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Abstract

W e study the role ofcollective surface excitationsin the electron relaxation

in sm allm etalparticles. W e show that the dynam ically screened electron{

electron interaction in a nanoparticle contains a size{dependent correction

induced by thesurface.Thisleadsto new channelsofquasiparticlescattering

accom panied by the em ission ofsurface collective excitations. W e calculate

the energy and tem perature dependence ofthe corresponding rates,which

depend strongly on thenanoparticlesize.W eshow thatthesurface{plasm on{

m ediated scattering rate ofa conduction electron increases with energy,in

contrasttothatm ediated byabulkplasm on.In noble{m etalparticles,we�nd

that the dipole collective excitations (surface plasm ons)m ediate a resonant

scattering ofd{holesto theconduction band.W e study theroleofthelatter

e�ectin theultrafastopticaldynam icsofsm allnanoparticlesand show that,

with decreasingnanoparticlesize,itleadstoadrasticchangein thedi�erential

absorption lineshapeand astrongfrequencydependenceoftherelaxation near

the surface plasm on resonance.The experim entalim plicationsofourresults

in ultrafastpum p{probespectroscopy are also discussed.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The properties ofsm allm etalparticles in the interm ediate regim e between bulk{like

and m olecularbehaviorhave been a subjectofgreatinterestrecently.1{4 Even though the

electronicand opticalpropertiesofnanoparticleshavebeen extensively studied,thee�ectof

con�nem enton electron dynam icsism uch lessunderstood.Exam plesofoutstanding issues

include the role ofelectron{electron interactions in the process ofcluster fragm entation,

the role ofsurface lattice m odes in providing additionalchannels for intra-m olecular en-

ergy relaxation,theinuenceoftheelectron and nuclearm otion on thesuperparam agnetic

propertiesofclusters,and thee�ectofcon�nem enton thenonlinearopticalpropertiesand

transientresponseunderultrafastexcitation.1;2;4 Theseand otherdynam icalphenom enacan

bestudied with fem tosecond nonlinearopticalspectroscopy,which allowsoneto probethe

tim eevolution oftheexcited stateswith a resolution shorterthan theenergy relaxation or

dephasing tim es.

Surfacecollective excitationsplay an im portantrolein theabsorption oflightby m etal

nanoparticles. In large particleswith sizes com parable to the wave{length oflight� (but

sm allerthan thebulk m ean freepath),thelineshapeofthesurfaceplasm on (SP)resonance

is determ ined by the electrom agnetic e�ects.1 In sm allnanoparticles with radiiR � �,

the absorption spectrum is governed by quantum con�nem ent e�ects. For exam ple,the

m om entum non{conservation due to the con�ning potentialleadsto the Landau dam ping

ofthe SP and to a resonance linewidth inversely proportionalto the nanoparticle size.1;5

Con�nem entchangesalso non{linearopticalpropertiesofnanoparticles: a size{dependent

enhancem ent ofthe third ordersusceptibilities,caused by the elastic surface scattering of

single{particleexcitations,hasbeen reported.6{8

Extensive experim entalstudiesoftheelectron relaxation in nanoparticleshaverecently

been perform ed usingultrafastpum p{probespectroscopy.9{16 Unlikein sem iconductors,the

dephasing processes in m etals are very fast,and nonequilibrium populations ofoptically

excited electronsand holesare form ed within severalfem toseconds. These therm alize into
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the hot Ferm i{Dirac distribution within severalhundreds offem toseconds,m ainly due to

e{e and h{h scattering.17{20 Since the electron heatcapacity ism uch sm allerthan thatof

the lattice,a high electron tem perature can be reached during less than 1 ps tim e scales,

i.e.,beforeany signi�cantenergy transferto thephonon bath occurs.During thisstage,the

SP resonance was observed to undergo a tim e{dependent spectralbroadening.11;13 Subse-

quently,theelectron and phonon bathsequilibratethrough theelectron{phonon interactions

overtim eintervalsofa few picoseconds.During thisincoherentstage,thehotelectron dis-

tribution can becharacterized byatim e{dependenttem perature.Correlation e�ectsplayan

im portantrolein thelatterregim e.Forexam ple,in ordertoexplain thedi�erentialabsorp-

tion lineshape,itisessentialto takeinto accountthee{escattering oftheoptically{excited

carriersnearthe Ferm isurface.11 Furtherm ore,despite the sim ilaritiesto the bulk{like be-

havior,observed,e.g.,in m etal�lm s,certain aspectsoftheopticaldynam icsin nanoparticles

are signi�cantly di�erent.14;11;16 Forexam ple,experim entalstudiesofsm allCu nanoparti-

cles revealed that the relaxation tim es ofthe the pum p{probe signaldepend strongly on

frequency:the relaxation wasconsiderably sloweratthe SP resonance.11;16 Thisand other

observationssuggestthatcollectivesurfaceexcitationsplayan im portantrolein theelectron

dynam icsin sm allm etalparticles.

Letusrecallthe basic factsregarding the linearabsorption by m etalnanoparticlesem -

bedded in a m edium with dielectric constant �m . W e willfocus prim arily on noble m etal

particlescontaining severalhundredsofatom s;in thiscase,thecon�nem enta�ectstheex-

tended electronicstateseven though thebulk latticestructurehasbeen established.W hen

the particles radiiare sm all,R � �,so that only dipole surface m odes can be optically

excited and non{locale�ects can be neglected,the opticalproperties ofthis system are

determ ined by thedielectricfunction1

�col(!)= �m + 3p�m
�(!)� �m

�(!)+ 2�m
; (1)

where �(!) = �0(!)+ i�00(!) is the dielectric function ofa m etalparticle and p � 1 is

thevolum e fraction occupied by nanoparticlesin thecolloid.Since thed{electronsplay an
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im portantrolein theopticalpropertiesofnoblem etals,thedielectricfunction �(!)includes

alsotheinterband contribution �d(!).Forp� 1,theabsorption coe�cientofsuch asystem

isproportionalto thatofa singleparticleand isgiven by1

�(!)= � 9p�3=2m

!

