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M agnetization suppression of T ype-II Superconductors by external alternating
m agnetic eld

A lex Levchenko
D epartm ent of P hysics, University of M innesota, M inneapolis, M N 55455, U SA

The e ect of suppression of static m agnetization of an anisotropic hard superconductor by al-
temating m agnetic eld is analyzed theoretically. T he m agnetic m om ent suppression dynam ics is
described w ith respect to the m agnetization loop of the superconductor. It is found that in som e
cases the m agnetic m om ent varies nonm onotonically w ith the growth in am plitude h of the alter—

nating eld. E ect of transition, induced by h (t),
diam agnetic state is considered. The am plitude of altemating m agnetic eld hc (

of superconductor form param agnetic into the
;#) Pr which

the com plete suppression of the m agnetization occurs is calculated as the function of anisotropy
param eter and it ordentation angle # w ith respect to the crystallographic axes of the sam ple.

PACS numbers: 7425Ha, 7425S8v, 74250t

I. INTRODUCTION

For m any years the physics of the vortex m atter in
the superconductors attracts the attention of researchers.
T his isbecause collective properties of the vortices reveal
variety ofreach and very interesting phenom ena wh/igh, i
volve di erent phases and, l?ha,se transitions Ref"'z"ﬁ'ﬁ"BI
m agnetic instabilities RefIal :9 m esoscopic and  uctua—
tion e ects and others. In this paper one exam pl ofthe
Instability e ects, nam ely the problem ofm agnetic m o—
m ent suppression by extemal altermating m agnetic led,
is considered In som e details. Usually the static and
quasikstatic electrom agnetic properties ofhard supercon—
ductors is treated m.term sofcritical statem odelat rst
suggested by Beant%. Thism odel describes of m agnetic
Induction B dJst.t:lbqun inside the superconductors. In
the sin plest possible case, when superconductor repre—
sents rectangular slab w ith x-axis directed perpendicular
to it planes and zaxesalong them agnetic eld direction,
the Bean equation has ollow ing form @B =@x = 4 J=c¢,
here J. is critical current density. C ritical state equation
can be easily understood by analyzing the forcesbalance
w hich actson a single vortex. In accordance to them odel,
the Lorentz foroe, which acts on the vortex, is com pen—
sated by the pinning forces betw een the vortex and vari-
ous defects in the crystalline lattice. Later critical state
m odelw as generalized form ore com plicated situations in
severaldirections.

F ;J:sl: generalization was perfom ed by the authors of
Reftl in order to nclude quasi-stationary processes. In
the m ost of the cases, for sim ple geom etries, direction of
the critical current vector J. isunigquely determm ined. But
situation is som e what m ore com plicated when extemal
m agnetic eld has severalspatial com ponentsorwhen its
varies In tin e. For these tim e dependent cases usually
critical state m odel is w ritten as curB = @ J.=c)E=E,
where E iselectric eld. Thism odel assum es that vary—
Ing In tin e m agnetic ux produces electric
conductorbecom es in the resistive state and the direction
ofelectric current coincide w ith the direction ofE sim ilar
to nom alm etal. Tt is also in portant to answer the ques—

eld, super—

tion about the direction ofcritical current density in that
regions of superconductor w here there isno electric eld.
At this point rises one of the m ost in portant electrody—
nam ic properties ofhard superconductors. T hem agnetic
state ofthe superconducting sam ple, at som e speci cm o-—
m ent of the tim e, is descridbed not only by criticalm odel
equations w ith som e boundary conditions but also de—
pends on prehistory —how this state was prepared. In
order to understand this statem ent lets consider exam ple
of static m agnetization. A ssum e that we have supercon—
ducting slab placed in the extemalm agnetic eld wih
the quasi-stationary varied am plitude. B ecausem agnetic

eld changes In tim e very slow Iy we can assum e that in
each Instance superconducting sam pl is in the critical
state wih the critical current density J. (B ) which is
determm ined by the valie of m agnetic induction at this
m om ent of the tim e. D irection of this current coincides
w ith the direction ofelectric eld E which em erges from
slow Iy varying extemalm agnetic eld H . Thispicture is
valid while am plitude ofH changes. A s soon asm agnetic

eld stop changesthe electric eld disappearsbut critical
current density persists its direction w hich was set by the
electric eld at last instance of its existence. E xactly this
dissipationless current determ ines nalm agnetization of
the sam ple which is usually called static.

