ¢ for n= -6,
which would be the case for Si with y~1.0. In or-
der to account for the experimental value of v/ w%
=-0.65 in Si (n,=0. 285), Eq. (51) shows that
fln, £)=—1.12 and hence £=0.21. This value of ¢
is considerably smaller than that measured experi-
mentally*® or deduced by Martin from measurements
of elastic constants.” Similar difficulties with the
value of £ occur for the other materials we have
measured. The problem arises because of the can-
cellation between the bond-stretching and bond-
bending contributions to 7/ wﬁ, as indicated in Eq.
(51). In contrast to the situation for [001] stress,
it will be shown that considerations of third-near-
est-neighbor bond-stretching interactions are not
sufficient to account for the above discrepancies.
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FIG. 10. Function f(r,&) [see Eq. (43b)] vs ¢ for

n=-6.

4. Thivd-Nearest-Neighbor Interaction

In the Appendix we have listed the third-nearest-
neighbor bond vectors. In a manner similar to that
used in the previous sections, it can be shown that
the contribution of the third-nearest-neighbor in-
teraction to the bond-stretching energy in the case
of X11[001] is given by

U0, z)=6ag2?, (52)
Ule, z)=6ag[1 +4egn)]2?, (53)

where g is the bond-stretching force constant as-
sociated with the third-nearest-neighbor interac-
tion. From Eqgs. (14), (33), (52), and (53), ne-
glecting B,, we find that

K (0)=4(ag+By+3ayg) , (54)
Koer(€)=4{(ag+By)(1 +4¢)+ 30y [1 +4eg)]} , (55)
and hence from Eq. (22) and (6a) we have

p-q _ a0+BO+3%g(n)

(56a)

20 qp+By+30,
_ 11++nngo++3;7ng [;)g(n) ’ (56b)
where
Mo =g/ % (57)
and
gn)=1+3(f)Vn-2). (58)

In the case of Si with 7,=0.285, n=-6, and

(- q)/2w3=0.31, Eq. (56a) yields a value of
n9=0. 24, which seems quite reasonable. For
ZnSe, which is the most ionic materials we have

|

measured y=1.70, n=-10.2, 1,=0.120, and
(p-q)/2wy*=0.62, and hence Eq. (56b) gives a
value of n6=0. 05. It is expected that as the mate-
rial becomes more ionic the third-nearest-neighbor
interaction should become considerably weaker in
relation to the nearest-neighbor forces.

For XI[111], U(e, z) due to the third-nearest-
neighbor bond-stretching interaction is given by (see
the Appendix)

Ule, 2)=6ag[1 +4ehn, £)]2%, (59)
where

(n—2)(19 - 9%)

11y . (60)
U(0, z) is given by Eq. (52). Combining Eqs. (43a),
(48b), and (59) and proceeding in a manner similar
to that used in Sec. IVA 2, we find that

T _Tg +fn, £) +3nghn, )
wg 1 +mg+3mg ’

Aln,g)=1+

(81)

For all the materials we have investigated it can
be demonstrated that the magnitude of 7y z(x, £) is
too small to substantially effect the cancellation
discussed above. For example, in Si (n=- 6,
£=0.556) 2=0.07 and since ng=0.24, the third-
neighbor contribution to #/ wﬁ is extremely small.
In Sec. IV A 3 we have attempted to account for
the observed values of the parameters (p — g)/2wg,
v/ wﬁ, and y by means of the Martin model [Eq.
(9a)], which includes two-body bond-stretching and
an average three-body bond-bending interaction.
It was found that this formulation did not adequately
account for the above shear parameters and that
in the case of [001] stress better agreement could
be achieved by considering bond-stretching inter-
actions between third nearest neighbors. For [111]
stress this approach did not prove fruitful.

B. Generalized Force Constant Model

Another approach to the problem would be to ex-
press the internal energy as a function of gener-
alized force constants which include two-, three-,
and four-body interactions.®® This model has
been used by several authors to fit the phonon dis-
persion curves for several diamond- and zinc-
blende-type materials, 10141920 1 this model the
internal energy per unit cell is written as

1A 2, 3
U=3 20 KXar)P+ 2 K¥rv,(86,,)
i=1 1,5>1

4,4 4,4
+ 4 K )V 380,;)(ar) + 20 Ki(ar)(ar,)
i3> i,0%%

SN

+27 K3k (rv) 2 2(46,5)(A6,,)

+23 XKy i) 1 3(00,,)(80,,) , (62)
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where
ary=¥,(e 2)| = |F,(e,0)] (63a)
A60;;=0,;(¢, 2) - 6,;(, 0) . (63b)

In addition to two- (X,) and three- (K,, K, ,, K,,)
body force constants, which is somewhat similar
to the formulation of Eq. (9a), the four-body force
constants (K, and *K,,) have been explicitly intro-
duced. References 8 and 9 give an excellent dis-
cussion of the physical significance of the six force
constants mentioned above. In particular K, is
related to changes in two angles which have a
common leg and apex while *K,, is related to
changes in two angles which have all legs coplanar.

