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constitutive equations exactly and computed the very complex
expressions for § and £, numerically. However, we have found
that £ and &, change dramatically when seemingly justified
approximations are introduced. The only approximation we

have made is the constitutive equations themselves, since they
only approximately describe what happens in a real semimetal.

195, Rodriquez, Phys. Rev. 130, 1778 (1963).

See also R. A. Gordon, Ph.D. thesis (Brown University, 1972)
(unpublished), where this equivalence was also noted. It should
also be pointed out that Quinn in Ref. 2 applied the formalism
of Kontorovich to bismuth. Since the present paper utilizes the
collision-drag theory, a mere comparison of our results and
those of Quinn would not be meaningful. Instead, one would
have to decide which of the two approaches is the correct one
in the case of compensated semimetals. In the present paper we
did not intend to answer this fundamental question.

2See for instance A. L. Jain and S. H. Koenig, Phys. Rev.

loo

127, 442 (1962).

YIn Ref. 2 Quinn used m, = 0.0lm and m, = 0.2m,
instead of our m, = 0.1m and m, = 0.2m. For these values
one has w.,7,> 1> ®.,7,, a condition necessary for the
propagation of weakly damped helicons. We have also
computed §, for m, = 0.0lm, and m, = 0.2m, however the
good agreement with the experimental data was lost and £, vs
B, still did not show a maximum. In addition we have plotted
€.l =€ +i&]| vs B, (as is done in Ref. 2). This quantity also
does not exibit a maximum, the reason being that the initial
rise of £ with magnetic field is much steeper than the initial
decrease of &,.

“We would like to emphasize here that, although the local
magnetoconductivity tensors in the quantum regime are
identical to those in the classical regime, we anticipate a
significant difference in the collision-drag forces in the two
regimes.
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The deviations from Hooke’s law in whiskers in elastic uniaxial tension experiments are related to
higher-order elastic constants. We derive this relation for an arbitrary crystal system and
whisker-tension-axis orientation to fourth order in the strain. The deviations from Hooke’s law are
experimentally found for copper and nickel whiskers. The results are compared with other methods of

determining third-order elastic constants.

I. INTRODUCTION

The higher-order elastic constants are of in-
terest in determining the mechanical properties
of materials. They can be measured ultrasonical-
ly, either by the effect of pressure on the velocity
of ultrasound or by the generation of harmonics
during the passage of ultrasound through a crys-
tal. 3 They can also be measured in a “static”
test, by observing the deviations from Hooke’s law
in elastic materials.* So far this latter method has
been used only in fused-quartz fibers and in “whisk-
ers.” It is this static method that is treated in
this paper.

In static tests the accuracy is usually much less
than in the ultrasonic methods, but higher strains
are available, so that semiquantitative estimates
of fourth-order elastic constants can be made.
There is also some question about the effects of
dislocations and other defects on the results of
ultrasonic tests.® In these static tests it is doubt-
ful that dislocations can play a large role, since
the large uniaxial stress (of the order of 10° N/m?)
would move any dislocations out of the crystal.

Section II treats the theory of these static experi-
ments, extending the theory of Murnaghan® to ar-
bitrary crystal symmetry and arbitrary crystallo-

graphic orientation of the fiber axis and to third
power in the applied stress. A particularly sim-
ple form is derived for both the quadratic and
cubic terms of a generalized Hooke’s law for
fibers. Section III treats a modification of the ex-
perimental procedure of Powell and Skove* and
Sec. IV reports new results for copper and nickel
whiskers.

II. THEORY

We assume that all the work required to deform
the fiber is stored in the body as elastic energy,
and that none of this energy is dissipated. If we
expand the stored energy function ¢ in terms of
the Lagrangian strain 7)‘, &(M) can be written as
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etc., and

_15[( 2%, m) ]
n“_ﬁé)[(aa;)(aa, =8 .

At equilibrium, zero strain, and room temperature

we take ®¢=0. Equilibrium implies (3&/97)y_,= 0.
Murnaghan, ® using the principal of virtual work,

has derived the relationship between the stress

per unit initial area T and the strain n:

X
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where J;, is a component of the Jacobian matrix

between the initial and final coordinates of a point

in the body. The derivatives of ® at zero strain

are

T
JRleee 37]” anm." , ’

where 7 is the order of the derivative and x is the
thermodynamic coordinate held constant in the
measurement of Cj;,;..., which in these experi-
ments is the temperature T. Thus ®=py,F, where
Py is the initial density and F the Helmholtz free
energy per unit mass. It is convenient to use the
contracted index notation in which 11-1, 22~ 2,
33-3, 23~4, 13-5, 12-6, In this convention,