Tt is also Inportant to point out that critical state
m odelequations are signi cantly nonlinear and this non—
Iinearity is peculiar only for superconductors and has no
equivalents in other nonlinearm edias. T his spegi cnon-
linearity Jeads to severalvery nnteresting e ecti3 one of
w hich is static m agnetization suppression. T he essence
ofthise ect is the follow ing. Let a plane superconduct-
ing sam ple cooled In zero m agnetic eld be placed into
an extemalmagnetic eld H > Hy; (here H; is the
Iower criticalm agnetic eld) which is parallel to the su—
perconductor surface. P nning leads to the em ergence
of a nonuniform distribution of the m agnetic induction
and, accordingly, a static m agnetization, In the sam pl.
If an altemating magnetic eld h (t) = h cos(!'t) is ap—
plied to the m agnetized sam ple in a direction parallel to
the sam ple surface and perpendicular to a constant eld
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H , then m agnetization M of the sam ple decreases. D i~
rect m easurem entdt4 show that everyw here in the sam ple
w here the altemating m agnetic eld penetrates, the ow
of nondissipative currents becom es In possble. The cur-
rent that previously screened eld H and contrbuted to
the m agnetization of superconductor disappear. If the
am plitude is su ciently large h Hy = 2 J.H )=d
(the atemating eld ispractically penetrate through the
entire sam ple) m agnetization is suppressed.

Second generalization of critical state m odel is related
to the fact of high anisotropy of the high-T. supercon—
ductorswhich willsu ciently in portant in thiswork. In
the anisotropic m odel critical current density becom es a
tensor Jeiy and straightforw ard generalization of m odel
equations gives (curB); = @4 =c)J.3E3=E . D iagonal
com ponents of the J.i tensor are signi cantly di erent,
for exam ple for YBaCuO the critical current density in
the ab plane ism uch grater the that in ¢ direction.

In this work the theoretical analysis of static m agne—
tization suppression in the anisotropic case under in u-
ence ofaltematingm agnetic eldh (t) = h cos(! t) isper-
form ed. It is known that m agnetization curve M #H ) of
HTSC reveals hysteresis and it tums out that character
ofm agnetization suppression is very sensitive to the po—
sition of current m agnetization in the m agnetization loop
(this re ection of the sensitivity to the m agnetic prehis-
tory described above). It is found that in total there are
nine regions in the m agnetization loop w here suppression
scenario is qualitatively di erent and dynam ics ofm ag—
netic m om ent suppression w ith grow th of the am plitude
h is described in each of these regions.

II. MAIN EQUATIONS AND GEOM ETRY OF
THE PROBLEM

Consider an In nite planeparallel superconducting
plate of thickness d placed in extemal constant m agnetic

eld H and altematingmagnetic eld h (t) = hoos(!'t)
which are mutually perpendicular and paralkel to the
plate surface. It is assum ed that all elds and currents
depend on only one spatial coordinate x directed along
the nom alto the plate. The origh x = 0 is Iocated in
the origin ofthe sam ple. In this geom etry the equations
ofgeneralized critical state m odel form agnetic induction
B, written in the com ponents, take form

@B, 4 ,

ax = ?ch ByiB;)cos( x)); (1a)
@B, 4 ,

— = —JzByiB:)sin( x)); (1b)
@x c

here ' (x) —angle between the electric eld vectorE and
y axis. The spatially averaged com ponent of the m agne—
tization M along the direction of the extemalm agnetic

eld H ,which wew illdenote asMy , isgiven by follow ing

: B.x)cos# + By x)sn#)dx H
d d=2

@)

Egs. @:) and {_2) should be accom panied by the M axwell
equations for electric eld

GE. _leh, 6E,  1h. -
@x cet’ ex c @t
and boundary conditions
d d
B, E = H COS#; By 5 =H sin#: 4)

It is clear that exact integration ofE qs.@) isvery com pli-
cated problem due to speci ¢ nonlinearity of equations.
Forthe sake of sin plifying of the calculations, the depen—
dence of the com ponents J. B (x)) ofthe critical current
density on the x coordinate, caused by the nonunifom iy
of the m agnetic lnduction distribution, w ill be neglected
and assum ed that J. B X)) = J. #H ). In addition, the x
— coordinate dependent anglke ’ (x) between the electric

eld and the y axisw illbe replaced by the angle =2+ #
between the extemal altemating m agnetic eld and the
z axis (@s in the anisotropic situation). It tums out that
these sin pli cationshave no qualitative In uence on the
results but m ake it possble to perform analytical calcu-—
lations com pletely.

