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A bstract

W e discuss the e�ect of m agnetic im purities on the inelastic scattering and dephasing of electrons.M agnetic

im puritiesm ediate theenergy exchange between electrons.Thism echanism isespecially e�ective atsm allenergy

transfers E in the absence ofZeem an splitting,when the two-particle collision integralin the electron kinetic

equation hasa kernelK / 1=E
2
in a broad energy range.In a m agnetic �eld,thism echanism issuppressed atE

below the Zeem an energy.Sim ultaneously,the Zeem an splitting ofthe im purity spin states reducesthe electron

dephasing rate,thus enhancing the e�ect ofelectron interference on conduction.W e �nd the weak localization

correction to theconductivity and them agnitudeoftheconductance
uctuationsin thepresenceofm agnetic�eld

ofarbitrary strength.O urresults can be com pared quantitatively with the experim entson energy relaxation in

shortm etallic wiresand on Aharonov-Bohm conductanceoscillationsin wirerings.

K ey words: K ondo e�ect;electron energy relaxation;weak localization;conductance 
uctuations

1. Introduction

The e�ect of m agnetic im purities on the electron

propertiesofa m etalisdrastically di�erentfrom that

of\usual" defectswhich justviolate the translational

invarianceofthecrystallinelattice.Thereason forthe

di�erence is that a m agnetic im purity brings an ad-

ditionaldegree offreedom { itsspin.W edem onstrate

thatm agneticim puritiesm ay m ediateenergy transfer

between electrons.Ifthetransferred energy E exceeds

theK ondotem peratureTK ,then theenergyrelaxation

occurspredom inantlyintwo-electron collisions.W ede-

rivethekernelK ofthecollision integralin thekinetic

equation forthedistribution function.Thiskernelde-

pendsstrongly on thetransferred energy,K / J
4
=E

2
.

The dependenceofK on the energies"i ofthe collid-

ing electronscom esfrom thelogarithm ic in j"ijrenor-

m alization oftheexchangeintegralJ,known from the

theoryofK ondoe�ect[1],and isrelativelyweak aslong
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asj"ij� TK .The1=E
2
divergenceofthekerneliscut

o� atsm allE ;thecut-o� energy isdeterm ined by the

dynam icsoftheim purity spins.

Localized spinsa�ectnotonly theenergy relaxation

rate,butalsotheconventionalelectron transportprop-

erties,such as the tem perature and �eld dependence

oftheconductance.No spin dynam icsofim puritiesis

needed for the suppression ofthe interference correc-

tionsto theconductivity;interaction ofelectron spins

with the m agnetic m om ents \frozen" in random di-

rections already leads to that suppression [2].M eso-

scopicconductance
uctuationsarenotsuppressed by

\frozen"m agneticm om ents.However,evenarelatively

slow relaxation (such asK orringa relaxation)ofindi-

vidualm agnetic m om entsleadsto thetim e-averaging

oftherandom potential\seen" by transportelectrons

in thecourseofm easurem ent,and them esoscopic
uc-

tuationsofthedcconductanceareaveraged out.[3]W e

�nd theweak localization correction to theconductiv-

ity and the m agnitude ofconductance 
uctuationsin

thepresenceofm agnetic�eld ofarbitrary strength.
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2. Inelastic scattering ofan electron o� a

m agnetic im purity

W e describe a m etalwith m agnetic im purities by

m eansoftheHam iltonian Ĥ = Ĥ 0 + V̂ :

Ĥ 0 =
X

k�

�
k
c
y

k�
c
k�
; V̂ = J

X

�� 0;l

Ŝl��� 0 
y
rl�

 rl�
0; (1)

where Ŝl is the spin operator ofthe l-th im purity at

pointrl,Ŝ
2
l = S(S + 1).Free electron states c

k�
are

labelled by the wave vector k and the spin index �,

 rl� =
P

k
e
ikrlc

k�
.The Paulim atrices are denoted

by � � (�
x
;�

y
;�

z
).

The im purities can be considered independently

if their concentration n is low enough. In the one-

im purity scattering problem ,there isinteraction only

in schannel,so wewilllabeltheparticipating electron

stateswith scalarindex k.

