arXiv:.cond-mat/0404208v1 [cond-mat.mes-hall] 8 Apr 2004

Intensity ofC oulom b Interaction betw een quasiparticlkes
ndi usivem etallicw ires
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A bstract

T he energy dependence and intensity of C oulom b interaction between quasiparticles In m etallic w ires is ocbtained
from two di erent m ethods : determ ination of the tem perature dependence of the phase coherence tin e from the
m agnetoresistance, and m easurem ents of the energy distribbution function in ocut-ofequilbrium situations. In both
types of experim ent, the energy dependence ofthe C oulom b interaction is found to be in excellent agreem ent w ith
theoretical predictions. In contrast, the intensity of the interaction agrees closely w ith theory only with the st
m ethod, whereas an in portant discrepancy is found using the second one. D i erent explanations are proposed,

and results of a test experim ent are presented.

K ey words: D .electron-electron interactions, A . disordered system s, A .thin Ims
PACS:7323-,7350+,7210d, 71.10Ay, 72.15Lh, 71.70Gm

1. Introduction

T he description ofelectrical transport In m etals
is based on the existence of long-lived quasipar-
ticles. The nite quasiparticle lifetin e appears in
m esoscopic physics as a lin itation of their phase
coherence tim e, which determ ines the am plitude
of quantum interference e ects. The three kinds
of processes that lin it the quasiparticle lifetim e
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in m etals are electron-phonon scattering, electron—
electron scattering [L], and spin— Ip scattering of
electrons from m agnetic im purities 2,3]. At tem —
peratures below about 1 K, the rate of electron—
phonon scattering isweak, and in m etallic sam ples
w ithout m agnetic in purities the dom inant inelas—
tic scattering process should be the Coulomb In-—
teraction between electrons [1].

In this paper, we focus on experim ents per-
form ed on very clean (99.9999% ) silver w ires, In
which thee ect ofm agnetic im purities is expected
to be amall 4,5].W e review the resuls obtained
from weak localization m easurem ents, In which
the phase coherence tine -+ (T) is extracted, and
from energy relaxation experin ents, in which the
energy exchange rate betw een quasiparticles is de—
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rived from theirenergy distribution function £ E ).
In the form er experim ents, we nd that both the
tem perature dependence and overallm agnitude of

+ (T') agreew ith the theoreticalpredictions. In the
latter experin ents, the energy dependence of the
nelastic rate agrees w ith theoretical predictions,
but the overallm agniude uctuates signi cantly
from sam ple to sam ple.

2. Two experim ents for m easuring
Coulom b interaction between QP s

Inmetallicthin In s, quasiparticles (Q P s) expe-
rience frequent elastic scattering from grain bound-
aries, In edges and im purities. In this di usive
regin e, characterized by a di usion constant D,
the screening of the Coulomb interaction is re—
tarded, and the corresponding (squared) m atrix el
em ent between two Q P s, derived by A ltshuler and
A ronov in the early 80s [l], depends on the en—
ergy " exchanged during the interaction process:
M ™MF / " 32 i quastonedin ensionalw ires.
T his energy dependence results in a tem perature
dependence of the phase coherence time - (T) /
T 273 [6], which has been observed in alim inum
and silver w ires by W ind et al. [/] down to 1K,
and by Echtemach et al B] in gold w ires down
to 100m K . T hem ost convenient m ethod to access

+ isthem easurem ent ofthe m agnetoresistance of
w iresw ith a length L long com pared to the phase
coherence length L, = D /; which exhibits a
an allpeak ordip at zerom agnetic eld duetoweak
JIocalization P].W hen the rate of spin precession
due to spin-orbi coupling exceeds the dephasing
rate, as isusually the case at low tem perature, the
relative am plitude ofthe zero— eld dip in the resis-
tance gives direct acoess to L+

R 2R L»

R Rx L

withRyx = h=e* 26k the resistance quantum .
Thewidth n eld ofthisdip correspondstoa ux
quantum in thearea L» w; wih w the w ire w idth.
In practice, m agnetoresistance curvesm easured at
di erent tem peraturesare tw ih atheoreticalex—
pression for = B ) nwhich theonly tparam eters
are the phase coherence length L ; the spin-orbit

length Lg,; and the width ofthewirew [E]. The
two last param eters, Ly, and w ; are xed at a con—
stant valule independent of tem perature for each
sample [10].Then, , isobtainedasL?=D ;wihD

obtained from the resistance R = ﬁwit where
r is the density of states at the Ferm ienergy (2
seoin directions) and t the w ire thickness. In order
to com pare w ith theory, the resulting curve - (T)
is twih

, T)= @T*+BT’) ': @)

where AT isthe Coulomb interaction rate and
B T3 the approxin ate electron-phonon scattering
rate [111].