c
Im

1

�s(!)
; (2)

where

�s(!)= �d(!)� !
2

p=!(! + is)+ 2�m ; (3)

plays the role of an e�ective dielectric function of a particle in the m edium . Its zero,

�0s(!s) = 0,determ ines the frequency ofthe SP,!s. In Eq.(3),!p is the bulk plasm on

frequency oftheconduction electrons,and thewidth s characterizestheSP dam ping.The

sem iclassicalresultEqs.(2)and (3)appliesto nanoparticleswith radiiR � q�1
T F
,whereq

T F

isthe Thom as{Ferm iscreening wave{vector(q�1
T F

� 1�A in noble m etals).In thiscase,the

electron densitydeviatesfrom itsclassicalshapeonlywithin asurfacelayeroccupyingasm all

fraction ofthe totalvolum e.21 Quantum m echanicalcorrections,arising from the discrete

energy spectrum ,lead to a width s � v
F
=R,where v

F
= k

F
=m is the Ferm ivelocity.1;5

Even though s=!s � (q
T F
R)�1 � 1,thisdam ping m echanism dom inatesoverothers,e.g.,

dueto phonons,forsizesR <
� 10 nm .In sm allclusters,containing severaldozensofatom s,

the sem iclassicalapproxim ation breaks down and density functionalor ab initio m ethods

should beused.1{4

Itshould be noted that,in contrastto surface collective excitations,the e{e scattering

isnotsensitive to the nanoparticlesize aslong asthecondition q
T F
R � 1 holds.22 Indeed,

for such sizes,the static screening is essentially bulk{like. At the sam e tim e,the energy

dependenceofthebulke{escatteringrate,23 e / (E � EF )
2,withE F beingtheFerm ienergy,

com esfrom thephase{spacerestriction duetothem om entum conservation,and involvesthe

exchangeoftypicalm om enta q� q
T F
.Ifthesize{induced m om entum uncertainty �q� R�1

ism uch sm allerthan q
T F
,thee{escatteringratein ananoparticleisnotsigni�cantlya�ected

by thecon�nem ent.24
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In this paper we address the role ofcollective surface excitations in the electron re-

laxation in sm allm etalparticles. W e show thatthe dynam ically screened e{e interaction

contains a correction originating from the surface collective m odes excited by an electron

in nanoparticle. Thisopensup new quasiparticle scattering channels m ediated by surface

collective m odes. W e derive the corresponding scattering rates,which depend strongly on

thenanoparticlesize.Thescattering rateofa conduction electron increaseswith energy,in

contrastto the bulk{plasm on m ediated scattering. In noble m etalparticles,we study the

SP{m ediated scattering ofa d{hole into the conduction band. The scattering rate ofthis

processdependsstrongly on tem perature,and exhibitsa peak asa function ofenergy due

to the restricted phase space available for interband scattering. W e show that this e�ect

m anifestsitselfin theultrafastnonlinearopticaldynam icsofnanom eter{sized particles.In

particular,ourself{consistentcalculationsshow that,neartheSP resonance,thedi�erential

absorption lineshapeundergoesadram atictransform ation astheparticlesizedecreases.W e

also �nd thattherelaxation tim esofthepum p{probesignaldepend strongly on theprobe

frequency,in agreem entwith recentexperim ents.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II we derive the dynam ically screened

Coulom b potentialin ananoparticle.In Section IIIwecalculatetheSP{m ediated quasipar-

ticle scattering rates ofthe conduction electrons and the d{band holes. In Section IV we

incorporatethese e�ectsin thecalculation oftheabsorption spectrum and study theirrole

in thesizeand frequency dependence ofthetim e{resolved pum p{probesignal.

II.ELEC T R O N {ELEC T R O N IN T ER A C T IO N S IN M ETA L N A N O PA RT IC LES

In thissection,westudy thee�ectofthesurfacecollective excitationson thee{e inter-

actionsin a sphericalm etalparticle.To �nd the dynam ically screened Coulom b potential,

we generalize the m ethod previously developed forcalculationsoflocal�eld correctionsto

the optical�elds.25 The potentialU(!;r;r0)atpointr arising from an electron atpointr0

isdeterm ined by theequation26
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U(!;r;r0)= u(r� r
0)+

Z

dr1dr2u(r� r1)�(!;r1;r2)U(!;r2;r
0); (4)

where u(r� r0)= e2jr� r0j�1 isthe unscreened Coulom b potentialand �(!;r1;r2)isthe

polarization operator. There are three contributionsto �,arising from the polarization of

the conduction electrons,the d{electrons,and the m edium surrounding the nanoparticles:

� = � c+ � d + � m .Itisusefulto rewriteEq.(4)in the\classical" form

r � (E + 4�P)= 4�e2�(r� r
0); (5)

where E(!;r;r0)= � r U(!;r;r0)isthe screened Coulom b �eld and P = Pc + P d + P m is

theelectricpolarization vector,related to thepotentialU as

r P(!;r;r0)= � e
2

Z

dr1�(!;r;r1)U(!;r1;r
0): (6)

In therandom phaseapproxim ation,theintraband polarization operatorisgiven by

� c(!;r;r
0)=

X

�� 0

f(E c
�)� f(Ec�0)

E c
� � Ec�0 + ! + i0

 
c
�(r) 

c�
�0(r) 

c�
� (r

0) c
�0(r

0); (7)

where E c
� and  c

� are the single{electron eigenenergiesand eigenfunctionsin the nanopar-

ticle,and f(E )isthe Ferm i{Dirac distribution (we set�h = 1). Since we are interested in

frequencies m uch larger than the single{particle levelspacing,� c(!) can be expanded in

term sof1=!.Fortherealpart,� 0

c(!),weobtain in theleading order
25

� 0

c(!;r;r1)= �
1

m !2
r [nc(r)r �(r� r1)]; (8)

where nc(r)isthe conduction electron density. In the following we assum e,forsim plicity,

a step density pro�le,nc(r) = �nc�(R � r),where �nc is the average density. The leading

contribution to theim aginary part,� 00

c(!),isproportionalto !
�3 ,so that� 00

c(!)� � 0

c(!).

