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An expression for the elements of the dielectric susceptibility tensor for an ionic crystal has been derived
in a manner analogous to that employed by Kubo in his treatment of magnetic susceptibility. In the high-
temperature (classical) limit, this expression reduces to the Laplace transform of the autocorrelation function
of the single normal coordinate which interacts directly with the external radiation field. We have applied
this formalism to the calculation of the high-temperature linear optical absorption coefficient of an anhar-
monic ionic crystal for which we have retained only cubic anharmonic terms in the lattice Hamiltonian. We
have solved directly for the Laplace transform of the autocorrelation function to lowest order in the anhar-
monic coupling constant by solving the equations of motion for the normal coordinates after they have been
linearized. The linear absorption coefficient obtained from the susceptibility tensor is of Lorentzian form with
a frequency-dependent damping constant which varies linearly with temperature. The absorption coefficient
for a diatomic linear chain with nearest neighbor interactions has been evaluated.

I. INTRODUCTION

N a series of papers published in the 1930’s, Born
and Blackman presented a classical theory of
anharmonic optical absorption in ionic crystals.! They
started with the equations of motion of the individual
normal coordinates which, due to the anharmonic
interactions, form a set of nonlinear coupled equations.
Treating the dispersion oscillator, i.e., the optical mode
of infinite wavelength which couples directly to the
external radiation field, separately from the other normal
coordinates, they effectively linearized the equations
of motion and solved them using ordinary time-
dependent perturbation theory. Their results show a
Lorentzian shape for the absorption curve as a function
of the frequency of the external field which is peaked
about the frequency of the dispersion oscillator (“‘disper-
sion frequency”), but in addition, the damping constant
in the Lorentzian expression is itself a function of the
frequency of the external field. This frequency depend-
ence of the damping constant imparts additional,
subsidiary, maxima to the absorption spectrum in
qualitative agreement with experimental results.
Recently, notable advances have been made in the
theory of transport properties and in methods of dealing
with the statistical mechanics of systems of many
interacting particles. These developments have
prompted us to re-examine the theory of anharmonic
optical absorption in ionic crystals with the objective
of obtaining a systematic theory which not only can be
extended to include higher-order contributions in the
classical limit, but also can serve as the starting point
for a satisfactory quantum mechanical theory. The
necessity for a fresh approach is emphasized by certain

I M. Born and M. Blackman, Z. Physik 82, 551 (1933); M.
Blackman, Z. Physik 86, 421 (1933); M. Blackman, Phil. Trans.
Roy. Soc. London A236, 103 (1936).

weaknesses in currently available quantum mechanical
treatments.? ’

In this paper we develop the basic formalism which
will be employed in these investigations.

We derive the equations of motion for the normal
coordinates, and after linearizing them, solve them to
obtain the absorption coefficient. The motivation for
studying the linearized equations of motion is heuristic.
If the equations are correct to lowest order in the
anharmonic coupling constant, then we expect the
solution to be correct to the same degree of approxima-
tion. We restrict ourselves to the classical case because
its relative simplicity permits us to display our methods
to best advantage. The more difficult quantum mechan-
ical case will be treated in a subsequent paper.

The basic formulas required for the evaluation of the
optical absorption coefficient are derived in Sec. II.
In Sec. III, the equations of motion of the normal
coordinates are obtained, and their solution, in the
linear approximation, is carried out in Sec. IV. The
resulting expression for the absorption coefficient is
evaluated for a simple model in Sec. V.

II. FORMULA FOR OPTICAL ABSORPTION
COEFFICIENT

In deriving the formula for the optical absorption
coefficient, we follow a procedure analogous to that
employed by Kubo? in treating the magnetic susceptibil-
ity. We begin with the equation of motion of the density
matrix for our crystal system in the absence of an
external time-dependent perturbation:

dp —1 -1
—=—{[pH—Hp]=—p,].
at  ih ih
2 A. A. Maradudin and R. F. Wallis, Phys. Rev. 120, 442 (1960).
3 R. Kubo, J. Phys. Soc. Japan 12, 570 (1957).

(2.1)
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We now assume that, at time {=—co, an external
electromagnetic field E(#) is turned on. The interaction
energy of our system with the external field has the form

H ()=—M-E(@), (2.2)

where M is the dipole moment of the crystal. The
equation of motion for the perturbed density matrix
p+Ap becomes

d —1
—[p+Ap]=——[p+Ap, H-—M-E(1)]
at ih

-1
%;L—{[p,H:H—[Ap,H:]—[p, M- E(t):l}) (23)

where, since in all that follows we will be interested only
in a linear relation between the dipole moment of the
crystal and the external field E(f), we have neglected
the commutator [Ap, M- E(£)] as small of the second
order in writing Eq. (2.3). With the aid of Eq. (2.1),
we see that the equation of motion satisfied by Ap is

dAp

—1 1
o M H+—[o, M-E()].  (24)
a  ih ih

The solution to Eq. (2.4), subject to the condition
AP(— °°) :07 is

1‘ t
Ap(t)=%z f e—i(t—-t’)H/h

X[M,,p Jei=OHIE, ()d,  (2.5)
as can be verified by differentiation with respect to &
The ensemble average of the expectation value of an

operator B is given by
(B)=Trace(o+Ap)B. (2.6)

In the present case, we are interested in the expectation
value of the u component of the dipole moment of our
crystal M,. Since in the absence of the external field
the crystal has no permanent moment, we have that

(M ,)=TraceApM,
i ¢
=—"Trace Y, f e~ it A
7/ v Vg

XM, pJe =BG, (M, dY.  (2.7)

With the aid of the cyclic theorem for traces and the

fact that E,(f) is not an operator, this expression is
rewritten as

(Mp:f—i Trace f LMo LB, (28)
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where we have put
M (t) = gitHMg—itH

With a change of variable we obtain

(2.9

<M”>=£ Trace 3 fu C LM, oM (D (= r)dr. (2.10)

If we describe our external field by the following

relation,
E(f)=e<Eeivt,

where the factor e¢ is introduced to turn on the field
adiabatically for <0, and e is eventually put equal to
zero, we obtain finally that

(2.11)

1
(M ‘,>=;L Trace Y, Egecttiot
X f [M,,p M (7)ec—tordr.  (2.12)
0

The expression for the ur element of the dielectric
susceptibility tensor thus becomes

xw'(w)
i 00
=— lim Trace f e M, p M, (7)dr, (2.13)
hV €0+ 0 *

where V is the volume of the crystal.
If we assume that the unperturbed system is in a
canonical distribution so that

pP= _BH/Zy

where Z is the crystal’s partition function; then, with
the aid of Kubo’s identity,

(2.14)

% s
[A,e 8 ]=— ‘Wf A MG\, (2.15)
7 0
we obtain
@)= i Trace f°° ) -
Xp(w)= lm - [t
" AN
B .
Xf MM e MM, (7)dr
0
Trace p~ )
= lim f dr giorer
e—0+ yA4 0
B .
x f BN, (—iN) M, (r)dN.  (2.16a)
0
In the classical limit, % — 0 and we have
A .
X ()= lin — f eiomer (M, ()M, ())dr, (2.16b)
0+ 14 0
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where (---) means an average over the unperturbed
canonical distribution.