For further convenience lets introduce follow Ing dim en—
sionless variables

_2x H B

H=—; B= —; Hp=——%; ()
dl Hpr le P c ’ (
h b M J,
h= —; b= —; M = H; - Zcz
Hp Hp Hp Jey

here capital letters refer to the dem agnetic eld H and

an all ketters to the acm agnetic eld h (t).

ITII. CALCULATION OF MAGNETIC MOMENT
M SUPPRESSION DYNAM ICS

Themain idea of calculations is as ollows, st ofall
wehaveto nd staticm agnetization when the altemating
m agnetic eld isabsent. Thispart ofthe problem iswell
developed both theoretically and experin entally and we
can refer to Ref.'l% w here m agnetization loop was studied
In details. Foreach point ofthe m agnetization loop there
is som e speci ¢ distrbution ofm agnetic induction which
determm ines m agnetization. A s the second step we have
to solve dynam icalproblem and describe the penetration
of acm agnetic ld. In this way i will be possbl to

nd the penetration depth ,, and critical am plitude of
ac- eldh (#) atwhich totalsuppression ofm agnetization



occurs. A s soon as problam is two-din ensional it m eans
that from tw o penetration-depths ofeach spatial com po—
nent of atermating m agnetic eld we have to choose the
highest.

O ne can easy show s that at allplaces w here the alter—
nating eld h (t) penetrates, the m agnetic lnduction can
bepresented asa sum oftwo temm s. O ne ofthese term s is
a constant hom ogeneous quantity coinciding w ith vector
H . T he second tem , which correspondsto the nonhom o—
geneous m agnetic induction distribution of acm agnetic

eld b;,, may be described by the fllow iIng equations

(in analogy w ith Egs.@))

eb, @@—by = cost: ()

g sin #;
T hese equationshold in the superconductor region w here
both induction com ponentsb, and b, are present. In the
region there com ponent b, vanishes, which correspoond to
" x) = =2 orequivalently # = 0, and there is only in—
duction com ponentb,, the distribution ofthis com ponent
is described by the equation

en,
— = 7
a (1)
Solution oqus.Q'_é) and Eg.('j) iseasy to nd
b, ()= hsin#+ sin#( 1); . 1; (8a)
_ hcos#+ cos#( 1 ., 1;
A S e o
here , and , are penetration depths of each com po-

nent of acm agnetic eld. Cusp In the distribbution of b
com ponent isthe result ofthe fact that coordinate depen-—
dence of anglke ' (x) was neglected. From the condition
b, (,) = 0 one ndsthe penetration depth for z com po-
nentofacmagnetic eld , = 1 handvalieofl atthat
pointh, ()= (@ Yh cos# . Sin {larly one can
etration depth fory-component =1 h L hocost
and nally from the condition b ( = 0) = O criticalam —

plitude h. (#) of the altemating m agnetic eld at which
total suppression ofm agnetization occurs
he @) = 9)

+ 1 ) oos#:

Function h. #) has universal character; it is de ned via

the anisotropy param eter of the theory which m akes

this form ula to be Interesting from the point of view of

experin ent. Say by m easuring the h. #) at # = 0 one

can directly nd anisotropy param eterbecause = h or
= ch.=2 dJ., In dim ension variables.

Let now consider the dynam ics of suppression of the
staticm agneticm om ent M ofthe sam ple by an orthogo—
nalaltemating m agnetic eld. A shasbeen noted above,
the suppression e ect essentially depends on the m ag—
netic prehistory ofthe sam ple, ie. on the position ofthe

nd pen—

starting point on the m agnetization loop. Below willbe
considered the m ost sim ple but nevertheless practically
Interesting case of the m agnetic prehistory, when the ex—
temalm agnetic eld m onotonically increased up to cer—
tain m axin alvalue H , , such that 1 Hp H ., and
then decreased back to zero. W e w illdistinguish between
tw 0 casesnam ely direct m agnetization, when H m onoton—
ically Increased H 2 [0;H, ] and reverse m agnetization
when m agnetic eld H gradually decreased from itsm ax-—
num valueto zeroH 2 H, ;0]. It tums out that there
are three distinct regions for the direct m agnetization and
six for the reverse w here suppression occurs qualitatively
and quantitatively di erent all these regions w ill be dis—
cussed. For each of these regions the dependence of the
m agnetization on the am plitude of altemating m agnetic
edM () willbe found.

