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A sin ple m echanical springlock m odel is Introduced for studying m agnetization phenom ena and
in particularly the Barkhausen noise. The m odel captures and reproduces the accepted m icroscopic
picture of dom ain wall m ovem ent and pinning. Com puter sin ulations suggest that this m odel

is able to reproduce the m ain characteristics of hysteresis loops and Barkhausen Jum ps.

In the

therm odynam ic lin it the statistics of the obtained Barkhausen Jum ps follow s several scaling law s,
In qualitative agreem ent w ith the experin entalresuls. T he sin plicity of the m odeland the invoked
m echanical analogies m akes it attractive for com puter sin ulations and pedagogical purposes.

PACS numbers76.60E j 75.60~d, 0510a

I. NTRODUCTION

Barkhausen noise BN) belongs to the fam ily of the
so—called crackling noises [L] Tt appears as a series of
discrete and abrupt jum ps in the m agnetization when
a ferrom agnetic sam ple is placed under varying extemal
m agnetic eld. It isbelieved that the BN isa consequence
of the fast m ovem ent of dom ain walls between pinning
centers, w hich are etther defects or in purities in the ferro-
m agnetic sam ple. T he present paper intends to Introduce
a sin ple and successfiilm echanicalm odel for describing
this classic m agnetization phenom enon. The sin plicity
ofthe m odeland the invoked m echanicalanalogiesm ake
thism odelattractive for com puter sim ulation studiesand
pedagogical purposes.

T he Barkhausen phenom enon is interesting from sev—
eral points of view . From a practical side, by m easur-
Ing the BN there is a possbility for non-destructive and
non-invasive m aterial testing and control. On the other
hand, from a pure conceptualview point, by studying the
BN onem ight reach a better understanding of the com —
plex dynam icsofdom ain walls during m agnetization pro—
cesses.

Sihce its discovery (1917) BN has been intensively
studied. Num erous m easurem ents were done to clarify
the statistical properties of the BN [2.{-4'] R egarding the
nature ofthe B arkhausen noise (white noise, 1=f noise, or
1=f2? noise) even the experin ental results are incoherent
w ith each other. The m ost extensive m easurem ents and
data analysiswere perform ed by Spaso gvicet al. r_Q] w ith
aocommercialVITROVAC 6025-X m etalglass (quasi2D )
sam ple. A fter perfom ing the statistical and num erical
calculations, they have found: (i) powerdaw type distri-
bution for signal duration w ith scaling exponent 222,
(i) power-Jaw behavior for signal area w ith scaling ex—
ponent 1:77, and (il) powerdaw type power spectrum
with scaling exponent 1:6 to 1:7. From here they
concluded that BN isnot pure 1=f, nor 1=f? (8 rownian)