The lowestnon-vanishing orderoftheperturbation

theory seriesin theexchangeconstantJ fortheinelas-

ticscattering am plitudeisthesecond order:

A
S S

0

%1%2;%3%4
= h%3%4;S

0
ĵV

1

�k1+ �k2 � Ĥ 0

V̂ j%1%2;Si; (2)

where %i = (ki;�i).The denom inator in Eq.(2) is

the energy of the interm ediate virtual state, which

equals� (�k1 � �k3)for two ofthe four possible pair-

ingsoftheelectron creation-annihilation operators,or

� (�k1 � �k4)fortheothertwopairings.Thespin struc-

ture ofthe scattering am plitude can easily be found

from Eq.(2).In ascatteringevent,spinsofoneorboth

participating electronsm ust
ip,with thecorrespond-

ingchangeoftheim purity spin.Hereweareinterested

only in the relaxation ofthe electron energy distribu-

tion,and assum ethatin theabsenceofm agnetic�eld

thesystem doesnothaveany spin polarization.There-

foreweneed tocalculateonly thetotalcross-section of

scattering into allpossible spin states,averaged over

theinitialspinstatesoftheim purityand twoelectrons.

W eobtain thecollision integralkernel

K (E )=
�

2

n

�
S(S + 1)(J�)

4 1

E 2
; (3)

which dependsonly on theenergy E transferred in the

collision.Here� istheelectron density ofstatesatthe

Ferm ienergy perspin degreeoffreedom .

Forlow energy electrons,thee�ectiveexchangecon-

stantJ isrenorm alized dueto theK ondo e�ect.[4]In

the leading logarithm ic approxim ation [5]the renor-

m alized exchangeconstantin Eq.(3)is

J =
2

�
ln

� 1 "�

TK
; (4)

where "
�
isthe characteristic energy ofelectronspar-

ticipating in the collision and TK is the K ondo tem -

perature.Thisapproxim ation isjusti�ed aslongasthe

energies"i � "�ofallincom ing and outgoing electrons

satisfy the condition "
� >

� TK .Itis im portantto note

thatenergy "
�
,which lieswithin thewidth oftheelec-

tron distribution function,doesnotcuto� the singu-

larity in thetransferred energy E .Fora m oredetailed

expression fortherenorm alized K (E )seeRef.[6].

Thelow-energy divergenceoftheinelasticscattering

am plitude(2)iscuto�bythetim eevolution oftheim -

purity spin correlator hS
0
ĵS

j
(t)Ŝ

k
(t
0
)jSi.In m agnetic

�eld B this evolution is a spin precession with fre-

quency !s = gim p�B B .W hen !s exceedsthe energies

oftheelectronsbeingscattered,thescatteringratesat-

urates[7]at

K (E )�
n

�
S(S + 1)(J�)

4 1

!2
s

: (5)

Thescattering processesin which both initialorboth

�nalelectronshavethesam espin aresuppressed com -

pletely.

Theotherm echanism ,which cutso� theE = 0 sin-

gularity ofthe kernel(3) even at B = 0,is the im -

purity spin relaxation.Thisrelaxation lim itsthe life-

tim eoftheinterm ediatestateand thedenom inatorin

Eq.(2)acquirestheim aginary part.Athigh tem pera-

tureT > TK scattering ofthetherm alelectronson the

spin resultsin an exponentialdecay ofthespin correla-

tion function,hS
0
ĵS

j
(t)Ŝ

k
(t
0
)jSi/ exp(� jt� t

0
j=�T ).

Theim purityspin correlation tim e�T can beevaluated

with thehelp oftheFerm igolden rule.Ifthedeviation

from thetherm alequilibrium isweak,wehave

�h

�T
=

2�

3
(J�)

2
T : (6)

Here,as T is lowered towardsTK ,the exchange con-

stantisrenorm alized according to Eq.(4).Theenergy

scale�h=�T setsthelim itofapplicability ofEq.(2)and

cutso� thesingularity in thekernel(3)atE � �h=�T .

Note thatat T > TK the renorm alized spin-
ip rate

satis�esthecondition �h=�T > TK .