Niy=2(1+0;;)7y,

andp
Cis..=Po (W)r )
where 8;; is the Kronecker 6. Tensor coordinates
will be denoted by lower-case indices, and co-
ordinates in the contracted notation will be denoted
by upper-case indices. We will have occasion to
use the compliances

SIJ= (C-l)u-

We assume the uniaxial tension to be applied
along the x5 ((001)) axis of the sample, and the re-
lation between initial coordinates of a point in the
body (a;) to be related to the final coordinates (x;)
by an expansion in terms of the applied force per
unit initial area (P) by

3)

xy= (1+01P+011P2+0'111P3+ .- )ay
+(1404P+0gs P2+ 0gggP++ -+ )ay,

%= (1403 P+05 P21 0,55, P2+ ... )a,
+(1+0gP+0gP?+0ggqP°+- -+ )ay, (4)

x3= (1+0gP+033 P2+ 0333 P34 ... )ay
+(1+05P+055 P2+ 055 P - -t )a,
+ (140, P40 P24 0P+ ... )a,,

where the 0,’s are expansion coefficients which
will be related to the second-, third-, and fourth-

order elastic constants. Using this coordinate
transformation, the elements of the strain tensor
are, to third order in P,

Ny=0yP+ 0y P20y PPy} PPyl P?,
where the 17 and ny have been separated for con-
venience and are listed in Table I. Using (1) and
(3) and the expansion for 1 (the Einstein summation
convention is used in this paper; whenever terms
with repeated lower-case alphabetical indices ap-
pear they are summed from 1 to 3; whenever terms

with repeated upper-case alphabetical indices ap-
pear they are summed from 1 to 6),

®=3Crynny +3 CraxMang+ 3iCroxz Mgl
and
X )

ony CraMy+2{Crox0;P[ox P+ 2 N+ 0 gx P}

3
+8 Cuxs OLg0LP,

to third order in P,

For uniform uniaxial tension in the (001) direc-
tion, the stress per unit initial area is given by
Tp=Pby . To first order, the relation between
stress and strain (2) becomes

Pbog=Cy;0,P .
Multiplying through by (C™!); summing on I,
(€ Ygs=0g,
which gives the obvious identification
Og="S3x.
To second order, we then have
POy = (03P%+ P)og+Cry (0, ;P2 +1%) + 5Crox0,0¢ P2 .

Multiplying through by (C™!)y;, and summing, we
find

Orp=—Ss Ss3— My P2~ 3C sk Sps SsrSsk -

For experimental reasons, a nonlinearity param-
eter 0 is defined:

B001= 033(S33) 2=~ 3 - 2(Ss3)?Cr e SarSss S

where the subscript 001 indicates the tension is

TABLE 1. Elements of strain matrix.

2
n{=3%(0% +0%) +20§ N{’ =0401; +0g0g6 + 405055

o N3’ =09093 +0g0gg + 404044
¢ =403 N3’ =03033
n{ =0304 N{’ = 03044 +04033
Ny =005 N§’ = 03055 +05033
¢ =205(0y +03) +20405 n¢ =30g(011 +03) + 30501 +07)

+2(04055 +05044)
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applied to the sample along the (001) crystallo-
graphic direction. It is possible to rotate this re-
sult to allow for cases when tension is applied
along other crystallographic directions. For a
crystal whose long axis has a direction cosine with
respect to the crystallographic axes ag , the non-
linearity parameter 6g, is given by

Bbor= — 3 — 5(S"33) 2 Cryx ar 0 0,
where

Ox=03;035;;,k,
Srx=(2-0;5)S4;,x

(not summed on i, j)
S33=a3;03/0 345,51 js -

To third order in P, the relation between stress
and strain is

Pbg+ (033P%~ 03 P%+ P) 6y + Cp,0 5P+ 1)
+Cr 0 PN+ P?0 )+ Crogr0,0x 0L P°.
As before, we multiply by (C™!),, and sum, getting
Tuuu= (33— 033)Sys - P°nfy
= Crox Sur Sss(P™ '+ O gx)
= 4 Croxs SurSsr SsxSsz .«

It is again convenient todefine a nonlinearity param-
eter £ for a sample whose axis lies along the (001)
direction. This ¢ is a combination of the second-,
third-, and fourth-order elastic constants, where-
as 0 is a combination of the second- and third-or-
der constants:
£001= U333(S3s)™
= = 2(1+ 260) + 5(S33)°Cy i S31 Ss; B

- ‘é‘ (Sss)-scun, Sat Ss.rssx Ssz ’
where

By=CrunSszSsuSk -

As before, for other crystallographic directions,
£oo1 is found by rotating axes to be

Eho1=— 2(1 + 26001) + 3(Shs)™°Cr 0ty @y B
- S59)*Craxr s 050,
Bx=Cunp®yQySxp -

In tensile experiments it is the extension (€),
the change in length of the whisker divided by the
length of the whisker, in the direction of the ap-
plied force that is determined experimentally. ¥
the force is applied in the (001) direction, €, is
given by

€= (x3—as)/as.

