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W eshow thatin low dim ensionaldisordered conductors,thequasiparticledecay and therelaxation

ofthephasearenotexponentialprocesses.In thequasi-onedim ensionalcase,both behaveatsm all

tim e as e
� (t=�in )

3=2

where the inelastic tim e �in,identicalfor both processes,is a power T
2=3

of

thetem perature.The non exponentialquasiparticle decay resultsfrom a m odi�ed derivation ofthe

Ferm igolden rule.Thisresultim pliesthe existence ofan unusualdistribution ofrelaxation tim es.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.10.H f,71.27.+ a

The issue of dephasing in the presence of electron-

electron interactionsin disordered conductorsisofgreat

im portance in m esoscopic physics. This problem ,�rst

addressed by Altshuler,Aronovand K hm elnitskii(AAK )

[1],hasbeen recently revisited in the lightofa new set

ofexperim ents [2,3,4]. A related problem is the un-

derstanding ofthetim eevolution ofa quasiparticlestate

due to electron-electron interaction,which governs the

relaxation towardstherm alequilibrium [5].Since coher-

ente�ectsin disordered system sresultfrom thecoherent

pairing oftwo scattering am plitudes de�ned fora given

quasiparticle state,the coherence is lostonce this state

hasrelaxed.Thusitseem snaturalto assum ethatquasi-

particle and phase relaxations are of the sam e nature

[6]and are driven by the sam e tim e scale. In this let-

ter,weshow thatin low dim ensionaldisordered conduc-

tors and in particular for quasi-one-dim ensional(quasi-

1d) wires,both relaxations are faster than exponential

and aredriven by the sam e characteristictim e [7].This

non exponentialbehaviorre
ectsthe existence ofa dis-

tribution ofrelaxation tim es.Such anon exponentialde-

cay isunusualin quantum condensed m atterphysicsbut

m orefrequentin thecontextofm olecularrelaxation pro-

cessesand in glassy system s. Stretched and com pressed

exponentialsare m ostly used asa way to �tunusualre-

laxations but no m icroscopic basis can be assigned to

accountforthis behavior[8]. Here,we derive itfrom a

new treatm entofthe Ferm igolden rule.

W e shall�rst consider the quasiparticle decay,using

theFerm igolden rule[9].W eshow that,duetoscreened

Coulom b interactionswith sm allenergy transfer,there-

laxation rate is not constant,im plying a non exponen-

tialdecay. This results from a key step in the Ferm i

golden rulewhich stem sthatthetransitionsconserveen-

ergy within �h=twhere tisthe duration ofthe perturba-

tion.Usuallythisconstraintisofnopracticalim portance

and energy conservation isdescribed by a delta function.

Here we show that this is no longer possible. As a re-

sult,we �nd thatforquasi-1d wires,the probability for

aquasiparticletostayin itsinitialstatebehaves,atsm all

tim es,as P (t)= e� �(t=�in )
3=2

. The tem perature depen-

dence ofthe inelastic tim e is�in(T)/ T � 2=3 and � isa

num ericalconstant.

Then,we shallcom e to the relaxation ofphase coher-

ence. It is given by the average hei�(t)i ofthe relative

phase �(t)between tim e reversed trajectories. Starting

from theAAK calculation,weshow thatthephaserelax-

ation isalso non-exponentialand that,atsm alltim es,it

behaveslikehei�(t)i’ e� (t=�� )
3=2

wherethephasecoher-

ence tim e �� is proportionalto the quasiparticle decay

tim e �in.

W e start by considering the decay ofa quasiparticle,

recalling�rstsom eknown featuresofthederivation.Us-

ing the Ferm igolden rule,the quasiparticle lifetim e can

be written in term sofa kernelK (!)which isthe aver-

age over disorder ofthe squared m atrix elem ent ofthe

screened Coulom b interaction [7,10]:

�h

�in(T)
= 8��

3

0

Z 1

0

d!K (!)
!

sinh��h!
; (1)

where�0 isthetotaldensity ofstatesperspin direction.