type noise, but som ething between thesetwo. P lewka, et
al. f_?.] perform ed m easuram ents (and calculations) w ith
a sin ilar experin ental setup on an am orphous ribbbon
In an open m agnetic circuit. They obtained instead a
valie around 0:9 for the scaling exponent of the power
spectrum . From this result they concluded that BN is
typically 1=f noise. O ‘Brien and W eissn an ] perform ed
m easurem entsw ith a SQ U ID m agnetom eter on an am or-
phous iron-based m etallicalloy (2605T CA ) and they sug—
gested that BN ismuch closerto a white noise than a 1=£f
noise and di ers sharply from m ost typical 1=f noises.
BN received a special attention in the context of self-
organized criticality. Self -organized criticality (SOC) is
a tem used for a class of com plex phenom ena where
non-equilbrium broadband noise in driven system s re—
ects a type of selforganization, producing states w ith
power-law correlations closely analogous to critical phe—
nom ena E]. Som e of the ingredients 0of SO C were known
to be potentially relevant to BN . In som e cases, m ag—
netization changes have been directly observed to occur
via avalanche process in the dom ain topology E]. These
avalanches exhibit som e scaling e ects, at last over a
narrow range ofparam eters, and their behavior hasbeen
described by a SO C m odel fj.;r_é] T here are how ever other
approaches that put under doubt the relevance of the
SOC concept to BN . O Brien and W eissman {] or ex—
am ple argued that the presum ed 1=f nature ocfBN and
the cbserved power-law distribbutions are not necessar-
iky evidences 0f SO C, but rather the consequences of the
scaling properties of quenched disorder In the m aterial.
M any conceptually di erent m odels were elaborated
to explain BN and is scaling properties. W ithout the
Intention ofm aking a com plete review , here we w illm en—
tion only a few selected theoretical approaches. A lessan—
dro et al. f_ﬁ] proposed a single degree of freedom m odel
ABBM m odel) that considers the m otion ofa single do—
main wall in a spatially rough coercive eld created by
the defects. They concluded that a m ean— eld approxi-
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m ation isadequate, and found pow er-law behavior forthe
B arkhausen pulse size distrdbbution. A nother m odel [_lj]
w hich is strongly related to the previousone considersthe
m otion ofa single exdbledom ain wallin an uncorrelated
disordered m edium . T his approach lads to a pow er-Jlaw
distrdbution of the avalanche sizes (exponent 1:5) and
durations (exponent 2),and yieldsan exponent 2 for
the scaling of the power spectrum . Perkovic, D ahm en
and Sethna f_l-]_:] described the BN in temm s of avalanches
near a critical point. They used the zero-tem perature
random eld Isngmodel RFIM ), In which the e ect of
the pinning centers was taken into account as a nom ally
distrbbuted Iocal random eld. Thism odelwas abl to
account for the pow er-law s characteristic for the distri-
bution ofavalanche sizes, signalarea and signalduration.
A nother theoretical attem pt by O . N arayan E[Z_i] consid—
ers a multiple degrees of freedom m odel, studying the
relaxational dynam ics of a single dom ain wall in a two-—
din ensional Ising system . Thism odel yields a pow er-law
w ith criticalexponent 15 forthe power spectrum . The
m odel predicts that in other dim ensions di erent critical
exponents are expected, for exam ple In one-dim ension
the critical exponent for the power soectrum should be
zero. T hisresul is in contradiction w ith the prediction of
them ean— e%(il approxin ation orthe single degree of free—
dom m odel @], which predicts the value 2 for the expo—
nent, independently of the dim ensionality of the m odel.

D espite of the num erous com plex m odels and concep—
tually di erent approaches, presently none ofthem isable
to face realistically all the experin entally observed fea—
tures of the B arkhausen phenom enon. T he soringblock
m odel which will be introduced in this paper o ers an
elegant altemative. A s it willbe shown in the follow ing,
thism odelhasthe potentialto explain w ithin a relatively
sin ple m annerm ost of the experim entally observed scal-
Ing law s characteristic to BN .

II.THE SPRINGBLOCK M ODEL

The model is essentially a one-din ensional soring—
block system . It is ain ed to reproduce the acospted m i+
croscopic picture ofdom ain walldynam ics for 180 degree
B loch-walls which separate inversely ordiented (+3j  j+
J  Jjt ::3) magnetic dom ains (Fjg-;i) .

W e assum e that the dom ain walls are pinned by de-
fects and In purities, and cannot m ove unless the resul-
tant force acting on them is bigger than the strength of
the Fp pinning force. W hen the resulting force is greater
than the pinning force, the wall sin ply jum ps in the re—
sulting force direction on the next pinning center. Apart
of this pinning force there are two other types of forces
acting on each dom ain wall. To understand these forces
¥t usconsiderthe i~th wall (which separatesthe 1 1)-th
and i-th dom ain) free to m ove and allother walls xed.
O ne ofthe forces acting on the dom ain wall, Fy , results
from the m agnetic energy of the domamns iand @ 1)

In an extermalm agnetic eld. Let us 'o'ons:ider the exter—
nalm agnetic eld as sketched in Figid. T he interaction
energy between one m agnetic dom ain and the extemal
m agnetic eld:

