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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
in purities m ediate the energy exchange between electrons. Thism echanisn is especially e ective at sm all energy
transfers E in the absence of Zeem an splitting, when the two-particle collision integral in the electron kinetic
equation has a kemelK / 1=E 2 in a broad energy range. In a m agnetic eld, thism echanisn is suppressed at E

below the Zeem an energy. Sim ultaneously, the Zeem an splitting of the In purity spin states reduces the electron
dephasing rate, thus enhancing the e ect of electron interference on conduction.W e nd the weak localization

correction to the conductivity and the m agniude ofthe conductance uctuations in the presence ofm agnetic eld
of arbitrary strength. O ur results can be com pared quantitatively with the experin ents on energy relaxation in

short m etallic w ires and on A haronov-Bohm conductance oscillations in w ire rings.
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1. Introduction

The e ect of m agnetic In purities on the electron
properties of a m etal is drastically di erent from that
of \usual" defects which just violate the translational
invariance ofthe crystalline lattice. T he reason for the
di erence is that a m agnetic in purity brings an ad-
ditional degree of freedom { its spin.W e dem onstrate
that m agnetic in puritiesm ay m ediate energy transfer
betw een electrons. Ifthe transferred energy E exceeds
theK ondo tem perature Tk , then the energy relaxation
occurspredom inantly in tw o-electron collisions.W ede—
rive the kemelK ofthe collision integralin the kinetic
equation for the distrbution fiinction. T his kemelde-
pends strongly on the transferred energy, K / J*=E?.
T he dependence of K on the energies "; of the collid—
ing electrons com es from the logarithm ic in §'; jrenor-
m alization ofthe exchange integralJ, known from the
theory ofK ondo e ect[l], and is relatively weak as long
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asJ'ij Tk .Thel=E 2 divergence of the kemel is cut
o atsmallE ;the cut-o energy isdetem ined by the
dynam ics of the in purity spins.

Localized spinsa ect not only the energy relaxation
rate, but also the conventionalelectron transport prop—
erties, such as the tem perature and eld dependence
ofthe conductance.N o spin dynam ics of in purities is
needed for the suppression of the interference correc—
tions to the conductivity; interaction ofelectron spins
w ith the m agnetic m om ents \frozen" in random di-
rections already leads to that suppression R]. M eso-—
scopic conductance uctuations are not suppressed by
\frozen" m agneticm om ents.H ow ever, even a relatively
slow relaxation (such as K orringa relaxation) of indi-
vidualm agnetic m om ents leads to the tim eaveragihg
ofthe random potential \seen" by transport electrons
In the course ofm easurem ent, and them esoscopic uc—
tuationsofthe dc conductance are averaged out.B]W e

nd the weak localization correction to the conductiv-
ity and the m agnitude of conductance uctuations in
the presence ofm agnetic eld of arbitrary strength.
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2. Inelastic scattering of an electron o a
m agnetic im purity

W e describe a metal with m agnetic in purities by
m eans ofthe H am iltonian H = }fo+ v
X X
N Ay Y

Ho= o iV=0 & i .o ®
k 0;1

where §; is the soin operator of the 1-th im purity at
point 1y, §f = S (S + 1).Free electron states g are
Jabe]JedEby the wave vector k and the spin index ,

n = ke]'krlck . The Paulim atrices are denoted
by (% ¥ 5.

The inpurities can be considered independently
if their concentration n is low enough. In the one-
in purity scattering problem , there is interaction only
in s channel, so we w ill label the participating electron
states w ith scalar index k.

T he low est non-vanishing order of the perturbation
theory series in the exchange constant J for the inelas—
tic scattering am plitude is the second order:

ss? e o 044 1 N o .
ALy, 5.8, = D83%4;S YV —V $1%2;51; (2)
kit x, Ho
where $; = (ki; i). The denom Inator in Eg. (2) is

the energy of the Intem ediate virtual state, which
equals (x; x;) for two of the four possible pair-
ings ofthe electron creation-annihilation operators, or

(x, x, ) orthe othertwo pairings. T he spin struc—
ture of the scattering am plitude can easily be found
from Eq. (2).In a scattering event, spins ofone orboth
participating electronsm ust ip, w ith the correspond-
ing change ofthe In puriy spin.H ere we are interested
only in the relaxation of the electron energy distribu—
tion, and assum e that In the absence ofm agnetic eld
the system doesnot have any spin polarization. T here—
fore we need to calculate only the total cross—section of
scattering into all possible spin states, averaged over
the Initial spin statesofthe in purity and tw o electrons.
W e obtain the collision Integralkemel

K B)= —2s@©+ 1)@ )“i~
2 g2’

3)

which dependsonly on the energy E transferred In the
collision.Here isthe electron density of states at the
Fem ienergy per spin degree of freedom .