At very sm allenergies (j"ij;T � TK ) the Ferm i-

liquid description of electrons is valid again. The

behavior of the system is described in this case by

the quadratic �xed-pointHam iltonian,with the four-

ferm ioninteraction beingtheleast-irrelevantterm .[8,9]

Thecalculation oftheinelastic scattering rate isthen

straightforward.Theresulting collision-integralkernel

isenergy-independent:K (E )= n=(�T
2
K ).

W e also discuss the relaxation due to the electron

scatteringon m agneticim puritiesin wireswith applied

biaseV � T.In thiscase the electron distribution is

sm eared,and the width ofsm earing eV exceeds the

typicalenergiesj"ijofthecollidingelectrons.Assum ing

eV � TK and substituting therenorm alized constant

J,seeEq.(4),into thekernelEq.(3),weobtain

2



K (E )=
�

2

n

�
S(S + 1)[ln(eV=TK )]

� 4 1

E 2
: (7)

The 1=E
2
dependencein Eq.(7)persistsdown to the

cut-o�,which isdeterm ined bythespin-
ip rate1=�eV .

Forthe spin-
ip rate in the non-equilibrium situation

the tem perature T in �T should be replaced by the

electron distribution function sm earing eV :

�h

�eV
= 
[ln(eV=TK )]

� 2
eV: (8)

Herethenum ericalconstant
 � 1 dependson details

ofthenon-equilibrium electron distribution function.

3. E�ect ofspin scattering on electron

interference phenom ena

M agneticim puritiesprovidem echanism notonlyfor

electron energy relaxation butalso forelectron phase

relaxation,which suppressestheinterferencephenom -

ena,such asweak localization and conductance
uctu-

ations.Herewepresentourresults[10]form etalwires

with m agnetic im purities,which can be partially po-

larized by an applied m agnetic�eld.[3]

Theweak localization correction totheconductivity

ofawirewithoutspin-orbitscatteringintheconditions

ofstrong Zeem an splitting ofthe conduction electron

states ("Z�s � 1) and slow im purity spin relaxation

(�T � �s)is[10]

��= �
e
2

4��hT

Z
d"

cosh2 "=2T

p
D �s

p
P (")+ B 2=B 2

c

: (9)

Here 1=�s = 2��nJ
2
S(S + 1)isthe scattering rate of

electronsonm agneticim puritiesintheabsenceofm ag-

netic�eld.Function P (")representstheprobability of

an electron spin 
ip in thepresenceofm agnetic�eld B :

P (")= 1�
hŜ

2
zi+ hŜzitanh("+ !S )=2T

S(S + 1)
(10)

ForS = 1=2im purities,wehavehŜ
2
zi= 1=4andhŜzi=

(1=2)tanh(!s=2T).In this case function P (") can be

rewritten in theform :

P (")=
4

3
(p#(1� n("+ !S ))+ p"n("+ !S )); (11)

where p";# = e
� ! S =2T =(2cosh!S =2T) is the proba-

bility for the im purity spin to be parallel(antiparal-

lel) to the direction ofthe m agnetic �eld and n(") =

(1 + exp("=T))
� 1

is the electron occupation num ber

with energy ".

The term B 2=B 2
c in Eq.(9) represents the orbital

e�ectoftheapplied m agnetic�eld on conduction elec-

trons;B c de�nesthe characteristic value ofthe m ag-

netic �eld,which producesthe orbitaldephasing rate

com parablewith thespin scattering rate:

B c = #
� 0

p
D �sA w

; � 0 =
2��hc

e
: (12)

HereA w isthewirecross-section areaand # isadim en-

sionlessfactordependingon thewiregeom etry and the

m agnetic �eld orientation.The expression in the de-

nom inator,
p
D �sA w ,representsthee�ectiveareacov-

ered byan electron trajectory between consequentspin


ips.Thecharacteristicm agnetic�eld B c givesan up-

perestim ate on system tem perature Tc,below which

thee�ectofspin polarization prevailsovertheorbital

e�ectofm agnetic�eld:

Tc = Sgim p�B B c: (13)

Ifthe orbitale�ect ofthe m agnetic �eld is strong,

weexpand Eq.(9)in B c=B and obtain:

��= �
e
2

��h

p
D �s

�
B c

B
�
2

3

B
3
c

B 3

!S

T
sinh

� 1 !S

T

�

: (14)

Conductance 
uctuations can be considered sim i-

larly to theevaluation of��.W econcentratehereon

the am plitude ofthe Aharonov-Bohm \hc=e" oscilla-

tions.M agnetic�eld applied through thering changes

electron wavefunctionsand,consequently,theconduc-

tanceoftheringofradiusr.Theconductancestatistics

ischaracterized by thecorrelation function:

hhg� g� + � � ii= �
e
4

�h
2

1X

k= 0

R k cos2�k
��

� 0

; (15)

where� = �r 2B isthem agnetic
ux through thering

and �isa dim ensionlessgeom etry dependentfactor.