By using Eqs.(8)and (6),oneobtainsa fam iliarexpression forP c athigh frequencies,

P c(!;r;r
0)=

e2nc(r)

m !2
r U(!;r;r0)= �(R � r)�c(!)E(!;r;r

0); (9)

where �c(!)= � e2�nc=m !
2 isthe conduction electron susceptibility. Note that,fora step

density pro�le,Pc vanishesoutsidetheparticle.Thed{band and dielectric m edium contri-

butionsto P arealso given by sim ilarrelations,
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P d(!;r;r
0)= �(R � r)�d(!)E(!;r;r

0); (10)

P m (!;r;r
0)= �(r� R)�m E(!;r;r

0); (11)

where�i= (�i� 1)=4�,i= d;m arethecorrespondingsusceptibilitiesand thestep functions

accountfortheboundary conditions.27 Using Eqs.(9){(11),onecan writea closed equation

forU(!;r;r0).UsingEq.(6),thesecond term ofEq.(4)can bepresented as� e�2
R
dr1u(r�

r1)r � P(!;r1;r
0):Substituting theaboveexpressionsforP,wethen obtain afterintegrating

by parts

�(!)U(!;r;r0)=
e2

jr� r0j
+

Z

dr1r 1

1

jr� r1j
� r1[�(R � r)�(!)+ �(r� R)�m ]U(!;r1;r

0)

+i

Z

dr1dr2
e2

jr� r1j
� 00

c(!;r1;r2)U(!;r2;r
0); (12)

with

�(!)� 1+ 4��(!)= �d(!)� !
2

p=!
2
; (13)

!2
p = 4�e2�nc=m being the plasm on frequency in the conduction band. The last term in

therhsofEq.(12),proportionalto � 00

c(!),can beregarded asa sm allcorrection.To solve

Eq.(12),we �rst elim inate the angular dependence by expanding U(!;r;r0) in spherical

harm onics,YLM (̂r),with coe�cients U LM (!;r;r
0). Using the corresponding expansion of

jr� r0j�1 with coe�cients Q LM (r;r
0) = 4�

2L+ 1
r�L�1 r0L (for r > r0),we get the following

equation forULM (!;r;r
0):

�(!)ULM (!;r;r
0)= Q LM (r;r

0)+ 4� [�(!)� �m ]
L + 1

2L + 1

�
r

R

�L

ULM (!;R;r
0)

+ie2
X

L0M 0

Z

dr1dr2r
2

1
r
2

2
Q LM (r;r1)�

00

LM ;L0M 0(!;r1;r2)UL0M 0(!;r2;r
0); (14)

where

� 00

LM ;L0M 0(!;r1;r2)=

Z

d̂r1d̂r2Y
�

LM (̂r1)�
00

c(!;r1;r2)YL0M 0(̂r2); (15)

are the coe�cientsofthe m ultipole expansion of� 00

c(!;r1;r2). For�
00

c = 0,the solution of

Eq.(14)can bepresented in theform
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ULM (!;r;r
0)= a(!)e2Q LM (r;r

0)+ b(!)
4�e2

2L + 1

rLr0L

R 2L+ 1
; (16)

with frequency{dependentcoe�cientsa and b. Since � 00

c(!)� � 0

c(!)forrelevantfrequen-

cies,the solution ofEq.(14)in the presence ofthe lastterm can be written in the sam e

form asEq.(16),butwith m odi�ed a(!)and b(!).Substituting Eq.(16)into Eq.(14),we

obtain afterlengthy algebra in thelowestorderin � 00

c

a(!)= �
�1 (!); b(!)= �

�1

L (!)� �
�1 (!); (17)

where

�L(!)=
L

2L + 1
�(!)+

L + 1

2L + 1
�m + i�

00

cL(!); (18)

isthee�ective dielectric function,whose zero,�0L(!L)= 0,determ inesthe frequency ofthe

collective surfaceexcitation with angularm om entum L,1

!
2

L =
L!2

p

L�0d(!L)+ (L + 1)�m
: (19)

In Eq.(18),�00cL(!)characterizesthedam pingoftheL{polecollectivem odebysingle{particle

excitations,and isgiven by

�
00

cL(!)=
4�2e2

(2L + 1)R 2L+ 1

X

�� 0

jM LM
�� 0j

2[f(E c
�)� f(Ec�0)]�(E

c
� � E

c
�0 + !); (20)

where M LM
�� 0 arethe m atrix elem entsofrLYLM (̂r).Dueto them om entum nonconservation

in a nanoparticle,the m atrix elem entsare �nite,which leadsto the size{dependent width

oftheL{polem ode:5;25

L =
2L + 1

L

!3

!2
p

�
00

cL(!): (21)

For! � !L,one can show thatthe width,L � vF =R,isindependentof!. Note that,in

noble m etalparticles,there isan additionald{electron contribution to the im aginary part

of�L(!)atfrequenciesabovetheonset� oftheinterband transitions.

Putting everything together,we arrive atthefollowing expression forthe dynam ically{

screened interaction potentialin a nanoparticle:
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U(!;r;r0)=
u(r� r0)

�(!)
+
e2

R

X

LM

4�

2L + 1

1

~�L(!)

 
rr0

R 2

! L

YLM (̂r)Y
�

LM (̂r
0); (22)

with ~��1L (!) = �
�1

L (!)� ��1 (!). Equation (22),which is the m ain result ofthis section,

represents a generalization ofthe plasm on pole approxim ation to sphericalparticles. The

two term s in the rhs describe two distinct contributions. The �rst com es from the usual

bulk-like screening ofthe Coulom b potential. The second contribution describes a new

e�ective e{e interaction induced by the surface: the potentialofan electron inside the

nanoparticle excites high{frequency surface collective m odes,which in turn act as im age

chargesthatinteractwith thesecond electron.Itshould beem phasized that,unlike in the

caseoftheoptical�elds,thesurface{induced dynam icalscreening oftheCoulom b potential

issize{dependent.