W= g H M @)

where ¢y isa constant, H isthe strength ofthe extemal
magnetic eld and M is the m agnetization of the do—
main (the positive direction both forM and H is taken
upwards). Taking into account that the (1 1) and i
neighboring dom ains are opposiely oriented, their total
energy of interaction w ith the extemalm agnetic eld is:

W @HD=W; 1+ Wi= @ H M 2)

The quantity M (the sum of m agnetizations of the
neighboring (I 1) and idom ains) is related to the two
dom ains’ length’sdi erence ( x=x; x 1) as

M= (1) x @)
where is constant relating the size of the dom ain w ith
it’s m agnetization. From Q) and @) it results:

( l)j_+1

The force Fy acting on dom ain walli can be determ ined
considering the L elem entary work perform ed by this
force, when the wall is digplaced by a distance d1

W = el H X 4)

L=F, dl= di @= ( ‘B H d(x)=
= ( e H 2d1 (5
Feo= 2= (12 H= (1 =H ®)
H aL (¢34

wih = 2@ another constant. In our m odel for the
sake ofsim plicity wede netheunitssuch that = 1.For
positive values ofthe extermalm agnetic eld this forceen—
courages the ncrease ofthe dom ains ordented in the + di-
rection, and for negative values of the extermalm agnetic

eld this force tends to increase the size of the dom ains
oriented in the { direction.

A second type of force, Fy, , acting on both sides of
the dom ain walls, is due to the m agnetic selfenergy of
each dom ain. T his force tends to m Inin ize the length of
each dom ain. Tt can be Imm ediately shown that F, is
proportional w ith the length of the considered dom ain.
The E ; m agnetic selfenergy of a m agnetic dom ain i has
the fom

Ei= G M, (7)
where g, isa constant. A s In the previous case
dM)= L=

dE; = Gu Fdl ®)

and from here the F,, force:
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The constant f,, is an In portant coupling param eter in
this m odel and acts as the elastic constant of some m e~
chanical springs.

The system ofthe Fy, F, and Fy forces can be now
easily m apped on a m echanical spring-block m odel.
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FIG .1. Sketch of the m echanical springdlock m odel

The main constituents in this m echanical m odel are
random ly distributed pinning centers, rigid walls sitting
on pinning centers (describing B loch-w alls) separating +
and { ordented dom ains and springs between the walls
(describing the F, forces). T he strength of the pinning
centers (pinning forces), Fp, are random ly distrdbbuted ol
JIow iIng a nom aldistrlbution. W alls can be only on pin—
ning centers and two walls are not allowed to occupy the
sam e pinning center. This constraint in plies that the
num ber of m agnetic dom ains and dom ain walls are kept
constant and are thus a-priori xed. D om ains cannot to—
tally disappear and new dom ains cannot appear during
m agnetization phenom ena. T he elastic sorings are ideal
w ith zero equilbriim length and w ith the tension linearly
proportionalw ith their length. T he tension in the elastic
sorings w ill reproduce the F, forces. Beside the pinning
forces and the tensions in the springs there is an extra
force acting on each wall. The strength of this force is
proportional w ith the exterior m agnetic elds intensity,
it is the sam e or allwallsbut its direction is nverse for
+3j and 3 walls. This Proe will reproduce the K
forces.

T he dynam ics ofthism odel is ain ed to reproduce real
m agnetization phenom ena. F irst N, pinning centers are
random ly distrbuted on a xed length (L) interval, and
their strengths are assigned. Than a xed N, number
of walls are random ly spread over the pinning centers
I\ N ) and connected by ideal springs. N eighboring
dom ainsare assigned opposite m agnetic ordentation. T he
extemalFy foroe is rst chosen zero (corresponding to
H = 0), and we kt the system relax to an equilbrium
con guration. To achieve this we calculate the resultant
ofthe F, forceson each wall. If the strength of the pin-—
ning force acting on one wall is am aller than the force
resulting from the tension of the springs attached to i,

the wallw ill jum p in the direction of the resultant force
on the next pinning site. However, if this pinning site
is already occupied, the wallrem ains in is originalposi-
tion. W e assum e that the tin e needed for the system to
achieve equilbrium is zero. Tt is In portant to note that
one event (jum p) can trigger m any other events leading
to avalanche-lke processes. T he above dynam ics is con—
tinued until the equilbrium is satis ed for each dom ain
wall. The order in which the position of the walls is up—
dated is random .

