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Experim ents In vortex avalanches
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Avalanche dynam ics is found in m any phenom ena spanning from earthquakes to the evolution

of species.
driven, for exam ple, by increasing the m agnetic

It can be also found in vortex m atter when a type II superconductor is extemally
eld. Vortex avalanches associated w ith them al

instabilities can be an undesirable e ect for applications, but \dynam ically driven" avalanches
em erging from the com petition between intervortex interactions and quenched disorder constitute
an interesting scenario to test theoretical ideas related w ith non-equilbbrium dynam ics. H ow ever,
di erently from the equilbrium phases of vortex m atter in type II superconductors, the study of
the corresponding dynam icalphases {in which avalanches can play a role{ is stillin its infancy. In
thispaperw e critically review relevant experin ents perform ed in the last decade or so, em phasizing
the ability of di erent experim ental techniques to establish the nature and statistical properties

of the observed avalanche behavior.
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I. NTRODUCTION

R ooted som ew here between P hysics and Engineering,
the critical statem odelofCharlesP .Bean (1962) contin—
ues to enPy an Inm ense popularity am ongst those who
need to understand the m agnetic properties ofaln ost all
potentially usefiil superconductors. Above a certain m ag—
netic eld threshold, type II superconductors are pene—
trated by superconducting vortices, or ux lnes, each
one consisting In a nom alkstate core surrounded by a
tiny supercurrent tomado with a faw-dozen-nanom eter
radius. T he vortices can therefore be thought of as long
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and thin solenoid m agnets which enter into the sam ple
In Increasing num bers as the extermal eld grows. In a
perfect superconducting crystal, the com petition betw een
the intervortex repulsion and the \m agnetic pressure"
from the out'sjde eld causes the voru'oes to arrange In a

ductor, how ever, there are defects actJng as pinning cen—
ters, and the vortex m otion becom es in peded. T he inter-
play of all these forces, w here an extemaldrive \pushing
In" m ore and m ore vortices is counteracted by pinning,
results in a non-equilbriim state, the critical state, w ith
a vortex densiy being largest near the surfaces where
ux enters the sam pl. This critical state typically in—
volves severalm illion vortices, and as the extemal eld
is Increased or decreased, they readily nd the way to
organize them selves In spie of their short range inter—
actions. Researchers In the area of Com plexiy would
not hesitate these days in characterizing Bean’s critical
state as an em ergent phenom enon resulting from the self
organization ofa com pkex system of vortices.

But those are not em pty words. They call attention
to the fact that the collective, nonlinear statistical prop—
erties of a com plex system can produce am azing m acro—
soopic results, regardless of the details of the Interaction
between their m icroscopic constituents. They also sug—
gest that we should open up our m ind and try to nd
analogies In eventually very distant elds of science. A £
ter all, isn’t a sandpilk a quite good analogue of Bean’s
critical state? A s grains are added to a sandpile from
the top, graviy tries to bring them o the pilk, a m otion
which isprevented by the intergrain friction. And again,
In spite ofthe short range character ofthe latter, the pile

nds the way to organize itself and produce globally an
angk of repose, or critical angle. In very sinple tem s,
you can identify the gravity asthem agnetic eld applied
to superconductors, whilke friction corresoonds to vortex
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pihning. This would have sounded like celestial m usic
n the ears of Lord K elvin, who once wrote \I am never
content until T have constructed a m echanicalm odel of
the sub ct Tam studying. If I succeed in m aking one, I

G rasping the analogy betw een the critical state and the
sandpik well before the era of C om plexiy ideas, P ierre
G .D eG ennes expresses in his classic 1966 book Supercon—
ductivity of M etals and A lToys: \W e can get som e phys—
ical feeling of this critical state by thinking of a sand
hill. If the slope of the sand hill exceeds som e critical
valie, the sand starts owing downwards (@valanche).
The analogy is, In fact, rather good since it has been
shown (py carefiil experim ents w ith pickup coils) that,
when the system becom es over—critical, the lines do not
m ove as single units, but rather in the orm ofavalanches

T his picture was dom ant form any years until scientists
working In the eld of Complexiy identi ed avalnche
dynam ics asam aprm echanisn in m any physical, chem —
ical, biological and social phenom ena. In particular, the
deas 0of Self O rganized C riticality (SOC) nd avalanches
w ith \robust" power-aw distribbutions of sizes and dura-
tions, at the core of the underlying dynam ics in m any

being a central paradigm of SOC theory, Bean’s criti-
cal state has becom e a natural playground to look for
avalanche dynam ics. A fhough heroic e orts were m ade
In the 1960s to see these avalanches, i was com puter—
controlled data acquisition that m ade it possble to in-—
vestigate vortex avalanche statistics In superconductors.
O ther advances such asm icro H all probes and high reso—
lution m agneto-optical in aging have nally stam ped the
seal of contem porary tim es on these studies. \D ynam i-
cally driven" avalanches like the ones suggested by the
sandpilk analogy can, after all, be the Intrinsic m echa—
nisn In the form ation of the critical state that Charles
P .Bean would have never dream ed of.

In Bean’s tine, however, another kind of vortex
avalanche attracted m ost of the attention: ux jum ps.
Instead of helping to establish the critical state, they
tend to destroy i, producing undesirable jim ps in the
sam ple m agnetization. In contrast to the avalanches dis-
cussed In connection w ith sandpiles, ux jum ps are ther-
m ally triggerad. Ifthe extemal eld is increased too fast,
and the them alcapacity and conductivity ofthe sam ple
are an all, the vortices rushing in w ill dissipate heat due
to their m otion, and the local tem perature rises. This
tends to detach other vortices from their pinning sites,
lrading to new m otion that can cause even fiirther heat-
Ing. This positive feedback processm ay sweep away the
critical state in a big region of the sam ple, and trans-
lates Into a sudden, catastrophic decrease in the m agne—
tization. T hem ally triggered avalanches have long been
m odeled In term s of m acroscopic param eters. However,
present in aging technigues have provided data show Ing
that these events som etin es also result in com plex m ag—
netic spatial structures which deserve a m ore detailed

explanation.

A1l of these ndings suggest that the sin ple sandpile
analogy ofvortex avalanchesm ust be exam ined w ith cau-
tion: For one thing, tem perature is not accounted for in
the standard SOC picture. At this point, m any ques—
tions arise: Can experin ents reveal a sharp di erence
between dynam ically and them ally driven avalanches?
If so, can we through statistical analyses of the dynam i~
cally driven avalanches conclide whether Bean’s critical
state m odel represents an SO C phenom enon? W hat is
the relation between the details ofthe m agnetic ux dis—
tribution inside the sam pl and the avalanche dynam ics?
Som e authors have directly ain ed their experin ental ef-
forts at these sub fcts. O therso er relevant data just as
experin ental\side e ects." The fairly few available out—
puts can be characterized as diverse and entangled, and
it is the purpose of this Colloquiim is to provide a co—
herent overview that highlights the essence of the results
obtained In this area during the last decade or so.