As in Sec. IV A4 in order to determine the in-
fluence of a hydrostatic pressure, with strain ten-
sor given by Eq. (15), we consider a sublattice
displacement (0, 0, z). It can be shown that in the
presence of the above strain the quantities of Ar
and A6 are given by

Ar = Avy=evy~2z/V3 (64a)
Avy= Avy=ery+2/V3 (64b)
£81p== A8y, = (5)V2(1 - €)z/7, (64c)

all other Afd;;=0. Combining Egs. (62), (64), and
(11) the expression for the effective spring con-
stant K., can then be written as

Kopq(€) =§_Kr +3§K9-33?‘\/2—K,9—§—K" +§3A*Kee .. (65)

From Egs. (3), (15), and (22) and since for hydro-
static pressure 3¢ =dV/V=dInV=3dIn7, where
V is the volume,

_b+2q _ 1 dnK,,
Bwg 6 dlnr

(66)

If we now assume, as has been done in Sec. IVA 4
on hydrostatic pressure, that allthe force constants
scale in the same way with interatomic distance,
i.e., K=K /7, then Eq. (66) with Eq. (65)
becomes

y==%n , (67)
which is the same as Eq. (29).
1. [001] Stress

For the case of [001] stress, with strain tensor
given by Eq. (30) and the displacement (0, 0, z) the
parameters of Eqs. (63) are given by

A7 = Avy=— Arg=— Ar,=—3V3(1+2€)z, (68a)

Abyp==2V2 e +($)2(1 - ©)z/7y , (68b)
Afgy=-2V2€~ ($)/2(1 - €)z/7, (68¢c)

all other A6;;=0. Since for this stress direction
the bond length does not change with stress any
stress dependence of the generalized force con-

stants can only depend on A [such as that given

in Eq. (31)]. However, we have presented argu-
ments in Sec. IVA 2 to indicate that this dependence
is small and hence we will also neglect it in this
case. Equations (13), (62), and (68) then yield, to
first order in the strain,

Kyee)=% KB(I +4E)+1§K2(1 - 2¢)
~BV2K(1+e)-$ K0, (1+4€)
+2*%(1-2¢) . (89)
Combining Egs. (6a), (22), and (69), we find

p—q  K2-4K5-2V2K?,-2K? -8*K),

= 0
202  KU+8K0-8V2K(,—2K0, +16 %K, (70)

Complete experimental values for the generalized
force constants of Eq. (62) for silicon have been
determined by Solbrig.!® Inserting these values
into Eq. (70) yields a value of (p — q)/2w3=0. 57.
Although this value is still larger than the experi-
mental value listed in Table II, the agreement is
considerably better than that predicted by Eq.
(38), neglecting the term in Bj.

2. [111] Stress

For this stress direction, in contrast to the case
of [001] stress, there is a change in bond length as
well as bond angle. Therefore, in order to use the
model of Eq. (62) six new parameters, associated
with the changes of the K with bond length, would
have to be introduced. This large number of un-
determined parameters makes the use of this
model for this stress direction prohibitive.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The stress dependence of the first-order Raman
spectra associated with the k=0 optical phonons
in Si, Ge, GaAs, GaSb, InAs, and ZnSe has enabled
us to determine values for the phenomenological
coefficients which describe the changes in the
“spring constant” of these optical phonons with
strain. Comparison of these experimental values
with several theoretical models indicates that none
of them are completely satisfactory. The simple
bond-stretching model (with implicit contributions
of bond bending through the parameter ¢) gives a
reasonable fit to the experimental data and indicates
the origins of the ionicity trends. The improved
agreement in (p — ¢)/2wd when third-nearest-neigh-
bor interactions were included indicates that long-
range forces play an important role for this param-
eter while they proved unimportant for the descrip-
tion of ». Explicit inclusion of an average bond-
bending force as proposed by Martin reduces the
agreement with experiment, particular for ». This
might be an indication that this average bond-bend-
ing force is not detailed enough to account for an-
harmonic coefficients such as p, g, and 7.
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APPENDIX: THIRD-NEAREST-NEIGHBOR CONTRIBUTIONS

We shall compute here third-neighbor contri-
bution to the parameters p, ¢ and 7 taking only into
account bond-stretching forces. The third-nearest-
neighbor bond vectors are

t=(Gap)1,1,3), Ty=(1a)(, -1,3),

To=Gag)(-1,-1,3), Te=Ga)(~-1,1,-3),

FQ: (7} ao)(3! - 13 - 1) ’
(A1)
Tio=(ia)(-3,1,-1),

;3= (71{ (lo)(39 1; 1) )

Fu=Gap)(-3,-1,1),

Ts=(Gap)(1,3,1),

Te=(iap)(~1,-3,1),
The length of the ith bond is given by

ri=yi=1Vila,.

F11= (% ao)(1) - 35 - 1) 3

Fro=Gag)(-1,8-1).

