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W e show that In Jow din ensionaldisordered conductors, the quasiparticle decay and the relaxation
of the phase are not exponential processes. In the quasi-one dim ensional case, both behave at an all

_ . y3=2
tine ase & )

where the Inelastic tine i, , Identical for both processes, is a power T3 of

the tem perature. T he non exponential quasiparticle decay results from a m odi ed derivation of the
Fem igolden rule. This result in plies the existence of an unusualdistribution of relaxation tim es.

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd,71.10H 7127+ a

The issue of dephasing in the presence of electron—
electron interactions in disordered conductors is of great
In portance In m esoscopic physics. This problem , rst
addressed by A *shuler, A ronov and K hm elnitskii AAK)
@4'], has been recently revisited in the light of a new set
of experinents @, 3, 4]. A related problm is the un-—
derstanding ofthe tin e evolution ofa quasipparticle state
due to electron-electron interaction, which govems the
relaxation tow ards them al equilbbriim i_'i]. Since coher-
ent e ects In disordered system s result from the coherent
pairing of two scattering am plitudes de ned for a given
quasiparticle state, the coherence is lost once this state
has relaxed. T hus it seem snaturalto assum e that quasi
particle and phase relaxations are of the sam e nature
l] and are driven by the same tine scak. In this let-
ter, we show that In Jow din ensionaldisordered conduc—
tors and in particular for quasione-din ensional (quasi-
1d) wires, both relaxations are faster than exponential
and are driven by the sam e characteristic tin e ij]. This
non exponential behavior re ects the existence of a dis-
tribution of relaxation tim es. Such a non exponentialde—
cay isunusualin quantum condensed m atter physics but
m ore frequent In the context ofm olecular relaxation pro-
cesses and In glassy system s. Stretched and com pressed
exponentials arem ostly used asa way to t unusual re—
laxations but no m icroscopic basis can be assigned to
account for this behavior 1. Here, we derive it from a
new treatm ent of the Ferm igolden rule.

W e shall rst consider the quasiparticle decay, using
the Fem igolden rule [_E}] . W e show that, due to screened
Coulom b interactions w ith an all energy transfer, the re—
laxation rate is not constant, Im plying a non exponen-—
tial decay. This results from a key step in the Fem i
golden rule which stem s that the transitions conserve en—
ergy w ithin h=t where t is the duration of the perturba—
tion. U sually this constraint is ofno practical im portance
and energy conservation is describbed by a delta function.
Here we show that this is no longer possbl. As a re—
sul, we nd that for quasi-ld w ires, the probability for
a quasiparticle to stay in its initial state behaves, at an all

(= n)>7?

tines, asP (t) = e . The tem perature depen-—
dence ofthe nelastictineis 1, T)/ T 2 and isa
num erical constant.

Then, we shall com e to the relaxation of phase coher—
ence. It is given by the average he! © i of the relative
phase (t) between tin e reversed tra pctories. Starting
from the AAK calculation, we show that the phase relax—
ation is also non-exponentialand that, at am alltin es, it
behaves lkehel ®i7 e & )77
ence tin e
tin e in

W e start by considering the decay of a quasiparticle,
recalling rst som e known features ofthe derivation. U s—
Ing the Fermm i golden rule, the quasiparticle lifetin e can
be written in temm s of a kemelK (!) which is the aver-
age over disorder of the squared m atrix elem ent of the
screened Coulom b interaction {4, 101:

Z

w here the phase coher—
is proportional to the quasiparticle decay
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where | isthe totaldensity of states per soin direction.
T he tam perature dependence results from the occupancy
ofthe nitialand nalquasiarticle states. Upon disorder
averaging, the kemel K (!) is obtained as the squared
product of the dynam ically screened interaction and ofa
Iong range contrbution called di uson. As a resul, we
have E_';] :

1 X 1
AR
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The di usive nature of the electronic m otion in plies a
strong dependence of the transition probability upon the
space dim ensionality d that appears in the sum over
the modes g. The kemel K (!) then depends on the
space dim ensionality d and it is given by E] K ()=
(a=1§ 81%) (=) where 1= 2= 2, ;=122 2,

5= 2=2 3andE.= D=L? is the T houless frequency.
Ford= 3, the ntegralin @:) is convergent so that i, (T)
iswellde ned andbehaveslkeT 3<?.Howeverford 2,
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the integral in ('_]:) diverges at low energy transfer ! . To
cure this divergence, it is com m only argued that the low
frequency cut-o needed is 1= ;, itself, since no energy
transfer can be an aller than h= ;;, . Consequently, the
lifetim e is solution of a selfconsistent equation whose so—
ution nd= 11is:
pP— - 2=3
1 T D
in (T) S n?