II. THE NATURE OF VORTEX AVALANCHES
A . The crtical state

W hen the externalm agnetic eld exceeds the so—called
ower critical eld, He;, the surface layer of a type-II su—
perconductor starts to give birth to vortices, which inm e~
diately are pushed deegper into them aterialby the M eiss—
ner shielding currents. Each ux line consists of a \nor-
m al" core of radius , the ocoherence length, surrounded
by a circulating supercurrent decaying over a distance ,
the London penetration depth. T he current is accom pa—
nied by an axialm agnetic eld decaying overthesame ,
and integratesto a totalam ount of ux equalto the ux
quantum o= h=2e 2 10 15 Tm?,whereh isP lanck’s
constant and e is the elem entary charge. A s the applied

eld keeps increasing, the vortices get closer and closer
until the overlapping is so heavy, that an overall transi-
tion to the nom al state takes place at the upper critical

eld, Ho, . W hen m icroscopic defects are present in the
m aterial, such areastend to pin any vortex that passesby.
The pihning force always acts against the driving force,
which on a vortex has a Lorentz—lke form , f;, = J 02,
where J is the localdensity of either a transport current
oram agnetization current (M eissner current and/orgra—
dients In the num ber of neighboring vortices), or both.
T he basic assum ption ofthe criticalstatem odelisthat as
the vortices Invade the sam ple, every pinning center that
catches a vortex w ill hold onto it as hard as it possbly
can, quanti ed by a certain m aximn um pinning oroe per
unit vortex length, f}‘)n 3%, In this way the localbalance
between the two com peting forces, fi, j= £ **, creates
a m etastable equilbrium state, where the current den-
sity adjusts itselfto a m axin um m agnitude, " 3§  J¢,
the critical current densiy. >From Am pere’s law it then
follow s that the ux density distrbution, B (r), In the
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FIG .1 Bean’s critical state; (a) the distrbbution of vortices,
intemal eld and current in a superconductor placed in an
extemalm agnetic eld, B,. (o) ntemal eld pro ls for in—
creasing (left) and decreasing (right) B ., and (c) variation of
the Iocal eld at x¢ during the cycle In ().

critical state is given by
Jjr B () ¥ oJde: @)

T he vortices therefore organize In such a way that their
density decreases linearly from the edges of the sam ple,
and the slope is ¢J., as illustrated iIn Fig.1 (@). Shown
In Fig.1l(p) isa set 0of B pro les that occur at di erent
stages during an ascent (keft) and the subsequent descent

walls are gradually lowered to zero height (right). The
crux is then: How do such system s evolve In space and
tin e as they are driven extemally through a "continuous
sequence" of di erent critical states?

B . D ynam ically and them ally driven avalanches

T he idea of dynam ically driven avalanches in the vor-
tex m atter relates to one possible way for the system to

resoond when sub ected to a sbw drive, eg. a gentle
ram ping of the applied m agnetic eld. By driving the
vortices su ciently slow Iy only their m utual repulsion
and the interactions w ith pinning sites are expected to
control the dynam ics. If SOC provides the correct de—
scription, the critical state behavior should show scale
Invariant avalanche dynam ics, ie. the distrbution of
avalanche sizes follow s a power law, P (s) s . Here
P (s) is the probability to nd an avalanche event where
s vortices suddenly m ove, and  is a critical exponent.
W hile in the orighhal form ulation of SOC the exponent
1 is found to be robust w ith respect to an allchanges
In the model, later developm ents of the theory have
show n that the exponent can vary w thin a certain range.
Note that In som e cases the nding of tem poral sig—
nalsexhibiing scaling, eg., signalsw ith 1=f noise in the
power soectrum , has been taken as direct evidence for
SO C behavior. H ow ever, observation of 1=f noise should
not be considered a su cient indication of SOC, since
i can result even from a spread of activation energies

W hether rea];pjles follow the SO C schem e is still sub—
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to note that the critical state of type II superconduc—
tors represents a unique and attractive case to study. In
contrast to grains of sand, the vortices are non-inertial
ob Ects, and are hence closer to the idealized form ulation
ofthe SO C theory.

A s In m ost areas where SO C ideas have been applied,
the theoretical papers largely outnum ber the experin en—
tal studies of vortex avalanches. Let us therefore, as a
background for the m ain part of this C olloquium , m en—
tion brie y the In portant trends in the theoreticalwork,
em phasizing ideas and results that m ost directly connect
to the available experin ents. Am ong com puter sin ula—
tion there are tw o philosophies dom inating the literature;
m olecular dynam ics M D) and cellular autom ata (CA).
In addition, a few reports using a m acroscopic approach
have been published.

M ost macroscopic treatments discuss
avalanches in a them al activation scenaric (Bonabeat

1991). A lthough some of these authors clain to nd

ngerprints of SOC behavior, their results are not
com patible with the \canonical" fom ulation by Bak et
al. (1987): As in a shaking sandpile, them al activation
m akes the critical state to relax away from the m arginal
stability because vortices, or bundles of them, jmp
out of their pinning centers, and redistrbute in such
a way that the Bean’s pro X changes In tine. This
phenom enon, known as ux creep, was rst observed by
Kin et al. In 1963, and is typical m anifestation is a
sbw, logarithm ic tem poral decay of the m agnetization



(Yeshurun, 1996). Thus, ux creep can only be allowed
within a \soft" de nition of SOC, eventually usefiil to

Creep e ects Z'B:aZrEfo:r-gl; ZL§9:’,7) . Here, the author proposes
an equation of motion to analyze the dynam ics of the
critical state as the extemal eld is increased, and nds
a power law in the distrbution of avalanche sizes w ith
a critical exponent of 1:13, consistent w ith the original
SO C picture.

Typical for the M D sim ulations is that they allow n-
tegration of the equations of m otion at the vortex level.

proach, on the other hand, sin pli es the dynam ics by
selecting a set of physically sound rules that in itate the
reallaw s, thereby allow ing sin ulation ofm uch bigger sys—
tem s. C arem ust be taken, how ever, since the results can
be sensitive to the selected set of rules (see, for exam ple,
Kadano etal(1989)).

A fter the pioneering application ofM D techniques In
the Investigation ofvortex avalanches in the critical state
by Richardson et al. (1994), extensive work on the sub-

driven critical state can be illustrated by the approach of
O lson et al. (1997): For every vortex, i, they solve the
overdam ped equation ofm otion
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vortex repulsion, and £% { the interaction between the
vortex and a pinning center. T hev; isthe vortex velocity,
and the \viscosity" of vortex ow . W ith this realistic
description of each m em ber of the ensem ble the sin ula—
tions show thata criticalstate uxpro lebuildsup when
vortices are slow Iy added from one side of the \sam plk".
Tfone keeps adding vortices after the critical state is fully
established, their e ect can be fllowed by calculating
the tin e evolution of the average vortex velocity. T ypi-

occupied by an integer num ber of vortices. T he authors
then assum e that force pushing a vortex at x towards
the neighbor cell y consists of two basic contributions:
Firstly, to m In ic the vortex-vortex repulsion the force
Increases as the population at x getsbigger than that at
y. A sin ilar tetm representing the next nearest neigh—
bor repulsion is also included. Secondly, to sim ulate the
vortex-pin attraction, the force increases as the pinning
potential of y is bigger x (the pinning potential is rep—
resented by a random num ber assigned to each cell). In
each tin e step, the cells are updated in paralle]; a vortex
m oves to a neighboring cell if the force in that direction
is positive. If a vortex is attracted in m ore than one di-

rection, the selection can be m ade at random @ass]et

-

and Paczuski, 199§) or by a largest force rule (Bassket

et al, 2001). W hen vortices are now added at one edge

of the \sam ple," this CA Xads to a critical state very
close to the idealBean’s ux pro lk.Asin theMD sin-—
ulations, one ndshere avalanche dynam ics, and the size
distrbbution of avalanchesw as reported to have a critical
exponent 0of1:63 002 (©Obtained after nite size scaling
for four orders of m agniude In avalanche size). In con—
trast to the M D work, the exponent is here essentially
constant w ithin the range of param eters studied, there—

eadt] avalanche event, one _ ndsan exponent in the range __and D oyle, 1999; Huang et al,, 1997; Newm an and Snepy
09+ __ 14, where the spread com es from varying the __pen, 1996;Schw arz and F isher, 2001) . Am ong these, the

strength and density of the pinning sites. Sin ilarly, for
o -theedgeavalanches (counting only the num ber ofvor-
tices exiting through the \sam ple edge" during an event)
one nds2#4 44. Although these distrbutions
are often welkbehaved over quite a broad range, it isalso
clear that the exponent is not very robust.

TheCA approach was ntroduced in am odelby B assler
and Paczuski (1998), where they considered vortex dy-—
nam ics on a two-din ensional honeycomb lattice (see
Fig.2). Each cellx, which has three nearest neighbors, is

model of Newm an and Sneppen (1996) seam s the m ost
relevant to the critical state, although the excitation in
the form of \ooherent noise" is not obviously applicable
to vortex dynam ics.