Notethattheexcitation energiesofthesurfacecollectivem odesarelowerthan thebulk

plasm on energy,also given by Eq.(19)butwith �m = 0. This opens up new channels of

quasiparticlescattering,considered in thenextsection.

III.Q U A SIPA RT IC LE SC AT T ER IN G V IA SU R FA C E C O LLEC T IV E M O D ES

In this section we calculate the rates ofquasiparticle scattering accom panied by the

em ission ofsurface collective m odes. W e start with the scattering ofan electron in the

conduction band. In the �rstorderin the surface{induced potential,given by the second

term in the rhs ofEq.(22),the corresponding scattering rate can be obtained from the

M atsubara self{energy26

�c
�(i!)= �

1

�

X

i!0

X

LM

X

�0

4�e2

(2L + 1)R 2L+ 1

jM LM
�� 0 j2

~�L(i!
0)
G
c
�0(i!

0+ i!); (23)

where G c
� = (i! � Ec�)

�1 isthe non-interacting Green function ofthe conduction electron.

Herethem atrix elem entsM LM
�� 0 arecalculated with theone{electron wavefunctions c

�(r)=

R nl(r)Ylm (̂r).Sincej�iand j�
0iaretheinitialand �nalstatesofthescattered electron,the

m ain contribution totheLth term oftheangularm om entum sum in Eq.(23)willcom efrom

electron states with energy di�erence E� � E�0 � !L. Therefore,M LM
�� 0 can be expanded
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in term s ofthe sm allparam eter E 0=jE
c
� � Ec�0j� E0=!L,where E 0 = (2m R 2)�1 is the

characteristiccon�nem entenergy.Theleading term can beobtained by using thefollowing

procedure.5;25 W epresentM LM
�� 0 as

M
LM
�� 0 = hc;�jrLYLM (̂r)jc;�

0i=
hc;�j[H ;[H ;rLYLM (̂r)]]jc;�

0i

(E c
� � Ec�0)

2
; (24)

where H = H 0 + V (r)isthe Ham iltonian ofan electron in a nanoparticle with con�ning

potentialV (r)= V0�(r� R).Since[H ;rLYLM (̂r)]= � 1

m
r [rLYLM (̂r)]� r ,thenum eratorin

Eq.(24)containsaterm proportionaltothegradientofthecon�ningpotential,which peaks

sharply atthesurface.Thecorresponding contribution to them atrix elem entdescribesthe

surface scattering ofan electron m aking the L{pole transition between the states jc;�i

and jc;�0i,and gives the dom inant term ofthe expansion. Thus,in the leading order in

jE c
� � Ec�0j

�1 ,weobtain

M
LM
�� 0 =

hc;�jr [rLYLM (̂r)]� r V (r)jc;�0i

m (E c
� � Ec�0)

2
=

LR L+ 1

m (E c
� � Ec�0)

2
V0R nl(R)R n0l0(R)’

LM
lm ;l0m 0; (25)

with ’LMlm ;l0m 0 =
R
d̂rY �

lm (̂r)YLM (̂r)Yl0m 0(̂r).Notethat,forL = 1,Eq.(25)becom esexact.For

electron energiescloseto theFerm ilevel,E c
nl� EF ,theradialquantum num bersarelarge,

and the productV0R nl(R)R n0l0(R)can be evaluated by using sem iclassicalwave{functions.

In thelim itV0 ! 1 ,thisproductisgiven by5 2
q

E c
nlE

c
n0l0=R

3,whereE c
nl= �2(n + l=2)2E 0

istheelectron eigenenergy forlarge n.Substituting thisexpression into Eq.(25)and then

into Eq.(23),weobtain

�c
�(i!)= �

1

�

X

i!0

X

L

X

n0l0

C
L
ll0

4�e2

(2L + 1)R

E c
nlE

c
n0l0

(E c
nl� Ecn0l0)

4

(4LE 0)
2

~�L(i!
0)
G
c
�0(i!

0+ i!); (26)

with

C
L
ll0 =

X

M ;m 0

j’LMlm ;l0m 0j
2 =

(2L + 1)(2l0+ 1)

8�

Z
1

�1

dxPl(x)PL(x)Pl0(x); (27)

wherePl(x)areLegendrepolynom ials;weused propertiesofthesphericalharm onicsin the

derivation ofEq.(27).ForE c
nl� EF ,thetypicalangularm om enta arelarge,l� k

F
R � 1,

and one can use the large{lasym ptotics ofPl;for the low m ultipoles ofinterest,L � l,
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the integralin Eq.(27)can be approxim ated by 2

2l0+ 1
�ll0. Afterperform ing the M atsubara

sum m ation,weobtain fortheim aginary partoftheself{energy thatdeterm inestheelectron

scattering rate

Im �c
�(!)= �

16e2

R
E
2

0

X

L

L
2

Z

dE gl(E )
E E c

�

(E c
� � E )4

Im
N (E � !)+ f(E )

~�L(E � !)
; (28)

where N (E ) is the Bose distribution and gl(E ) is the density ofstates ofa conduction

electron with angularm om entum l,

gl(E )= 2
X

n

�(Ecnl� E )’
R

�

s

2m

E
; (29)

wherewereplaced thesum overn by an integral(thefactorof2 accountsforspin).

Each term in the sum in the rhsofEq.(28)representsa channelofelectron scattering

m ediated by a collectivesurfacem odewith angularm om entum L.Forlow L,thedi�erence

between the energies ofm odes with successive values ofL is larger than their widths,so

thatthe di�erentchannelsare wellseparated. Note thatsince all!L are sm allerthan the

frequency ofthe(undam ped)bulk plasm on,onecan replace~�L(!)by �L(!)in theintegrand

ofEq.(28)forfrequencies! � !L.