O ncethe niialequilbrium con guration isreachedwe
begin to sim ulate the m agnetization phenom enon. The
value of the Fy extemal force is Increased step-by-step
(corresponding to an increasing H m agnetic eld inten-
sity), and for each new Fy value an equilbrium position
ofthe system is searched. In equilbriim the m agnitude
of the resulting force on each wall should be lss than
the pinning force acting on that wall. In each equilb-
riim con guration we calculate the totalm agnetization
ofthe system as:

M = L s (10)

i

where 1; is the length of dom ain i, and s; is it’s orden—
tation: + 1 for positive ordentation, and 1 for negative
orientation. W e increase Fy until no m ore walls can
m ove and the m agnetization reaches ism axim al valie.
Starting from this we decrease step-by-step the value of
Fy ,and foreach new valie the equilbriuim con guration
is again reached and the totalm agnetization com puted.
T he system isdriven until oppositely oriented saturation.
From here we Increase again the value of Fy and m any
hysteresis cycles are sin ulated. Throughout the whole
sim ulation we assum e that equilbbriuim is instanteneously
achieved for any value ofthe H extermalm agnetic eld.

During the simulation we are m onitoring the varia—
tion of the m agnetization focusing on the shape of the
hysteresis loop, jum p size distribution, power spectrum ,
Barkhausen signal duration and signal area distribution
functions.

T he hysteresis loop is the history-dependent relation
between them agnetization M and the extemalm agnetic

eld H when the value of H is increased and decreased

successively. The Jum p size distribution is the distrbu-—
tion fiinction for the obtained values of abrupt jum ps in
M throughout m any hysteresis loops. The Barkhausen
signal is given by % and it isproportionalw ith an elec—
tric voltage that would be Induced in a detecting electro—
m agnetic coil. Since there isno realtim e In our sin ula-
tions, and the evolution ofthe system is related solkly to
the driving rate (dH ) of the extermalm agnetic eld, we
consider a Barkhausen jmp as iMT' that is the change
(jum p) in the totalm agnetization when the driving eld
changes by one dH step.

W e determ Ined the power spectrum of the obtained
Barkhausen signal by using a Fast Fourder Transform
EFFT).Sihce In our sin ulations there isno realtim g, the



frequency is also not realistic, and it is de ned sokly by
dH which can be considered In a rst approxin ation to
be constant in tin e. Thus, we can em phasize In advance
that the pow er spectrum determ ined from this sin ulation
should not be considered relevant.

We also study the shape of the histogram s for
Barkhausen signalduration and signalarea. In temm s of
our sim ulation the signal duration m easures the num ber
of consecutive dH steps when Barkhausen jum ps occur
(M =dH isnonzero). Signalarea is also related to this
quantity: it represents the area under M =dH versusH
fora nonzero M =dH sequence.

The param eters of the model are: N, { the num-—
ber of pinning centers; N, { the number of B loch-w alls
N Ny); fn { the coupling constant between the
neighboring dom ain walls (corresponds to the elastic con—
stant in the case of coupled springs); and the dH { driv—
Ing rate of the extemalm agnetic eld (change in H for
one simulation step). The total length of the m agnetic
dom ains is considered to be of unit length @ = 1) and
the distrbbution fiinction for the strength of the pinning
forcesw as considered to be nom ally distrlbuted and this
distrbbution hasbeen xed.W euse rigid boundary condi-
tions: the st Bloch-wall com pulsory occupies the rst
pihning center, the last wall occupies the last pinning
center, and these bounding walls cannot move. This
constraint m eans that the geom etrical size of our m odel
system doesn’t change during the simulation. Aswe al
ready m entioned the number of B loch-walls and m ag—
netic dom ains are also xed w ithin this m odel, dom ains
can shrink or grow , but they cannot appear or disappear
during the sim ulation.