Thetem peraturedependenceresultsfrom theoccupancy

oftheinitialand �nalquasiparticlestates.Upon disorder

averaging,the kernelK (!) is obtained as the squared

productofthedynam ically screened interaction and ofa

long range contribution called di�uson. As a result,we

have[5]:

K (!)=
1

4�2�4
0

X

q

1

!2 + D 2q4
: (2)

The di�usive nature ofthe electronic m otion im plies a

strong dependenceofthetransition probability upon the

space dim ensionality d that appears in the sum over

the m odes q. The kernelK (!) then depends on the

space dim ensionality d and it is given by [5]K (!) =

(�d=16�
4
0!

2)(!=E c)
d=2

where �1 =
p
2=�2,�2 = 1=2�2,

�3 =
p
2=2�3 and E c = D =L2 istheThoulessfrequency.

Ford = 3,theintegralin (1)isconvergentso that�in(T)

iswellde�ned andbehaveslikeT � 3=2.Howeverford � 2,
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the integralin (1)divergesatlow energy transfer!.To

curethisdivergence,itiscom m only argued thatthelow

frequency cut-o� needed is 1=�in itself,since no energy

transfer can be sm aller than �h=�in. Consequently,the

lifetim eissolution ofaself-consistentequation whoseso-

lution in d = 1 is:

1

�in(T)
=

 
Te2

p
D

S��h
2

! 2=3

: (3)

where the conductivity is� = 2e2�0D =(LS). Thistem -

peraturedependencehasbeen �rstobtained by Altshuler

and Aronov [5].

W e argue here that this divergence is indeed the sig-

natureofa new behavior for the quasiparticle decay.W e

prove that this decay is actually non exponential. The

crucialpointin ourargum entisthatitisnotcorrectto

cut-o� the integralat 1=�in. To grasp the relevance of

thisstatem ent,itisim portantto recalltheFerm igolden

rule prescription nam ely that,after a tim e t,the range

ofaccessiblestatesislim ited to energieslargerthan �h=t,

not�h=�in.Thisleadsto thereplacem entofEq.(1)by the

following expression forthe disorderaveraged transition

probability P (2)(t)towards�nalstates,calculated up to

second-orderin perturbation :

P (2)
(t)=

�� dT

2�0�h
2
t

Z T =�h

1=t

d!

!2

�
!

E c

� d=2

(4)

where, for sim plicity, the therm al factor has been re-

placed by an upper cut-o� at �h! � T. W e have used

the above expressionsforthe kernelin d dim ensions.In

one dim ension,this leads im m ediately to a t3=2 power

law : P (2)(t) =
p
2T

��0�h
2
p
E c

t3=2 so that the quasiparticle

relaxation isnotexponential.

Let us prove now this qualitative statem ent,com ing

back to the derivation ofthe Ferm igolden rule.A given

initialquasiparticlestate�interactswith a quasiparticle

ofenergy�
,leadingtotwoquasiparticlesof�nalenergies

�� and ��.Asknown from quantum m echanicstextbooks

[11],the transition probability towards�nalstatesis:

P (2)

� (t)= 2
X

�
�

jU�
;��j
2
ft(

�� + �
 � �� � ��

�h
) (5)

where U�
;�� is the m atrix elem ent ofthe interaction.

The function ft(�!)ofwidth �=tisgiven by [11]

ft(�!)=

�
sin�!t=2

�!=2

� 2

: (6)

Itsm axim um isequalto t2 and itsintegralis2�t. Usu-

ally,this function can be approxim ated by 2�t �(�!),

so thatthe decay islinearin t,and the prefactoristhe

inversequasiparticletim e.

