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Inelastic electron relaxation rates caused by Spin M /2 K ondo Im purities
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W e study a spin S=M /2{K ondo system coupled to electrons in an arbitrary nonequilbrium situ—
ation above K ondo tem perature. C oupling to hot electrons leads to an increased inverse lifetin e of
pseudo particles, related to the K orringa w idth . This in tum is responsible for the increased inelastic
relaxation rates of the electronic system . The rates are related to soin{spin correlation fiinctions
which are detem ined using a proction operator form alisn . T he resuls generalize recent ndings
for S=1/2{K ondo in purities which have been used to describe energy relaxation experin ents in

disordered m esoscopic w ires.

PACS numbers: 7323, 7215Qm , 75.75+ a

R ecently, experin entalevidence w as found that K ondo
In purities m ight play an essential role for energy relax-—
ation in m esoscopic gold w ires 'Q.'] displaying m uch higher
energy relaxation rates than predicted by standard the-
ory E.’]. Based on these ndings severaltheoreticalstudies
have kd to a qualitative or even quantitative explanation
of experin entaldata by accounting for electron {electron
Interaction m ediated by m agnetic im purities i_&’, :f!, 1_'5, g].
A ssum Ing K ondo im purities of unknown origin as rele-
vant inelastic scattering centers also earlier experin ental

ndings on copper w ires E_?:] could be explained ?_]:, 5, 5].
M oreover, assum ing spin 1=2{in purities E’j’] the detailed
m agnetic eld dependence of energy relaxation experi-
m ents on copper w ires ifj] could be tted, strongly sug—
gesting that K ondo im purities indeed play an essential
role for energy relaxation at low tem peratures.

In a recent work Anthore et al. [_igi] studied energy re-
laxation In thin siver wires w th M n in purities and ex—
plined their ndingsusing both, direct electron {electron
nteraction @] and the e ect of spin 1=2{in purities [B].
SinceM n in silverisnot a soin 1=2{im puriy and further-
m ore the spin of the im purities in copper is not known,
a generalization of the theory In Ref. E] is desirable. In
addition the in purity densities ¢y, , gained by tting the
energy relaxation data of the copper and silver sam ples
typically exceed those obtained from m easurem ents of
the dephasing rate by m ore than an order ofm agninude,
see Refs. [,110] and articles cited therein. Tn purity den—
sities as high as those nferred from energy relaxation
rates would lead to much higher dephasing rates than
those found in experim ents.

Considering the theoretical work in Refs. [j, :ff], the
In puriy density can be low ered by increasing the spin S
because only the product S (S + 1)cy p enters the prefac-
tor of the rate. However, this result does not take into
acocount the soin dependence ofthe renom alized coupling
constant. The ain ofthe present work is a generalization
ofthe ndingsin Ref. @:] to arbitrary spin thereby explor-
Ing the possibilities of lowering the in purity density by
Increasing the spin S.

Since this work is an extension of Ref. ﬁ_ﬂ] we Pllow
the argum entation therein and, as far as possble, use

the sam e notation. In order to m ake the paper self{
contained, som e of the basic ideas and de nitions are,
how ever, repeated. W hereas the technicaldetails change,
the m ain physical argum ents rem ain the same and we

refer the reader to Ref. -g] for further nform ation.
W e descrbe the quasiparticles and the in purity spin
by the free H am ilttonian
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where C{/ and C, create and annihilate an electron in
a given orbital, k, and spin, , state. x is the energy
of this state. The second term in Eq. @) describes a
soin M =2{iIm purity wih Zeem an splittingEy = g g B .
T he coupling betw een quasiparticles and im purity soin is
described by the standard K ondo H am iltonian
X
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w here Jy isthebare coupling and s o denotes the vector
of Paulim atrices. Here, we assum e the iIn purity densiy
Cimp to be am all enough that we need to treat coupling
to a single in purity only.

To detem Ine the inelastic electron rates we consider
the angularly averaged collision integralwhich in Iinear
order In the density ¢y p reads t_ll;']
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Here, ()= >:<(k ; ) where = x is the elec—
tron self{energy on shell, assum ed to be independent of
the angularmom entum . £ ( ) is the angularly averaged
distribution function for electrons of energy  and spin

. For readability we suppressed the spatialdependence.
Since the self{energy is proportionalto the im purity den—
sity, we already replaced the electron G reen’s functions
by their unperturbed formm and integrated over frequency
to get the classical form of the collision integral. In con—
trast to Ref. ig] we do not use the soin averaged self{
energy but generalize the results to spin dependent dis—
tribution functions.
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Our task isnow to determm ine the electron self{energy
which In tum Jlads to the electron scattering rates.
Changing to the Interaction picture and representing the
soin degrees of freedom by pseudo{particles LLé] one can
use perturbation theory on the K eldysh contour to gen—
erate the graphs contributing to the electron self{energy.
Since the topological structure of the graphs for a soin
1=2{system and a spin M =2{system isthe sam e, we can
directly ollow the reasoning in Ref. f].