ITII.EFFECTS OF THE FREE PARAMETERS

B efore presenting the sim ulation resuls let us discuss
here the expected e ects of the free param eters. W e will
use adin ensionalunits for the forces, their strengths are
determm ined relatively to the adim ensionalstrength ofthe
pihning forces. The £, , ,H and x quantitiesarede ned
through equations (:_6) and (-'_9) and they are also consid—
ered to be adin ensional. The pihning forces can have
only positive values and they are nom ally distributed
on the D,1] intervalw ith m ean hF,i= 0:5 and standard
deviation = 0:1.

a. In uence ofN,. AsN, increases the pinning cen—
ters are closer to each other which causes many anall
Barkhausen jim ps. Concurrently, sm all num ber of pin—
ning centers result less but bigger jum ps in m agneti-
zation. From the above argum ents one can conclude
that the value of the param eter N, In uences directly
the shape of the hysteresis loops and the obtained jm p
size distrdoution histogram . A s N, increases the sin ula—
tion ism ore and m ore tim e consum ing, shcem any sn all
Jum ps and thusm any interm ediate equilbrium positions
are possble. This is thus a st factor that 1 its the

value of the used N, param eter. W e have perform ed our
calculations w ith N, between 1000 and 5000.

b. In uence of N, . N, determ ines the number of
m agnetic dom ains in our m odel system . Large values
0ofN, require long com putation tin es since the equilb-
rium becom esm ore and m ore sophisticated. Because N
should be much sn aller than N, increasing N,, would
lead also to Jarge N, values, which again m akes the sin -
ulation technically di cul. In our simulations we con—
sidered N, = 100. The param eter N, determ ines how
strongly the springs are stressed. Small value of N,
m eans that the walls are far from each other and the
coupling sorings between them are strongly tensioned.
In this case the obtained avalanches in wallm ovem ents
are usually Ionger. The N =N, ratio is one of the m ost
relevant quantities regarding the outcom e of the sinu-—
lations. W e consider the N =N, ratio to be relatively
"an all" if it isbetween 1020 and "large" if i is greater
then 30. For snallN =N, ratio springs are not very
stressed, thus am all num ber of jum ps w ill occur during
the m agnetization process and strong externalm agnetic

eld is needed in order to m ake the walls jimp. A fter
relatively few jum ps saturation is reached and the walls
w il form "pairs" that can be destroyed only by inverting
the externalm agnetic eld’s direction. For lJarge N ,=N
ratio the existence of the relatively m any pinning centers
causes m any gn all m ps. The an all num ber of B loch—
w alls causes springs to be stretched and favors the occur-
rence of jum ps even forweak externalm agnetic elds. A
large num ber of steps isneeded until saturation is reached
and the walls are stopped by their neighbors. In sinu-—
lations we varied this param eter between 10 and 50 and
studied it’'s In uence on the BN statistics.

c. In uence of f; . Since this param eter acts In our
soring-block m odel like the elastic constant ofthe springs,
itsvalue detemm nesthe value ofattractive forcesbetw een
neighboring walls. A s f, increasesthe coupling becom es
stronger, and weak extermalm agnetic eld is enough to
m ake the walls Jimp. For small f, values the sorings
are weakly coupled, so a stronger extemalm agnetic eld
is needed to m ake the walls jimp. In our m odel the
N =N, ratio and the f; param eters are strongly related
to each other. In the case of m any pinning centers and
relatively sm allnumber ofwalls (equivalent w ith N ,=N
large) even forweak coupling (£, around 10) m any jum ps
occur and equilbrium states are easily reached. W hen
the N =N, ratio is sm all (around 10) weak coupling re—
quires strong extemalm agnetic elds in order to m ake
walls im p and only a relatively an all num ber of jum ps
arepossible. In thisparam eter region the hysteresis loops
have only a very lim ited number of jum ps and these
Jim ps occur only for high H m agnetic eld values. If
the coupling gets stronger (stillN ,=N,, low ) equilibrium
states are very di cul to reach, walls juym p back and
forth and hysteresis loops are totally dam aged. W hen the
N, =N, ratio is Jarge (around 30), this m eans that there
arem any pihning centers and relatively sm allnum ber of
walls. In this case weak coupling (£, around 10) willbe