In theory, the exchange part ofthe Coulom b in-
teraction leadsto [12]
1 k2 rR 7

A= —

—_— @)

T he contrdbution due to the H artree term hasnot
been evaluated forw ires [13].

A nother experim entalm ethod to access the in—
teraction processes consists in driving the Q P sout—
ofequilbriuim by a nite voltage U between two
contacts at the ends of the wire, which actasQP
reservoirs [14]. At energies between €U and O,
the di usion of QP s from the occupied states at
one end to em pty states at the other end resuls,
in absence of nelastic processes, in a tw o-step dis-
trbution function f; € ) inside the wire as pic—
tured in Fig. 1. (The shorthand f; E ) stands for
f X;E ), wherewem easure distance in units ofthe
wire length L, so that 0 < x < 1.) This distri-
bution function can be understood as a linear in-—
terpolation between the distrbution functions at
theboundariesofthe w ire.E lectron-electron inter-
actions lead to a redistribbution of energy between
QP sateach position, henceto a roundingoff, E ):
In experin ents, f, ) at a given position in the
w ire is deduced from the di erential conductance
dI=dv (V) of a tunnel junction between a super-
conducting probe electrode and the w ire. In order
to relate f; E ) to them atrix elem ent ofthe inter—
action, the data are tw ih the solution ofthe sta—
tionary B olzm ann equation in thedi usive regin e
L5,161:



Fig. 1. Schem atic diagram show ing the spatial and en-
ergy dependence of the distribution function fx E ) ofQPs
driven out-ofequilbrium by the voltage U using the ge—
om etry of Fig. 6 with the switch in position 1. T he sur-
rounding box show s the uniform density of states in the
m etaland the gray volum e show s the occupied statesw hose
nom alized density is fx € )nyx E ). T he thick line shows a
typical double step distrbution function at x = 1=4 as in
Fig. 7.

10, €)
D
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where I (x;E ;£fg) and I2%); (;E ;£fg) are the
rates at which quasiparticles are scattered in and
out of a state at energy E by inelastic processes.
Thedi usion tine p = L?=D isthe typicaltine
soentby aQ P in thew ire.A ssum ing that thedom —
nant inelastic process is C oulom b interaction be-
tween Q P sand phonon em ission or absorption, the

Inelastic scattering integrals read

Z
ISE KGE;ffg) = d"f£E)Q £E& "W (")
Z
I, GGEffg) = d"HE+ M QA EENW (M
w ith
Wo=Wee+Wepm (
Wee M=K (M dELREYL HE+ ™M)
Wepn M= "™ @pn @I+ M):
The kemel finction K (") = " >2? is pro-

portionalto the averaged squared Interaction m a—
trix elem ent M (")j2 between two quasiparticles
exchanging an energy " [L]. ks intensity e, which
can be derived either from the expression of the
m icroscopic interaction potential [17,18], or from

the uctuation-dissipation theorem [18], is [19]

L GE jEEg) = 0

ce = p2D ~32 Lwt : @)
T his derivation takes into account the exchange
tem only. The Hartree contrbution to K (") is
expected tobe an aller [1,17].T he electron-phonon
coupling has an intensity ,, and is proportional
to the sum of the Bose energy distrbution of
phonons ngy, (') representing stin ulated absorp-
tion or em ission of phonons and the Heaviside
function (") representing spontaneous em ission.
A more accurate description of electron-phonon
coupling was developed in [l1]. However, we re—
strict here to the simplistic form for W o ,n, be-
cause the e ect of phonons is very an all. Thus,
forallthe tsto the experin ents, we x the value
of pn at4ns'mev ?,which is com patblk w ith
the weak localization m easurem entsR2].

Theboundary conditions forE g. (3) are Fem i
D irac distribbutions at the ends of the w ire, w ith a
tem perature higherthan the cryostat tem perature
due to electron heating in the reservoirs 3,20,24].