A . D irect M agnetization

For the direct m agnetization there are three distinct
regions H h @), he &) H land 1 H H.
The calculations of M  (h) are straightforward but cum -
bersom e so that the only nalresult will presented and
discussed.

A 1 Range: 0< H h @)
(
0<h h@#) H;
_ H h H? , H?’@Q )sif# |
M ()= a7 1 he (F) te t 8 hc (#) !
(10a)
8
§ he #) H<h h@)@ H); i
_ @ )H siP @) H sin # Hsin# H
5 M 0)= 8 8 h??#> 5 7
2
: h H? H? sin # in # h
1 o s 8 hcsﬂ%) gm 1 he (#)
(10b)
(
he@#) @ H) h  h@#);
2 (10c)
_ 1 .2 h .

A 2 Range: ho #) < H 1 { if am plitude of the ac-
magnetic ld isatthe range 0 < h < h#)(1 H)
then m agnetization M () is described by the formula
Eg.@0B). For a higher am plitudesh. #)(1 H) h
h. () theM () is given by Eq.{10q).

A 3 Range: 1< H H, { for any am plitude of the
altemating m agnetic eld at the interval0 < h k@)
the suppression of M () occurs in accordance w ith the
mukEq.{10a).

G enerally soeaking the dynam ical suppression of M
for the direct m agnetization occurs by the same sce-
nario for all three regions In the m agnetization loop
H 2 D;hce@)], H 2 he@#);11and H 2 [1;Hy 1. Because
ofthat we w illdiscuss only the case A 1 and fortwo oth-
ers situation is essentially the sam e. Inside of the region



H 2 D;h: @#)]we can distinguish three steps in the evo—

ution ofthem agnetic induction distribution, and subse—

quently m agnetization M , in the sam ple. Each of these

steps occurs at som e speci ¢ range ofam plitudes ofalter—
nating m agnetic eld which is descrdbed by inequalities
in the form ulas Eqs.QQa_')—(lr_lC_)q) . Static m agnetization is

negative which m eans that sam ple is in the diam agnetic

state. W ih the gradual increase of h the static m ag—

netization is sm oothly vanishes. This happens because

ac- eld penetrates dipper nside the sam ple, m agnetic in—
duction in that region becom eshom ogeneousand doesn’t

contribute to the m agnetization. Full suppression occurs

at the critical led Eq.:(Q) .

B . Reverse M agnetization

Suppression ofM forthe reversem agnetization isqual-
fatively di erent from that of direct m agnetization. For
allm agnetic led ranges in the m agnetization loop (only
w ith exception for the last one) there is characteristic
cusp In the distrbution of the m agnetic induction. This
cusp is the result of redistrbution the m agnetic induc—
tion after lowering am plitude of H below the H, and
there is peculiar feature of critical state m odel. P recisely
this cusp is responsible for som e new e ects. This hap—
pens because now static m agnetization has two tem s
one of which is negative but another is positive. De-
pending on the value of H and h one of this tem s w ins
such that m agnetization m ay be either positive (para-—
m agnetic) or negative (diam agnetic) and param agnetic—
diam agnetic transition is possble.

B {1 Range: H < H < Hp,

8
§O<h h@#)H. H);

M )= F(oft+ sifd) 1 gl +

) c
%+Hm H 1 h Hn H) ( CO§#+ Sjrlz#);

4 2h. 16
(11a)

h< ‘ho@)Hn

) sin® # 1 h Hn H)

8

% heHn H) .
4 2hc (#) 16
h

M ()= -
3 e

8 he (#) 8

sin? #

2
sin® # 1 h?
2hZ (#)

(11b)

In theam plitude interval  *he ) Hn  H) h _h@)
the m agnetization is described by the formula Eq.QQé) .

In the case 0fB 1 we again can distinguish three steps
In the m agnetization dynam ics. D espite the existence of
the positive term in the static m agnetization the sam ple
still diam agnetic. A s am plitude of altemating eld in-
creases sam ple becom es even m ore diam agnetic because
at the begihning the suppression a ects only positive
com ponent of the m agnetization. A fter positive com po—
nent is suppressed com pletely, m agnetization reaches is
m Ininum negative value. Further suppression occurs by
the sam e scenario as it was forA 1 Eq.{-_l(:)é) .