To compute the bond-stretching contribution to
the restoring force we take an approach which
simplifies our calculations and is entirely equi-
valent to the use of Martin’s formula [Eq. (9a)] with
B=0. We first notice that the restoring force along
the direction of the stress is given by

(A2)

where z is the displacement produced by a vibra-
tion along the stress axis (singlet mode), o] is the
parameter o’ for the 7th atom, and 6; is the angle
between T; and the stress axis. Here the number
3 in Eq. (A2) is taken so that the definition of &
for this approach coincides with that of Eq. (9a),
and the prime on « indicates that the force constant
for first and third neighbors is not the same.
From Eq. (A2) we observe that when computing
the total restoring force all bonds that have the
same projection on the stress axis (in absolute
value) give the same contribution to the effective
force constant. This reduces considerably the
number of bonds to be taken into account for each
specific case.

—
F=2,; 3za]cos®, ,

1. [001] Stress

In the unstrained crystal only two bonds need be
considered:

(rycos®0,=% , (ry)cos®h,=7 . (A3)

Using Eqs. (A2) and (A3) we find for the third
neighbor contribution to the restoring force in the
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unstrained crystal
F(0, z)=12042 (Ada)
and hence
U0, z)=6ay2® . (A4b)

When the stress is applied the bond vectors change
to

;1:&00)(1—% 1—6, 3+6€) .

- (A5)
To=(:ay)(3-3¢, 1-¢, 1+2¢),

and relevant angles can be computed using
cost; =7 n , (a6)

where 7; and 2are unit vectors in the direction of
the bond T, and the stress axis, respectively.
Using Eqs. (A2), (A5), and (A6) we find in the
strained crystal

Ule, 2)=6ay[1 +4egn’)]2?, (A7)
where

gln)=1+3(F)Pw -2) (A8)
and

o= (Ina’) (A9)

d(ny) |,

Assuming »n' =# the total effective force constant
in the presence of the strain is given by Eq. (55).

2. [111] Stress

For this stress direction only three bond vectors
need be considered: T, T, and r;. These bond
vectors for the unstraiaed crystal are given by
Eq. (A1), and for the crystal subject to a strain
as described by the strain tensor of Eq. (39) they
are

Ty = (5 ap)(1 +4¢ - 2¢¢, 1+4e—-2¢L, 3+2¢-2¢k),

Tp= (3 ap)(~1+2ef, —1+2¢-2e, 3~-2¢—2¢k) R
(A10)
Ty=(} ap)(- 3 - 2¢¢, ~1-2€~-2¢t, 1 -4¢-2¢g).
Proceeding in the same way as before we obtain

the third neighbor contribution to the bond-stretch-

ing energy in the presence of strain:
Ule, 2)=60ag[1 +4ehn, £)]2%, (A11)

where %(n, £) is given by Eq. (60) and we again as-
sume %’ =n.

*Supported by Army Research Office, Durham; the
National Science Foundation; and the Advanced Research
Projects Agency.

1See, for example, F. H. Pollak in Proceedings of the
Tenth Intevnational Confevence on the Physics of Semi~
conductors, Cambridge, 1970 (U.S. Atomic Energy Com~

mission, Oak Ridge, Tenn., 1970), p. 407.

g, Anastassakis, A. Pinczuk, E. Burstein, F. H.
Pollak, and M. Cardona, Solid State Commun. 8, 133
(1970).

%Y. D. Harker, C. Y. She, and D. F. Edwards, Appl.
Phys. Letters 15, 272 (1969).



5 STRESS-INDUCED SHIFTS... 593

‘w. J. Burke, R. J. Pressley, and J. C. Slonczewski,
Solid State Commun. 9, 121 (1971).

5F. Cerdeira, C. J. Buchenauer, F. H. Pollak, and
M. Cardona, Bull. Am. Phys. Soc. 16, 29 (1971).

8s. Ganesan, A. A, Maradudin, and J. Oitmaa, Ann.
Phys. (N.Y.) 56, 556 (1970).

'R. M. Martin, Phys. Rev. B 1, 4005 (1970).

M. J. P. Musgrave and J. A. Pople, Proc. Roy. Soc.
(London) A268, 974 (1962).

H. L. McMurray, A. W. Solbrig, Jr., J. K. Boyter,
and C. Noble, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 28, 2359 (1967).

A, w. Solbrig, Jr., Idaho Nuclear Corporation
Report No. IN-1424, 1970 (unpublished).

g, s. Mitra, O. Brafman, W. B. Daniels, and R. K.
Crawford, Phys. Rev. 186, 942 (1970).

25, Buchenauer, F. Cerdeira, and M. Cardona, Inter-
national Conference of Light Scattering in Solids, Paris,

1971 (unpublished).

3 the case of ZnSe the Raman scattering is from the
bulk of the material since it is transparent to the incident
and scattered radiation and therefore the scattering is
not sensitive to the surface treatment.

1R, Loudon, Advan. Phys. 13, 423 (1964).

5B, Weinstein (private communication).

183, Ganesan and A, A. Maradudin (private communi-
cation).

’See, for example, L. Kleinman, Phys. Rev. 128,
2614 (1962).

18A, Segmuller and H.R. Neyer, Physik Kondensierten
Materie 4, 63 (1965).

9%, Herman, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 8, 405 (1959).

2K, Kunc, M. Balkanski, and M. Nusimovici, Phys.
Status Solidi 41, 491 (1970).