C atastrophic avalanches { ux jimps{ are associated
with a \runaway" in the m otion of vortices as they re—
distrbbute In response to eg. an increasing applied eld.
Perunit volum e, them otion generatesheat at the rate of
J.E , where E is the electrical eld. D ue to this dissipa—
tion, the criticalcurrent density and thereby the shielding



goes down, and m ore vortices rush Into the sam ple. This
positive feedback may ormay not resut na ux jmp.
T he superconductor is stable if the heat dissipation does
not exceed the m aterial’s ability to store heat, a crite—
rion that under adiabatic conditions can be expressed as

OJc(T)W d-Jc
—_— 3 j <1; 3
- By @3)

where ¢ is the speci c¢ heat, and w a typical din ension
ofthe sample! However, if > 1, ux Jumps are to be
expected, and the st j%lmp w il occur when the eld
reaches the value B g oc(T. T). Here T, is the
critical tem perature, and a linear J. (T ) is assum ed as a
reasonable approxin ation. Let us put numbers on two
cases that w illbe discussed later. Forthe1:5 15 mm?2—
areaNb foilsused in A shuleretal. (2002), one gets

5 10 ®,s0 ux jim psatthe tem perature of4.6 K can be
discarded. For the mm -sized YBaCuO crystals studied
In the subK elvin rangeby Seidleretal. (1993) and Zieve
et al. (1996), becom es close to 3, and the situation is
marginal. If ux jum ps were to take place, they would
here start at B g 5 Tesla, actually not very far from
the threshold elds reported by these authors. H ow ever,
estin ates like these m ust be seen w ith caution. No real
experim ent takes place under ideal adiabatic conditions,
so other factors need to be considered aswell. G enerally,
the \recipe" to avoid ux Jum ps isto choose sam plesw ith
high them al conductivity, m ake sure that their them al
contact w ith the environm ent isgood, and be gentle w hen

IOI. EXPERIM ENTAL TECHNIQUES

T he various m agnetom etric technigues used to m ea—
sure vortex avalanches can be classi ed as gbkal and
Ibcal. The global techniques are sensitive to either the
am ount of ux passing through the surface of the sam —
plk or the volum e averaged m agnetic m om ent, whereas
the localtechnigues are detecting the ux density oreven
the individualvortex positions in selected regions. In this
section we give a brief overview of the various m ethods
used In these experin ents.

P ick up coil detection is the m ost basic global tech—
nigue, and is typically con gured as a coilwound tightly
around the sam ple. W hen the extemal eld is ram ped
up or down, the m agnetic ux that enters or leaves the
sam ple will (@ccording to Faraday’s law ) nduce a volt—
age in the ooil proportional to the rate of this \tra c"
of vortices. Therefore, a steady-state ux motion re—

sults in.a constant.voltage output, while the appearance - -
of snikes In the signal inplies_stepdike increm ents, de., - -

vortex avalanche events. By integrating the voltage in

1 A prefactor of order unity is om itted in the form ula.

tin e one can detem ine, at least approxin ately, also the
am ount of ux involved in such events, as done in the
carefill experim ents of F ield et al., described In m ore de—
tailbelow .

Another inportant technique is Superconducting
Quantum Interference Device (SQU ID ) m agnetom etry
B arone and Patem o, 1982). The basic sensor here is
a closed superconducting loop interrupted by, for in-
stance, two Josephson junctions. A dc bias current is
Ingected In such a way that & ows through the two
Junctions in parallel. If the loop is now sub ected to
a magnetic eld, this produces a shift of the supercon—
ducting phase di erence through the junctions, analo—
gous to the phase di erence between the various optical
paths in the Young’s double slit experin ent. As a con—
sequence, the m axin um bias current that can be forced
Into the SQU D w ithout dissjpation becomes eld de-
pendent: iy ( ext) = 2ch joos(  ext= o) j where I is
the Josephson critical current ofeach junction, and  ext
is the m agnetic ux threading the SQUIDD loop. The
periodic form of i, im plies that such a sensor can \in-—
trinsically detect" m agnetic ux w ith a resolition of less
than one ux quantum . In practice, the eld sensitivity
ofthe SQUID depends on the loop area, and on the de—
sign of ux transfom ers. The areas of SQU ID loops (or

ux transform erpick up coils) typically span from around

it possble to apply the device for localm easurem ents.

W hile sensors based on the Hall e ect have long
since proved very powerfiill, i was the Invention of the

theart sensors, the m icro-H all probes. These epiaxial
structures, m ostly G aA /A IG aA s, consist of 2D Jayers of
electrons w ith large carrier m obilities at low tem pera—
tures. T he active area ofthe sensing elem ent spans from
100 m? to lessthan 1 m 2. Note then that if Jist one
ux quantum is present under a 100 m? probe, the ef-
fective eld is 02 Oe. Typically, this produces a Hall
output of 2 V for a bias current of 100 A .M icro-
Hall probes can today be m anufactured also as arrays
of sensors In either linear or m atrix arrangem ents. A
practical linear array is com posed of 11 square probes of
100 m 2 each, separated by 20 m centerto-center (A -
shuler et al, 2002). M icro Hall probes can also be at—
tached to a piezoelectric scanner tube (as In a tunneling
m icroscope) fom Ing a scanning Hall prolke m icroscope

ically scan the 5a-m-13]-e w ith sub-m icron spatialresolition,
and resolve the eld from ndividual vortices. A Iim ita-—
tion ofthem ethod isthat a standard SHM can scan only
an all areas, typically 25 25 m?2 at 77K O ralet al

The only technique which today allow s experin ents
w ih combined high spatial and tem poral resolution is
m agneto-optical maging M O I). Here the sensing ele-
m ent isa strongly Faraday rotating In ,which oneplaces
directly on top of the sam ple under investigation. As
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FIG .3 Principle ofthe m agneto-optical in aging M O I) tech—
nigque. A m agneto-optical indicator Im placed on top of the
superconductor gives the incom ing polarized light a Faraday
rotation according to the localm agnetic eld. A fter being re—

ected and passed through a crossed analyzer, the light pro—
duces an In age in which the intensity contrast is a direct m ap
ofthe eld distrbution.

illustrated in Fig. 3 the in agihg is done by shining po—
larized light through the In, where re ection from a
m irror, or the sam ple itself, gives the light a second pass
that doubles the Faraday e ect. T he light contains then
a distrbution ofrotation angles, r , corresponding to the
m agnetic eld variations across the face of the supercon—
ductor. Finally, an analyzer set at 90 crossing relative
to the polarizer Iers the light and produces an opti-
cal mm age where the brightness show s directly how the
m agnetic eld was distrbbuted. Sihce M O I was nvented
In the 1950s several m aterials have been used as ndi-

Ing the last decade the m ost popularm aterdialby far has
been the inplane m agnetization ferrite gamet Ins, of-
ten LuBij3 FeGa)sO12, grown as a few m icron thick
epitaxial layer on gadolniim gallum gamet (transpar-
ent) substrates. T he sensitivity ofthese indicators is rep—
resented by the low- eld Verdet constant, V. = ¢=H d,
where d is the In thickness. For green light (strongly
present in Hg-Jam ps) onehasV ’ 2 8 degrees/kO eper
m icron, which is su cient to resolve individual vortices

Goa et al, 2001). The unique power of the M O I tech—
nique istwo-old; wst, by sin ple opticalm eans onem ay
zoom between an —and m icron-sized eldsofwview, and

second, the tin e response ofthe gamet In is extrem ely

IV.REVIEW OF RECENT EXPERIM ENTS
A . Pick up coilexperin ents

The rst experin ent on vortex avalanches nspired by
the SOC ideas was reported by Field and coworkers in

coaxially m ounted on the inner surface of a tube m ade
from the conventional superconductor NbT i. The tube
had a 6 mm outer diam eter, a wall thickness of 0 25 mm
and i was 34 an long, nearly twice the length of the
pickup coil. A snoted by Field et al. (1995), this geom e-
try guarantees a close analogy to (conical) sandpilkes. An
extemalm agnetic eld was applied along the tube axis
at various ram p speeds, and the voltage induced In the
pickup coilwas ampli ed and recorded by a com puter.
T he upper section of Fig. 4 displays the tin e variation
of the signal over a eld interval of 30 O e centered at
7 55 kO e using the fairly Jow ramp rate of5 0 e/s2 The
authors identify two contributions to the ux penetra—
tion: A  rst one, am ounting to about 97 $ ofthe ux,
corresponds to the background level, and is believed to
represent the them ally activated \am ooth" ow of vor—
tices. T he second contribution is the welkde ned spikes,
which clearly indicate the presence of ux avalanches.