The relation between the susceptibility tensor and the
absorption coefficient is obtained as follows.* From
the relation between the dielectric constant and the
susceptibility

€ (@) = 84X, (w), (2.17)
we find, in the plane-polarized case, that
€22 () =14+47X 4 (w). (2.18)

We now set ey,=n? where n=A-4iu and break up
X,z into its real and imaginary parts

X oo () =X 5P — X ;. (2.19)

A is known as the ordinary index of refraction, while u
is the extinction coefficient. If X,, is so small that its
square can be neglected relative to X,, itself, then we
find for A and u

A=1427X,,? (w),

(2.20)
p=—21X D (w).

The linear absorption coefficient a,.(w) is given by

w w
Qpp(w) = —2—p=F47-X,,®.
4 4

(2.21)

Since the absorption coefficient a,,(w) is just propor-
tional to the imaginary part of X,.(w), Egs. (2.16)
formally solve the problem of determining the absorp-
tion coefficient of our crystal.

We will be concerned here with the classical limit,
and Eq. (2.16b) is the basic equation of this paper.

In an ionic crystal, the dipole moment M is given by

M= > eu(lk), (2.22)
173

where u(lx) is the vector displacement of the xth ion
in the /th unit cell from its equilibrium position and
¢ is the charge on the «th kind of ion in a unit cell.
We now expand u (k) in terms of normal coordinates,

1
5 (x| kj)Qkj)erriex,

k)? ki

u(lk)= (2.23a)
(N

where e(x|kj) is an eigenvector (normalized to unity)
of the dynamical matrix for our crystal. The normal
coordinates Q(k7) satisfy the reality condition

(k) =0*(—kyj),

where j labels the branches of the frequency spectrum,
with the consequence that Q(0j) is a real quantity.
The u component of M can be written as

My=+/N 2; M, (0/)Q(07), (2.24)

4R. C. O’'Rourke, U. S. Naval Research Laboratory Report
No. 4975, 1957 (unpublished), p. 207.

(2.23b)
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where
€

Mﬂ(oj)= Z

K I3

e (| 07). (2.25)

In fact, however, M,(04) vanishes for j corresponding
to an acoustic branch, so that we can write

M,.“—‘\/N M,,(Oj)Q(Oj),

where it is now to be understood that j refers to an
optical branch.
Thus, for the partial dielectric susceptibility asso-

(2.26)

"ciated with the jth dispersion oscillator, we find, on

combining Egs. (2.26) and (2.16b),

o VML0)M,05) e
AT
€ 0

X{(Q(05;0)Q(07; £))dt,

where by Q(04; #) we mean the value of the normal
coordinate Q(07) at time ¢ If we can find a way of
expressing Q(07) at time ¢ in terms of its value at
time {=0 in the form

e-—ﬂkﬂt—-et

(2.27)

Q(07; )=0(07; 0)Fo; () +Q(07; 0)Go; (1), (2.28)
then we can rewrite Eq. (2.27) as
NM,(0/)M,(07F) . :
X, (@)= 003 0)Q(05; 0)
X ellrg}r we—i“"—“Goj(t)dt, (2.29)

0

since the thermal average of Q(07;0)Q(07;0) will
vanish. This is essentially what we will do in the
present paper, although we will have to be somewhat
more careful in evaluating the thermal averages than
has been indicated in the derivation of Eq. (2.29).

As an illustration of the use of Eq. (2.27), we calculate
the absorption in a purely harmonic lattice. In this
case, we have that

Q(05; )= Q(05; 0) coswo;t+Q(05; 0) (sinwo,¢/ws), (2.30)

where wy; is the frequency associated with the mode
(k7). Equation (2.27) becomes

x'“'(i) (w)
_NMLO)M0O])

i (2.31)
Vwoj

m giwtet sinwotdt,
e—0+ 0

since in the harmonic approximation (Q (05; 0)Q(07; 0))
=kT, so that
7 NM,(05)M,(07)
TmX,, & (o) = —— ———
2 Vwoj

8(woj—w). (2.31)

Combining this result with Eq. (2.21), we find for the
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linear absorption coefficient

W2 w M(05)M,(05)

C Woj Va

d(w—wo;), (2.32)

D =

where 9, is the volume of a unit cell in the crystal. This
is the expected result. A factor (1/n,), where 7, is the
high-frequency refractive index, may be included on
the right-hand side of Eq. (2.32) to take into account
the electronic polarization.

The approach outlined in this section has at least

two advantages over more conventional ways of.

calculating the optical absorption. Firstly, since all
that is required is the time evolution of one particular
normal coordinate, questions relating to the intensive
or extensive nature of the damping constants which
appear in the course of the calculations are absent; the
required damping constants come out automatically
as intensive quantities rather than as the differences of
extensive quantities. Secondly, we note that the
integral in the expression for the susceptibility tensor
Eq. (2.29) is of the Laplace form with a complex
parameter s=e+4iw. This suggests that if we solve not
for the primitive function Go;(#) but instead for its
Laplace transform go;(s), we need only replace s by
e+1iw in the expression for go;(s) and pass to the limit as
e¢— 04 in order to obtain the susceptibility and hence
the absorption coefficient. Not only does this procedure
eliminate any need for ever returning to the time-
dependent representation, but, more importantly, it
introduces the frequency dependence into the damping
constants in a very natural way, something which
appears to be extremely difficult in the time-dependent
formalism. Indeed, it is rather natural to solve the
equations of motion by Laplace transform techniques,
since the latter are particularly well suited for solving
initial-value problems.