Along the x5 axis a;=a;=0. Thus from (4)

|0

€3=03P+033P2+0333P3.
It is simpler to write €5 in terms of E;, Young’s
modulus for the (001) direction:

-1_ -1
Eg=S33=03 ,

€3= (P/E3)+ 6001(P/E 3+ Lo0a(P/E3)5;
or in an arbitrary direction,
€3= (P/E")+ b0y(P/E")*+ tloy (P/E')?, (5)

where E’, £oo1, Loo3 are calculated as before.
These equations have been derived for second
order in the special cases of isotropic symmetry
by Murnaghan, ® and of cubic symmetry in the (100),
(110), and (111) directions by Seegar and Buck. "’
Table II gives expressions for 6 and ¢ in these di-
rections for the special case of cubic symmetry.
These results are somewhat simpler than those
of Seegar and Buck and of course are extended to
fourth order in the case of §.

III. EXPERIMENTAL TECHNIQUE

The method used to determine & and ¢ in these
experiments is a modification of the technique of
Powell and Skove! in which a small low-frequency
oscillatory stress is applied in addition to a large
stress. The response of the sample to both the
static and the oscillatory forces is monitored and
those data are then related to the point-wise de-
rivative of the stress-strain curve.

A diagram of the apparatus is shown in Fig. 1.

It is a modification of the tensile machine of Bren-
ner.® The static force was applied by a large elec-
tromagnet acting on two ceramic magnets and the
small oscillatory force by a separate smaller
electromagnet acting on the same magnets. Two
permanent magnets were used to help cancel non-
linearities in the relation between the magnet cur-
rent and the resulting force. For the large elec-
tromagnet these nonlinearities were less than 0. 1%
and they were less than 0. 01% for the smaller
electromagnet.

A

FIG. 1. Top-section view of apparatus: A, mounting
block; B, whisker mount; C, differential transformer;
D, leaf spring; E, oscillating electromagnet; F, constant
electromagnet; G, ceramic magnet; H, quartz rod; J,
spring support; K, quartz base plate.
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The parameters § and ¢ for special orientations with cubic symmetry.

6001 = O1sotrapte= = = S11[C11 (X°+ §) +3C14p (° + X2 +X) +3Cp5X7),
Bot1== 3= 3F 2Cyyy (¥P +4Sh) +3Cy1p(¥® 4281, 77 +45%,¥) +6C1p351 ¥ +3C144S125% + 3C1e6550),
6111=— 3= 3G2[(Cy11 + 6 Cy1y +2C159 Z° +3(Cyyy +2C1g) Siy + 2Cy56Shal,
£001 = Exsotropte="2(1 +26001) +S71 {C111 3By + X2 By) + Cy1p[(X? + 2X) By + BX? +2X +1) By)

+Cyg(X?By +2XBy)} = 514 [3C 11 (X4 +3) + $Cypp (X4 + X3+ X) + C 190 (X2 +2X%) + 2C;1p5(2X° + XP)],
E1o1=—2(1+2810) +4F {C11y BY?By + 5158 + Cy15 (B Y2 +281,Y +281) By + BY? +25,, 18]

+Ci93(281, Y81 + Y28y + C1q4 (351483 + S12S1Bs) + C1a6BSia By + Suu¥Bo)}
= $FS0C1 1y Y + 51 + Cyy 1 GY* + 51,75 +481°Y) +3C1y9p BY* +53,¥?) + 3C145(S1, ¥ + 3,77

1
+3C114451:5%4 + 3C1504S 1255 Y + H(Cy1g6+ Cuope) SUY? + 1 CaaaaShil s

Ei1==2(1+2835) +§G3[(Cyyy +6Cyyp+2C139) Z2 By + (Cyaq+ 2Cyge) (ShBy + 2504289 +2Cys6ShBel
+4G™3[(Cy111+8Cy119 +6Cyyap +12C11p3) 24+ 6 (Cpygq + 2Cy 166 + 4C1244 + 2 Crag9) S1uZ° + (Cyaaa + 6 Cpye) Sty + 24Cy45653421,

where

X=S51/S11, Y=8Sy1+S12, Z=5,;+2Sy;, F=Y+3Sy,

G=Z+Sy, By=—5}1@6001+3), By=8}1[(Ciyy+2C19) X+ X2 +X) +Cy1y6X° +9X% +3X +1)],
B1= Ciy GY*+ 8%) +3Cy1p (V2 +28,, ¥ +48,¥) + 8C1258 Y2 + $C1445128%4 + 1C166ShY,