The lower panelofthe gure show sthe avalanche size
distrbbutions obtained from such experim ents perform ed
at 3di erent elds. In allthe cases the distrbution fol-
low s a nice power law over m ore than one decade. The
observed non-m onotonous change in the exponent from
14 to 22 is attrbuted by Field and coworkers to the
di erent interwvortex distances attained at the various

elds. This may be considered analogous to the In u-

ponents describing sandpile dynam ics. T he authors also
report \1=f" noise In their experin ents, nding power
law s for Iow enough eld ram p rates.

Let us take a closer ook at how the avalanche size was
determ ned In the work of Field et al. (1995). Consider
a ux avalanche of length 1 { the length along the tube
w here a set ofvortices \drops" out ofthe superconductor
and spills into the hole w here the coilis ocated. O nly the
corresponding num ber oftums, n = 1IN =L, where L. and
N arethe coil’s totallength and num ber oftums, respec—
tively, w illpick up the ux change, and the coil responds
by inducing the voltage V. = n (d =dt), where = , is
the num ber of vortices participating in the event. From
this the authors de ned the avalanche size as anR\e ec—
tive bundle volum e" given by s 1 = @) Vvdt.
This is a convenient de nition since it was not possible

2 An accepted experim ental m eaning of a ram p rate being su -
ciently low in the search for SO C behavior, is that the resuling
avalanche statistics becom es insensitive to the actualchosen rate.
T ypically, this occurs below 10 O e/s.



Z‘ZW@LLMML L

o

1000 @,

dd/dt (108®,/s)

time or magnetic field

NbTi Tube N

T Pickup Coll |——-{—B~

1000 10000
s = Number of Vortices in Avalanche

FIG .4 Vortex avalanches reported by Field etal. (1995). Up-
per group of three panels: voltage output for di erent tim e
windows, at a eld window centered at 7.55 kO e. N ote that
the data shown in the sm all fram es In the rst and second
panels are shown on an expanded scale in the second and
third panels, respectively. Lower Panel: avalanche size dis—
tributions for di erent eld window s. The inset in this panel
show s the experin ental arrangem ent.

to detemm ine 1directly from the m easurem ents.’
W e suggest that the avalanche length 1 can be esti-

deform ed vortex lattice is characterized by the length LS
and R . along, and nom al, to the eld direction, respec—

vortices are collectively pinned and behave essentially as
one bundle. T he value of 1 can be evaluated through the
smpemulkl L2 (2 3=a})@y=0.)°"?%, wherea, is
the inter+vortex distance and Jy is the depairing current
density (, and J. are de ned in section ITA ). Substi-
tuting typicalnum bers fora low -T. alloy at tem peratures

3 D etailed experin ents in by Heiden and Rochlin (1968) already
suggested these kind of lim itations in the pick up coil setup.

w here two sgparate coils { both sin ilar to the one used
by Field et al. { were m ounted one after the other on
the Inside of a Nb tube, gave two m ore or less uncorre—
lated signals. The two coils were separated by a gap of
25mm , supporting the above estin ate for the size ofthe
\avalanching ob fcts."

In spite ofthe lim itations iInherent in the m ethod used
by Field et al. (1995), this paper critically fieled m uch
ofthe studies ofdynam ically driven vortex avalanches in
the second half of the 1990s.

B . M icro H all probe experin ents

In contrast to the pick up coil technique, H all probes
allow one to directly m easure the size ofthe \avalanching
obect" In  ux units. An avalanche event appears here
as an abrupt step In the Hall signal, and the size of the
step represents the change in the num ber of vortices pop—
ulating the area under the probe. Such experin entswere

rst doneby Seidleretal. (1993),whowitha2 10 m?
area Hall probe detected avalanches in 70 m thick, un-
twinned YBaCuO crystalsduring eld rampsat 8 Oe/s.
The m easurem ents were m ade below 1 K, where they
found relatively big events and only above a certain eld
threshold. A though size distributions are not presented
In this work, the observations suggest that in this case
the avalanches w ere themm ally driven, ie., they were ux
Jum ps.

Stoddart et al. (1993) did sim ilar experin ents w ith
slightly sm allerHallprobeson 02 m thick InsofPb,
and lateralsoon Nb Ins (Stoddart et al., 1995). Here,
big avalanchesw ere observed even in the beginning ofthe

eld sweep (ram p rate unknown), but again size distrlou—
tions were not m easured, thus preventing a com parison
wih SOC . However, from data obtained using a linear
array of 4 m icro-H all probes, the authors could deter-
m ine the In-plane correlations of the avalanche behavior.
This analysis identi ed an average ux bundle radiis of
R 34 m forNb at T = 45 K, in good agreem ent
w ith the collective pinning theory.

Zieve et al. (1996) continued H allprobe studies of
avalanches in YBaCuO crystals, agaln performed at
very low tem peratures, even wellbelow 1 K.Now the
avalanche size statistics was reported, aswellas hystere—
sis e ects observed when the external eld was cyclkd
between 0 and 75 kO e. It was observed that the steps
signaling avalanche behavior have a distinct onset eld,
H yp, during ascent, and that they disappear on the de-
scendingbranch atamuch lower eld. SinceH,; is found
to be essentially independent ofthe eld ram p rate, Z ieve
et al. (1996) exclude the case that the events are ther-
m ally driven. T he avalanche size distrbutions tum out
not to have pow er-law s, but to be instead sharply peaked
around large size (750 vortices) events, which is indica-
tiveof ux jum ping, and which isde nitely not consistent



w ith the SOC . Neverthelss, Zieve et al. (1996) argue
that their avalanches are dynam ically driven, and that a
sandpilk analogy servesto explain the observed hysteretic
behavior: It is not equivalent to add grains to a pike (to
Increase the eld) or to rem ove grains from its base (to
decrease the eld), because the overallweight of the pile
is supported m ainly by the grains at lower positions. To
acoount for the peaked size distributions the authors ex—
tend the analogy. In their opinion, vortex m ass renor—

low tem peratures of these experin ents, m aking vortex
nertiale ects signi cant { and closer to som e sandpile

W hile SO C behavior was clearly not found in the ex-
perin ents of Zieve et al,, it is not equally obvious that
their explanation is fully gem ane: it is today believed

ning centers w th low densiy {as expected for the sam —
ples measured by Zieve et al. (1996){ produce peaked
distrbbutions of avalanches, whilke sharp and dense pin—
ning {as expected for the sam ples m easured by Fild et
al.{ produces distributions closer to a power law .

Retuming to low-T. m aterials, Nowak et al (1997)
studied avalanches in Nb Im s of thicknessd = 500 nm .
Their sam ples had an annular shape, wih inner and
outer diam etersof15 m and 0.1 mm , respectively. Two
3 5 m?=sizedH allprobesw ere used, onem ounted over
the centralhole, and one at a position 22 m o -center,
allow ing detection ofthe total ux involved in avalanches
crossing the Inner edge of the ring (center probe), and
the local avalanche activity in the interior of the sam ple
(0 -center probe). Fig. 5 contains the m ain results of
Nowak et al, where the upper two panels show how the
local eld vardies as the applied eld is cycld between

500 G . The loops, obtained at di erent tem peratures
t= T=T., both contain distinct steps, and i is also evi-
dent that them agniude and frequency ofthese avalanche
events depend strongly on tem perature. M oreover, by
com paring the curves from the two probes (thick and
thin line represent the center and intemal probe, respec—
tively), one nds them not always correlated, show Ing
that both glbal and local ux avalanches indeed take
place. The tem perature dependence of this behavior is
com piled in the lower part ofthe gure, where them ain
graph is a scatter plot over all the events detected by the
center probe during two eld cycles at each tem perature.
O ne sees that n a narrow range 03 < t< 04 the distri-
bution ofavalanche sizes isbroad and covers 12 decades.
At ower tam peratures 02 < t < 0:3 the events cluster
at Jarge systam -spanning sizes, typical for them ally trig—