The m ain idea here is that this approxim ation is not

alwaysvalid. To see this,we �rstcalculate the disorder
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FIG . 1: Plot of the function h(!t). It vanishes for sm all

argum ent,justifying the cut-o� oforder 1=tin Eq. (4).

averageofEq.(5)using standard m ethods[7].Thenew

input is that the energy ofthe initialand �nalstates

m ay di�er by a sm allam ount �! oforder 1=t,as ex-

plicitly seen on Eqs.(5)and (6). As a result,the di�u-

sons and dynam ically screened interactions which enter

in the kernelK have to be taken at di�erent frequen-

cies!� = ! � �!=2.Thisim m ediately leadsto a kernel

K �! (!)which now dependson theenergydi�erence�! :

K �! (!)=
1

4�2�4
0

X

q6= 0

1
q

(!2+ + D 2q4)(!2� + D 2q4)

(7)

instead of(2). This kernelyieldsto a transition proba-

bility ofthe form :

P (2)
(t)=

4�30T

�h
2

Z T =�h

0

d!gt(!) ; (8)

where gt(!)=

Z 1

� 1

d�! f t(�!)K �! (!) : (9)

Letting ft(�!) = 2�t�(�!) leads im m ediately to the

usualresult,nam ely a behaviorofP (2)(t)linearin tand

de�nes1=�in provided the integralisconvergent.

Howeverin 1d,when �! = 0,K �!= 0 (!)= K (!) /

1=!3=2 and the integralon ! becom es divergent. It is

thuscrucialto keep thefullexpression offt(�!).Doing

this, we �nd that for ! � 1=t,we stillhave gt(!) =

2�tK (!)/ t=! 3=2,whilefor! � 1=t,itiseasy to check,

since ft(0) = t2,that the function gt(!) / t2=
p
!,so

thatitsintegralnearzerofrequency isindeed convergent.

M ore precisely,we can show that gt(!) is ofthe form

gt(!)= 2�tK (!)h(!t)wherethefunction h(!t)islinear

for sm allargum ent and tends to 1 for large argum ent.

Thisfunction iscalculated num erically and isshown on

Fig. 1. The quasiparticle decay probability takes the

form

P (2)
(t)=

Tt

�
p
2�h

2
�0
p
E c

Z 1

0

d!

!3=2
h(!t): (10)

W e have thus proven that the cut-o� in (4) appears

as a naturalconsequence ofa proper use ofthe Ferm i
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golden rule. M ore precisely,because ofthe function h

which naturally providesa lowercut-o� oforder1=t,the

integralnow convergesand

P (2)
(t)=

p
2e2

p
D T

��S�h
2

t
3=2

Z 1

0

dx

x3=2
h(x): (11)

At sm alltim es,the survivalprobability P (t),i.e. the

probability thataquasiparticlestaysin itsoriginalstate,

is given by P (t) = 1� P(2)(t). By exponentiating this

relation,weobtain :

P (t)= e
� �

�
t

�in

�
3=2

: (12)

Thesurvivalprobabilityisthusgivenbyacom pressedex-

ponentialcharacterized by the inelastic tim e Eq.(3)and

where � ’ 5:83
p
2=�. Sim ilarly,in two dim ensions for

a �lm ofthickness a,using (4),one �nds a logarithm ic

correction P (t)� e
� t

�in

1

ln T t with �
� 1

in
(T)/ e

2
T

�h2�a
.These

tem poralbehaviorsconstitute one ofthe m ain resultsof

this paper. W e em phasize again that there are direct

consequences ofthe Ferm igolden rule prescription ac-

cording to which the energy isconserved,notwithin the

decay rate �h=�in,butrather within the inverse tim e �h=t

[11].

Now,onecan wonderwhetherthispeculiarbehaviorof

theenergy relaxation hasitssignaturein thetim edepen-

denceofthephaserelaxationofcoherente�ectsin weakly

disordered system s.These e�ectsresultfrom the coher-

ent pairing of two scattering am plitudes de�ned for a

given quasiparticlestate.In particular,weconsiderpairs

oftim ereversed trajectories(thecooperon)asitappears

in the weak-localization correction to the conductivity.