Forlow energy electrons, the e ective exchange con—
stant J is renom alized due to the K ondo e ect.@4] In
the lading logarithm ic approxin ation [] the renor—
m alized exchange constant in Eq. (3) is

2 1 n
J= - ~—; 4
T ' 4)
where " is the characteristic energy of electrons par-
ticipating in the collision and Tx is the K ondo tem -

perature.T his approxin ation is justi ed as long asthe
energies "; " ofall ncom ing and outgoing electrons
satisfy the condition " “Tx . It is in portant to note
that energy " ,which liesw ithin the w idth ofthe elec—
tron distribution fiinction, does not cut o the singu-—
larity in the transferred energy E .Fora m ore detailed
expression for the renom alized K (E ) see Ref. [6].

T he low -energy divergence ofthe inelastic scattering
am plitude (2) iscuto by thetin e evolution ofthe in -
purity spin correlator hSOjSAj ©S* (tO)jS i. In m agnetic

eld B this evolution is a soin precession wih fre—
quency !s = dmp BB .W hen ! exceeds the energies
ofthe electronsbeing scattered, the scattering rate sat—
urates [7] at

n s 1
K &) —S(S+l)(J)ﬁ: )
. s
T he scattering processes in which both initial orboth

nalelectrons have the sam e soin are suppressed com —
pletely.

T he otherm echanism , which cutso theE = 0 sin—
gularity of the kemel (3) even at B 0, is the in —
purity soin relaxation. T his relaxation lim its the life—
tin e of the interm ediate state and the denom inator in
Eg. (2) acquires the in aginary part.A t high tem pera—
tureT > Tx scattering ofthe them alelectronson the
spin results in an exponentialdecay ofthe spin correla—
tion function, S"FI ©S* ) Fi/ exp( £ 1)
T he In puriy spin correlation tin e 1 can beevaliated
w ith the help ofthe Fem igolden rule. Ifthe deviation
from the them alequilbrium isweak, we have

h 2 2
— = —=J )'T: (6)
T 3

Here, as T is lowered towards Tk , the exchange con—
stant is renom alized according to Eq. (4).T he energy
scale h= 1 setsthe lim it of applicability ofEqg. (2) and
cuts o the singularity in the kemel (3) at E h=r.
Note that at T > Tk the renom alized spin— i rate
satis es the condition h= 1t > Tk .

At very small energies (I:3T Tk ) the Fem i-
licuid description of electrons is valid again. The
behavior of the system is described in this case by
the quadratic xed-point H am ilttonian, w ith the four-
ferm jon interaction being the least-irrelevant tem .[8,9]
T he calculation of the inelastic scattering rate is then
straightforw ard. T he resulting collision—-integral kemel
is energy-independent:K (E ) = n=( TK2 ).

W e also discuss the relaxation due to the electron
scattering on m agnetic in purities in w iresw ith app lied
bias ev T . In this case the electron distribution is
an eared, and the width of an earing eV exceeds the
typicalenergies §';s jofthe colliding electrons. A ssum ing
eV Tx and substituting the renom alized constant
J,see Eq. 4), into the kemelEqg. (3), we obtain



KE)= 5786+ 1>Dn(ev=TK>]4Ei2: %)
The 1=E 2 dependence in Eq. (7) persists down to the
cut-o ,which isdetem ined by the spin— p rate 1= v .
For the spin— Ip rate In the non-equilbrium situation
the temperature T In 1 should be replaced by the
electron distribution fiinction sm earing eV :

h

ev

= [@EV=Tx)] ’ev: ®)

H ere the num erical constant 1 depends on details
ofthe non-equilbrium electron distribution fiinction.

3. E ect ofspin scattering on electron
interference phenom ena

M agnetic in purities providem echanisn notonly for
electron energy relaxation but also for electron phase
relaxation, w hich suppresses the interference phenom —
ena, such asweak localization and conductance uctu-
ations.H erewe present our results [10] form etalw ires
w ith m agnetic in purities, which can be partially po—
larized by an applied m agnetic eld.[3]

T heweak localization correction to the conductivity
ofaw irew ithout spin-orbit scattering in the conditions
of strong Zeem an splitting of the conduction electron

states ("; s 1) and slow in puriy spin relaxation
( s) is [10]

» 2 " p

e d D s

©)

4hT o’ "2T b (+BiBZ.

Herel=¢= 2 nJ2s@ + 1) is the scattering rate of

electronson m agnetic In purities in the absence ofm ag—

netic eld.Function P (") represents the probability of

an electron spin ip In thepresence ofm agnetic eldB :
n$2i+ nS,itanh ("+ !g)=2T

PpM"M=1 10
™) se+ D) (10)

ForsS = l=2inpur:ﬂjes,wehavelﬁfi: 1=4andh$,i=
(1=2) tanh (! s=2T ). In this case function P (") can be
rew ritten in the fom :

4
P (") = 3 P+ @ n"+ )+ pn™+ ls)); 1)

where pr,y = e 's=2T — (2 cosh ! s =2T ) is the proba—
bility for the In purity soin to be parallel (antiparal-
el to the direction of the m agnetic eld and n (") =
1+ exp("=T)) ! is the electron occupation num ber
w ith energy ".