By =1 (Cyyy +6Cyyy +2Cy59) 2+ + (C1gg +2Cy49S%Z,

By = Cy11 3S1,¥? +SHY — §h) + Cy, BV +881,¥* +28%) + $C155 (¥® ~ 8;,¥° +45%,¥) + §Cy44h(¥Y = Syp)

FB4= (Ciua+2C159) SUZ + CuseSius
B5= C144S125% + C166554Y

The transducer for the displacement of the rod
(and hence the extension of the whisker) was a dif-
ferential transformer. The output of the differen-
tial transformer was linear in displacement over
the range of an experiment to better than 0. 01%.
The steady displacement was measured with a dif-
ferential voltmeter and the oscillatory displace-
ment with a lock-in amplifier whose output drove
the smaller electromagnet. In no case was the
oscillatory force more than 5% of the maximum
steady force.

The displacements used in the experiment were
small, and extensive thermal and mechanical shield-
ing was necessary. Wherever possible fused quartz
was used in the construction of the puller and dur-
ing measurements the apparatus was enclosed in
a styrofoam box. Thewhole apparatus was mounted
from the ceiling, forming a pendulum whose period
was about 3 sec.

The puller is essentially a driven harmonic oscil-
lator and its response x can be described by

x=Kycos(wt+ ¢)

K K 2 1/2
= [m2< ——E”jl—‘ - w2> + szz] cos(wt + ¢).
(6)
Ky and K 4 are the spring constants of the whisker
and the apparatus, respectively, w is the frequency

(rad/sec) of the driving force, R is the damping

constant, » is the mass of the pulling-rod as-
sembly, K is the measured spring constant of
the sample-puller system, ¢ is the time, and ¢ is

the phase. The term K is proportional to the out-
put of the lock-in amplifier., From Eq. (6)
Ky= (K2 - *RHV 2 mw?-K,. )

If Ky is to be measured accurately it is impera-
tive that R and w be small enough so that the term
w?R? can be neglected. R was found to be less
than 20 g/sec. Equation (7) indicates that there
is an optimum value for w for which

mw?—K,=0,

Thus the optimum w is the resonant frequency of
the apparatus when no whisker is present. For the
present apparatus, the moving mass was 12 g and
the resonant frequency about 4 Hz (w= 25 rad/sec).
At this frequency w?R?is indeed negligible with
respect to K& and Ky=K),,.

The Cu whiskers were grown in porcelain boats
by hydrogen reduction of Cu halides in the manner
described by Brenner. ® X-ray analyses showed
that only whiskers whose growth axes were in the
(001) direction were produced from CuBr. Both
(011) and (001) whiskers in about equal numbers
were produced from CuCl, and (111) and (001)
whiskers in about equal numbers were produced
from Cul. This dependence of the growth axes on
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the source material has also been reported by
Powell and Skove.* Most of the Cu whiskers used
in these experiments were grown from the reagent-
grade Cu halide. Those whiskers designated as
pure, however, were grown from the high-purity
(99. 999%) Cu halide obtained from Johnson, Mat-
they, and Co., Ltd., London, England. I is un-
likely that the whiskers grown from the high-purity
material were much purer, however, since resid-
ual-resistivity ratios (Rgggx/Rs.2x = 70) were inde-
pendent of source material.

In addition to the nominally pure Cu whiskers,
several doped samples were studied. The Ag-doped
whiskers were grown from Cul to which 0. 5-mole%
Agl had been added. Zn-doped samples were grown
from CuBr to which small pieces of metallic Zn
had been added. The doped samples were grown in
the same manner as the undoped samples.

The Ni whiskers used for this study were also
produced by the halide-reduction technique, in the
manner described by Bailon. !** These whiskers
were grown in ceramic boats which had been baked
out in an attempt to remove volatile impurities.
Reagent-grade NiBr, was used for the growth of
Ni samples and only (001) whiskers were found.
After growth all the samples were stored in an
evacuated desiccator to retard oxidation and con-

- tamination.

The whiskers were held in the pulling apparatus
with diphenyl carbizide which was melted around
the whisker. All whiskers were checked for glue-
joint slippage by applying an extension of about
0. 5% for about 15 min. Several samples were held
at 1% extension for 12 h with no change in the re-
sults before and after the long-term stress.

If y represents the output of the lock-in amplifier,
then y <d€/d(P/E) or y <1/K,. From (5),

y 14+ 28'(P/E’)+ 3¢ (P/E' )

If yo represents the lock-in amplifier output when
P=0, it is possible to define a dimensionless
parameter M such that

M=(y-yo)/yo=20'(P/E’)+3¢'(P/E")? .

This definition is advantageous since the constant
of proportionality between y and K is not precisely
known, since the whisker cross section is not well
known. The only problem that now remains is to
relate this result to experimental quantities and
to determine y,.