In thehigh tem perature case,�sT � 1,we �nd the

am plitudeofoscillationsoftheconductancecorrelation

function [10]:

R k =
D

3=2

r3T 2

Z
e
� 2�kr

p
� (")=D

p
�(")

d"

cosh4 "=2T
; (16)

�(")= 
+
1

�s

�

1�
hŜzi

2
+ hŜzitanh("+ !S )=2T

S(S + 1)

�

with 
 being the dephasing rate due to m echanism s

otherthan m agneticim purity scattering.

4. C om parison w ith experim ents

Relaxation ofthe electron energy distribution was

investigated experim entallyin m etallicwiresofCu and

Au in Refs.[11,12].In theseexperim ents,a �nitebias

V wasapplied to thewireterm inals.Itwasfound that

3
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Fig.1. Figure show s dependence ofthe \hc=e" oscillations of

the conductance correlation function on the applied m agnetic

�eld B for severalvalues ofthe im purity spin S in case w hen


�s = 1:5.

startingfrom fairly sm allwirelengths,theelectron dis-

tribution issm eared overtherangeofenergieseV ,in-

stead ofhaving two distinctstepscreated by the bias

applied tothewireends.Theobserved electron energy

relaxation was attributed [11,12]to electron-electron

collisions.Thecollision-integralkernelforE < eV ex-

tracted from the experim ents has the form K (E ) =

�h=(�0E
2
),with a cut-o� at som e low energy,which

scaleslinearly with eV .[13]

Propertiesofthesesam plesarecom patiblewith the

presence of iron im purities with a concentration up

to few tensofppm .[13]The spin-
ip rate,Eq.(8),is

thelow-energy cut-o�forthe1=E
2
kerneldependence.

Thiscut-o�isroughlyproportionaltotheapplied volt-

age,in agreem entwith experim entalobservations.[13]

W e m ustnote,however,thatthe lower voltages used

in experim ent[12]areclosetotheK ondotem perature,

so the leading-logarithm ic approxim ation [5,14],used

in derivation ofEqs.(7),(8),m ay beinsu�cient.

Recentexperim ents[15]dem onstrate thatthe pre-

viously observed [11]electron energy relaxation in thin

wires is indeed suppressed by the applied m agnetic

�eld,seeEq.(5),thussupporting ourhypothesisthat

the origin ofthe relaxation is the inelastic scattering

on them agneticim purities.

In m easurem ents [16]ofthe conductance ofa Cu

ring,theam plitudeoftheconductanceoscillationsin-

creases in strong m agnetic �eld !c � T.This obser-

vation can be explained as the resultofthe im purity

spin polarization by them agnetic�eld.Figure1repre-

sentstheam plitudeofthe�rstharm onic(\hc=e"oscil-

lations)oftheconductancecorrelation function in the

lim itT � 
;1=�s,described by Eq.(16),fordi�erent

valuesoftheim purity spin S.

In conclusion,the exchange interaction ofitinerant

electronswith m agnetic im puritiescan facilitate elec-

tron energy and phaserelaxation.W ederived theker-

nelofthecollision integralwhich determ inestheenergy

relaxation,and found theweak localization correction

to theconductivity and theam plitudeofconductance


uctuationsatanarbitrarylevelofpolarization ofm ag-

neticim puritiesby an externalm agnetic�eld.Theob-

tained resultsprovideaquantitativeexplanation ofthe

experim ents[11,12]on anom alously strong energy re-

laxation in shortm etallic wiresand m ay becom pared

with the observed behaviorofthe \hc=e" oscillations

oftheconductanceofan Aharonov-Bohm ring.[16]
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