III. EQUATIONS OF MOTION OF THE
NORMAL COORDINATES

If we retain only cubic anharmonic terms in the
expansion of the potential energy of the crystal, the
Hamiltonian for our vibrating lattice becomes®

H=%3% Ma2()+% > 3 Paplle; U’ Yo (Ux)ug (k")

lka Ixa UVk'B

T2 X 2 Pagy (s Ui’ 17K (I
Y

ke V'8 U7k’

Xug(Uk Y (') +- -+, (3.1)
where #.(l) is the a-Cartesian component of the
displacement of the xth atom in the /th unit cell from
its equilibrium position, M, is the mass of the «th
kind of atom in a unit cell, and the indices / and « range
over N unit cells and {wo atoms per unit cell, respec-

5 See, for example, M. Born and K. Huang, Dynamical Theory of
Crystal Lattices (Oxford University Press, New York, 1954), p.
343.
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tively. The ® coefficients are general force constants
for our crystal.

If we apply the normal coordinate transformation
given in Eq. (2.25) to the above Hamiltonian, we obtain
the result that

H=5 2 {QUk)Q(—k)+wiK)Qk)Q(—kj)}

1
t— 5% AGHKHRR(; K )

60/ N xk'w* ji'j
XQkNOE 7)Q&K" "), (3.2)
with
Ak+k'+k")=1, k+k'+k"=K
=0 otherwise, 3.3)

where K is a primitive translation vector of the recip-
rocal lattice. The {w;?(k)} are the eigen values of the
dynamical matrix for our crystal, and are the squares of
the normal-mode frequencies.

The coefficient ®(ky; k’5’; k” 7") is given explicitly by
o(kj; K'j'5 k")
Doy (O 1’5 1K)

(M Mo M)t

Xea(k| k7)es (k' [K'7)ey (& | K 5")

ik’ -x(1)+k' - x(U!*
X€27”[ x(I)+ x( )]’

ke UVk'B UK’y

(3.4)
and is completely symmetric in the indices kj, k'y’,
k//j/l'

For convenience we put

1
T/—~A(k+k'+k")(l>(kj; K k"5
24/

=V (k) KK, (3.5)

and we see that this function satisfies the relation
V(=kj; =K j'; =K"=V K75 K. (3.5b)

Hamilton’s equations of motion for the lattice become

oH .
Pkj)=————=0Q(k)),

20(— k) .6
- oH 2
P( ])——m——w (k) -
— ¥ S V(kjiK k)
h XOK HOK"j").  (3.6b)

Combining these two equations, we obtain

Ok+erRQk)=—3 X V(-kj;Kj;k"5")

k' k'’ 5

XQWHOE"57). (3.7)

In the harmonic approximation, the right-hand side
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of Eq. (3.7) vanishes, and the solution for the normal
coordinates can be written as

1 Q(kj; 0)
ki: D=-0(k iwj (k)
Q( ],t) Z[Q( ]:0)+ k) Je

1(.0]'
Q(kj;0)

[Q( 7;0)— o)

] e, (3.8)

In the anharmonic case, it is convenient to introduce
new variables C(kj;#) and C(k—j;{) in place of
Q(kj; #) and Q(kj; £) by means of the relations

C(k]';lf)—{Q(k] )+Q( 7 )]e*iwﬂk”, (3.92)
’ij
1 kj;
C(k—j;t)=5[Q(kj;t)—Q_( Z t)]eiwﬂk". (3.9b)
wWw;

By using Eq. (3.7) one can verify that the quantities
C(k=7; ¢) satisfy the equation

dC(k )
— +751
dt I
eTFiwj(k)t
=F 2 2 V(=kj; Ky
Ziw](k) k'K’ 1§57
X[C(k’]’; t)e“‘”"“'”—f*-C(k'—j'; t)e—iwir(k')t]
XLC(K"5"; etir o

F O — 5 Deioimene],

kll]‘/l)

(3.10)

TREATMENT IN

d i
— e 0= > ¥ V(-kj; K
dr 2,k 5 77

+

wj (k) k'K’ §40

It is with the solution of this equation (in the special
case k=0) that we will be concerned in this paper.

IV. SOLUTIONS OF EQUATIONS OF MOTION

In calculating the dielectric susceptibility tensor, we
must evaluate the thermal average

(Q*(kj; 000 (ks; 2)),

in the special case k=0. In terms of the new normal

wo; NM,(07)M,(05) ”

0+

2 V(=kj; K K ") cwr jrOcyrr joDeiloir(&Dtwjer (k) —wil)]t,

LINEAR APPROXIMATION 781

By adopting the notation

wi(k) = —e_;(K),
V(—kekj; Kk 5 K 57)

—V(=kj; K75 K", (3.11)
we can rewrite Eq. (3.10) in the compact form
d
—C(kj; 1)
dt
1 . /N N
=———3% 3 V(=kj;Kj;k"j")
2iw; (k) &'k’ g7 t5r
XCK {5 DCK'"; 1)
X gileir (ki () —0i0lt - (3.12)

where 7/ and j’ are now summed over positive and
negative values and j may be either positive or negative.

For the purposes of the present“paper, we linearize
the equation (3.12) in the following way. In the absence
of the anharmonic interactions the C(kj; £) are inde-
pendent of time. We thus write

Ckj; ) =cx;V+cx (D),

where ¢y;® is the time-independent solution to the
harmonic equation of motion, and ¢V (¢) represents
the time-dependent correction due to anharmonicity.
Substituting Eq. (3.13) into Eq. (3.12) and retaining
only linear terms in ¢i;V (£), we obtain

(3.13)

K ") @ rr o1 @ giloi (oo (& i ()1

(3.14)

coordinates C(kj;¢) and C(k—j;¢), this average
becomes

—iwe{[C*(kj; 0)—C*(k—7;0)]

X[:C(kj; t)eiwkjt_l_c(k_]-; t)e“iwkjt])'

In this expression and in what follows, for typographical
convenience, we have expressed w;(k) as wg;. If we
substitute this expression back into Eq. (2.29), we
obtain the result that

9 )=t e i | [ e [C4(0550)= €073 01C(07; D)

) VkT

+ f " st ian [CH(07; 0)— CHO— 5 0)IC(O— j; D)t} (@.1)

Thus, the problem of obtaining X, (w) reduces to finding the Laplace transforms of C(07;¢) and C(0—j;?)
and evaluating the indicated thermal average. In view of Eq. (3.13), the Laplace transform of C(kj;¢#) can be