T he link betw een the tw o param eters determ in—
ing the e ect of Coulomb Interaction, A and e,
can bem ade explicit by noting that the dephasing
rate is the average of the Inverse of the lifetin e of
QPsat energies within kg T of the Fem i energy
25]:

Z kg T
ee
-2 ATk T
4 e
p—kB T
so that
2=3
1 4 ee_kB T2—3

W hilke this derivation reproduces the correct de—
pendence on sam ple param eters ofthe m ore rigor—
oustheory [6,12], the prefactor depends on the ex—
act value of the cuto , whose order ofm agnitude
is ~=+ . The choice of the cuto can be m ade so
that our derivation stays consistent w ith the ex-—
pressionsEqg. (2),(@) ofA and ..Thus i ispos—
sble to expressA asan intensity p forCoulomb
Interaction, using



A —p— : ©)

3. Com parison betw een experim entaland
theoretical results for both m ethods

W e present here data taken on w ires deposited
from 6N -purity (99.9999% ) silver sources. The
fabrication procedure for weak localization type
W L) samplsisdescribed nRef. @]l.Thesam ple
param eters are given In Table 1 (weak localiza—
tion m easurem ents) and Table 3 (energy relax—
ation m easurem ents). T he nam es of the sam ples
used In energy relaxation Relax) experin ents
contain Rom an num erals, which indicate the in—
dex ofthe experin ent, and a num ber, w hich isthe
approxin ate w ire length in m icrons. M ost Relax
sam ples were obtained in a single step, using two-—
anglk evaporationsthrough a suspended m ask R0].
Sam ples A gIT5 and AgITl0, on the one hand, and
AgIv20 and AgIV20 , on the other hand, were
fabricated at the same tine, on the same chip.
Sam plesAgX 110, A gX T140 and A gX V 40 were fab-
ricated In two steps of ebeam lithography: in a

rst step, the w ire pattem was de ned, then sik
ver w as evaporated and ollowed by a lift-o , and
a new deposition of resist. In a second step, the
pattem for the alum inum electrodes w as exposed
to the electron beam . In the vacuum chamber
of the deposition m achine, the silver layer was
cleaned by argon ion m illing.A thin (3 nm ) layer
of alum inum was then deposited, ollowed by an
oxidation In 1.3 mbar of oxygen-argon (20% -80% )
during 8 m inutes, in order to form the tunnelbar-
rier.F inally, a layer of alum num was deposited.

In Fig. 2, we present  (T) for the st three
W L sam ples (the data pointsofthe last one, which
are presented in Ref. 4], are so close to those of
the third one that they would confiise the gure),
aswellasthe best tswih Eq. (1). The t pa—
ram eters are given in Table 2. The t value of
A isvery close to the theoretical value for the ex—
change contribution ofthe C oulom b interaction, as
can be seen in F ig. 4 where the X -coordinate of
the solid squares is the theoreticalvalie of 5 us—
IngEgs. 2) and (5), and the Y -coordinate is the

T (K)

Fig. 2. Phase coherence tim e vs tem perature in sam ples
Ag@®N)a ( ),Ag(eN)b H),and Ag(N)c ( ), allm ade of
6N sources.C ontinuous linesare tsofthedatatoEqg. (1).
T he quantitative prediction of E q. (2) for electron-electron
interactions in sam ple A g (6N )c is shown as a dashed line.

value from experim ent.

T he situation is quite di erent In energy relax—
ation experim ents.W e show In F ig. 3 distribution
functions £ E ) measured in the m iddle of sam -
pkeAglv20 , or U ranging from 01 to 05 mV,
plotted as a function ofthe reduced energy E =eU :
Solid linesare tsresulting from the num ericalso—
ution of the Boltzm ann equation, obtained w ith

e = 040ns'mev 2 . The increase in slope of
the m iddle step of £ € ) when U increases, char-
acterdstic of the e ect of Coulomb interaction, is

Sample| L w t R D

(m) m) @m) k ) (@ 2=s)

Ag(eN)a| 136 65 47 144 117

Ag(6N)b| 271 100 45 330 692
Ag(6N)c| 400 105 535 1.44 187

Ag(6N)d| 285 90 36 2.00 167

Table 1

G eom etrical and electrical characteristics of sam ples for
weak localization m easurem ents. T he di usion coe cient
D is obtained using E instein’s relation 1= = 5 &’D with
the density of states in silver = 1:03 107 J 'm 3,and
the resistivity extracted from the resistance R, thickness
t, length L and width w of the wire.



well reproduced. However, the t value for . is
nearly an order ofm agnitude largerthan the value
given by E g. (4).Sin ilardiscrepanciesexist forthe
other Relax sam ples. It could be argued that the
num ericalprefactor in Eq. (4) is incorrect.F ig. 4
seam s to rule out this explanation : the circles cor—
resgoonding to the theoreticaland t values, given
also in Table 4, present a large scatter, and so the
ratio betw een experin ent and theory does not ap—
pear to be constant.