3)

where the conductivity is = 2e? (D=(@LS). This tem -
perature dependence hasbeen rst obtained by A ltshuler
and A ronov E].

W e argue here that this divergence is indeed the sig—
nature of a new behavior for the quasiparticle decay. W e
prove that this decay is actually non exponential. The
crucial point in our argum ent is that it is not correct to
cut-o the Integralat 1= i, . To grasp the relevance of
this statem ent, it is In portant to recall the Fermm igolden
rule prescription nam ely that, after a tim e t, the range
of accessible states is lim ited to energies larger than h=t,
noth= j, . This leadsto the replacam ent oqu.('_]:) by the
follow ing expression for the disorder averaged transition
probability P @) (t) towards nalstates, calculated up to
second-order in perturbation :

oT Zrang

P@ = . - @)
2 ¢oh 1=t

12 E.
where, for sim plicity, the them al factor has been re-
placed by an upper cut-o at h! T. W e have used
the above expressions for the kemel In d dim ensions. In
one din ension, this lads nmediately to a £=2 power
law : P @ () = Tﬁ%tﬂ so that the quasiparticle
relaxation is not exponen?:jaL

Let us prove now this qualitative statem ent, com ing
back to the derivation of the Ferm igolden rule. A given
Initialquasiparticle state interactsw ith a quasiparticle
ofenergy , leading to two quasiparticlesof nalenergies

and .Asknown from quantum m echanics textbooks
f_l-]_;], the transition probability towards nalstates is :

+
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where U is the m atrix elem ent of the jnt':eractjon.
The function £ ( !) ofwidth =tisgiven by [L1]

sn =2 °
fe(!)= N : (6)
Ttsmaxinum is equalto £ and its ntegralis 2 t. Usu-—
ally, this function can be approximated by 2 t ( !),
so that the decay is linear in t, and the prefactor is the
nverse quasiparticle tin e.
The m ain idea here is that this approxim ation is not
alwaysvalid. To see this, we rst calculate the disorder

wt

FIG. 1l: Plot of the function h (! t). It vanishes i?lr an all
argum ent, justifying the cuto oforder 1=t in Eq. #&).

average of Eqg. (5) using standard m ethods ij.]. The new
Input is that the energy of the initial and nal states
may dierby a snallamount ! of order 1=t, as ex-—
plicitly seen on Eqs.("_oj) and ('_é). As a resul, the di u-
sons and dynam ically screened interactions which enter
In the kemel K have to be taken at di erent frequen-

cies! = !'=2. This mm ediately leadsto a kemel
K  (!')which now dependson theenergy di erence ! :
1 X 1
K., ()= 42 4 & (1)
0460 (12 +D2f)(!2 + D2f)

nstead of @) . This kemel yields to a transition proba—
bility ofthe form :
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where g ()= dlfe( DR o (1) 2 O
1
Letting ft (') = 2 t (!) lads mmediately to the

usualresult, nam ely a behavior of P @ (t) Inear in t and
de nes 1= ;, provided the integral is convergent.

However n 1d, when ! = 0,K -9 (!)=K () /
1=!32 and the integralon ! becom es divergent. It is
thus crucialto keep the full expression of £y ( !'). D oing

this, we nd that for ! 1=t, we still have g¢ (! ) =
2t (1)/ t=!32, whieor! 1=t i iseasy to check,
since £, (0) = t%, that the function g.(!) / Y= 1, o
that its Integralnear zero frequency is Indeed convergent.
M ore precisely, we can show that g (!) is of the fom
g ()= 2 K (! )h (!t) where the function h (! t) is Iinear
for an all argum ent and tends to 1 for large argum ent.
This function is calculated num erically and is shown on
Fig. '-_;L' T he quasiparticlke decay probability takes the
form