Considernow the L = 1 term in Eq.(28),which describesthe SP{m ediated scattering

channel.Them ain contribution totheintegralcom esfrom theSP polein ��11 (!)= 3��1s (!),

where �s(!) is the sam e as in Eq.(3). To estim ate the scattering rate,we approxim ate

Im ��1s (!)by a Lorentzian,

Im ��1s (!)= �
s!

2
p=!

3 + �00d(!)

[�0(!)+ 2�m ]
2 + [s!

2
p=!

3 + �00d(!)]
2
’ �

!2
s

�0d(!s)+ 2�m

!s

(!2 � !2s)
2 + !2

s
2
;

(30)

where!s � !1 = !p=
q

�0d(!s)+ 2�m and  = s+ !s�
00

d(!s)aretheSP frequency and width,

respectively. Fortypicalwidths  � !s,the integralin Eq.(28)can be easily evaluated,

yielding

Im �c
�(!)= �

24e2!sE
2
0

�0d(!s)+ 2�m

E c
�

q

2m (! � !s)

(! � Ec� � !s)
4
[1� f(! � !s)]: (31)
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Finally,using the relation e2kF [�
0

d(!s)+ 2�m ]
�1 = 3�!2s=8E F ,the SP{m ediated scattering

rate,se(E
c
�)= � Im �c�(E

c
�),takestheform


s
e(E )= 9�

E 2
0

!s

E

E F

�
E � !s

E F

�1=2

[1� f(E � !s)]: (32)

Recalling that E 0 = (2m R 2)�1 ,we see that the scattering rate ofa conduction electron

is size{dependent: se / R �4 . At E = E F + !s,the scattering rate jum ps to the value

9�(1+ !s=E F )E
2
0
=!s,and then increaseswith energy asE 3=2 (for!s � E F ). Thisshould

becontrasted with theusual(bulk)plasm on{m ediated scattering,originating from the�rst

term in Eq.(22),with theratedecreasing asE �1=2 abovetheonset.26 To estim atethesize

atwhich se becom esim portant,we should com pare itwith theFerm iliquid e{e scattering

rate,23 e(E )=
�2q

T F

16k
F

(E �E F )
2

E F

.ForenergiesE � EF + !s,thetwo ratesbecom ecom parable

for

(k
F
R)2 ’ 12

E F

!s

�

1+
E F

!s

�1=2
 

k
F

�q
T F

! 1=2

: (33)

In thecaseofaCu nanoparticlewith !s ’ 2:2eV,weobtain k
F
R ’ 8,which correspondsto

theradiusR ’ 3nm .Atthesam etim e,in thisenergy range,thewidth se exceedsthem ean

levelspacing �,so thattheenergy spectrum isstillcontinuous.Thestrong sizedependence

ofse indicates that,although se increases with energy slower than e,the SP{m ediated

scattering should dom inate for nanom eter{sized particles. Note that the size and energy

dependences ofscattering in di�erentchannelsare sim ilar. Therefore,the totalscattering

rateasafunction ofenergywillrepresentaseriesofstepsatthecollectiveexcitation energies

E = !L < !p on top ofa sm ooth energy increase. W e expect that this e�ect could be

observed experim entally in tim e{resolved two{photon photoem ission m easurem entsofsize{

selected clusterbeam s.28

W enow turn totheinterband processesin noblem etalparticlesand considerthescatter-

ingofad{holeintotheconduction band.From now on werestrictourselvestothescattering

via the dipole channel,m ediated by the SP.The corresponding surface{induced potential,

given by theL = 1 term in Eq.(22),hastheform
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Us(!;r;r
0)=

3e2

R

r� r0

R 2

1

�s(!)
: (34)

W ith thispotential,thed{holeself{energy isgiven by

�d
�(i!)= �

3e2

R 3

X

�0

jd�� 0j2
1

�

X

i!0

G c
�0(i!

0+ i!)

�s(i!
0)

; (35)

where d�� 0 = hc;�jrjd;�0i= hc;�jpjd;�0i=im (E c
� � Ed�0)isthe interband transition m atrix

elem ent. Since the �nalstate energies in the conduction band are high (in the case of

interesthere,they arecloseto theFerm ilevel),them atrix elem entcan beapproxim ated by

the bulk{like expression hc;�jpjd;�0i= ��� 0hcjpjdi� ��� 0�,the correctionsdue to surface

scattering being suppressed by a factorof(k
F
R)�1 � 1. After perform ing the frequency

sum m ation,weobtain forIm �d
�

Im �d
�(!)= �

9e2�2

m 2(E cd
� )

2R 3
Im

N (E c
� � !)+ f(Ec�)

�s(E
c
� � !)

; (36)

with E cd
� = E c

� � Ed�.W eseethatthescattering rateofa d-holewith energy E d
�,

s
h(E

d
�)=

Im �d
�(E

d
�),hasastrongR

�3 dependenceonthenanoparticlesize,which is,however,di�erent

from thatoftheintraband scattering,Eq.(32).

The im portantdi�erence between the interband and the intraband SP{m ediated scat-

tering ratesliesin theirenergy dependence. Since the surface{induced potential,Eq.(34),

allowsforonly vertical(dipole)interband single{particleexcitations,thephasespaceforthe

scattering ofa d{holewith energy E d
� isrestricted to a single �nalstate in the conduction

band with energy E c
�. As a result,the d{hole scattering rate,sh(E

d
�),exhibits a peak as

the di�erence between the energiesof�naland initialstates,Ecd� = E c
� � Ed�,approaches

theSP frequency !s [seeEq.(36)].In contrast,theenergy dependence of
s
e issm ooth due

the larger phase space available for scattering in the conduction band. This leads to the

additionalintegralover�nalstate energiesin Eq.(28),which sm earsoutthe SP resonant

enhancem entoftheintraband scattering.