Sample |A®hY A B

ms 'K 273) @ms 'k 3)

Ag(6N)al055 0.73 0.045
Ag(6N)b|0.51 0.59 0.05
Ag(6N)c/0.31 0.37 0.047
Ag(6N)d|047 056 0.044

Table 2

T heoreticalpredictionsofE gq. (2) @™Y) and tparam eters
@A and B) for / (T) in the sam ples of Table 1 using the
functional form given by Eq. (1).C om parison ofA thY and
A is shown graphically in Fig. 4.

Sample | L w t R D D
(m) @m) m) () (e 2=s) (@s)

AgI5 5.05 90 43 41 121 2.1
A gII5 52 66 39 44 173 1.6
AgIrO [103 65 39 81 191 5.6
A gIII20 |19.6 160 43 45 241 16
AgIv20 (19.7 95 44 86 208 19
AgIv20 [19.9 100 44 91 188 21
AgX20 [21.7 100 48 80 214 22
AgXTI0 | 955 124 45 31 211 43
AgXTIT40| 38 180 45 108(R6]) 165 87
AgXV40| 38 145 45 134 165 87

Table 3

G eom etrical and electrical characteristics of sam ples for
energy relaxation m easurem ents.

AgIV20a

Fig. 3. M easurements ( ) and ts (solid curves) of the
quasiparticle energy distrbution function f; E€) for ve
di erent values of the applied voltage U aC]ZZOSS the wire
A gIv20 .Thedata have been shifted vertically for clarity.

th
Sam p]e eey ee

s 'mev 172)

AgI5 |0.060 0:95
AgI |0.076 05
AgITO [0.073 0:54
AQII20 [ 0.024 05
AgIV20 |0.043 0340
AgIV20 |0.043 037
AgX20 [0.037 0:1
AgXTL0|0032 < 0:8
AgX I40| 0,025 0:18

AgXVi40|0.031 0:32

Table 4

T heoretical predictions of Eq. (4) ( ;‘;Y> and t param e—
ters ( ee) fOr fx E) In the sam ples of Table 3 using the
solution of the Boltzm ann equation Eq. (3). T he distribu—
tion functions m easured on sam ple A gX I10 were so close
to the noninteracting regim e that it was only possible to
give an upper bound to the value of ee. Com parison of

™Y and e is shown graphically in Fig. 4.

4. D iscussion of the discrepancy betw een
the tw 0 experim ents

Figure 4 reveals a very puzzling di erence be-
tween weak localization W L) and energy relax-—
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Fig.4.Com parison of the experin ental prefactor w ith the
theoretical prediction E gs. (2),(4),(5), forweak localization
experin ents ( ) and energy relaxation experim ents ( ). If
we assum e that a an all am ount of m agnetic im purities is
present in the W L sam ples, the t values of , can be
reduced down to the bottom of the dashed lines below the
squares. Sim ilarly for the R elax experin ents, if we assum e
that m agnetic im purities are present, we obtain a range of
values of ¢e com patible with the data, represented as a
dashed line below the . The behavior of sam ple A gX 20
wasm easured in a m agnetic eld, allow ing us to place an
upper bound on the concentration ofm agnetic im purities,
and hence to rule out the possibility of reducing the value
0f ee more than 15% . T hus, this data point is represented
as a bold circle w ithout any dashed line.

ation Relax) experin ents.W hereas the resultsof
both types of experin ents are precisely accounted
for by the theory of Coulomb interactions in dis—
ordered w ires as far as the energy dependence is
concemed, the prefactor iswellunderstood for the

rst, but not at all for the second. In order to re—
solve this puzzle, we now list the di erences be-
tw een the two types of experin ents:

4.1. Possibility of extrinsic energy exchange
processes in Relax sam plkes

W L experin ents are extrem ely sensitive to very
an all quantities of m agnetic in purities. It was
shown in [] that even in our cleanest Ag(6N)
w ires, there was evidence for m agnetic im puri-

ties at concentrations of about 0.01 ppm , ie. 1
inpurity atom for every 102 Ag atoms. Their
contrbution to + was visbl only at the lowest
experin entaltem peratures. In F ig . 4, we have in—
dicated w ith the vertical dashed lines how farthe

t values of p can be reduced if one includes a
an all concentration of m agnetic im purities as an
extra t param eter.