5 | |
= 5 1
3 ¢ K '
ol ] H
= | 3
Em‘ Ju-ll-l!'rm P ET!
S L R

-500 <350 0 X0 200 0 250 0 IW

Applisd Field, H (G)
R 11 LTt

i I |l !F e
1w -‘!‘ L

i . - ¥
:"f:' - r.' f'il_é
Ble Dol

| - .t";il
o2} ? g

|' g g B

0.2 03 o4 3
Redisced temperature, §

FIG .5 Vortex avalanches reported by Nowak et al. (1997).
Upper panels; local eld vs. applied eld for two nom al-
ized tem peratures de ned as t = T=T. (note the sim ilarity
with Fig. 1c). Lower panel; avalanche size vs. tem perature
diagram , and avalanche size distribbutions for di erent tem -
peratures (inset).

gered jim ps 4, and Interestingly one nds at even Iower
t that the sizes again becom e broadly distrdbbuted. At
t> 04 only an all avalanches occur, and the size distri-
bution is m onotonous and ts a decreasing exponential,
as reported also earlier in { eiden and Rochlin, 199).
From the gure sets, one sees that a power law s?

describes the distribution at t= 0:34. In this work, also
the ram p rate dependence of the avalanche activity was
explored. In their range of rates, from 2 mOe/s to 20
0O e/s, the behavior rem ained una ected, show ing that

the systam is In the slow Iy driven regin e.

Nowak et al. (1997) explain these data on the basis
of a them ally triggered m echanisn . T he analysism akes
quantitative use of the stability param eter , and both
the superconducting In and the substrate are assum ed
to absorb heat. For the particular sam ple in this study
one hasunstable conditions from the low est tem peratures

4 This situation was also found in thin Nb_ _Ins, althqugh

_ avalanche size statistics were not reported CEsqujnazi et aly)
1

1995%).
1



aswellasup to t= 0:37, which is fully consistent w ith
the num erous large—s events in this range, as well as the
rapid cuto of lJarge avalanches at higher t. The broad
distrbbution of avalanches observed in the neighborhood
oft= 037 is related to  becom ing m argihally greater
than 1. Such a ne tunihg of param etersm ay evidently
give powerdaw behavior, at least over a size range of
one decade or so. An alemative explanation for these

ndings is given by O lson et al. (1997) based on M D
sim ulations. T hese authors suggest that, at low tem per-
atures, pinning is so strong that interstitial m otion of
vortices takes place, resulting in peaked distributions of
avalanche sizes. At higher tem peratures the pinning de—
creases, so \ph-to-pin" vortex ow isallowed, giving rise
to w ide distrbutions of avalanche size closer to a power
law .

W hilke the ring con guration of Nowak et al. appears
elegant, i should be em phasized that the critical state in
thin In splaced in a perpendicularapplied eld deviate:
quite dram atically from the picture drawn in Fig.1. In
particular, for a ring-shaped superconductor, the central
holew illcontain a sizablk non-uniform  eld due to shield-

A ctually, as the applied eld is ram ped from zero, there
willbe two ux fronts —one from each edge — advanc-
ing Into the ring. The penetration from the inner edge
consists of antiwvortices, because the edge eld ishere op—
posite to the applied eld. Asthe eld increasesthetwo
fronts eventually m eet (for the Nowak et al. geom etry
thisoccursat 3 m from the inner edge) and annihili-
tion of the two vortex species takes place. W e nd that
the actual eld when this occurs isH. ’ J.d’ 150G,
ifwe assume a valie of Jo = 2 10° A/an? for the
Nb In. It is clear that the samplk of Nowak et al. was
cycled through a set ofm agnetized statesw ith quite com —
plicated ux distrdbutions, where the purely geom etrical
(or dem agnetization) e ectsm ay prevent draw Ing direct
analogies to sandpile dynam ics.

The st spatiaktem poral study of intemal vortex
avalancheswasm ade by Behnia et al. (2000), who m ade
theirm easurem entson a 20 m thick ©ilofNb cut asa
squarew ith sidesoflength 0.8 mm . Unlke previous stud—
Jes, these authors even explored the whole H T region
between H; and He, (seeFig. 6@)). At low tem pera—
tures, indicated by the hatched area, they found catas—
trophic, ux jum p-lke avalanches. O utside this region
the behavior was qualitatively di erent, as exempli ed
by the resuls of the follow ing experim ent m ade at 4.8 K
w ith an applied eld around 1.5 kO e (see the circle in the
phase diagram ).

A 035mm longH allprobe array consisting of8 equally
spaced 20 5 m 2 probes, each one wih a sensitivity
of 016 o, was mounted on the samplk along a m id-
nom alto one of the sides. A fter checking that the eld
creates a Bean model ux density pro ke { something
thatwasdi cul to assess n previousexperin entsdue to
the an all num bers of H all sensors { Behnia and cow ork—
ers m ade a series of m easuram ents as the eld was in—

H (kOe)

1000 5

100

Number of avalanches

Avalanche size (G)

FIG . 6 Vortex avalanches reported by Behnia et al. (2000).
(@) Catastrophic avalanches take place in the dashed area
of the H T diagram , whil smn all ones occur in the rest
of the region between the two lines. () Typical avalanche
size distribbution corresponding to the sm allavalanche region
indicated by the gray circle in the H-T diagram .

creased from 15 kO eatthe rateof1.1 Oe/s. >From each
probe, they found a ocal eld varying in steps, m uch like
those reported by Nowak et al. (1997). The avalanche
size statistics obtained by analyzing the signal from one
probe isshown in Fig. 6 (o). In the an alltevent region the
size distrbution follows a power-Jaw w ith an exponent
of 21 ( tted line), which is wihin the range of expo—
nent valies reported by Field et al. (1995). D eviations
from the straight line start around 0.6 G, and re ect a
clearde ciency of large size events. N ote that the largest
avalanche event isa eld step 0of1.1 G, corresponding to
a sudden entry of 5 vortices under a probe area already
populated by m ore than 6000 vortices. T he authors leave
the lack ofbig avalanches an open question. Could fail-
ure to wai for the extrem ely rare events be the sinple
explanation?

Behnia and coworkers investigated also the tem poral
correlations of avalanches by com paring the signal from
Hall probes located a distance 50 m from each other.
T hey estim ated an average transit tine 0£f0.8 m s, which
gives an avalanche speed of a fow an /s. This can be
com pared w ith the velocity of vortex m otion during ux

ow , given by v nde= oH 2, where , is the nom al
state resistivity. T his gives velocities In the range of 25—
8000 am /s for param eters near the m easuring conditions
of Behnia et al. (2000). Since them al activation and a
possible current dependence of the resistivity would de—



crease this estin ate, we conclude that the velocities of

these avalanches, which have a broad size distrioution,

are consistent with a sin ple picture of the vortex m o-

tion, and In strong contrast to the ultra-fast dendritic
ux penetration discussed later (in Section C).

Pushing the H all probe technique even further, Jam es
et al (2000) used a high resolution SHM to look at ux
penetration ntoal m thick Nb In shapedasal00 m
w ide strip. A s the applied eld was slow Iy swept up and
then down, they found @y keeping the sensor station—
ary 25 m from the edge) a step-lke behavior in the
Hall signal, much as In previous cbservations. But new
aspects of the behavior were uncovered when the probe
w as scanned across a large part ofthe sam plk area. This
showed that the ux does not penetrate w ith a sm ooth
advancing front, but instead asa series irreqularly shaped
protrusions. T hese protrusions were easily distinguished

aturesbelow 4 K .W hereas the blobsare m ly believed
to be the visble result of conventional ux jum ps, Jam es
et al. speculate about the origin ofthe num erous protru—
sions, which are apparent at alltem peraturesup to Tc. A
key observation is that when the protrusions invade the
ux freeM eissner region the neighboring \ ngers" show a
strong tendency to avoid each other. H ad the protrusions
been the ngerprint of scratchesor other defects facilitat-
ingeasy uxpenetration inthe In,thiskind ofbehavior
would be very unlkely. Tnstead, Jam esetal. suggest that
som e long-range repulsive orce plays a roke here, and in—
deed such an interaction does exist between vortices in
thin sam ples. In contrast to the exponential dependence
In bulk, there is for thin superconductors in a perpen—
dicular eld a long-range inverse distance squared decay
of the vortex-vortex force due to their surface screening

the ux penetration in the form of these protrusions is
an exam ple of a dynam ically driven vortex system fuill
of avalanche dynam ics. By taking di erences ofthe pen—
etration pattem at two elds di ering by 10 G, i was
dem onstrated that the ux front advances by an appar-
ently random sequence of localized burstsof uxm otion.
T he size of these events was found to vary, but Jam es

et al. (2000) do not report quantitative size statistics of

any kind.