enough tom akewalls jum p even orlow H valiesbecause
the springs are strongly stressed. T he expected result is
the existence of m any sm all jim ps along the whole hys—
teresis loop. For stronger couplings equilbrium is again
di cult to reach and the hysteresis curves are expected
to be dam aged. It is obvious that nding the optinal
param eter region for the simulation is crucial. W rong
param eters that generate dam aged hysteresis loops, or
situations where the equilbriuim states are di cult to
reach (walls jim p back and forth m any tin es consecu-—
tively) will cause signi cant artifacts n the jum p-size,
signalduration or signalarea distrbution functions.

e. In uence of the driving rate in H (dH ). This pa—
ram eter is also in portant for all the considered distribu-—
tion finctions. It isobviousthat sm alldH (around 0.001)
steps produce very m any "short" and an all jum ps, while
larger steps ([dH between 0.01-0.005) m ake possibl only
the "longer" Barkhausen-signals. T he latter m eans that
larger dH steps lead usually to m any consecutive jum ps
(ie. large avalanches). Very smalldH value will divide
the bigger and longer jum ps into m any tinny jum ps. In
the experin ents greater dH steps corregoond to the case
w here the ferrom agnetic sam ple is subm itted to a rela-
tively fast changing driving eld, thus it reaches the sat-
uration m agnetization after few num ber of l'arge_;).lm ps.
In the experin ents i is reported however @/4,8,15] that
they used very low frequencies (K 1 Hz) for the driving

eld. This is the reason why we have chosen to m ake
the sinulations with reltively small dH steps (0.001)
that corresponds to quasi-stationary driving and allow s
the systam to relax to a closer equilbrium con guration
during each step ofthe m agnetization { dem agnetization
process.

Pondering the e ects of all the above described pa—
ram eters, we have found that the best param eter region
that produces sim ulation results in agreem ent w ith the
experim ental ones is the ollow ing: N, = 1000 5000,
N, = 100 W =N, = 10 50), f = 10,dH = 0:001.
T he sim ulation results presented in this paper are allob—
tained for this param eter region. T he relevant distribu—
tion fiinctionswere obtained by averaging on 10 indepen-
dent con gurations (di erent iniial states for the walls
and pinning centers) and considering 10 hysteresis loops
for every con guration.

IV.SIMULATION RESULTS

C haracteristic hysteresis loops are plotted on F ig. -_2
T he shape of the obtained hysteresis curves satis es our
expectationsand fi1l llsallthe requirem ents for realm ag—
netization phenom ena. O n these curves one can detect
m any discrete Jum ps w ith di erent sizes, thus the m odel
exhibits BN . In addition, when the sam ple is driven con—
secutively through m any hysteresis cycles the m agnetiza—
tion curvesdo not ollow exactly the sam e path, although
the param eters of the sim ulation were unchanged. The

qualitative shape of the hysteresis curve is quite stable
for a w ide range of the free param eters.

The Jump size distrdbution histogram in our simula-—
tions corresponds to the avalanche size distriboution his—
togram in experin ents and it is the m ost relevant distri-
bution for the characterization of the B arkhausen noise.
ForN, = 100, N,=1000, 3000 and 5000, f, = 10 and
dH = 0:001, the jum p-size distribbution fiinction

N x;x+ dx)

f ) N, dx 1)
isplotted on F ig. :_3 N (x;x+ dx) isthe number ofm ag—
netization jum psw ith sizesbetween x and x+ dx, and N
is the total num ber of jum ps during the m easurem ent).
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FIG . 2. Hysteresis loops obtained by sinulation with pa-
ram eter values: N, = 3000, N, = 100, fx = 10 and
dH = 0001.
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FIG .3. Jum p size distrdbution fiinction forN, = 1000, 3000
and 5000, N, = 100, f, = 10, dH = 0:001. The solid line
indicates a power-fuinction w ith slope = -1.11.