Z
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W e have thus proven that the cuto in (2_1:) appears
as a natural consequence of a proper use of the Fem i



golden rule. M ore precisely, because of the function h
w hich naturally providesa lower cut-o oforder 1=t, the
Integralnow converges and
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At ganall tines, the survival probability P (), ie. the

probability that a quasiparticle stays In its originalstate,
isgiven by P ) = 1 P@ (t). By exponentiating this
relation, we obtain :

2

Pi)=e o 12)

T he survivalprobability isthusgiven by a com pressed ex—
ponential chara ized by the inelastic tim e Eq.@) and
where ' 583 2= . Sim ilarly, in two din ensions for
a In ofthickness a, using (2_1:), one nds a logarithm ic
correction P (t) e i FTT with LT/ he;Ta.These
tem poralbehaviors constitute one of the m ain resuls of
this paper. W e em phasize again that there are direct
consequences of the Fermm i golden rule prescription ac—
cording to which the energy is conserved, not within the
dgay rate h= ;,, but rather within the inverse tim e h=t
L.

N ow , one can wonder w hether thispeculiarbehavior of
the energy relaxation has is signature in the tin e depen—
dence ofthe phase relaxation of coherent e ects in weakly
disordered system s. These e ects result from the coher—
ent pairing of two scattering am plitudes de ned for a
given quasiparticle state. In particular, we consider pairs
oftim e reversed tra fctories (the cooperon) as i appears
In the weak-localization correction to the conductivity.
T he relaxation of the cooperon is driven by a character—
istic tin e called the phase coherence tine. It seam s
quite intuitive that, as far as Coulomb interactions are
nvolved, the quasiparticle decay and the cooperon relax—
ation are related. T hus the question arises ofthe relation
between the inelastic tine ;, and the phase coherence
tine . We shallnow show that these two relaxation
processes are Indeed identical and characterized by the
sam e tin e scale.

To that purpose, we consider the tin e relaxation of
the cooperon by replacing the C oulom b interaction by a
classical uctuating potentialV (r; ) whose characteris-
tics are detemm ined by the uctuation-dissipation theo—
rem ﬁ_}]. T he cooperon contribution to the retum proba—
bility can be w ritten under the form

D E

O ;i) e Y a3)
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P.(;r;t) = P

where PC(O) is the cooperon In the absence of the uctu-
ating potentialand = (r;t) is the relative phase ofa
pair of tin e reversed tra pctoriesat tine t :

Z t
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T his expression is valid in the eikonalapproxin ation ie.
for a slow Iy varying potentialwhose e ect istomultiply
the disorder averaged G reen function by a phase tem
proportional to the circulation of V (r( ); ) along the
tra pctory between thetinesOandt. W ede ne™ = t
The dephasing is accum ulated along the di usive
electronic tra fctories paired in the cooperon. One of
them propagates in the tin e interval O t whereas
its tim e reversed counterpart propagates from = tto
= 0.W edenotebyh 1, theaverage taken both over
the distrbution of the di usive tra gctordes b ) ahd
over the them al uctuations h ) of the electric po-
tentja]_ The ]atter areG aussian so that the them alaver—
age et ;=€ h*y sihg Cl4|) and the uctuation—
dJSSJpatJOI'l theoram in the classical lIim i ( h! 1),

namely, vV @; ! )V ( g;!)i = Zequ we obtain for the
dephasing the follow Ing expression
o e 2
2 4eT q dg 1 cosq:(() r())
T n® o @) 7
15)

T he average hoosqg:(r( ) r( ))i over the di usive tra—
fctoriesoftinetise ¢ ¥ 2 =t Fora quasild wire,
the integrations over g and lead to
, p_eZTP— . p— N 3=2
= > Dt = — — 16)
e 2n* s 2 in

1R 24
" e zh J‘“C,we ob—
C
tain for the cooperon, at am all tin e, the com pressed ex—
ponentialbehavior

2
Assum ng rst that e zh°4

p— -
e =4 (t= i) 17)

dentical to the energy relaxation ('1-2:) and wih the
sam e characteristic tine i, given by (3). A sin ilar be-
havior for the phase relaxation has been also found in
fl4]. I is interesting at this stage to com pare {15) w ith
(:EI) obtained for the transition probability of a quasi-
particle state. A lthough these expressions behave sin —
ilarly, the convergence In Eq.@) results from a cuto
at anall ! whose origin is n the Fem igolden rule pre—
scription nam ely, that am ong the large number of ac—
cessble states in d = 1, only those wih energy trans-
fer larger than h=t are accessble after a time t. This
Iow energy cuto does not exist in C_Lf;) and the con-
vergence results from the com pensation between the two
term s in the bracket that describe respectively the contri-
butions of the correlations W (( ); WV @( %; 9ir and
W @(); WV @(9;7%ir to the cooperon.