So far, all the m entioned studies of vortex avalanches
and their statistics, ie. those where SOC ideas were
exam Ined using m icro-H all probes, have lacked know -
edge about the actual \m agnetic landscape" In which
the probes were located. Furthem ore, the num ber of
recorded avalanches have been fairly lim ited, estim ated
to be around 150 events in the experim ents of Zieve et
al (1996) and 5000 events in those of Behnia et al
(2000), and thus hardly su cient to convincingly estab—
lish power law s w hen broad size distributions are found.
Both these shortcom ings were largely in prr?ved by A -

shuler and coworkers & Ishuler et al, 2003) who com —

bined M O Iw ith the recording ofm any long series ofH all
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probe data. A Iso the sample used wasa Nb fil, 30 m
thick and cut into a square with 1.5 mm sides. Figure 7
shows an M O I picture of ux penetration into the sam -
ple, and reveals that the distrbbution doesnot corresoond
to a sin ple sam ple-spanning critical state, but rather to
a sst of ux ridges, each having an \nnverted-V ," Bean’s-
like pro . In this landscape an 11 probe Hall array,
wih 10 10 m ? sensorareas, wasm ounted on the slope
ofthe largest ridge, as Indicated by the set ofwhite dots
SmFig. 7.

Shown in Fig. 8 is the signal from one ofthe Hall sen—
sors recorded asthe eld wasramped from 0 to 35kOe
at10e/sand T = 48 K .W hen the curve is exam Ined
In detail (see lower inset), one nds clear signatures of
avalanche dynam ics along the whole range of elds. By
analyzing the data from allofthe 11 probes for repeated
num bers ofexperin entsm ade under the sam e conditions,
severalhundred thousand events w ere registered and an—
alzed. The resulting size distrdoution is plotted in the
upper nset ofthe gure, which show sthat the avalanche
sizes covering tw o decades follow a power law w ith a slope
of 30 02. To check the robustness of this result, the
authors explored the avalanche behavior at m any loca—
tions by rem ounting the Hall array at various positions
In the landscape. A power law behaviorwas found every—
where and the exponent was essentially the same. The
observed robustness gives grounds for the claim to have,
forthe rsttime, cbserved SOC In  ux dynam ics.

In an attem pt to investigate also the rigidity of the
vortices involved in these avalanches, a pairofH allarrays

5 M O Iexperin ents w ere recently m ade by the authors (speci cally
forthis Colloquium ) on Nb foilskindly provided by K .Behnia. It
w_as found that for sam ples sim ilar to the ones studied in @ ehnjd‘

:__el: al, 2000) the ux penetration is globally non-B ean-like and

quite sim ilar to the one seen in Fig. 7, at least below 500 O e.
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FIG .8 Vortex avalanches reported by A Ishuleret al. (2002).
M ain curve and lower inset: evolution of the num ber of vor-
tices under the H allprobe areas seen In F ig. 7 as the extemal

eld is increased. Upper panel: resulting avalanche size dis-
trdbution.

were m ounted on the two sides of the Nb foil with the

The analysis of crosscorrelations in these data indeed
show s som e degree of correlated behavioron the tw o sides
of the sam ple, which ism ost clearly seen for the bigger
avalanches.

Very recently, Radovan and Zieve (2003) used a m icro
Hallprobe of 400 m ? area to look at the avalanche be-
havior in type IT, Pb thin In s0of100 nm thickness. The
extemal eld was slow Iy ram ped up to 400 O e, at vari-
ous tem peratures between 027 and 5.9 K . T he authors
found large avalanches at relatively high tem peratures,
and \m icro-avalanches" at low er tem peratures. Based on
these observations they report power law distrbutions of
avalanche sizes at the two tem peratures 03K and 4 3K,
w ith exponents of2.0 and 1.1, respectively.

Another three recent papers report avalanches ob-—
served by m icro H all probes, although w thout including
avalanche size statistics. Shung et al. (1998) found non-
catastrophic vortex avalanches on a single crystal torus
m ade from the heavy fermm ion superconductorUPt;. The
authors suggest that the observed sharp tem perature on—
set for the appearance of avalanches is an indication of
broken tin e reversal symm etry. Ooiet al. found signs
0of SOC in the 1=f noise spectrum they obtained from
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the analysis of avalanches found in B SrpCaCu,0g sin—
glecrystals® . The sam ekind of sam plesw ere studied also
by M iner (2001), who below 1 K and up to 17 T found
huge avalanches that strongly resem ble those reported by
Zieve et al. or YBCO crystals. M ilner proposes a num —
ber ofpossible explanations to the phenom enon, ranging
from dom ain structures that m odulate the interplay be—
tween interpin and intervortex spacings, to broken tim e
reversal sym m etry in his sam ples.

C . M agneto-O ptical In aging experin ents

T he use ofthe space-and tin eresolvingpowerofM O I
to study ux m otion was pioneered already In the 1960s.
Inspired by the visualization work ofD eSorbo and New —
house (1962), W erthein er and G ilchrist (1967) used a
fast cam era technique to study how ux penetrates into
disks 0f Nb, V and various alloy superconductors. A s
the applied eld increased, they found events of abrupt

ux invasion starting from a point along the perin eter.
For the understanding of the nature of these avalanches,
one particular observation was crucial, nam ely, that the
events were acoom panied by bubbles form ed in the lig-
uid coolant right above the sam ple surface. It was evi-
dent that them o-m agnetic ux jum ps had, for the st
tin e, been directly visualized. These early experin ents
showed also that the bursts of ux motion 21l Into two
categordes: \an ooth" and \irregqular" (orbranching), re—
ferring to the geom etricalshape ofthe nvading ux front.
The two types of avalanches were by W erthein er and
G ilchrist (1967) found to be related to the sam ple qual-
ity : sm ooth Jum pswere typical for \pure" sam ples, while
the branching pattems were seen only in the alloy disks,
suggesting that m aterial inhom ogeneities drastically per—
turb the course of the avalanches.

Then in 1993, the branching scenario of ux penetra—
tion was revisited by Leiderer et al. (1993) m aking full
use of the high spatial and tem poral resolution o ered
by the ferrite gamet indicator Ins. A typicalpattem,
this tine observed In thin Ins of YBaCuO, is shown
In Fig. 9@). These magni cant dendritic pattems were
triggered by perturbing a ux— lled rem nant state with
a laserpulse red at a point near the sam ple edge. This
heated spoot becam e the root of the branching structure,
w hich iswhere the trapped ux has escaped the sam pl.
T he study revealed that ifthe experin ents w ere repeated
In exact detail, the branching form s would nevertheless
vary w idely. In other words, these events produce \irreg—
ular" ux pattems that are not controlled by quenched
disorder in the sam ple.

Soon after, Duran et al. (1995) found essentially the
sam e spectacular behavior in  In s ofNb. This tin e the

® T hese experim ents cannot be easily com pared to others presented
in this C olloquium , since they do not involve a slow increase of
the applied eld ata xed tem perature.