The relaxation ofthe cooperon isdriven by a character-

istic tim e �� called the phase coherence tim e. It seem s

quite intuitive that,as far as Coulom b interactions are

involved,thequasiparticledecay and thecooperon relax-

ation arerelated.Thusthequestion arisesoftherelation

between the inelastic tim e �in and the phase coherence

tim e ��. W e shallnow show that these two relaxation

processes are indeed identicaland characterized by the

sam etim e scale.

To that purpose,we consider the tim e relaxation of

the cooperon by replacing the Coulom b interaction by a

classical
uctuating potentialV (r;�)whose characteris-

tics are determ ined by the 
uctuation-dissipation theo-

rem [1].Thecooperon contribution to thereturn proba-

bility can be written underthe form :

Pc(r;r;t)= P
(0)

c (r;r;t)

D

e
i�(r;t)

E

T;C
(13)

where P
(0)
c isthe cooperon in the absence ofthe 
uctu-

ating potentialand � = �(r;t)isthe relativephaseofa

pairoftim e reversed trajectoriesattim e t:

� =
1

�h

Z t

0

[V (r(�);�)� V (r(�);�)]d� (14)

Thisexpression isvalid in theeikonalapproxim ation i.e.

fora slowly varying potentialwhosee�ectisto m ultiply

the disorder averaged G reen function by a phase term

proportionalto the circulation of V (r(�);�) along the

trajectorybetween thetim es0and t.W ede�ne� = t� �.

The dephasing � is accum ulated along the di�usive

electronic trajectories paired in the cooperon. O ne of

them propagatesin the tim e interval0 � � � twhereas

its tim e reversed counterpartpropagates from � = tto

� = 0.W edenoteby h� � � iT;C theaveragetaken both over

the distribution ofthe di�usive trajectories(h� � � iC)and

overthe therm al
uctuations(h� � � iT )ofthe electric po-

tential.ThelatterareG aussian sothatthetherm alaver-

age


ei�

�

T
= e

� 1

2
h� 2i

T .Using (14)and the 
uctuation-

dissipation theorem in the classicallim it (��h! � 1),

nam ely,hV (q;!)V (� q;!)i
T
= 2e

2
T

�q2
,we obtain for the

dephasing the following expression



�
2
�

T
=
4e2T

��h
2

Z t

0

d�

Z
dq

(2�)d

1� cosq:(r(�)� r(�))

q2

(15)

The average hcosq:(r(�)� r(�))i overthe di�usive tra-

jectoriesoftim etise� 2D q
2
� j1� 2� =tj.Fora quasi-1d wire,

the integrationsoverq and � lead to



�
2
�

T;C
=

p
�e2T

2�h
2
�S

p
D t

3=2
=

p
�

2

�
t

�in

� 3=2

(16)

Assum ing �rst that

D

e
� 1

2
h� 2i

T

E

C
’ e

� 1

2
h� 2i

T ;C ,we ob-

tain forthe cooperon,atsm alltim e,the com pressed ex-

ponentialbehavior



e
i�
�

T;C
’ e

�
p
�=4(t=�in )

3=2

(17)

identical to the energy relaxation (12) and with the

sam e characteristic tim e �in given by (3). A sim ilarbe-

havior for the phase relaxation has been also found in

[12]. Itisinteresting atthisstage to com pare (15)with

(4) obtained for the transition probability of a quasi-

particle state. Although these expressions behave sim -

ilarly,the convergence in Eq.(4) results from a cut-o�

atsm all! whose origin isin the Ferm igolden rule pre-

scription nam ely, that am ong the large num ber of ac-

cessible states in d = 1,only those with energy trans-

fer larger than �h=t are accessible after a tim e t. This

low energy cuto� does not exist in (15) and the con-

vergenceresultsfrom thecom pensation between thetwo

term sin thebracketthatdescriberespectivelythecontri-

butionsofthe correlationshV (r(�);�)V (r(�0);�0)iT and

hV (r(�);�)V (r(�0);�0)iT to the cooperon.