A least-squares fit of the data was made to the
function

y=C,+Cyl+C,yP, (8)

where I is i - i, 7 is the instantaneous current in
the large electromagnet, iy is the current in this
magnet at which the sample is just tight (i.e., at
P=0.), y is the instantaneous output of the lock-in
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amplifier, and C;, C,, and Cj are the fitting param-
eters determined by the least-squares analysis.
It can be shown that

¥o=Cy,

M=(y-Cy/Cy,

6=(Co/Cy) LoKy/2v
and

£=(Co/Cy) (LoKn)/ 37,

where Ky=K, - K ,, L is the initial unstretched
gauge length of the sample, y is the response of the
differential transformer AL/AV, and all the other
terms have been previously defined. K, can be de-
termined from the slope of the force-elongation
curve which was taken separately. _

The largest uncertainty in the results came from
L,, the sample gauge length measurement and was
about 3%. This was due to the difficulty in judging
exactly where the glue contact began.

In order to judge the effect of still higher-order
elastic constants, a plot of the relation

M/I=(y - C,)/CyI=(Cy/Cy)+ (Cs/C I

was made. The intercept and slope are related to
6 and ¢, respectively, and any effect of higher-
order constants will show up as a deviation from
a straight line. No significant deviations were
found, as illustrated in Fig. 2.

IV. RESULTS

The data for each whisker are givenin Table III,
The uncertainties in 6 and ¢ are mainly due to the
standard deviations to the least-squares fit to (8).
The scatter in the data as well as the apparent

M L p
= ">
0 SEEE -1
- E
A S I BT B B I
0] 2 .4 .6 .8 1.0 1.2
I0*P/E
FIG. 2. Plot of the meter reading M (proportional to

the slope of the stress-strain curve) divided by the mag-
net current I (proportional to the applied stress) vs I for
a copper whisker. The intercept is related to the third-
order elastic constants, the slope to the fourth-order
elastic constants, and the linearity of the plot shows that
the effect of higher-order constants is negligible.
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TABLE 0I. Values of § and ¢ for each sample. TABLE IV. Predicted values of 6 and &.
s ¢ ¢ @) Source o0t 101 Sy oot 101 S Ref.
el A. Copper
A. Copper (001) -4,4+0,2 8.9+0.7 2.1+0.7 66+25 184+25 2010 Present
_ a -3.3%1,3 4.8 2.1 . a
3.5+0.2 2711 0.176 I -4.6£0.2 10.7:0.1 3.8%0.9 70 b
—-4.2+0.4 2921 0.61 I -2.250.3 7.2:0.1 2.720.3 35 - c
-4.2+0,3 71+ 15 1.20 Cl -6.9 122 d
-4.3+0,2 55+ 5 1.66 Cl B. Nickel
-4,3+0.7 57 1.33 Cl -2.8+0.6 3020 Present
—-4,4+0.3 66 + 14 1.20 Cl =0.7+0.5 19 c
-4,5+0.2 67+7 1.26 Br? -8.6 A d
—-4.6+0,2 86 + 10 0.97 Br? #Powell and Skove (Ref. 4)
-4.920.2 8911 0.82 Br? bUsing C}; and CI;y of Hiki and Granato (Ref. 2) with
-5.0+0,5 90 + 28 0.85 I the theoretical values of Ci,x, of Rose (see Ref. d) to
—5.1+0.4 128+ 16 1.07 cl predict £go;.
-3.9£0.2 27+ 4 1.88 CuZn °Using CJ; and CJyy of Salama (Ref. 11) with the theo-
B. Copper (101) retical values of Ciyy, of Rose (see Ref. d) to predict
8.3+0.4 182 + 22 0.8 cl 50%1-
9.2+0.6 193 + 62 0.6 cl Using the theoretical values of M. F. Rose [Phys.
10.3+0.8 192 + 73 0.5 cl Status Solidi u, K199 (1966)]-
C. Copper (111)
0.9+0.1 101+ 14 0.66 I C{x). Although the amounts of impurities and
1.4+0.4 95+ 36 0,70 Ia doping agents in the present samples are unknown,
2.2£0.3 41+ 36 0.54 I it appears that the nonlinearity parameters may be
2,6+0.3 4+17 0.56 I appreciably affected by the relatively small im-
2,7+0.3 -5+ 8 0.79 I it trati gt hisk
3.950.3 §+ 20 0.56 i purity concentrations of these whiskers.
0.840.2 1444 0.76 CuAg Figure 3 is a plot of M vs P/E for Cu using the
1.2+0.1 85 + 13 0.81 CuZn mean values for 6 and ¢ determined by the present
1.8+0.1 2315 0.91 CuZn experiments. It was found that (001) and (111)
whisker nerally failed at lo tr n
D. Nickel (001) skers gene y e wer s ess.es t}.la
—2.83:0.5 17 1.3 Br (110). The mean values of 6 and ¢ are given in
-2.420.2 36+ 8 1.3 Br Table IV.
-3.2+0.3 46 + 10 1.5 Br Values of & and ¢ were also calculated using the
-3.7+0.4 142+ 28 0.5 Br values of the second-, third-, and fourth-order
—4,1+0.6 43 + 30 0.9 Br elastic coefficients determined or calculated by