FIG .9 Flux dendrites form ed abruptly in thin Im supercon-—
ductors. @): InYBaCuO atT = 42K ; (o) and (©): InM gB,
at T = 38 and 10 K, respectively; (d) and (e): By vortex dy—
nam ics sin ulations m ade for low and high tem perature (see
text).

dendritic ux pattemsw ere produced by sin ply lowering
the eld from 135 O e applied during the sam p¥’s initial
cooling to various tem peratures below T.. These Ins
were 500 nm thick, and the overall conditions resem ble

closely the descending eld branch in the Hall probe ex—
perin ents of Nowak et al.. W hat the M O I revealed was

that the dendritic pattems actually vary in their m or-
phology, changing from quasilD structures at tem pera—
tures below 035 T., to highly branched structures a la
the one seen in Fig. 9@) at tem peratures approaching

065 T.. These ndings strongly suggest that the cluster
of large-size events at the lowest tam peratures reported

by Nowak et al. (1997) are due to the abrupt form ation

of such m acroscopic dendritic structures.

D endritic avalanches w ith the sam e qualitative char-
acteristics were observed quite recently also n In s of

the abrupt events were triggered sim ply by ram ping up
the applied eld. During slow ramps after zero- eld-
cooling to 4 K, the Ins became Invaded by num erous
dendrites, w hich burst into the M eissner state region one
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at a tine (see Fig. 9()). for the case oftM gB,. Near
10 K, the dendritic structures becom e much larger, as
In (c), whereas at even higher tem peratures and up to
Tc. = 39K such \irregular" features cease to be form ed.
W hat is the nature of this type of avalanches, and why
do they take the form ofbranching ux dendrites? To

nd the answer, one should note from Fig. 9 that the
dendrite ngershave a strong tendency to avoid overlap—
pihg. A sdiscussed In relation to the work of Jam eset al.
(2000), this is probably a result of the long-range action
of the repulsive force between vortices in thin  Ins. The
sam e \explosive" force can possibly also be regponsible
for the branching itself, although the m echanism for se—
Jecting these seem ngly random bifircation points is not
yet clear.

T hese observations form ed the basis for a M D -type of
com puter code Johansen et al. (2002), where the dynam -
ical equation (:_2) was modi ed to account for the thin

In geom etry, ie. by ushg 1=F htervortex forces, and
adding a tem for the Lorentz force from the M eissner
currents, which in thin superconductors ow over the
whole area. Finally, a them al com ponent was intro—
duced: W hen any vortex im oves a distance r;, given
by evalnating v;, an am ount ofheat, Q; = rifi, ispro—
duced that raises the tam perature In the neighborhood of
thetragctory by T / Q ;. Thishasthen a directe ect
on the local pinning conditions, since the pinning oroce
istaken to be T dependent @sf;® / 1 T=T.).Resuks
ofthese sim ulations are seen in Figs. 9(d) and (), show—
Ing ux penetration pattems corresponding to low and
high tem peratures, respectively. N otice that som e of the
dendritic ngers have a \spine," which is the instanta-
neous m ap of the tem perature rise due to recent tra c
of vortices penetrating from the upper edge. Evidently,
the avalanche m orphology found experim entally is very
well reproduced by these sim ulations. A 1so analyticalef-
forts have addressed the sam e question, and calculations
by Aranson et al. (2001) suggest that vortex \m icro—
avalanches" can be triggered by a hot spot, and that
the tem perature distribbution can evolve in a branching
m anner. D egpite the qualitative success of the theoret-
ical work, m ore needs to be done to understand these
avalanches at a quantiative level. For exampl, M O I
using doublepulse laser ilum nation w ith tim e intervals
Jessthan 10 nshas shown that the speed ofdendrite prop—

agation n YBaCuO iscloseto 25km /s @01z, 2002). This
is orders ofm agnitude higher than the avalanche velociy
reported by Behnia et al. (2000), and actually the two
scenarios appeartotally di erent, asone would expect for
dynam ically and them ally driven system s. Interestingly,
the speed ofdendrite propagation even exceeds the sound
velocity in the m aterdal, raising questions about which

non-phonon heat conduction m echanisn is here active.

Very recently, MOI was used to study also non-
catastrophic avalanches. In the work of Bobyl et al.
(2003) the 1rst spatially resolved observation of vortex
avalanches on a m esoscopic scale is reported. A thin

In of M gB, was Investigated at tem peratures below



10 K, where ux dendrites can form in this m aterial,
but the applied eld was now kept below the threshold
for dendrite form ation. By increasing the eld slowly
(60 m O e/s) avalanchesw ere cbserved by subtracting sub—
sequent In ages recorded at Intervalsof H = 01 0e.A 1l

the avalanches were seen to have a regular shape w ith no

sign of ram i cation, and they appear at seem ngly ran-
dom placesm ainly near the edge ofthe In . The total
num ber of vortices participating in an avalanche varied

between 50 and 10000. H owever, the work does not re—
port any detailed statistics. Interestingly, the m esoscopic

avalanches, having a typical linear size o£10-20 m , con—

tinue to form also at the higher elds where the large
dendrites dom inate the ux penetration. M oreover, it is
found that, above 10 K , both types of avalanches (m eso—
socopic ones and dendrites) cease to form suggesting that

only one physicalm echanisn is responsible for both.

In awork by Aegerteretal. (2003) an 80 nm thick Im
of YBaCuO was, after zero- eld cooling to 42 K, sub—
cted to a perpendicular eld slow Iy increased in a step—
wisem anner. A fltereach eld step 0£f05 O g, the sample
was allowed to relax for 10 seconds before an in age was
taken. By subtracting subsequent in ages, the di erence
In ux density B, X;y) was obtained and integrated
over a subarea L. L ofthe total eld of view. This
revealed clearly that the evolution of the m agnetic ux

of various sizes. To allow for a nitesize scaling type
of analysis, the authors et L vary between 180 m and

15 m . The histogram of avalanche size distrbutions
wih 4 di erent L values show s power law s, which when
com bined extend over m ore than 3 decades. Further—
m ore, plotting the histogram versus the scaled avalanche
size s=L.° showsa good data collapseusing = 129 and

D = 1:89. In addition, the authors m easure both the
so—called roughness exponent and the fractal din ension

of the avalanche clusters, and show that the set of expo—
nents obey a universalscaling relation. T his gives strong
Indication that SOC ispresent in their system .

Related to this is the earlier observation of kinetic
\roughening" of advancing ux fronts in high-T. Ins
(Surdeanu et al., 1999). By applying scaling analysis, it
was shown that there exists two regin es; at sm all length
scales or short tin e scales, where static disorder dom i~
nates, the roughening and grow th exponents corresoond
to a directedpercolation-depinning m odel, whereas at
larger scales tem poralstochastic noise dom inates and the
exponents com e close to those ofthe K ardarP arisiZhang
KPZ) model. This nding has comm on ground w ith

nding of the dynam ically driven avalanche com m unity:
theoreticalm odels In sandpiles have established relations
betw een the criticalexponents ofavalanche dynam ics and
those for interface grow th, including ©r the KPZ Chen

The M O I technique m ade a giant lap forward when
Goa et al. (2002) succeeded to resolve individual vor-
tices, and thereby directly visualizing theirm otion. Im —
m ediately, one obtained here a new m ethod capabl of
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FIG .10 Vortex avalanches in NbSe; observed by M O I. The
bright and dark dots show where vortices have m oved to and
from , respectively, during a eld step of4 mOe. The scale
bar is 10 m icron long.

ollow Ing vortex avalanche dynam ics in fi1ll detail,’ and
not only through sam pling ofthe ux density integrated
over som e area. In particular, sihglevortex resolution
M O I could contribute to test experim entally the role of
interstitial versus \pih-to-pin" m otion of vortices during

illustrate what is now possble, Fig. 10 shows an in age
which isthe di erence oftwo M O I pictures recorded be—
fore and after the applied eld was increased by 4 mOe
during 1 second. The superconductor is here a 0.1 mm
thick single crystalofNbSe, at 4 K . T he bright and dark
dots show the localincrease and decrease ofthe eld, ie.,
they are the positions the vortices have hopped to and
from , respectively. T he areas w here such dots are absent
also contain vortices, but they have not m oved during
this particular Interval. From the in age one can clearly
dentify vortex avalanches of various sizes, eg., there is
a quite large event taking place on the lkft side, and
m any sn allones, down to lndividual hops, are scattered
over the whole eld of view. A lthough this new high-
resolution M O Im ethod hasnot yet been used speci cally
to study avalanche aspects, it is evident that the experi-
m entalpotential is huge, and w illbring us closer to a fi1ll
understanding of vortex dynam ics.