Based on thisgraph we can conclude: (i) forsm allval-



ues ofN , the histogram sdoesnot show a clearpow er-law
distrdbution forthe Jum p sizes; (ii) the curves or increas—
ing N, num bers suggest how ever that for larger system
sizes the jum p size distribution approaches a power-law ;
(iii) taking into account this "straightening" tendency for
Increasing N, valueswe have tted a power-aw function
w ith slope = 1411 as a guideline. The region where
this scaling is valid extends however to only one decade
In our sin ulations and represents the trend that is to be
ollowed if N, is lncreased to in nity; () the cuto sat
the ends of the histogram s seem to be nite-size e ects.

T he fact that our sim ulation resuls indicate a power—
law distrdbution in the them odynam ic lim it m eans that
Jmp (@valanche) sizes show scale-invariance, a feature
that is expected to be comm on for all types of crackling
noises.
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FIG .4. Power spectrum ofthe sinulated BN (N, = 3000;
N, = 100; £, = 10).

T hepow er spectrum obtained from sim ulation suggests
a white noise over two decades F ig. :ff.) . W e em phasize
it again that this is not a realpower spectrum shce we
do not have realtin e in sin ulations, and thuswe cannot
de ne frequency. T In e evolution is substituted w ith the
driving rate di ofthe extemal eld and i is considered
that equilbrium is reached for each sin ulation step. W e
have plotted thus the "power soectrum " In temm s of the
1=dH { type "frequency", assum Ing the uni tin e as the
tin e needed to change the externalm agnetic eld by dH .

OnFig. A. we plbtted the signal duration distribution
functions for di erent system sizes (1000 5000). As
i results from the graph In our sim ulations the longest
Jum ps lasted around 10 dH steps, we had thus only one
decade of data. H owever, the tendency is obvious again:
the larger the system is, the m ore the distrbution func-
tion tends to reach a powerdaw . W e have plotted as a
guideline the pow er-finction w ith slope=  2:71 that ts
the centralpart ofthe N, = 5000 histogram . T he reason
that only relatively "short" jum ps occurred in our sim u—
lation is that the driving was chosen to be quasistatic.

The value of di was chosen sn all (0.001) and thus the
Jum ps are an alland short. M ost ofthe tin e one dH step
isnot enough to provide the needed am ount ofenergy for
a further jmp if In the previous step a Jum p occurred,
thus the big m a prity of Barkhausen jim ps lasted only
forone dH uni.
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FIG. 5. D istrdbution function for
signal duration W, = 100; f, = 10; dH = 0:001). The
solid line indicates a pow er-flinction w ith slope= 2:71

OnFig. &. weplbtted the signalarea distrbution finc-
tion for increasing system sizes W, = 1000 5000). The
curves suggest a clear tendency : the larger the sin ulated
system is, the better a pow er-law approxin ation is. From
our sim ulation data we would predict for large system s
a signal area distribution function which is a power-law
w ith exponent around 1:15. The cuto s in our sinula—
tions are due to the nite size e ects.
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FIG . 6. Signalarea distrbution function. For the speci ed
N, values we used N, = 100; £, = 10; dH = 0:001. The
solid line is a power-function w ith slope= 1:15.



V .DISCUSSION

C om parison ofthe obtained sin ulation resultsw ith the
experim ental ones yields the follow Ing conclusions:

1. The sin ulated hysteresis loops are visually in good
agreem ent w ith the ones obtained in experim ents. The
best curves are obtained wih the parameters: N, =
5000, N, = 100, NN, = 50), f, = 10 and dH =
0:001. O n the sin ulated hysteresis loops one can observe
m any Barkhausen jum ps w ith various sizes, jist as it is
expected from the experim ental results.