#Denotes high-purity halide used in growth.

relationship between the magnitudes of 6 and { may
be due to the presence of impurities in the sam-
ples. To test this hypothesis several doped sam-
ples were studied. From Table III it is seen that
the magnitude of 5 for doped samples tends to be
smaller than that for the undoped samples. R is
also seen that £ may be influenced by the presence
of doping agents. It does not seem that this ex-
plains all of the scatter, however.

It is possible to calculate 6 and ¢ using the values
of the second-, third-, and fourth-order elastic
coefficients measured or calculated by others. It
turns out that § is relatively sensitive to small
variations in the second- and third-order elastic
coefficients. A 1% change in the values of Si;and
C{; of Hiki and Granato® causes changes of 4, 3,
and 10% in the calculated values of 8ggy, Ogy;, and
6411, respectively. Salamal! studied the elastic
constants of Cu containing 9-at.% Ni and measured
a change of about 5% in the values of both the sec-
ond- and third-order elastic constants (C5, and

other researchers. The results of these calcula-
tions are also given in Table IV. The uncertain-
ties in these values of other workers were obtained
by using the extreme values of the third-order
elastic constants (Cjyx) given by the individual re-

Y'IVVIIrTr!I]!||Y—IT_|'ﬁ]1'TITVY_V||II!|I-

131 y

Moo o ]
-1 i
(mA) L

12 . n

1

LI —

PRI IR I EPETT AT ITET I AT PRTET PO |
30 60 90 120
I (mA)
FIG. 3. Plot of the mean data for the three orientations

of copper whiskers. The meter reading M is proportional
to the slope of the stress-strain curve, and P/E is the ap-
plied stress divided by Young’s modulus in the direction
of the whisker.
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TABLE V. Constants needed in conversions.
Constant Ni Source Cu Source
T 300 K 300 K o
Po 8.90 g/cm® a 8.92 g/cm® a
@ 1.68x 10" K™ b 1.27x10% K- b
(92/37)p 1.2x10% k2 c 1.1x10% K2 c
(0N 3.85x10°% erg/gK b 4,44x10% erg gK b
(9C,/9T), 1.4x10% erg/g K? c 4,5%x10° erg/gK* c
(95,,/9T), 6.38 X107 cm?/dynK d 3.06 X 10~ em?/dynK e
(951,/87), —2.99%x10"% ¢m?/dynK d —1,44% 10" cm?/dynK e
(854/97)» 5,07 x 107'% cm?/dynK d 2,35 %10 em?/dyn K e

%Handbook of Chemistry and Physics, 48th ed., (Chem-
ical Rubber Co., Cleveland, Ohio, 1967), pp. B-108, B-
123,

YAmevrican Institute of Physics Handbook, 2nd ed.
(McGraw-Hill, New York, 1963), pp. 4—66, 4—67.

searchers. No uncertainties were given for the
second-order elastic moduli (S7;) and none were
assigned. Since the present experiments deter-
mined the isothermal nonlinearity parameters, it
was necessary to convert the adiabatic and mixed
coefficients to the isothermal ones in comparing
the present experiments with the results of others,

Thurston has given a general relationship be-
tween the adiabatic and the isothermal second-or-
der elastic constants. Powell and Skove'? have
given a similar general expression relating the
mixed to the isothermal third-order elastic con-
stants. In contradiction to a statement made by
Powell and Skove, no term in their expression is
negligibly small for Cu or Ni. Table V contains
a list of the constants required in converting the
adiabatic and the mixed elastic coefficients to the
isothermal coefficients for Cu and Ni. Table VI
contains a list of the isothermal pressure de-
rivatives of the second-order elastic constants for
Cu and Ni as measured by others.

The data for Ni whiskers are also given in Table
V. The uncertainties in 6 and { were calculated
in the manner as for Cu. The experiments were
performed prior to those carried out with Cu
whiskers, and used the same apparatus as that
used by Powell and Skove.* This apparatus was
not as insensitive to thermal and mechanical in-
fluences as the apparatus described above and it
did not sensitively determine the point at which
the sample became tight. For these reasons, it
is felt that the data taken on Ni whiskers may be
neither as accurate nor as precise as that taken
on Cu whiskers. The results given in Table IV
for Ni were calculated in the same manner as for
Cu whiskers.