782 A. A. MARADUDIN AND R. F. WALLIS

written as
L{Ckyj; )} =L{cx;O+Fcx;V (D}

F71i (). (4.2)

s
We begin by taking the Laplace transform of Eq. (3.14). We obtain
O, V(=kj; K3 K" )ew i Ocir

s 25wy j kK'k'75'5" s—i(wksz—f—wknju—-wkj)

Yii(8)=

)
+— Z V(_k]: k,jl; kl/j”)ck’j’(o)'yk"j"[s_i(wk’j’_l_"-’k"j”_"-’kj)]~ (43)

ka]_ K’k 5§

We assume that ¢;® (0)=0. This can be regarded as equivalent to incorporating it into the definition of ¢x;®.
For the purpose of calculating optical absorption we need vo;(s). However, it is just as easy to solve for a general
vx;(s), and we solve for this variable by iteration:

i V(=kj; K55 K" )ew O o @
Vii($)=— -
25 w33 @il s— 1 (wwr jrwrr jrr—wij) |

V(—kj; klj’; k"j”)V(-—-k”j”; kl,jll; kl”jl”)ck»j/(o)ckl:jll(O)Cklujlu(O)

(1)
+——— .
28 KK’k ky 7§05 R wkjwkujn[:S*—z(wkrjr-i—wknju—wkj):]

1

booel (44)

s_i(wk’]"‘,—wk"j”—wkj) __i(wkl:j1/+wk1uj1u__wknj//)

. . . e yen s kT
At this point, we can effect an immediate simplification  (C*(k— ; 0)C(k'— 7’; 0))=
in this expansion if we remember that, for the calcula- 2wy
tion of optical absorption, we require the thermal
average of the product of vi;(s) and vyx_j(s) with
C*(k—4;0) and C*(kj;0) in the special case k=0.
From Egs. (3.10) and the relations

A(k'—k)é;;.

The thermal averages, Eq. (4.5), have been evaluated
in the harmonic approximation. They suffice, however,
to give us final results which are correct to the lowest

T order in the anharmonic coupling constant.
(O*(k7)QK'5’ ))=——2A (k'—k)d;;, These results imply that only the even-order terms

Wkj (4.5)  in this expansion give a nonvanishing contribution after
©Q*(kHQK §))y=kTAK —k)5;;, averaging since the thermal average of the product of

. an odd number of normal coordinates vanishes. Further-

we obtain the results that T more, in the even-order terms, certain pairings of
(C*(k7; 0)C(K'f'; 0))= A —K)8;; indices on the ¢ are required in order that the

’ ’ s " thermal averages do not vanish. As an example, we

. . i ., work out explicitly the second-order contribution. We
(C*(k—7; 0)C(K'j"; 0))={C*(kj; 0)C (K~ 5"; 0)) compute first (C*(ky; 0)vx;(s)). This quantity is given

=0, (4.6) by
(C* (3 0)yis(5)) @? V(=kj; X7 K7V (=K' ki1 ; ki j1")
75 UYki\S))=——
J 2s Kk k) K5 wkjwk”j”[s_i(wk’j'+wk”j”_wkj):l

<ckj*(0)ck’j’(O)Ckl’jl’(o)ckl"jl"(0)>

4.7)

[s_i(wk/j/..}_wk/ ’j”_wkj) _.i(wkl/jlr_l_wklnjlu_wkuju) ].

The thermal average vanishes unless the normal coordinates are grouped in pairs. We neglect here the cases in
which all four normal coordinates are equal since neglect of such terms leads to an error of only O(NY). In view
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of Egs. (4.6) and (3.9) there are three possible pairings, and these are given by

(a) k/=k, j"=j;
(b) ki'=k, ji'=j;
(©) K=k j'=j;

k/=—FK, ==
k/'=-K, Gi=—y
k'=—k/,

(4.8)

> !

j1"= — /.

However, of these three possible pairings, only the first two give nonvanishing contributions since it is a general

result that$

25 K’ k’’j7§"

V(—kj; kj; k"j")=0. (4.9)
The contributions from the first and second sets of pairings are equal to each other and are given by
V(=kj; KiK'V (=K' kj; —K =) (kTN 1 1
wijwkr o[ =1 (ww jptww i —wi;) ] (7) wiwi jr? [s—i (0w —wk) —i(wk—wr )]
() (kT)*? [V (=kj; K'j"; k"57)|? 1
- (4.10)

282 22w2k]. k'k’’§7§""

wkjwk’j’zwk"j" S—i(wk:j:—-l—wkn]u—wk]-

In a similar fashion, the thermal average (C*(k— 7; 0)yx;(s)) is found to be the sum of two terms, each of which

is equal to

(1) (kT)? |V (=kj; K'j"; K"5")[? 1 @1
2s 22wk,~2 k'K’ 755" wk,-wk:,v?wknju [s_/i(wkljl‘l_wkl)jll—wkj)][:s+21:wkj]' ’
Similarly, the thermal averages (C*(kj; 0)yx—;(s)) and (C*(k— 7; 0)yx_;(s)) are given by
: (@) (kT)? |V (=kj; K73 K"5")[* 1
(C*(kj; 0)yi—j(s))=—2— : ——,  (4.12)
2s 22wk12 k'k’5'5" wkjwk'jrzwknjn [:s—t(wkf,-r-l-wknjn—l-wkj)][:s—-21wkj]
(2)* (kT)* [V(=kj; K7 k"5")[2 1
(C*(k— 73 0)yai(s)) = —2— : (4.13)

232 22wkj2 k'K’ 550

respectively.

wkjwk,j,2wknju

. ’
s_l(wk’j’ +wk"j” _wkj)

Before proceeding to a general discussion of the contribution from the 2»th term in the expansion (4.4), we have
one more point to bring out, and this is illustrated by the contribution from the fourth-order terms. Explicitly,

we have that

®*
1P () ="— 2 2 2

'V(____k]'; k/]'l; k/lle)V(_kII]‘II; klljll; kl”jl“)

2S KKKk 000 Ko Ky kg k! ol s Gl ds! !