The tem B?=B?2 in Eq. (9) represents the orbital
e ect ofthe applied m agnetic eld on conduction elec—
trons; B de nes the characteristic value of the m ag—

netic eld, which produces the orbital dephasing rate
com parable w ith the spin scattering rate:
0 2 hc

Be= #p—=—0=i o=
D Ay e

: (12)

HereA, isthew ire cross—section area and # isa din en—
sionless factordepending on the w ire geom etry and the
m agnetic orientation. The expression in the de—
nom inator, D A ,representsthee ective area cov—
ered by an electron tra fctory betw een consequent spin

Ips. T he characteristic m agnetic eld B . gives an up-
per estin ate on system tem perature T, below which
the e ect of spin polarization prevails over the orbital
e ect ofm agnetic eld:

Te= SOmp BBc: 13)

If the orbital e ect of the m agnetic eld is strong,
we expand Eg. (9) In B.=B and obtain:

)
- & P

! 's
————sinh ~— : (14)
T

Conductance uctuations can be considered sim i~
larly to the evaluation of .W e concentrate here on
the am plitude of the A haronovBohm \hc=e" oscilla—-
tions.M agnetic eld applied through the ring changes
electron w ave fiinctions and, consequently, the conduc—
tance ofthe ring ofradiusr. T he conductance statistics
is characterized by the correlation fnction:

o x
g g, ii= el Ry cos2 k —; (15)
k=0 0
where = r?B isthem agnetic ux through the ring

and isa dim ensionless geom etry dependent factor.

In the high tem perature case, T 1,we nd the
am plitude ofoscillation s ofthe conductance correlation
function [10]:

p 32 Z o 2 kr (")=D ar
Re= or2 P=0y comt oot ae)
M- o+ Lo 1.1 + BS.itanh ("+ !5)=2T
. S+ 1)

wih being the dephasing rate due to m echanisn s
other than m agnetic In purity scattering.

4. Com parison w ith experim ents

R elaxation of the electron energy distribution was
Investigated experin entally in m etallicw ires ofC u and
Au in Refs. [11,12]. In these experin ents, a nite bias
V was applied to the w ire term inals. It was found that
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Fig.1l. Figure show s dependence of the \hc=e" oscillations of

the conductance correlation function on the applied m agnetic

eld B for several values of the im purity spin S in case when
s= 1:5.

starting from fairly sm allw ire lengths, the electron dis—
trbution is am eared over the range of energies eV , n—
stead of having tw o distinct steps created by the bias
applied to the w ire ends. T he observed electron energy
relaxation was attribbuted [11,12] to electron-electron
collisions. T he collision-integralkemelforE < eV ex-—
tracted from the experin ents has the form K E) =

h=( OEZ), wih a cuto at some low energy, which

scales linearly w ith €V .[13]

P roperties of these sam ples are com patible w ith the
presence of iron im purities with a concentration up
to few tens of ppm .[13] The spin— P rate, Eq. (8), is
the low -energy cut-o forthe 1=E 2 kemeldependence.
Thiscuto isroughly proportionalto the applied volt—
age, In agreem ent w ith experin ental observations.[13]
W e m ust note, however, that the lower voltages used
in experin ent [12] are close to the K ondo tem perature,
so the leading-logarithm ic approxim ation [5,14], used
in derivation ofEgs. (7), (8), m ay be insu cient.

R ecent experin ents [L5] dem onstrate that the pre—
viously observed [11]electron energy relaxation in thin
w ires is lndeed suppressed by the applied m agnetic

eld, see Eq. (5), thus supporting our hypothesis that
the origin of the relaxation is the inelastic scattering
on the m agnetic I purities.

In m easuram ents [16] of the conductance of a Cu
ring, the am plitude of the conductance oscillations in—
creases In strong m agnetic eld ! T . This obser-
vation can be explained as the resul of the in purity
spin polarization by them agnetic eld.F igure 1 repre—
sentsthe am plitude ofthe rstham onic (\hc=e" oscil-
Jations) ofthe conductance correlation function in the
lm it T ; 1= 5, described by Eq. (16), for di erent
values of the in purity soin S .

In conclusion, the exchange interaction of itinerant
electrons w ith m agnetic in purities can facilitate elec—
tron energy and phase relaxation.W e derived the ker—
nelofthe collision integralw hich determm inestheenergy
relaxation, and found the weak localization correction
to the conductivity and the am plitude of conductance

uctuationsatan arbitrary levelofpolarization ofm ag—

netic in puritiesby an extemalm agnetic eld.T he ob—
tained resultsprovide a quantitative explanation ofthe
experin ents[l1,12] on anom alously strong energy re—
laxation in short m etallic w ires and m ay be com pared
w ith the observed behavior of the \hc=e" oscillations
ofthe conductance of an A haronov-Bohm ring.[L6]
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