Barsch and Chang‘s have given expressions re-
lating the isothermal pressure derivatives of the
three second-order elastic constants and to the
third-order elastic constants. These equations

®Calculated from data in Ref. b.

dCalculated from data of W. C. Overton, Jr. and J.
Gaffney [Phys. Rev. 98, 969 (1955)].

®Calculated from data of G. A. Alers, J. R. Neigh-
bours, and H. Sato [J. Phys. Chem. Solids 13, 40 (1960)].

together with those for three &’s form a set of six
linearly independent equations relating to six
third-order isothermal elastic constants for cubic
materials to known quantities. Thus it is possible
to determine these six elastic constants without
using any of the ultrasonic results that utilized
uniaxial stress. Table VII contains a list of the
isothermal third-order elastic constants for Cu
and Ni calculated in this manner. The uncer-
tainties in the third-order constants were obtained
by using the extreme values given by the individual
researchers. No uncertainties were stated for
the isothermal pressure derivatives of the second-
order elastic constants. The authors’ estimate of
+ 2% was assigned. No uncertainties were stated
for the second-order elastic coefficients and none
were assigned. Table VII also includes the iso-
thermal third-order elastic constants for Cu and
Ni converted from the mixed values given by other
researchers.

In deriving the relations relating ultrasonic
changes with pressure and the third-order elastic
constants” both Thurston and Brugger1 and Barsch
and Changls have apparently assumed that C;’ IK

TABLE VI. Pressure derivatives of the adiabatic second-
order elastic constants of Cu and Ni.,
(8Cn/8P) T (8C12/8P)T (3044/9P)T Source

A. Copper
5.94 5,19 2.63 Ref, 2
5,92 5,02 2,36 Ref, 11
6.36 5.20 2,35 a
4,67 3.53 0.85 b

B. Nickel
6.03 4,87 2,38 Ref. 11

*W. B. Daniels and C. S. Smith, Phys. Rev. 111, 713
(1958).
'D. Lazarus, Phys. Rev. 76, 545 (1949).
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TABLE VII. Isothermal third-order elastic constants.
i il chs Clu Cls Clis Ref.

A. Isothermal constants for Cu in units of 107 cmz/dyn

-12.4 +0.3 -8.2 +0,2 -1.1 + 0,02 -1.0 +0.4 -7.0 +0.4 0.70 +0.9 a

-12.7 +0.1 -8.2 +0.2 -0.72 +0,02 -0.69 +0.5 -6.7 +0.3 0.4 +0.6 b

-13.7 +0.1 -8.6 +0,2 -0.65 +0.02 -0.95 0.5 -6.6 + 0,3 0.4 +0.6 c

-11.7 +0.1 -6.5 +0.2 1.54 +0.02 1.4 +0,4 -4.8 +0.3 -1.3 +0.7 d

-12.8 +0.2 -8.2 + 0.1 -0.56 +0.18 -0.05 =+0,09 -7.82 +0.05 -0.95 +0.9 e

-14.0 +0.2 -7.8 +0,1 ~-1.9 +0,2 -1.4 +0,2 -6.5 +0,2 -0.2 +0,1 f

-12,99 -8.11 -1.69 0,87 -7.96 0.70 g

—10.40 =-7.70 0.92 LR see oo h
B. Isothermal constants for Ni in units of 102 cmz/dyn

-18.3 +0.7 -11.5 + 0.5 -0,2 +0.5 vee see ese b

-20,4 +0.4 -10.3 +0,3 -2.1 +0,5 -1.4 +0,6 -9.2 +0.3 -0.7 +0.3 f

-10.40 -7.70 0.92 eee toe e h

2present and Hiki and Granato (Ref. 2).

PPresent and Salama (Ref. 11).

®Present and Daniels and Smith (Ref. a, Table VI).
9present and Lazarus (Ref. b, Table VI).

is symmetric with respect to the interchange of
any indices, or that

Cirk=Crxs=Clxr=Clrx=Cxrs=Clyr . (9)

This is not quite true, and the small differences
between the C¥,, terms can often be calculated
from the relation between Cf, and C¥, given by
Brugger. In most cases the difference between
the C}’, x terms are small enough to be neglected.
Since only six mixed third-order constants have
been reported by other researchers, it is neces-
sary to assume the validity of (9) in order to cal-
culate the isothermal third-order elastic con-
stants from the results of the present experiments.
From Table VII it is seen that there is some dis-
agreement in the reported values of the third-order
elastic constants. It is known that the motion of
dislocations is an important factor in studying the
elastic constants of bulk samples. This is especial-
ly true for soft materials such as Cu. It has been
found that if bulk samples are bombarded with neu-
trons, the damage caused by irradiation is suffi-
cient to prevent dislocation motion. Gerlich® has
studied LiF and measured changes in the second-
order elastic constants when the integrated neutron
flux exceeded 101 #/cm® Since the researchers
who employed radiation damage used dosages of
about this order of magnitude, it seems possible
that their determinations of the third-order elastic
may be affected by this effect. The results of the
present work are in closest agreement with those

®Converted from data of Hiki and Granato (Ref. 2).
fConverted from data of Salama (Ref. 11).

gPowell and Skove (Ref. 4) and Granato (Ref. 2).
bTheoretical values of Rose (Ref. d, Table IV).

of Hiki and Granato, > who used a prestressing
technique to prevent dislocation motion.