Asweshow in thenextsection,thefactthatthescatteringrateofad{holeisdom inated

by theSP resonance,a�ectsstrongly thenonlinearopticaldynam icsin sm allnanoparticles.
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Thisisthecase,in particular,when theSP frequency,!s,iscloseto theonsetofinterband

transitions, �, as, e.g., in Cu and Au nanoparticles.1;11;13;15 Consider an e{h pair with

excitation energy ! closeto �.Aswediscussed,thed{holecan scatterinto theconduction

band by em itting a SP.According to Eq.(36),for! � !s,thisprocesswillbe resonantly

enhanced.Atthesam etim e,theelectron can scatterin theconduction band via theusual

two{quasiparticleprocess.For! � �,theelectron energy iscloseto EF ,and itsscattering

rate is estim ated as28 e � 10�2 eV.Using the bulk value of�,2�2=m � 1 eV near the

L-point,29 we �nd thatsh exceeds e forR
<
� 2:5 nm . In fact,one would expect that,in

nanoparticles,� islargerthan in thebulk dueto thelocalization oftheconduction electron

wave{functions.1

IV .SU R FA C E P LA SM O N N O N LIN EA R O P T IC A L D Y N A M IC S

In thissection,westudy thee�ectoftheSP{m ediated interband scattering on thenon-

linear opticaldynam ics in noble m etalnanoparticles. W hen the hot electron distribution

hasalready therm alized and theelectron gasiscooling to thelattice,thetransientresponse

ofa nanoparticle can be described by the tim e{dependent absorption coe�cient �(!;t),

given by Eq.(2)with tim e{dependenttem perature.30 In noble{m etalparticles,thetem per-

ature dependence of� originatesfrom two di�erent sources. Firstisthe phonon{induced

correction to s,which isproportionalto thelatticetem peratureTl(t).Asm entioned in the

Introduction,forsm allnanoparticlesthise�ectisrelatively weak.Second,neartheonsetof

theinterband transitions,�,theabsorption coe�cientdependson theelectron tem perature

T(t)via theinterband dielectric function �d(!)[see Eqs.(2)and (3)].In fact,in Cu orAu

nanoparticles,!s can betuned closeto �,so theSP dam ping by interband e{h excitations

leads to an additionalbroadening ofthe absorption peak.1 In this case,the tem perature

dependence of�d(!)dom inatesthe pum p{probe dynam ics. Below we show that,nearthe

SP resonance,both thetem peratureand frequency dependence of�d(!)= 1+ 4��d(!)are

strongly a�ected by theSP{m ediated interband scattering.
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Fornon-interacting electrons,the interband susceptibility,�d(i!)= ~�d(i!)+ ~�d(� i!),

hasthestandard form 26

~�d(i!)= �
X

�

e2�2

m 2(E cd
� )

2

1

�

X

i!0

G
d
�(i!

0)G c
�(i!

0+ i!); (37)

whereG d
�(i!

0)istheGreen function ofa d{electron.Sincethed-band isfully occupied,the

only allowed SP{m ediated interband scattering isthatofthe d{hole. W e assum e here,for

sim plicity,adispersionlessd{band with energy E d.Substituting G d
�(i!

0)= [i!0� Ed+ E F �

�d
�(i!

0)]�1 ,with �d
�(i!) given by Eq.(35),and perform ing the frequency sum m ation,we

obtain

~�d(!)=
e2�2

m 2

Z
dE cg(E c)

(E cd)2

f(E c)� 1

! � Ecd + ish(!;E
c)
; (38)

whereg(E c)isthedensity ofstatesofconduction electrons.Heresh(!;E
c)= Im �d(E c� !)

isthescattering rateofa d-holewith energy E c� !,forwhich weobtain from Eq.(36),


s
h(!;E

c)= �
9e2�2

m 2(E cd)2R 3
f(E c)Im

1

�s(!)
; (39)

where we neglected N (!)forfrequencies ! � !s � kB T. Rem arkably,
s
h(!;E

c)exhibits

a sharp peak asa function ofthe frequency ofthe probe optical�eld. The reason forthis

is that the scattering rate ofa d{hole with energy E depends explicitly on the di�erence

between the�naland initialstates,Ec� E ,asdiscussed in theprevioussection:therefore,

fora d{holewith energy E = E c� !,thedependence on the�nalstateenergy,Ec,cancels

outin �s(E
c� E )[seeEq.(36)].Thisim pliesthattheoptically{excited d{holeexperiences

a resonantscatteringinto theconduction band astheprobefrequency ! approachestheSP

frequency.Itisim portantto notethatsh(!;E
c)is,in fact,proportionalto theabsorption

coe�cient �(!) [see Eq.(2)]. Therefore,the calculation ofthe absorption spectrum is a

self{consistentproblem de�ned by Eqs.(2),(3),(38),and (39).

Itshould beem phasized thatthee�ectofsh on �
00

d(!)increaseswith tem perature.Indeed,

the Ferm ifunction in the rhsofEq.(39)im pliesthatsh issm allunlessE
c � EF

<
� kB T.

Since the m ain contribution to ~�00d(!)com es from energies E c � EF � ! � �,the d{hole
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scattering becom ese�cientforelectron tem peratureskB T >
� !s � �.Asa result,nearthe

SP resonance,thetim eevolution ofthedi�erentialabsorption,governed by thetem perature

dependenceof�,becom esstronglysize{dependent,asweillustratein therestofthissection.

In thenum ericalcalculationsbelow,weadopttheparam etersoftheexperim entofRef.