Wk Wk’ 75 'Wk1’ 51" ' Wke' 59"’

V(—kll,j1”; k2'j2/; k2"]‘2”) V(_k2”]‘2"; k3’j3’; k3/’j3”)6klj/(O)Cklzjl/(O)Ck21j2,(0)ck3;jsl(O)ckgl,j:;”(O)

[s— i (ki ok —wks) (5= (@ F-ok i — wii) — i (kg 1w g — ki) ]

1

[S_i(wk/j'_I_wknj//_wkj)__/i(wklljlr_i_wklujlu_wk//jn _i(wkz'].2'+wk2”j2'""wkl”jll’)]

[S._./i (wk’j"{—wk”j”— wkj)_i(wklljlr_i_wklujlu_ wk”j")—i(wkz'jg"‘l—wkg"jg"— wkl"jl")_i(wk3'j3'+wk3"j3"_wk2"j2")]

The law of formation of all higher-order terms should
be clear from the results of Egs. (4.4) and (4.14).
Now, for each of the four kinds of thermal averages,
which arise from pairing either of C*(kj;0) or
C*(k—7;0) with either of yx;®(s) or vx—;¥(s), there
are 12 possible groupings of the six normal coordinates

6 R. Peierls, Quantum Theory of Solids (Oxford University
Press, New York, 1955), p. 37, second footnote.

(4.14)

{cx;®} into three groups of two each, if Eq. (4.9) is
kept in mind. However, not all of these 12 groupings are
equivalent for our purposes. We are primarily interested
in those terms which dominate at large values of time,
and we neglect all other terms. This choice follows from
the fact that the dielectric susceptibility is associated
with the long-time forced motion of the system produced
by the external radiation. Ordinarily, short-time
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transient terms will also occur, but these are of no
importance in determining the susceptibility and should
be neglected.

What criterion can we use to eliminate all terms in
each order except those which give the dominant
contribution? We are working with Laplace transforms
which are of the form

1 2 1
fle)=-11

—_— 4.15
s i=1 (s+1ia;) (.15

in 2nth order. Here some of the {¢;} can be equal to

each other, and can also be zero. We know, for instance,

that

Fi(t)= ﬁl{ m] p—

while

Fy(2)

-1 1 1 —ial —‘bt) b
= {(s—i—ia)(s—l—ib)}—i(b—-a)(e S

so that F(¢) will dominate F(£) for large values of the
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time. This is a special case of a more general result,
which can be stated in the following way: Of all
Laplace transforms of the form of (4.15), the ones which
contribute the highest power of ¢ to the primitive
function F(§)=L£"{f(s)} are those which contain the
largest number of equal parameters {¢;}. The truth of
this statement follows from a partial fractions expansion
of the right-hand side of Eq. (4.15) and the fact that

1 "
,e~1( .
s"+1) 7!

This result tells us, for example, that as long as we
are interested in only those terms which dominate the
long-time behavior of the integrand of Eq. (4.1), we can
neglect the contribution from Eq. (4.11) in comparison
with that from Eq. (4.10) and the contribution from
Eq. (4.12) in comparison with that from Eq. (4.13).
We now show that these results are contained in a
more general result. Consider that part of the general
2nth order term in the expansion of ~vy;(s) which
contains the product of the {cx;©®} coefficients and the
last frequency denominator:

(4.16)

/77 OCy 517Gty @ - + - Clepn1'50m1" @ Ckon1"jan—1""®

[s— i (wk's k' — wij) — 1 (@l 1wl 17— @k 7) — 3 (@kea @y 2 — @l 1) — -

— 1(wk2n-1’j2n—1’+wk2n—1"izn—l”“wkzn—z”jzn—g”)]

' Ocky iy OCiyz @ - - - Ckan12n1'OCkan1""j20-1""@

(4.17)

5—i[wk’f’—wkj+wk1’j1’+wk2'j2’+ tc +wk2n—1’J’2n~1’+¢"k2n—1”j2n—1”:|

When the numerator of this expression is multiplied
either by ¢x;©@* or ¢x_;©*, as is required in taking the
thermal averages indicated in Eq. (4.1), then there is
a one-to-one correspondence between the 2n-+42 factors
in the numerator and the 2n+42 frequencies in the
denominator. Thus, when the {cx;®} in the numerator
are paired two-by-two in order to yield nonvanishing
thermal averages, the frequencies in the denominator
are paired in the same way. However, since in pairing
the {cx;@} we must form the product of ckaj,® with
€ —ko—ia'® = ckaioa@*, and since wy; changes its sign on
reversing the sign of j regardless of the sign of k, we
see that, for every permissible pairing, the frequencies
in the denominator cancel in pairs. This is the case for
all sets k,, j. except for the one which pairs with kj.
In this case, we have two different results depending
on whether it is ¢i;®* or ¢x—;©@* we have multiplied
vi; by. In the former case, it is clear from (4.17) that
wy; in the denominator is cancelled also, and the entire
factor collapses to s. In the latter case, it is seen that
wy; is not cancelled and that, in fact, the factor in the
denominator reduces to s—2iwy;. Since in our present
discussion, j always refers to an optical branch, wy; is
nonvanishing. An analogous set of results holds for the
thermal averages of the products of ¢x;@* and ¢x;@*

with vk—j, as can be seen explicitly in the second-order
results.

This fact has the consequence that we can neglect
the thermal averages of the form (C*(0—j; 0)C(07; £))
and (C*(07;0)C(0—j7; ¢)) in determining the suscep-
tibility tensor by means of Eq. (4.1). This is due to the
following reasons. In determining the thermal averages
(C*(kj; 0)vi;(s)) and (C*(k—7; 0)yk;(s)) thereisclearly a
one-to-one correspondence between the pairings of the
{ck;@} in the two cases. What is more, these pairings
are identical in the two cases except in the case of the
Ckajo® which pairs with ¢i;@* or with ¢x—_;©* respec-
tively. In the former case, j,=7; in the latter case
Je=—j. We have just seen that in the former case the
last frequency factor in the denominator collapses down
to s, while in the latter case it reduces to s— 2iwy;. There
are thus two cases to consider.

(@) ¢x,4s@* pairs with either Ckyn 179, 1@ or
Ckyn—1"jan—1”®. In this case only the last frequency
factor in the denominator is different in the expressions
for the two thermal averages, the remaining factors are
identical. Thus ignoring the frequency factors arising
from the pairing of the remaining {cyx;®} among
themselves which will be the same in the two cases
the average (C*(kj; 0)vx;(s)) will contain a factor s—2
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while theaverage (C*(k—7; 0)vx;(s)) will containa factor
s71(s—2iwy;)"t. The former average will thus contain
at least one more power of ¢ in the long-time behavior
of its primitive function.