The result {_iz') is not fully correct since we have ap—
proxin ated the averageh . ofithe exponentialby the
exponential of the average. Using the functional inte-
gral approach presented in @], there is a way to de—
rive an expression for the phase relaxation valid at all
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FIG.2: Beha\_zilour of et ®ig ;c . The continuous line is the

exact result C_ZQ) . The dotted line is obtained from the am all

tim e expansion (17). The dashed line shows the exponential
te ¥2in |

E’m es by considering the Laplace transform P (r;r) =

dtP. (r;r;t)e  t ofthe cooperon. In quasi-ld, one has :
lr_
DA A( =
P r)= = ﬂ% (18)
2 D Ai(y;m= )

whereAietA{are respectively the A iry function and its
derivative 13]and = 1= . The probability P (r;r;t)
i {{3) can thus be obtained from the iverse Laplace
transform of {_l-g) Since, In the quasi one-din ensional
lim i, one has P.” @;r;t) = 1= 4 D t, the dephasing

term el o o isa function oft= i, that satis es
21 g A )
i t= P—Allin~=
p= e e = in—f 19)
0 t Tic mAJE)(inz )

The Inverse Laplace transform is obtained by noticing
that the A iry fiinction and its derdvative are analytic and
non m erom orphic fiinctions whose zeroes lie on the neg—
ative real axis. Then, by perform ing the integral in the
com plex plane w ith the residues Res(E*A i(s)=A f(s)) =

e ¥ ¥=41 jwhere the u, are the zeros of A ¥ (s) given

at a very good approxin ation by j1,3= 3 @ 3) 2
{L3], we obtain the analytic fiunction
: TR ot
e = — _ (20)

T
Atanalltinest< i, it behaves like Eq.{_l-]') . At large
tin e, the relaxation is driven bﬁ the st zero of the
A{ finction, namely &t e t= e MWF w=g5
wih j113’ 1019. Clearly, the relaxation C_Z-(_i) is never
exponential. Tt appears as a distrbution of relaxation
tines i, =j1, Jwhich is at the origin of the rather un—
expected com pressed exponential behavior of the quasi-
particle decay and ofthe cooperon phase relaxation. T he
expression {_Z-Q) constitutes one ofthem ain results ofthis
paper. The question arises of how this behavior could
show up experin entally. Tt has been stressed by P ierre

etal [:4:], that the Laplace transform C_l-g') iswellapproxi-
1=2
m ated by the relation P (5;1) = (1=2p D) L+ =
wherea’ 1=2 isan adjistable num erical constant. T his
approxin ation corresponds to an exponential relaxation
et © i 7 e ¥2 i that is clearly at odd w ith the be-
havior C_Z-(_i) (see Fig. urg). H owever, the di erence be—
tween the exact relation and the exponential approxi-
m ation is di cult to see experim entally. The tine
acoounts for other processes such as the decay rate in
amagnetic eld which, for a wire Qfsectjon S, is given
by = ,'= DS2e’B2=3n® {l4]. A possbility to
probe the £72 behavior at small tine is to study the

lim it g in Where the weak localization correction to
the conductivity is
"
#
e’ p 1 B 32
= — D g 1 - — 21)
h 4 in

T he power-law dependence ofthe correction term in @]_:)
is a direct signature of the £=2 behavior of the relax-
ation at an all tim e. T he asym ptotic behavior @)

B! 1)/ T=B *re ectsboththeT 23 dependence
of ;n and the non exponential =2 phase relaxation. An—
other direct probe of the non exponential relaxation of
the phase should m ay also be provided by the behavior
ofthe ac conductivity (!).
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