In lowest order the electron self{energy is given by a
pseudo{Fem jon bubble and an electron orhole line in be—
tween. The pseudo{Fem ion bubble can be represented
as a soin{goin correlation function which in frequency
space directly determ ines the rates. H igher order cor-
rections are sgparable into temm s adding an additional
electron {hole pair and tem s leading to higher order cor-
rections fora single electron {holk pair. T he com binations
of the second type are usually referred to as singe par—
ticle intemm ediate state corrections and can be absorbed
by a renom alization of the coupling constants [_1-1_1‘] For
arbirary soin S, we nd that the renom alized vertices
J*,J only depend on electronic occupation factors and
therefore are given by relations very sim ilar to those de—
rived In Ref. [g]. For a non{spin{ I processeswe have

n
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T he renom alization is determ ined by the auxiliary func-
tion
Z
P (9 1=2
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In equilbrium this leads to the usual logarithm ic cor—
rections, how ever, the above form ulae are applicable for
arbirary nonequilbrium situations. T he K ondo tem per-
ature In this approxim ation reads

1 ( J)PsE+1)

Tk D exp % 1 2 (7)
and equals the buk Kondo tem perature. The phrase
\above K ondo tem perature" in thiswork m eans that the
corrections determ ined by the auxiliary function ('_6) are
still sm all com pared to one. In this sense a system below
the equilbbrium K ondo tem perature can be \aboveK ondo
tem perature" because of the nonequilbrium an earing of
the distrbution function.

W ell above K ondo tem perature it is usually assum ed
that all vertices renom alize independently. T herefore,

one can equivalently put these renom alized quantities
In a new Interaction Ham ilttonian
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w ith energy and process dependent coupling constants.
U sing this H am iltonian we have to restrict to elem entary
electron {hole pair excitations only. O ther, m ore com plex
graphs of the one{particle interm ediate state correction
type, are already put into the renom alization ofthe cou—
pling constants. T he electron self{energy isnow given by
the pseudo{Fem ion bubbl coupled to arbitrarily m any
sin ple electron {hole pairs w th an electron or hole line
In between and can be w ritten as

X

T()= i

d% o000 £0(91 O

0

for the Jarger self{energy whereW ; o denotes the corre-
sponding rates. The smaller self{fenergy < ( ) is given
by changing the variables, ( ; )to (% 9D andf! 1 f.
R ew riting the pseudo{Fem ion bubbl as spin{spin cor-
relation function, the rates are given by
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Using (4) the collision integral takes the standard form
for spin dependent scattering
X
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T he energies, x , M easure the kinetic energy and
the Zeam an energy. U sually, when going over into a con—
tinuum description the Zeam an splitting is put to a band
bottom shift.

Asin Ref. [_ﬂ] we use a profction operator form align
to determ ine the correlation functions in an arbitrary
nonequilbrium situation. U sing the pro fction operators
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for C, and (16)
for C a7)

one can derive a fom ally exact integro{di erentialequa-
tion [14]
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w ith the solution in termm s of the Laplace transform
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Here a = z; and, ash the S = 1=2 case, , =
hS*?S%i=hS?S?%i = 0 and = S-S i=s S i =

iEy , which leadsto the free propagation, whereEy in—
cludes the K night shift neglected throughout this work.
T he averages are to be calculated self{consistently to—
gether w ith the steady state electronic distrdbution func—
tions £ and the occupation probabilitiesP | for the in -
purity spin being In statem .

Thememory kemel , (t) ortheC ocorrelation func-
tion reads
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Here, the index r In S, (t) Indicates that the dynam ics of
the soin operator is reduced by the profction. It is de—
term ined by the expression S, () = expili @ P )tls-

w ith the Liouville operatorﬁ acting as ¥ = H ;XA E~.
The memory kemel for the C, correlation function is
given by Eq. C_Z(_]') w ith the replacements ; ! z.We
are Interested in the regin e well above K ondo tem per-
ature and expand the kemel up to second order in the
renom alized coupling J. Since the dynam ics of the ex-—
panded kemel function is oscillatory, the Fourder trans—
formm ed correlation finction has always the sim ple form

c.()= 2C, t= 0)Re L (') 1)
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with a = z; Further, we de ne Re ,(!)
Ref™ ( 1! + )g and the mmaghary part In , (! ) I
lows from the K ram ers{K ronig relation. W hen calcu-
lating the electronic distributions £ or soin occupation
probabilitiesP , , the in agihary partsIm  , (! ) In thede-
nom nators lead to higher order corrections in J and are
neglected.

The dam ping rates Which werenamed , (!)wiha=
z; inRef. @] read
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for the C, correlation fiinction and
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fortheC correlation fiinctions. T he auxiliary functions
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describe coupling to electron {hol pairs. In equilbrium
the dam ping leadsdirectly to the K orringa w idth propor-
tionalto the tem perature w hereas in nonequilbbrium this
rate scales wih a m easure of the nonequilbrium situa—
tion, nam ely eU , leading to an Increased inverse lifetin e
Independent of the m easuram ent tem perature.