D . M iscellaneous experin ents

Vortex avalanches not associated wih conventional
ux Jjmps have been detected also through other

7 Com pared to Lorentz m icroscopy, the only other m ethod w ith
the sam e capability, the M O I is not restricted to sam ples so thin
that the electron beam goes through.
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TABLE I List ofexperin ents reporting vortex avalanche size distributions. T he Inform ation In the table w as extracted directly
or iIndirectly from the references cited. \E xp," \peak," \power" (exponent) and \stexp" refer to exponential, peaked, pow er-law
and stretched exponential distributions of avalanche sizes, respectively.

Ref Geom : M aterial Sensor Avalanche T=T. H range Rate A valanche
type kO e] D e/s] distribution
Heiden et al. hollow Pb-Tn pickup o —edge 0.6 055 { 10 { 100 exp
(1968) cylinder coil 0.85
Field et al hollow Nb-Ti pickup o —edge 03 225 { 5 power(l4 { 22)
(1995) cylinder coil 7.55 (slow ram ps)
Zieve et al. planar YBCuO Hall intemal 001 0{ 80 7 peak
(1996) crystal probe
Nowak et al. planar Nb Hall o —edge 0.15 { 05 { 0.002 { peak/power(2.0)
(1997) ring In probes & Intermal 1.12 05 20
A egerter planar BSCCO SQU D o edge 0.06 { ? 0 exp/power(2)
(1998) crystal 038
Behnia et al. planar Nb Hall intemal 0.52 15 1 peak/power(2.05)
(2000) In probes /stexp
A Ishuleret al. planar Nb Hallprobes intemal 05 0{35 1 power(3.0)
(2002) foil & MOI
Aegerteretal. planar YBCO MOI intemal 0.05 0-0.15 0.05 power(1.30)
(2003) In
Radovan, Zieve planar Pb Hall Intemal 0.7 0004 0233 peak
(2003) In probes /power(1.1,2.0)

them , only A egerter (1998) reported ava]anche size dis—
tributions by studying the detailed ux motion during
creep n a BLSrnCaCu,04g crystal. Instead of driving
the vortices by Increasing the applied m agnetic eld, the
avalanches were here created by them al activation in a
constant applied eld. Usinga SQU ID sensor the events
were recorded as tin e went by ©r m ore than 10° sec—
onds. The main nding is that at low tem peratures
(0.06 T.) the distrbution of avalanche sizes show s power

V.SUMMARY AND OPEN QUESTIONS

W hen an account ofa given scienti csub eld isw ritten
Iong after the key developem ents, a m ysterious lering
process takes place which results In a nice concerto of ex—
perin ents, perfectly ain ed at the \big question." How—
ever, In the case of vortex avalanche experin ents cruel
reality has forced us to replace such an idyllic approach
by a much more dispinted literary style. Nevertheless,
w e have stillbeen able to distill from the avaibble exper—
In ents a set of issues and questions that m ay contribute
signi cantly to the understanding of the physics beyond
vortex avalanches.

law behavior, whereas at higher tem peratures (0.8 T.)
the distribbution becom es exponential. A theoretical dis—
cussion of these results has been provided by M ult et
al. 2001), based on the BasskrPaczuskiCA with addi-
tionalM onteC arlo rules to account for the slow them al
activation. T hey conclide that the criticalexponents ob—
tained In creep experim ents can be related to, but are not
identical to, those predicted in the original SO C schem e.

To summ arize, Table 1 gives an overview ofthem ain
results conceming avalanche statistics and experim ental
conditions reported in allthe papers review ed In thisC ol
loquiim .

A though low-T. m aterials dom inate m ost of the ex—
perin ents in w hich avalanche size statistics are reported,
the types of sam ples used are w idely di erent (cylinders,

In s, foils) and the tem perature, eld ranges, and eld
sweep rates vary quite a bit from report to report. The
occurrence of avalanches In the di erent regions of the
H T phase diagram has been only rarely explored. In
practice, it has proved di cult to tell if the ocbserved
avalanches are them ally or dynam ically triggered, al-
though there is consensusthat the rstonesaboundatT
below 4 K orso {at least n Iow -T. sam ples. Rem arkably,
only one experin entalwork on high-T. m aterials reports
to have found non-catastrophic avalanches during slow Iy



Increasing eld. Is this general situation due to lack of
Instrum ental resolution, or perhaps are the avalanches
jast \am oothed out" by therm al activation?

Even when non-catastrophic avalanches are detected
asthe el is swept, opihions are divided as to their ori-
gin. Som e authors clamm that Self O rganized C riticality
is at the core of the dynam ics. But robust, welkde ned
power law s have proved som ew hat elusive: N ature does
not seem to likem ore than two decades ofavalanche sizes
m easured In a single experim ent...or have we failed to be
patient enough to collect the appropriate wealth of data

@vnicetal, 1998)?

Som e sim ulations suggest that the type of avalanche
size distribution m ay depend on the nature and densiy
ofpinning sites {in analogy w ith experim ents in sandpiles
with di erent typesofgrainsand baseson which thepiles
are grown. D e nitive experin ents to check this hypoth—
esis can be perform ed only on samples wih arti cially
tailored pinning landscapes. Iftrue, could m easurem ents
ofavalanche size distrbutionsbecom e a toolto gureout
the pinning features of a given sam ple?

In the case ofnon-catastrophic events, and w hen pow er
law behavior is found, there is a great dispersion In the
criticalexponent ofthe avalanche size distrbutions. T his
appliesto both experim ent and theory: W hik forthe rst
category the exponent ranges from 1.3 to 3.0, In the sec—
ond i typically spans from 1 to 2, and i can go even
further. An In portant principle question then arises: Is
it possible to establish a oneto-one correspondence be—
tween the di erent experin ents and m odels?

Power law distrbutions of avalanche sizes are expect—
edly associated to linear ux pro Ils (like origihally pro—
posed by Bean), since nonlinear ones, in principle, cannot
result In scale-nvariant avalanches. M any of the recent
experim ents have been m ade on thin superconductors
In a perpendicular m agnetic eld where the ux den-—
sity pro les have an enhanced slope near the sam plk’s
edge and center. This applies even for samples wih a
constant critical current density. In bulk sam ples there
is also a possbilty for having non-linear pro ls due
to a B -dependence of the critical current density, eg.
as In the Kin m odel. W hat exactly are the di erences
In avalanche behaviors when non-Bean ux pro ls are
present? Are they din inished when the sensors cover
only a sn all area of the sam plk?

T he very nature of the \avalanching ob fcts" is som e~
tin es In question due to the lack of appropriate nstru—
m ents: are they individualvortices, or ux bundles? Are
they rigid entities? O r perhaps we are seeing the irrequ—
largrowth oftiny ux ngers, only visible with them ost
sophisticated instrum ents?

In aging techniques suggest that the scenario where
avalanches take place can eventually be quite distant
from the basic Bean’s critical state. Catastrophic
avalanches seem to be associated w ith \bursting," non—
repeatdble dendritic structures, while non-catastrophic
ones are m ostly found in m aterials where the eld pen-
etrates as ngers wih a Bean’slike cross section. Even
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\roughness" in the critical state can be related to vortex
avalanches, but this relation is just starting to be prop-
erly established. M O I seam sto have the potentialtom a—
terialize our w ildest dream s in vortex avalanche studies:
high spatial and tem poral resolutions, and the ability to
take \m agnetic pictures" of an am ple region of the sam —
pl. This technique is only 1lim ited by the speed of data
acquisition and data storage capabilities..out, w ith a 1it-
tle patience, these will nd their way from H ollywood
speciale ects departm ents to scienti ¢ labs.

A1l in all, it becom es clar that there are m ore ques—
tions than answers in the eld ofvortex avalanches. T his
is of course good new s for the scientists working in Com —
plex System s, but probably even better new s for the vor-
tex physics com m uniy, which is busy these days tight-
ening up the last bols to the equiliorium H T diagram
of superconductors.
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