(b) cxy;O* pairs with ko, where a#2n—1.
Equation (4.15) takes the following forms in the two
cases:

lren—1 1 1
<c*<kj;o>~ykj<s>>=—[n _ }-, (4.182)
sli=1s—1a;ls
11221 1 1
(C* (k=5 O)yi(s)) = | TL — [——_—, (4.18b)
sli=15s—1i8;)s—iwk;

where the only difference between «; and 8, is that, if
wyij appearing in a; is cancelled due to the pairing of the
{cx;}, it appears as — 2wy; in B;. To obtain the highest
power of ¢ in the primitive function, we must have as
many of the factors (s—ia;)~! in Eq. (4.182a) equal to
each other and/or to s™' as possible, while for Eq.
(4.18b) the condition is that as many of the factors
(s—14B8:)~! must be equal to each other and/or to s~ or
(s—2¢wk;)™" as possible. It is clear that, however many
equal factors (s—ie;)™' we have in Eq. (4.18a), we
have the same number of equal factors (s—i78;)~! in
Eq. (4.18b), and the factors are in one-to-one corre-
spondence between the two expressions. Equally
clearly, we obtain the largest terms in ¢ from Eq. (4.18a)
if the factors (s—ia;) which are equal to each other in
the product can also be made to equal s. Assuming,
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provisionally, that this can always be done, the truth
of our original assertion follows directly, since whatever
pairing scheme is used to reduce any of the {a;} to
zero, it requires the cancellation of the wy; appearing
in it. This means that the corresponding 3; reduces to
s—2{wy;. However, there is one more factor of s in
(4.18a) than there are factors of (s—2iwy;)™ in
(4.18b), hence the latter, in the most favorable case,
contributes one power of ¢ less than the former. It
follows by the same arguments that the thermal average
(C*(kj;0)C(k—7; #)) can be neglected compared with
the thermal average (C*(k— 7;0)C(k—7; ?)).

It now remains to show that it is always possible to
pair indices in the expression for the 2nth order term
in the expansion for (C*(kj;0)yk;(s)) in such a way
that the value of a; which maximizes the number of
equal factors (s—¢a;)™! in the product in Eq. (4.18a)
is zero. We will see that the solution of this problem
in the form of a systematic scheme for classifying these
dominant terms in each even order will lead immediately
to the complete solution for vy;(s) and for yi_;(s).

At this point it is advantageous to go over to a
slightly more compact notation in which we replace the
pair (kj) by a single index k. The index —% means
(—k—7). Since V(kj; k’j'; k"’5") is independent of the
signs of the j’s, we can write it in the new notation as
V(k; k' ;k"). Furthermore, since wgj=w_gxj but wi_;
= —wkj, we have in the new notation w_j= —w.

In this notation the fourth-order contribution to
(C*(kj;0)yk;(s)), Eq. (4.14), becomes

)4 Vettortr V=11V —h1" g ko V — gk "hz”

(C*(k; 0)vi® (S)>=()—

25 Kk k1K’ ko'ke! k3l kg’

WEWE! "Wk 'Whe'’

<Ck(0)*6k’(0)ckz1’(O)Ckg’(o)Clcg'(o)Clcg"(0)>

X
[s—1 (cor+cwnr—wr) (s — i (wh' i’ — wi) — 4 (Wky -0k ' — wi7) ]

1

[s — 1 (wnrtwr—wr) — 1 (why ' Fwky ' — W) — 1 (kg +Why''— Wiy ) ]

1

[ e — o) ooy 7 )= (ot -ty — oty ) (b kg —0127) ]

We have written out the last frequency factor in full,
although we know that every pairing of the {cx®} two-
by-two consistent with the nonvanishing of the thermal
average causes it to collapse down to s~ A combinatorial
argument familiar from the theory of the imperfect gas”
tells us that in 2nth order there are

(2n+2) /[ (n+1) 12717, (4.20)

possible pairings of the {c¥} two-by-two. Of these,

7The number of ways of arranging r distinguishable objects
into %; groups of one object, ks groups of two objects, etc., is
r1/Ckitkats « B L(LDEL(2)E2e o 2 (p 1)hr ],

(4.19)

however,
(2n—2)!

— (4n—3
(n—1) 1271 n=3),

(4.21)

vanish because of Eq. (4.9). Hence, there are 15 possible
pairings in fourth order, or which five can be ignored in
view of Eq. (4.9). Direct enumeration shows us, with
the aid of Eq. (4.16), that of the remaining ten pairings,
four give rise to contributions which are proportional
to £ while the remainder are of lower order in ¢.
However, as a general method for studying the
contributions from the 2nth order, direct enumeration
is completely impractical, and it becomes convenient
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e 0 (3«
'/’/ K" IX/ K" Yo
‘\\\. K" | \NkYk wJo
\'t K N\ ke e

(a) (b) (c)

Fic. 1. Diagrams which represent the three possible pairings of
normal coordinates to give a nonvanishing thermal average for
the second-order term in Eq. (4.4).

to introduce diagrams to classify the various contribu-
tions. The diagrams corresponding to the three second-
order pairings given by Eq. (4.8) are shown in Fig. 1.
In these diagrams, the sequence of events described by
the product of matrix elements V —wk/’’V —k'k1%:1"
reading from left to right corresponds to reading the
diagrams from top to bottom. Each dot corresponds
to a matrix element V —iq'’kat1’ket1’’. The solid line
corresponds to the transfer of “momentum” £,
which is implied by the repetition of the last subscript
in each matrix element as the first subscript in the
succeeding element. At each vertex (dot) “momentum”
is quasi-conserved in view of the A function which is
included in the definition of V_p, Eq. (3.5). The
dashed lines describe the pairings of the various
subscripts as required for the nonvanishing of the
thermal averages, supplemented by the A-function
restrictions. We have used the convention that a line
(solid or dashed) carrying momentum —#% to a vertex is
described by a line directed toward the vertex, while a
line carrying momentum £ to a vertex is represented by
a line directed away from the vertex.