T he equaltim e correlation fiinctionsread forS = M =2

N =2
C, = 0)= h*S*i= P, m? 26)
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and
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Independent ofthe distribution P, the spin{spin correla—
tion function C (t) = S (®) Si= G G C OF2+C, 0O
ful IIs the sum ke C (&t = 0) = @ar=2 )c () =
S+ 1):

To determ ine the m aster equation orthe P, 'sweuse
Eq. £7) and w rite the spin{ ip correlation function as

X
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T he rate for the transition from statem tom 1 then

reads
mim 1= B6+1) mm 1)] 29)

w ith
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A 1l other rates vanish. N ote, that the de nition of in
thiswork isdi erent from that em ployed in Ref. Ej]. The
rate equations for the occupation probabilities

P—m = m!m+le m! m le
+ m+1!um+1+ m l!um 1 (31)
P
w ith the nom alization condition P 1 fom a
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closed set of equations w ith the steady state solution

M=2+m M=2 m
+
P. = -P : 32
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The probabilities obey the obvious balance relation
P.=P.,. = = , which leads to the them al distri-

bution in equilbbrim .



At vanishing m agnetic eld, B 0, the probabil-
ties are all equal, P, = 1= + 1), and the equal
tim e correlation finctions read C, (t= 0) = S (S + 1)=3
and C (= 0) = 2C,( = 0). If In addition the
distrbbution functions are spin independent, the renor-
m alized coupling constants becom e process independent

J* =J J (), and the auxiliary fiinctions read , =
2 2 (!). Inserting this in the correlation functions,
we ndC ()= C+ (I)+C ()E2+C, ()= 3C; (I)=2.

In equilbriim and at low tem peraturesthew idth shrinks
tozeroand kradsto C (') ! 2 S¢S+ 1) ().

T he inelastic relaxation rate 1= ;1 at B = 0 is the
soin{ Ip rate 1=  reduced by the quasi{elastic rate, and
In generalwe have 1= j 1 < 1= 4. Quite generally, due
to a sum rule for the soin{spin correlation fiinction, the
soin{ I rate obeys
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In order to discuss the possbility of reducing the in —
purity density by increasing the spin S at constant in—
elastic electronic rate we m ay as well consider the spin{
I rate. As already explained In the introduction, Eq.
d_3-:_’:) suggests a decrease of the in purity density w ith in—
creasing spin S. This is true only if the renom alization
of the coupling constants is independent of S m eaning
at tem peratures m uch higher than the K ondo tem pera—
ture. To explain the experim ents, however, J hasto be
around 1=3 to be aln ost volage independent. O therw ise
the renom alization wouldn’t allow for the experin en—
tally observed scaling property of the distrdbution func—
tion £ ( ;eU) = £ ( =eU ), sce Ref.ild, B]. Tn this regin e,
how ever, the renom alization depends on the spin S and
scales or large spin ke J 1= 2S (S + 1) leading to
a soinh independent rate 1= 4. Actually, the renom al-
ized coupling constant equals the spin{ I t{m atrix Eﬁf]
which obeys apunjtarjty condition. It reaches a maxi-
mum, J= 1= 2S(S+ 1), at the K ondo tem perature

w here the rate again would becom e Independent of spin
forall S. A lthough our theory is no longer valid in this
regin e, the outcom e is quite physical since electrons al-
ways transfer the sam e soin when scattering from one
In purity independent of S. This show s that using our
theory an Increase of the spin does not lower the Im pu-
rity concentrations needed to describe the experim ents.
Even a m ore involved theory valid below K ondo tem per—
ature is not likely to help m uch since the scattering rate
cannot exceed the Ilin it discussed above.

To discuss the m agnetic eld dependence of the rates
W we oconsidertwo lin iting cases. For low m agnetic elds
w here the Zeem an splitting Ey  ism uch am aller than the
tem perature or the applied voltage the occupation prob—
abilities are all of the sam e order. A Iso the lifetim es do
not change m uch and the behavior is dom inated by the
shift in the spin{ ip correlation functions, ! ! ! Ey .
T herefore, there isno dependence on the soin S oran all
m agnetic elds. For higher m agnetic elds of the order
of tem perature or applied voltage, higher soin states are
rapidly depopulated so that only two spin states lke in
the S = 1=2 case kad to the dom inant contribution. For
higher S this is of course jist a fraction and therefore in
this regin e the ratesareeven an allerthan In the S = 1=2
case.

In this work we have studied electron relaxation rates
caused by m agnetic in purities of arbitrary soin gener-
alizing recent results for S = 1=2. It is found that an
Increase of the spin S does not change the qualitative
outcom e and the rate at vanishing m agnetic eld is even
una ected by the soin or large S. T herefore, assum ing
m agnetic in purities w ith higher spin S does not resolve
the disagreem ent between K ondo im purity densities de—
term Ined by energy relaxation experin ents and weak lo—
calization experim ents. T he authors would lke to thank
B.L.Atshulr, A.Anthore, Y .M .Galern, F. P irre,
and H . Pothier for valuable discussions. Financial sup-—
port was provided by the D eutsche Forschungsgem ein—
schaft OFG).
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