11,which wasperform ed on R ’ 2:5 nm Cu nanoparticleswith SP frequency,!s ’ 2:22 eV,

slightly abovetheonsetoftheinterband transitions,� ’ 2:18 eV.In orderto describe the

tim e{evolution ofthe di�erentialabsorption spectra,we �rstneed to determ ine the tim e{

dependence ofthe electron tem perature,T(t),due to the relaxation ofthe electron gasto

thelattice.Forthis,weem ploy a sim pletwo{tem peraturem odel,de�ned by heatequations

forT(t)and thelatticetem peratureTl(t):

C(T)
@T

@t
= � G(T � Tl);

Cl

@Tl

@t
= G(T � Tl); (40)

where C(T)= �T and Cl are the electron and lattice heatcapacities,respectively,and G

is the electron{phonon coupling.31 The param eter values used here were G = 3:5� 1016

W m �3 K �1 ,� = 70Jm�3 K �2 ,and Cl= 3:5Jm �3 K �1 .Thevaluesofs and � wereextracted

from the �t to the linear absorption spectrum ,and the initialcondition forEq.(40)was

taken asT0 = 800K,theestim ated pum p{induced hotelectron tem perature.11 W ethen self{

consistentlycalculated thetim e{dependentabsorption coe�cient�(!;t),and thedi�erential

transm ission is proportionalto �r(!)� �(!;t),where �r(!) was calculated at the room

tem perature.

In Fig.1weplotthecalculated di�erentialtransm ission spectrafordi�erentnanoparticle

sizes. Fig.1(a)showsthe spectra atseveraltim e delaysforR = 5:0 nm ;in thiscase,the

SP{m ediated d{holescattering hasno signi�cante�ect.Notethatitisnecessary to include

the intraband e{e scattering in order to reproduce the di�erentialtransm ission lineshape

observed in theexperim ent.11 Foroptically excited electron energy closeto E F ,thiscan be

achieved by adding the e{e scattering rate23 e(E
c)/ [1� f(Ec)][(E c � EF )

2 + (�kB T)
2]

to sh in Eq.(38).Thedi�erence in e(E
c)forE c below and aboveE F leadsto a lineshape
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sim ilarto thatexpected from thecom bination ofred{shiftand broadening.

In Figs.1(b) and (c) we show the di�erential transm ission spectra with decreasing

nanoparticle size. ForR = 2:5 nm ,the apparentred{shiftisreduced [see Fig.2(b)]. This

changecan beexplained asfollows.Sincehere!s � �,theSP isdam ped by theinterband

excitationsfor! > !s,so thatthe absorption peak isasym m etric. The d{hole scattering

with the SP enhancesthe dam ping;however,since the !{dependence ofsh followsthatof

�,thise�ectislargerabove the resonance. On the otherhand,the e�ciency ofscattering

increases with tem perature,as discussed above. Therefore,for short tim e delays,the in-

creasein theabsorption isrelatively largerfor! > !s.W ith decreasing size,thestrength of

thise�ectincreases,leading to an apparentblue{shift[seeFig.2(c)].Such a strong change

in the absorption dynam ics originates from the R �3 dependence ofthe d{hole scattering

rate;reducing the size by the factoroftwo resultsin an enhancem entofsh by an orderof

m agnitude.

In Fig.2weshow thetim eevolution ofthedi�erentialtransm ission atseveralfrequencies

close to !s. It can be seen that the relaxation is slowest at the SP resonance;this char-

acterizestherobustnessofthe collective m ode,which determ inesthepeak position,versus

the single{particle excitations,which determ ine the resonance width. For larger sizes,at

which sh issm all,the change in the di�erentialtransm ission decay rate with frequency is

sm ootherabove the resonance [see Fig. 2(a)]. This stem sfrom the asym m etric lineshape

ofthe absorption peak,m entioned above: the absorption islargerfor! > !s,so thatits

relative change with tem perature isweaker. Forsm allernanoparticle size,the decay rates

becom esim ilaraboveand below !s [seeFig.2(b)].Thischangein thefrequency dependence

isrelated to thestrongerSP dam ping for! > !s dueto thed{holescattering,asdiscussed

above.Sincethisadditionaldam pingisreduced with decreasingtem perature,therelaxation

isfasterabovetheresonance,com pensating therelatively weakerchangein theabsorption.

Thisrather\nonlinear" relation between thetim e{evolution ofthepum p{probesignaland

that ofthe tem perature,becom es even stronger for sm aller sizes [see Fig.2(c)]. In this

case,thefrequency dependenceofthedi�erentialtransm ission decay below and above!s is
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reversed. Note,thata frequency dependence consistentwith ourcalculationspresented in

Fig.2(b)was,in fact,observed in theexperim entofRef.11.Atthesam etim e,thechanges

in thelinearabsorption spectrum arerelatively sm all.

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

To sum m arize,wehaveexam ined theoretically theroleofsize{dependentcorrelationsin

the electron relaxation in sm allm etalparticles. W e identi�ed a new m echanism ofquasi-

particle scattering,m ediated by collective surface excitations, which originates from the

surface{induced dynam icalscreening ofthe e{e interactions. The behavior ofthe corre-

sponding scattering rates with varying energy and tem perature di�ers substantially from

thatin thebulk m etal.In particular,in noblem etalparticles,theenergy dependenceofthe

d{hole scattering rate wasfound sim ilarto thatofthe absorption coe�cient. Thisled us

to a self{consistentschem e forthe calculation ofthe absorption spectrum nearthe surface

plasm on resonance.

An im portant aspect ofthe SP{m ediated scattering is its strong dependence on size.

Our estim ates show that it becom es com parable to the usualFerm i{liquid scattering in

nanom eter{sized particles. This size regim e is,in fact,interm ediate between \classical"

particles with sizes largerthan 10 nm ,where the bulk{like behavior dom inates,and very

sm allclusterswith only dozensofatom s,wherethem etallicpropertiesarecom pletely lost.

Although the static properties ofnanom eter{sized particles are also size{dependent, the

deviations from their bulk values do not change the qualitative features ofthe electron

dynam ics. In contrast,the size{dependent m any{body e�ects,studied here,do a�ect the

dynam ics in a signi�cant way during tim e scales com parable to the relaxation tim es. As

wehaveshown,theSP{m ediated interband scattering revealsitselfin thetransientpum p{

probespectra.In particular,asthenanoparticlesizedecreases,thecalculated tim e{resolved

di�erentialabsorption developsacharacteristiclineshapecorrespondingtoaresonanceblue{

shift.Atthesam etim e,neartheSP resonance,thescattering leadsto a signi�cantchange
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in the frequency dependence ofthe relaxation tim e ofthe pum p{probe signal,consistent

with recent experim ents. These results indicate the need for a system atic experim ental

studiesofthe size{dependence ofthe transientnonlinearopticalresponse,aswe approach

thetransition from boundary{constrained nanoparticlesto m olecularclusters.