Tt is now undesrtood that m agnetic in purities
also m ediate energy exchange between electrons
B,5]. Could the presence of m agnetic im purities
explain the anom alously large apparent valies of

ece Observed in m any Relax experin ents? Since
most of the Ag samples used in the W L experi-
m ents were fabricated in the sam e deposition sys—
tam used for the Relax sam ples, we expect that
Relax sam ples should be equally clean. T his hy-
pothesis m ust be checked, however. T he presence
ofm agnetic Im purities In R elax sam plescan be de—
tected directly by perform ing the experin ent as a
function ofm agnetic eld B]l. In sam ples AgX 20
and AgX 110, them agnetic eld dependence ofthe
m easurem ents set an upper bound to the concen—
trations ofm agnetic In puritiesat 0.1 and 0.6 ppm
respectively. For sam ple A gX 20, ifwe Include the
e ect of 01 ppm ofm agnetic in purities into the
analysis of the Relax data, the value of . is re—
duced by only 15% . In sam ple A gX 110, the distri-
bution functions were so close to the noninteract—
Ing regim e that it was only possible to place an
upper bound on ., hence this sam ple does not
appearin Fig. 4.

For the Relax sam ples that were not m easured
in am agnetic eld, no upperbound to the concen—
tration of m agnetic im purities is experin entally
determ ined.W e have estin ated the resulting sys—
tem atic uncertainty In .. by the ollow iIng anal-
ysis. W e have assum ed that electron-electron in—
teractions m ediated by m agnetic in purities con—
tribute to energy exchange. For this process, the
interaction kemel is approxin ately K (") = ," ?
B,27]. Ifwe t the data using the value of , as
an additional tparam eter,we can ask how small
the value of e can becom e before the tsbecome
clearly ncom patblew ith thedata.T he resultsare
shown by the dashed lines descending below the
points orthe Relax samplesih Fig.4.Ascan be
seen, for som e sam ples the ts are som ewhat In—



sensitive to the relative weightsof .. and ,,and
the discrepancy between theory and experim ent
gets an aller.N evertheless, the discrepancy still re—
m ains.W e conclide forthe tim ebeing that extrin—
sic energy exchange processes with K (") / " ?
are unlkely to explain com pletely the discrepancy
betw een experin ent and theory. T his issue w illbe
discussed fiirther In section 6.

4 2. Sam pk din ensionality

The intensity and energy dependence of

Coulomb interaction depends on sam ple din en—
sionality [L]. The onedin ensional (ID) regimne
describbed In section 2 corresponds, In W L exper—
in ents, to situations where w ;t L/ L.This
hequality iswellobeyed in ourexperin ents, w here
L, varies between 1 m to 20 m . In practice,
the wire length L was chosen much larger than
L, (Tp i), where Ty, iy is the lowest experim ental
tem perature, In order to reduce the am plitude of
conductance uctuations, which spoilthe analysis
of the m agnetoresistance in term s ofthe W L the—
ory.
In Relax experin ents, on the other hand, the dis—
tribution function f (£ ) only contains inform ation
on the interaction process if it is far from a Fermm i
function and far from a perfect doublestep, ie.
f L few Ir €Up ax=kg ). T hus the wire length
is an aller than for the W L experin ents. The di-
m ensionality criterion for Relax is illustrated in
Fig.5,wherewepltthe function K (") calculated
using the discrete sum over the Iongiudial and
transverse w ave vectors [17,28]

X 1
K"/ T ez ©)
oD+ (=)
Iy i%
where g = 2=, g, = —* and g = = are
the wave vector com ponents wih ny 2 N and
ny;n, 2 N.
Typical sam ple din ensions were chosen: L =
10 m;w = 130 nm; t = 45 nm and D =