The isothermal constants were not calculated
from the adiabatic constants given by Gauster, *
but it is apparent that his results are in very poor
agreement with the results of the present work.

The equations for ¢,, &, and {3 given in Tables
V-VII, respectively, form a set of three linearly
independent equations in the 11 fourth-order iso-
thermal elastic constants for cubit symmetry. The
uncertainties in the third-order elastic constants
preclude saying very much about the individual
fourth-order constants, except that their magni-
tudes are about 10 dyn/cm? as expected theo-
retically.

Conclusions:

Copper: We find good agreement with the third-
order elastic constants measured by Hiki and Gra-
nato, fair agreement with those measured by
Salama, and poor agreement with those measured
by Gauster. It is possible that the disagreement
with Gauster and Salama is due to the effects of
radiation damage on the elastic constants. The
fourth-order elastic constants are in order-of-
magnitude agreement with the theoretical pre-
diction of Rose.

Nickel: We find fair agreement with the results
of Salama for the third-order elastic constants
and order-of-magnitude agreement with the theo-
retical predictions for the fourth-order elastic
constants.

*Work supported in part by the National Science Foundation
and the U.S. Air Force Office of Scientific Research.

tPresent address: Eaton Corp., 466 Stephenson Highway,
Troy, Mich. 48084.
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This paper presents calculations of the electronic polarizabilities of very small metallic particles and of
very thin metallic films. The theoretical model we employ for the metallic particle is simply that of N
free electrons trapped by an infinitely deep spherical potential well. The model used for the thin-film
problem is that of a system of free electrons constrained to move in the volume enclosed by two
infinite parallel planes. Linear-response theory and Poisson’s equation are used to calculate the
electronic polarizability in terms of the electronic density-density response function. The numerical
results provide an idea of just how small, or how thin, a small metallic particle, or thin metallic film,
has to be for it to begin to lose its bulk property of being able to screen an externally applied electric

field.

1. INTRODUCTION AND SYNOPSIS

The purpose of this paper is to present a model
calculation of the electronic polarizabilities o of
very small metallic particles and of very thin
metallic films. Intimately connected with this
problem is the question of the ability of such small
or thin metallic systems to screen an externally
applied static electric field.

The motivation for these calculations stems from
a recently published criticism! of the Gorkov-
Eliashberg (GE) 1965 prediction? that the electronic
polarizability of a minute metallic particle should
be enormously enhanced with respect to the bulk
classical value ag=R®, where R denotes the mean
radius of the particle. A short résumé of this
criticism will serve as a convenient introduction
to the formulation of the present problem.

The electric dipole moment P developed by an
isolated metallic system in response to an exter-
nally applied field E, is

p= [arFp" (@), 1.1)
in which p'*(¥) denotes the induced charge density
at the space point ¥. Within the framework of linear

response, % the latter is related to the local electro-
static potential ®(¥) by means of the relation

p(F)=- [ a¥'eF)xE, ¥), (1.2)

where x (¥, T’) denotes the electronic density-den-

sity response function characteristic of the metal-
lic system. &(T) is given by the solution of the
Poisson equation V2®(F)= — 4nmp'*(¥) or, in view of
(1. 2), by the solution of

V28 (F)=4n [ d¥’ ®(F) x(F, T) . (1.3)
In terms of & (%), D is
p=- [d% [a¥' FeF)xEF, T'). (1.4)

Thus given the appropriate boundary conditions

on &(F), Egs. (1.3) and (1. 4) enable D, and hence
a, to be calculated from the knowledge of the char-
acteristic response function (¥, T’).

Now GE were specifically concerned with metal-
lic particles sufficiently minute that the discrete-
ness of their conduction-electron energy levels
would have to be taken into account. For such
small (but still macroscopic) particles, GE as-
sumed that one would be able to calculate their
polarizabilities just as though each behaved as a
macroscopic “atom.” In terms of the above formu-
lation this meant that GE introd_gced the drastic
assumption that the local field E(F)= - V&(¥) could
be identified at every point with the applied field
E,, so that, for example, in Eq. (1.4) one could
write ®(F)=~ Ey* F. It would then follow® from
(1. 4) that

p=EoQx, (1.5)

or a=Qx, where X, denotes the static electronic