The result(17) is not fully correctsince we have ap-

proxim ated the averageh� � � iC ofthe exponentialby the

exponentialofthe average. Using the functionalinte-

gral approach presented in [1], there is a way to de-

rive an expression for the phase relaxation valid at all
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FIG .2: Behaviour ofhe
i� (t)

iT ;C. The continuous line is the

exactresult(20). The dotted line is obtained from the sm all

tim e expansion (17). The dashed line shows the exponential

�te
� t=2�in .

tim es by considering the Laplace transform P
(r;r) =R
dtPc(r;r;t)e

� 
t ofthecooperon.In quasi-1d,onehas:

P
(r;r)= �
1

2

r
�in

D

Ai(�in=�
)

Ai
0
(�in=�
)

(18)

whereAietAi
0
arerespectively theAiry function and its

derivative [13]and �
 = 1=
. The probability Pc(r;r;t)

in (13) can thus be obtained from the inverse Laplace

transform of(18). Since,in the quasione-dim ensional

lim it, one has P
(0)
c (r;r;t) = 1=

p
4�D t, the dephasing

term


ei�

�

T;C
isa function oft=�in thatsatis�es

Z 1

0

dt
p
t



e
i�
�

T;C
e
� t=�
 = �

p
��in

Ai(�in=�
)

Ai
0
(�in=�
)

(19)

The inverse Laplace transform is obtained by noticing

thattheAiry function and itsderivativeareanalyticand

non m erom orphicfunctionswhose zeroeslie on the neg-

ative realaxis. Then,by perform ing the integralin the

com plex plane with the residuesRes(estAi(s)=Ai
0
(s))=

e� jun jt=junjwhere the un are the zeros ofAi
0
(s) given

ata very good approxim ation by junj=
�
3�

2
(n � 3

4
)
�2=3

[13],weobtain the analyticfunction



e
i�
�

T;C
=

r
�t

�in

1X

n= 1

e� jun jt=�in

junj
(20)

Atsm alltim est< �in,itbehaveslike Eq.(17).Atlarge

tim e, the relaxation is driven by the �rst zero of the

Ai
0
function,nam ely



ei�

�

T;C
’
p
�t=�ine

� ju1jt=�in =ju1j

with ju1j’ 1:019. Clearly,the relaxation (20) is never

exponential. It appears as a distribution ofrelaxation

tim es �in=junjwhich is at the origin ofthe rather un-

expected com pressed exponentialbehaviorofthe quasi-

particledecay and ofthecooperon phaserelaxation.The

expression (20)constitutesoneofthem ain resultsofthis

paper. The question arises ofhow this behavior could

show up experim entally. It has been stressed by Pierre

etal.[4],thattheLaplacetransform (18)iswellapproxi-

m ated by therelation P
(r;r)= (1=2
p
D )

�
1

�

+ a

�in

�1=2

wherea ’ 1=2 isan adjustablenum ericalconstant.This

approxim ation correspondsto an exponentialrelaxation

hei�(t)iT;C ’ e� t=2�in thatisclearly atodd with the be-

havior (20) (see Fig. 2). However,the di�erence be-

tween the exact relation and the exponentialapproxi-

m ation is di�cult to see experim entally. The tim e � 


accounts for other processes such as the decay rate in

a m agnetic �eld which,for a wire ofsection S,is given

by �� 1
 = �
� 1

B
= D S2e2B 2=3�h

2
[14]. A possibility to

probe the t3=2 behavior at sm alltim e is to study the

lim it�B � �in wheretheweak localization correction to

the conductivity is

��= �
e2

��h

p
D �B

"

1�
1

4

�
�B

�in

� 3=2
#

(21)

Thepower-law dependenceofthecorrection term in (21)

is a direct signature ofthe t3=2 behavior ofthe relax-

ation atsm alltim e. The asym ptotic behavior��(B )�

��(B ! 1 )/ T=B 4 re
ectsboth theT � 2=3 dependence

of�in and thenon exponentialt
3=2 phaserelaxation.An-

other direct probe ofthe non exponentialrelaxation of

the phase should m ay also be provided by the behavior

ofthe ac conductivity �(!).
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