200 an?=s.F ig. 5 show s that ©r all relevant en-
ergies In the experiments, K (") is far from the
1D 3D transition.For am allenergiesnearky Ty in ,
the behavior ofK (") di ers slightly from the one—
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Fig. 5. E nergy dependence of the kemel
K (") of Coulomb interaction in a wire wih

L =10 m;w= 130 nm;t= 45nm and D = 200 cm %=s.
T he asym ptotic zero—, one- and three-dim ensional regim es
(OD, 1D, 3D) are characterized by K (") = K (0),
KM/ " 32and K (") / " 72, respectively (straight
lines). The two-dim ensional regime is not clearly vis—
ble because w t: The range of relevant "'s for
the Relax experim ents is detemm ined by kg Tp i and

eUp ax - The nom alization factor on the y-axis is

K (0)= 45 (~D =L ?)’~ pwtL

dim ensional " 3=? power law, but this deviation
goes In the w rong direction to explain the discrep—
ancy between theory and experin ent.

4 3. D i usive approxim ation in narrow wires

T he energy scales probed by W L and Relax ex—
perin ents are rather di erent. In w ires, the value
of : is essentially determm ined by the low energy
cut-o ofthe Interaction, at ~= » : In the sam ples
presented here,  ranges (in the relevant tem per—
aturerange:1 K down to 40mK) from 1 to 20 ns,
corresponding to energies ~= » between 0.03 and
0.6 &V.In the Relax experin ents, the shape of
f E) is entirely determ ined by energy exchanges
ofan am ountbetween kg T and €U , in practice be—
tween 4 and 500 €&V .Acocording to Eqg. (6), the
characteristic lengthscale 1=g=  ~D =" forthe in—
teraction is therefore a few m icrom eters for W L,
severalhundredsofnanom eters forR elax.T he dis—-




crepancy between the resuls of the two types of
experim ent could pointouta ailureofthedi usive
m odel, n which the QP dynam ics is described by
a single di usion constantD . T hisargum ent is re—
Inforced by the fact that the elasticm ean freepath
deduced from D is of the order of the w ire thick—
ness t, Indicating that surface and grain boundary
scattering dom inate the elasticprocesses. Ifsurface
scattering alone were dom nant, the elastic m ean
free path of QP sw ih an instantaneous wavevec—
tor along the axis ofthe w ire would be very di er—
ent from that ofQ P stravelling in a perpendicular
direction, and the di usive approxin ation would
break down. To our know ledge, Coulom b interac—
tion has never been nnvestigated In this regim e.
However i isnot clearw hy this situation could be
described by the sam e energy dependence and w hy
the Intensity could be larger.

4 4. D eparture from equilbrium

W L experin ents are perform ed very close to
equilbriim . In R elax experin ents, a voltage U
kg T =e is applied to the w ires in order to establish
an outofequilbriim situation. Near the Femm i
Jevel, the distrbution fiinction is very di erent
from a Fem ifunction, and it could be argued that
the derivation leading to the expression (4) ofthe
prefactor . isno Iongervalid.In orderto test this
hypothesis, we have perform ed a com plem entary
experim ent, described below, In which the e ect
ofthe distance to equilbrium is investigated.

5. A new R elax experim ent close to
equilibrium

Fig. 6 shows a scham atic of sam ple A gX I140,
w hich was designed to investigate the e ect ofthe
deviation of £ & ) from an equilbrium Ferm idis-
tribution. A s In other Relax experin ents, a w ire
(38 m long, 180 nm wide, 45 nm thick) isplaced
between large contact pads. A superconducting
probe electrode is placed at x = 1=4; w ith a tun-—
nelresistance to thew ire 0f15 k :T he size ofthe
tunnel jinction was 018 023 m2.W hen the
sw itch on F ig . 6 isplaced in position 1, the \con-

oAg
mAl R

Ry

probe injector

T
2&) Rs

Fig. 6. Schem atic diagram of an experim ent to m easure
fx ) In a wire close to equilbbrium . Q uasiparticles are
in fected into the w ire from a superconducting w ire (labelled
injctor) through a tunnel junction biased at potential U
(sw itch position 2). The distrbution function fx E ) at
position x = 025 is then detemm ined from the dI=dv
characteristic of the probe Junction.A lfrematively, the w ire
can be driven far from equilbrium by applying the voltage
bias U across the wire (switch position 1). T he resistance
Rp is chosen so that the potential of the right reservoir
rem ains close to zero when the sw itch is in position 2.