The authors thank J.{Y.Bigot for valuable discussions. This work was supported by

NSF CAREER award ECS-9703453,and,in part,by ONR GrantN00014-96-1-1042and by

HitachiLtd.

19



REFERENCES

1See, e.g., U.Kreibig and M .Vollm er, OpticalProperties of M etalClusters (Springer,

Berlin,1995),and referencestherein.

2See,e.g.,W .A.DeHeer,Rev.M od.Phys.65,611 (1993).

3See,e.g.,M .Brack,Rev.M od.Phys.65,677 (1993).

4See,e.g.,Physics and Chem istry ofFinite System s: From clusters to Crystals,edited

by P.Jena et al.(NATO Advanced Study Institute Series C,Kluwer Academ ic,Dor-

drecht/Boston,1992).

5A.Kawabata and R.Kubo,J.Phys.Soc.Japan 21 1765 (1966).

6F.Hache,D.Ricard,and C.Flytzanis,J.Opt.Soc.Am .B 3 1647 (1986).

7G.S.Agarwaland S.D.Gupta,Phys.Rev.A 38 5678 (1988).

8L.Yang,K.Becker,F.M .Sm ith,R.H.M agruder,R.F.Haglund,L.Yang,R.Dorsinville,

R.R.Alfano,and R.A.Zuhr,J.Opt.Soc.Am .B 11 457 (1994).

9T.Tokizaki,A.Nkam ura,S.Kaneko,K.Uchida,S.Om i,H.Tanji,and Y.Asahara,Appl.

Phys.Lett.65,941 (1994).

10T.W .Roberti,B.A.Sm ith,and J.Z.Zhang,J.Chem .Phys.102,3860 (1995).

11J.-Y.Bigot,J.-C.M erle,O.Cregut,and A.Daunois,Phys.Rev.Lett.,75,4702 (1995).

12T.S.Ahm adi,S.L.Logunov,and M .A.Elsayed,J.Phys.Chem .100,8053 (1996).

13M .Perner,P.Bost,G.von Plessen,J.Feldm ann,U.Becker,M .M ennig,M .Schm itt,and

H.Schm idtPhys.Rev.Lett.78,2192 (1997).

14M .Nisoli,S.Stragira,S.DeSilvestri,A.Stella,P.Tognini,P.Cheyssac,and R.Kofm an,

Phys.Rev.Lett.78,3575 (1997).

20



15T.Klar,M .Perner,S.Grosse,G.von Plessen,W .Spirkl,and J.Feldm ann,Phys.Rev.

Lett.80,4249 (1998).

16T.V.Shahbazyan,I.E.Perakis,and J.-Y.Bigot,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,3120 (1998).

17W .S.Fann,R.Storz,and H.W .K.Tom ,Phys.Rev.B 46,13 592 (1992).

18C.K.Sun,F.Vall�ee,L.H.Acioli,E.P.Ippen,and J.G.Fujim oto,Phys.Rev.B 50,15

337 (1994).

19R.H.M .Groeneveld,R.Sprik,and A.Lagendijk,Phys.Rev.B 51,11 433 (1994).

20N.DelFatti,R.Bou�anais,F.Vall�ee,and C.Flytzanis,Phys.Rev.Lett.81,922 (1998).

21Thee�ectsofthespilloutoftheelectron wave{functionsbeyond thenanoparticleclassical

boundary werediscussed,e.g.,in V.V.Krezin,Phys.Rep.220,1 (1992).

22U.Sivan,Y.Im ry,and A.G.Aronov,Europhys.Lett.28,115 (1994).

23D.Pines and P.Nozieres,The theory ofquantum liquids,(W .A.Benjam in,Inc.,New

York,1966),Vol.I.

24In sem iconductor quantum dots,where the discrete energy levels are wellresolved,the

quasiparticle scattering rate is sim ilar to that in the bulk only for energies larger than

som e criticalenergy;see,e.g.,B.I.Altshuler,Y.Gefen,A.Kam enev,and L.S.Levitov,

Phys.Rev.Lett.78,2803 (1997).

25A.A.Lushnikov and A.J.Sim onov,Z.Phys.270,17 (1974).

26See,e.g.,G.D.M ahan,M any-Particle Physics(Plenum ,New York,1990).

27In very sm allparticles,the di�erence in the positionsofthe e�ective boundariesforthe

conduction and d{band densities leads to a shift in the linear absorption peak;see A.

Liebsch,Phys.Rev.B 48,11 317 (1993);V.V.Krezin,Phys.Rev.B 51,1844 (1995).

28S.Ogawa,H.Nagano,and H.Petek,Phys.Rev.B 55,10 869 (1997).

21



29H.Ehrenreich and H.R.Philipp,Phys.Rev.128,1622 (1962).

30Thenotionofatim e{dependentabsorptioncoe�cientcan alsobeextended tothecoherent

regim e,see I.E.Perakis,Chem .Phys.210,259 (1996);I.E.Perakis,I.Brener,W .H.

Knox,and D.S.Chem la,J.Opt.Soc.Am .B 13,1313 (1996).

31G.L.Easley,Phys.Rev.B 33,2144 (1986).

22



FIGURES

FIG .1. Calculated di�erentialtransm ission spectra atpositive tim e delaysfornanoparticles

with (a)R = 5 nm ,(b)R = 2:5 nm ,and (c)R = 1:2 nm .

FIG .2. Tem poralevolution ofthe di�erentialtransm ission atfrequenciesclose the SP reso-

nance fornanoparticleswith (a)R = 5 nm ,(b)R = 2:5 nm ,and (c)R = 1:2 nm .
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