2. The shape of the sin ulated jim p size distrbution
function predicts in the them odynam ic Iim it ™W, ! 1 ,
N, ! 1,Np,=N, ! 1) atendency towards a power-
law . E xperim ental avalanche size distrbbution finctions
exhibit a powerdaw behavior with an exponent around

1to 1:3:_[1;:4_,]_1'5]. Our results on relatively sn all sys—
tem s suggests a powerdaw behavior w ith an exponent

141. This result is in a reasonable agreem ent w ith ex—
perin ents and proves that our m odel is able to account
forthem ost in portant statistics ofthe BN , although the
sin ulated system ’s sizeswere sn alland nite size e ects
W ere strong.

3. As already em phasized, the power spectrum ob-
tained within our m odel is not relevant, since we do
not have real tine In our simulations. W e considered
that the equilbration of the system takes place instan—
taneously and the detection of the Barkhausen signal is
w ithout any inertia. H ow ever, our result which suggests
a white noise (exponent of the power spectrum 0) is
In agreem ent with O . Narayan’s [_12] prediction for one—
din ensional system s. Com paring our results wih the
experim ents we found that experin ents perform ed w ith
a SQUD device EI] yield also a power spectrum closer
to white noise than 1=f noise, which is thus In agree—
m ent w ith the present sim ulation results. T he very dif-
ferent experim entalresults (pow er spectra show ing w hite
noise, 1=f noise and even Brownian noise) allow us to
conclude that the shape of the power spectrum depends
on the experim ental setup and it is not relevant to the
B arkhausen noise. Sin ilar conclusions w ere suggested in
EL@I]. Tt seem s that the shape of the experin entally m ea—
sured pow er spectra depends on the inertia ofthe pickup
coil. Thism ay be the reason why experin ents perform ed
with SQUD device ] indicated that BN is closer to a
white noise than 1=f noise. SQU D devices can follow
quickly, w thout any inertia the changes in the m agneti-
zation and this corresponds to the dynam ics involved in
our sin ulations.

4. The experin ental results for the signal duration
and the signalarea [§/4] distrbution indicated a power-
law behavior for both quantities. For the signal dur:a—
tion distrlbution the m easured exponents were 22 -_ﬂ3]
and 164 to 182i[8]. Although there is a strong dif-
ference between these results, the experin ents agree in
the validity of the power-law distrbution. Our m odel
also suggests a pow er-aw distribution in the lim it of In—

nite system s and the predicted exponent is 2:1.
For signalarea distribution experim ents obtained pow er—
lawsw ith exponents from 17 to  18i3land 1:74 to

1:88 :_[gB], values that are In good agreem ent w ith each
other. O ur sin ulations predict however a value around

145. The num erical agreem ent is thus not too good,
but the power-aw tendency suggested in our sin ulations
can explain at least qualitatively the statistics.

VI.CONCLUSIONS

As a oconclusion, we can a m that the m odel pre—
sented In thispaper is able to describbe and explain quali-
tatively the characteristic features ofthe BN . Them odel
is realistic and reproduces In a pedagogically sin plem an—
ner the m icroscopic dynam ics of the m agnetic dom ain
walls. For a quite broad param eter region our sinula—
tion results proved to be at least In qualitative agreem ent
w ith the known experim ental results on the statistics of
the BN . D espite of the encouraging results the m odel is
not perfect. O ne very in portant feature is the absence of
the tem perature asparam eter. A 1so, there isno realtim e
In sin ulations, and only the value of the dH m agnetiza—
tion step determ ines the rate at w hich tin e evolves in our
sim ulations. The m odel doesn’t account for the pinning
m echanism and the strength of the pinning forces. It is
an oversin pli ed one-din ensional approxin ation for the
com plex three-din ensional dom ain topology. Seem ingly
the m ost serious problem of the present m odel is that
the num ber ofdom ain walls isa priori xed and dom ains
cannot appear or disappear during the dynam ics. De-
spite all these de ciencies thism odelo ers a simpl and
visual picture of m agnetization phenom ena reproducing
qualitatively well the statistics of BN .
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