O experiment

calculation: k_, (ns”'meV™")

------ 0.025 (theory)
----0.10
——0.18 (best fit)

E (meV)

Fig. 7. M easured ( ) distrbution function i E) in the
\conventional" Relax experin ent using sa.m;gle A gX IT40
w ith the sw itch ofF ig .6 in position 1,and forU = 02mV .
The solid line is a num erical solution to the Boltzm ann
equation using the prefactor ¢e = 0:18 ns Imev 172 for
the Coulom b interaction between electrons. A s shown by
the three dot-dashed lines, other values of e produce
m arkedly worse tsto the data.In particular, the theoret—
icalvalie e = 0:025 ns Imev 172 does not com e close
to reproducing the experim ental resuls.

ventional” R elax experin ent can be perform ed.A
m easured distribution finction isshown in Fig. 7.
T he Intensity ofthe C oulom b Interaction deduced
from the tSoff(E) iS e = 0:18ns'mev 72,
as Indicated in Table 4.Eq. (4) has been used
R6] to caltulate the theoretical valie Y =

ee



0:025 ns*mev ™2 .| This discrepancy is of the
sam e type as the one cbserved iIn the other sam —
plks of Table 4. A second superconducting elec—
trode, denoted ingctor in Fig. 6, orm s a tunnel
Jjunction w ith the w ire around its center, but w ith
a much smaller resistance Ry, = 14 k  than
the probe junction, resulting from a larger area:
057 08 m?.This jainction was cbtahed at the
overlap between the wi,y = 08 m-wide super-
conducting electrode and the w ire, w hich presents
an Intentional broadening at this position. W hen
the sw itch of F ig . 6 isplaced In position 2, quasi-
particles are In pcted through the tunnel jinction
Into thewirewhen §J j> =e;wih thegap In
the QP density of states of the Ingctor. On the
nom al side of the tunnel jinction, the Q P distri-
bution function is therefore expected to display
a step, the shape of which re the BC S den—
sity of statesng ) = Re £ = E?2 2 .The
height ofthe step away from the BC S peak isgiven
by the ratio of the nfction rate of QP s to the
di usion rate towards the two nom al reservoirs:
£1®) £ =Ryuj5  r (the factor 1/4 resuls
from the parallel com bination ofthe two halres of
the nom alw ire asw illbe shown below ) .A quan-—
titative description follow s from the introduction
of new boundary conditions in the Boltzm ann
Eg. 3): £fx E) is a Fem i function wih a zero
electrochem ical potentialat x = 0 and €U, at

= 1,whereasat x = % current conservation at
each energy in plies

Qf E) . Qf ) . .
FWED Tk k=i Tpax k-t T E®)
w ih
iy E) = NsE+eU)EE+eU) £ E)

mnj

where f5 £ ) isthe distribution function in the su—
perconducting in ector. W e neglect here the slight
m odi cation ofthe DO S in the w ire due to prox—
In ity e ect, because of the an all transparency of
the tunnelbarrier. F inally,

et E) .
@x k-3 @x k-3

R
= l.ns(E+eU)(fsCE+eU)

nj

T heelectricalpotentialofthe right reservoir, w hich
is connected to ground by a bias r§§jstanoe Ry =

&N O

12 ,isgiven by U, = 35— in;E)dE <
Sxi-U:Since ;35— / 0:005, we m ake the approxi-
inj inj

m ation U, = 0, so that the situation is sym m etric:
fxE)=f; x E)andEqg. (7) becom es

0EE), _ BLE),
@x =3 @x =3

=2msE+eU)E E+eU) £ E): 6

In the absence of interactions, at T = 0; one ocb—
tains directly forx < % (@assum ing U < ):
8

gl

2xf%CE) forE 2 0; eU ]

forE < 0
fxCE)=
0 forE > eU

and

rng @ + €U)
f1 = :
ECE) 1+ mg E + €U) &)

The spatial dependence of £, E) is pltted in
Fig.8forx < 1,assumingr= 0: orvisbility (in
the experiment, r / 0:025). It is seen that £, E)
ismuch closer to a Fem ifunction than when the
voltage is applied across the w ire.