We see clearly the difference between terms in the
expansion which vanish due to Eq. (4.9), Fig. 1(c),
and terms which do not vanish. The former are char-

/ 1-k / Y-k {
/ /
/ / A
i | , | '/\
| \ |
\ ‘ \
\\ \ ‘\
(a) (b) (c)
7 1k /7 1k 7/ 1-k
I ¥ Iy
[ I' [/
L ¥ ”l
Lo \t 1\
\ \\
\ 0 \
\ \ \

(e) () (9)

F16. 2. Typical fourth-order diagrams associated with Eq. (4.19).
Only the first four correspond to the sequential pairing of vertices.
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acterized by a vanishing momentum transfer between
two consecutive vertices.
The diagrams for some typical fourth-order and sixth-
order terms are shown in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.
We now ask, of the

(2n+4-2)!
(n+1) 127+

(2n—2)!
(n—1) 1271

(4n—3)

possible diagrams which are consistent with the
requirements of nonvanishing thermal averages and
Eq. (4.9), which ones correspond to terms contributing
the highest power of ¢ to the primitive function of the
Laplace transform? This question was answered by
Brout and Prigogine® in connection with the study of
an expansion similar to Eq. (4.4) but in the time
representation. They pointed out that the most effective
pairing scheme in 2nth order was the sequential
pairing of the matrix elements in the product V_pz
XV—-Ic”kl’kl" V—101”k2’k2"V—kz”kg’k;;"' ... By this we
mean pairing V_yrr with V—#k1%1” so that k/=k,
k/'=—F or k/=—Fk, k/'=Fk; pairing V —k1'keks"’
with V—kg”lcs'/cs” so that k3,= —k1”, k3”=—'k2’, or
ks'=—Pky, ks''=k), etc. In 2unth order there are
clearly 2 such diagrams. That such a pairing should
give rise to the highest power of ¢ in each order may be
seen from the following remarks. Firstly, we see that
each of the 2" sequential pairing of the V’s corresponds
to a pairing of the (2n+2) {¢,®} two-by-two, and hence
is of the form required for nonvanishing thermal
averages. Secondly, each such sequential pairing of the
V’s causes every second frequency factor in the denom-
inator to collapse to s, while the remaining factors
reduce to the form [s—i(wi+ws+ws)]. This result is
what was required to justify the neglect of the thermal
averages (C*(k—7;0)yi;(s)) and (C*(kj;0)yr—;(s)).
Finally, nonsequential pairing leads to the loss of at
least one power of ¢ in the primitive function. The
pairing of additional subscripts to collapse any of the
remaining factors of the form [s—i(witwetws)]
would lead to the loss of at least two summation indices
and hence to two powers of V.

The 2* diagrams in 2nth order which correspond to
the sequential pairing of the V matrix elements can be
constructed without difficulty by starting at the top
and drawing a different diagram for each of the alterna-
tive pairings at every second vertex. These diagrams
have the property that if they are cut by a horizontal
line between two consecutive vertices belonging to
the same pair only one pairing line is cut, while if they
are cut by a horizontal line between two consecutive
vertices belonging to two different pairs, two pairing
lines are cut. Thus, in Fig. 2 only the first four diagrams
correspond to sequentially paired vertices, and these
in fact exhaust the possibilities in fourth order. In
Fig. 3 only the first two diagrams correspond to sequen-

8 R. Brout and I. Prigogine, Physica 22, 35 (1956).
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tially paired vertices. The remaining six can be drawn
with the aid of the rules given above.

Of the 2» dominant diagrams in 2nth order, two play
a, particularly important role if we restrict ourselves to
a solution for (C*(%;0)yx(s)) which is exact to lowest
order in the anharmonic force constants. These are
the diagrams which correspond to those given by
Figs. 2(a), 2(b) and Figs. 3(a) and 3(b), for fourth-
and sixth-order terms, respectively. Since Vi is
completely symmetric in the indices, the contributions
from these two diagrams in each order are the same,
and we need study only the contribution from the first
kind of diagrams, i.e., those given by Figs. 2(a) and
3(a). The importance of this kind of diagram is that it
represents a situation in which the same momentum &
is transferred between every second pair of vertices.
These diagrams are thus somewhat analogous to the
so-called “ring” diagrams which describe the dominant
contributions to the thermodynamic functions of the
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Fic. 3. Typical sixth-order diagram. The first two correspond
to sequential pairing of vertices.

interacting electron gas in the high-density limit.® The
consequence of this is that the contribution from such a
diagram in 2nth order is just the mth power of the
contribution of the second-order term given by Fig. 1(a)
or equivalently by Fig. 1(b). This is shown explicitly
by writing out the contributions to (C*(&;0)vi(s))
from the diagrams of Figs. 1(a), 2(a), and 3(a):

(4)* (kT)* V_wrirr V_prr—prs kT
2nd order: — - = G2’ (4.223)
252 22wk2 k'K wkwk:"’wku[s—z(wkr—l-wku—wk):l 46‘(,0],;2 ’
(i)t (BT)? Vs VsV —ioaeaV — gt —
4th order: — ——
283 23wk2 'k’ ko'ko!! (wkwkfzwku) (wlcwlcg’Zwkg”)[S—-i(wk/—f—wku—-wk):l
! il (Go)?,  (4.22b)
; = 2% (4.22b
[s—i(wrarFwhy'—wp)]  dswy? ’
(@)% (RT)* Vot Vrrr—priV —ka'ko'' V —ko' —ko'6V — kg kg’ V kg —ka'k
6th order: —
254 24wk2 Bk ko' ko' Ka’ks’! (wkwk'2wk”) (wkwk2'2w]c2") (wkwk4’2wk4”)
1 T
X— - - = (Go)®.  (4.22¢)
[é‘—'l(wkl""wkn—wk):l[S—7f(wk2’+wlcg”—wk):|[s—1(O)Ic4’+wk4”—'wk):| 4ka2
In these expressions, we have put where
I“ _ (1/)2 kT I V—kk’k" l 2
()2 kT |V |2 p=——— 2 (4.26)

(4.23)

9= . .
s 2 wr wkwk'zwku[:s—i(wk:-l-wku—wk)]

If we sum the contributions from all orders in the
expansion, we obtain

kT '
(C*(k; 0)7x(s)= (4.24)

dsw? 1—Ge

This result must be doubled to give the total contribu-
tion from the “ring” diagrams.

In similar fashion, we find that the analogous
contribution to {(C*(—k; 0)y_x(s)) is given by

ET  F»
(C*(—k; 0)y—(s))= )

230)]92 1—F2

(4.25)

9 See, for example, E. W. Montroll and J. C. Ward, Phys.

Fluids 1, 55 (1958).

s 2 ww wkwkf2wku[s——i(wkr—l—wku-i—wk):l '

Recalling Eqgs. (4.2) and (4.6), we obtain finally that,
to lowest order in the perturbation,

kT KT G
(C*(kj; 0)L{Ckj; D) =—+
28(:.)];2 stk2 1—G2
RT 1
=— , (4.27a)
Zwk2 S-SGz
_ _ KT kT F,
(C*(k—7; 0)L{Ck—j; O})=—+
stk2 23wk2 1—F2
KT 1
-— (4.27h)
Zwk S—SF2

Equations (4.27) constitute a formal solution to our
problem. :
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Before proceeding to write down the expression for
the absorption coefficient, we must discuss briefly the
contributions from the terms in 2xnth order which we
have neglected. We have pointed out earlier that
there are 2" terms in 2nth order which arise from the
sequential pairing of the V’s and which give the same ¢
dependence to the primitive function. Of these 2"
terms, we have used only two.

We have neglected the remaining 27-2 terms primarily
for two reasons. Firstly, they are at least of fourth
order in the anharmonic force constants, compared with
the terms of second order which we have retained.
Since we have omitted the quartic anharmonic terms in
the Hamiltonian which in general give a contribution of
the same order in temperature as the cubic anharmonic
terms we have neglected here, it would be inconsistent
to retain higher-order cubic anharmonic terms without

xw(i) (w) =— — " lim

woj NM . (07)M,(07) . :
7 VT 0t

0
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at the same time introducing quartic, quintic, - - - terms
into the Hamiltonian. Secondly, the linearization of
the equations of motion of the normal coordinates has
the effect of making all terms past second order in the
expression for G of doubtful validity. Furthermore, in
evaluating the thermal average of a product of two
normal coordinates we have used the harmonic approxi-
mation. This is sufficient to the order we have worked.
The retention of terms of fourth and higher orders in
G2 would require a more accurate evaluation of these
averages, including anharmonic corrections.

V. THE ABSORPTION COEFFICIENT

In view of the remarks made in the preceding section,
we can rewrite Eq. (4.1) for the dielectric susceptibility
associated with the jth dispersion oscillator as

f e~ (etiv—iwoj) l(C*(O]; 0>C(0]" l))dt

0

_f e—-(s+iw+iwoi)t<c*(0__j; O)C(O—j; t))dt (5.1)
0

 NM,.(07)M,(07)
_ e MDD i (4005 00£4C 073 D omeiamicn
i VET ot

If we substitute Eq. (4.27) into Eq. (5.2) we find

—({C*(0—7;0)L{C(0—j; )})s=etiwtiap;}. (5.2)

kT | Vownrr |2

‘ wo; NM,(0/)M,(07) =~ kT
XD (@) = lim

- fim > 2{ [e—{-iw—iwo] f
7 € Woj4

— [e—l—iw—l—’iwoj———— >

We pass to the limit as e— 0 with the aid of the
relation

(5.4)

lim

1 1
= (—) +i7d (x)
0 y—7e x/ p

and obtain, finally, for the susceptibility

NM,(07)M,(07)
ZwojV
1

X —
w—wo—Aw—17y wtwotAw-t-1y

X, @ ()= —

L 63)

where
kT | Vorrnr |2 1

Aw=— s
2 RE wowi i (w—wk/—wku)P

- | Vowraor | 2
y=—kT > ———b5(w—wpr—wprr).
2 k'E" wowklzwku

(5.6a)

(5.6b)

—1
2 KB wowp 2wp (e—f—l‘w—l‘wk’—iwk”)]

kT | Vo |?

—1
] } (5.3)
2 ke wwk'2wk/:(e—l—iw—iwkr——iwku)

Comparing Egs. (5.5) and (2.21) we find that

NM,(0/)M,(04
Imx’”(i) (w)= _M
ZwojV
Y Y
X! i , (8.7)
(w—woj—Aw)?+v?  (w+wo+Aw)2++?

so that, finally, the linear absorption coefficient becomes

o [ML0)T

@ () = — — —

I S
(w—woj—Aw)?+7?  (w+wo+Aw)?+72

| o

where v, is the volume of a unit cell in our crystal.

We now evaluate the damping constant vy and the
absorption coefficient « for the linear diatomic chain
with nearest-neighbor interactions. The values of the
various quantities required have been obtained pre-
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viously.? The result for the damping constant is

kT
Y= C‘;w2[(wa+wb)2—w2]_i[w2— (wa—w3)2 T3,

wWe—wp<w<wgtwp (5.9)
=0, otherwise,
where
wet=2a,/ M1,
wt=201,/ M, (5.10)

C=204%(hwo/wlwwd®)[ (M 1+ M)/ M2M ),

o5, is the harmonic force constant, ¢, the anharmonic
force constant, and M, and M, are the lighter and
heavier masses, respectively. The absorption coefficient
is obtained by substituting Eq. (5.9) in Eq. (5.8),
taking j=1 and using the relations

wor' = we* = wa’+-w’,

M ,(01)= — [ (M+My)/ M M, (5.11)

where e is the magnitude of the electronic charge.

VI. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In the preceding sections, a systematic classical
theory has been developed for the optical absorption
coefficient associated with the lattice vibrations of an
anharmonic ionic crystal. The various terms which
arise in the solutions of the equations of motion can be
classified in accordance with a natural measure of their
importance in the long-time approximation. The
solutions are obtained in a straightforward manner
without the use of an artificial device such as an ansatz.

The earlier treatment of Blackman, like the present
one, is based on perturbation theory and makes use
of the long-time approximation. For the case of the
diatomic linear chain, the damping constant obtained
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by Blackman has the same qualitative dependence on
frequency as that given by Eq. (5.9) although there are
minor quantitative differences. Both theories lead to
a damping constant which is proportional to the first
power of the absolute temperature 7. Recently,
Neuberger has used a procedure similar to that of
Blackman to calculate the optical constants for a
generalized Kellerman model of an ionic crystal. His
results can be described in terms of a damping constant
proportional to 7" as in the other classical calculations.

Experimental measurements of the high-temperature
lattice vibration reflectivity have been carried out by
Heilmann! for lithium fluoride and by Hass2 for sodium
chloride. Their results are reasonably well described by
a damping constant proportional to 72 Since the
classical theories should be valid at high temperatures,
it appears probable that quartic, and possibly higher-
order anharmonic contributions, should be included in
the theory. A theoretical investigation of the influence of
quartic terms is being pursued by D. W. Jepsen.

As pointed out in a recent paper,? quantum-mechan-
ical calculations of anharmonic lattice-vibration absorp-
tion based on the Born-Huang theory lead to a different
high-temperature dependence from that given by the
classical theories. Work is in progress on an improved
quantum-mechanical theory which would overcome
certain weaknesses in the Born-Huang approach and
would make possible a more meaningful comparison
with the classical case.
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