An experimental curve, obtanhed for U =

027 mV, is shown in Fig. 9. As predicted, it
presents a very small step (f% &) 0:025) ex—
tending from E = 0 to E = eU ; wih

= 018 mV the gap Por the ingctor deduced
from tsI V characteristic, m easured separately.
Theblow-up ( 10; right scalke) show sthe expected
an allpeak nearE = eU .Wealsoshow £ E)
calculated using the sam e param eters as those
deduced from the \conventional' m easurem ent,
usihgE g. 3) and (8) .Except fora slight rounding
ofthe an allpeak, the agreem ent isw ithin experi-
m ental accuracy for all the values of U for which
dataweretaken ( 022to 031mV).W eshow in
particular that other values of . would produce
curvesw hich signi cantly di er from them easured
one. Hence the value of . deduced from energy



0

Fig. 8. Schem atic diagram show ing the spatial and en-
ergy dependence of the distribution function fx E ) ofQPs
driven out-ofequilbrium by the voltage U using the ge—
om etry w ith the sw itch of Fig. 6 in position 2 (we have as-
sumed U < ). The surrounding box show s the density

of states along the circuit and the gray volum e show s the
occupied states whose nom alized density is fx E )nx E ).
T he inelastic processes involving Q P s are assum ed to be
very weak for clarity. T he thick line show s the distribution
finction f% E)atx= 1=4.

exchange experin ents does not seem to depend on
w hether the distrbution is far from equilbriim ,
as In the orighalexperim ent E ig. 7), or close to
equilbrim , as in the new er experin ent described
here. O ur conclusion is that Coulomb Interaction
isnotm odi ed by the fact that £ £ ) isnot exactly
a Fermm ifunction.

6. Conclusions

In Section 4.1, we discussed the possibility that
the anom alously high rates ofenergy exchange ob—
served In m any R elax experin ents could be caused
by residual m agnetic in purities. Two argum ents
against this hypothesis were: 1) i seem s in plau—
sble that all sam ples used in Relax experim ents
contain In puritiesthat arenot present in any sam —
pl used for localization experim ents, since both
kinds of sam ples were fabricated In the sam e ap—

10

T T

0.10

T
i

il O experiment
[IU 1/2,

il )

calculation: k (ns'meV’ 0.08
————— 0.10
—0.18
----0.30 10.06
f(E)
10.04

0.00
0.15

0.05 0.10

E (meV)

1
-0.05 0.00
Fig.9.M easured ( ) distrdbution function fi (£ ) in the new
4

R elax experin ent using sam ple A gX IT40 depicted in Fig . 6,
w ith the switch in position 2, and for U = 027 mV.
The data are also shown m agni ed by a factor 10 (right
scale). The solid line is a num erical solution to the
Boltzm ann equation with boundary condition given by
Eqg. (9), using as prefactor for the Coulomb interaction

ce = 0:18 ns 'mev 172, The two dot-dashed lines show

that other values of ¢e produce m arkedly worse tsto the
data.

paratus; and 2) we checked w hether adding a temm
of the orm K (") / " ? to the interaction ker-
nel could signi cantly decrease the valie of o
obtained from tting the data to the solution of
Eqg. 3).But those two argum ents do not rule out
anotherpossibility, nam ely thatboth kindsofsam —
ples contain m agnetic in purities w th integer spin
and w ith a m agnetic anisotropy of the form K S2
in the im purity Ham iltonian R9]. Such a tem is
predicted in the presence of spin-orbit scattering,
form agnetic m purities located close to the sam ple
surface [B0]. Ifthe characteristicenergy K satis es
kg T K < €U, then such in purities would con—
trbute to energy exchange but not to dephasing.
T he contribution to K (") from such in purities de—
pends on both K and B, but is not expected to
beoftheform K (") / "2 .In principle, the pres—
ence of such in purities should be detectable In ex—
perin ents In the presence of a m agnetic eld. In-
deed once g B eU , their contribution vanishes.
T he absence of visble m agnetic eld dependence
In sam ple A gX 20 seem sto rule out thispossibility.
In oonclusion, the energy dependence of
Coulom b interaction in disordered w ires iswellex—
plained by theory.T he intensity ofthe Interaction,



as deduced from phase coherence tin e m easure—
m ents, is quantitatively in agreem ent w ith theory,
w hereas for energy relaxation, an unexplained dis—
crepancy rem ains.A new version ofthe Relax ex—
perin ent has dem onstrated that this discrepancy
is not due to the out-ofequilbrium situation.
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