B 2 Range: Hy 2 =01+ )< H B . In
the Interval of the amplitudes 0 < h < hc (#) Hn H)
m agnetization is de ned by the formula Egi(lls) and In

the ntervalhc #) Hn  H) h<b@ @  'Ean
H)) by the omula Eq.(l1b). For the nalintervalwe
have
(hc(#)(2 THA H)) h h#);
1 . no 2 12)
M b)= Fft siiH) 1 £y -

H ere dynam icalpicture ofm agneticm om ent suppression
isthesameasin B .

B 3 Range: Hy, 2 < H H 2 =1+ ). In the
am plitude interval 0  h < h @) @ 'H, H)) the
M (@) is descrbed by the formul Eq.(1a) and for the
next intervalwe have

8
3 heth @ '@, H) h h#)H, H);
_ H, H)cos # h Hn, H)?cos#
5 M ()= 4 1 2hc (#) 16
H in” 4 h ¥ h?
L S vy S 1 mm
3)
And nally forthe intervalh (#) H H) h &)

is described by Eq.(14).

B 4 Range: H 1< H H, 2 .Forthecase0
h<h@ H, H)HBrM ) wehaveEq.{13) and fr
the intervalh. #) H H) ,}l, h#) m agnetization
is described by the omula Eq.(13).

A s soon asphysicalprocesses are sin ilar for the ranges
B 3 and B 4 we willdiscuss them together. Because of
relatively big contrbution from the positive com ponent
ofthem agneticm om ent, sam plk at the beginning ispara—
m agnetic. Increase In the am plitude of the altemating
m agnetic eld causes decrease In the m agnetic m om ent
because at thebeginning suppression a ectsonly positive
com ponent of the m agnetization. At som e characteristic
am plitude ofac- led,which isan allerthen h, (#), m agne—
tization becom es zero. T his situation correspond to the
case when contributions from positive and negative com —
ponents to the totalm agnetization are equal. For further
Increase ofthe am plitude h sam ple becom es diam agnetic,
m agneticm om ent reaches itsm Inin alvalie then grow th
back and suppress com plktely at the eld h @#).

B 5 Range: Hy 2< H H, 1. For the am -
plitudes O h < h#)@ Hp H)) m agnetiza—
tion is described by E q.{_l-é") and for the nal interval
h.#)2 Hp, H)) h h@#)wehavenew Pmul
for the them agneticmoment M ()

( he@#)@ H. H)) h

_ cos’ #+ sin’ ¢ h
M b)="""5——" 1 7H

hi#);
2 14)

B 6 Range: 0 < H Hp 2. For allpossble am pli-
tudes of altermating m agnetic eld 0 h H#) mag—
netization M () s described by the Eq.{_ié) .

Behavior ofM (h) in the rangesB 5 and B % is com —
plktely di erent form that considered above. For these



ranges there is no cusp in the distrbution of m agnetic
Induction com ponents in the sam ple and m agnetization
is always positive for any interval ofh so that sampl is
totally param agnetic. G row th of the am plitude of alter—
nating eld smoothly suppress m agnetic m om ent which
nevertheless rem ains positive.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

Theoretical analysis and recent experin ent2814
show s that the altemating m agnetic eld exerts sig-
ni cant iIn uence on the static m agnetic properties of
anisotropic disordered high-T. superconductor. Sw itch—
Ing on a su cintly strong eld h (t) orthogonal to the
static m agnetizing eld resuls In the com plete suppres—
sion of the m agnetic m om ent of the sample. The rea-
son for this suppression is that, at all places where the
altemating eld penetrates, kevelling of the distrdbution
pro I of the static m agnetic induction is cbserved. In
the other words, In the sam e spatial region of the sam —
pl, the constant and altemating screening currents can—
not coexist. In the condiions when the altemating eld
penetrates into the entire volum e of the sam ple, com —

plete suppression ofthe static m agnetization takesplace.
T he nature of the m agnetization suppression, which con-
sists in a locale ect of the mutual In uence of di er-
ent com ponents of the critical current density vector, is
m anifested In the anisotropic situation in a rather pe-
culiar way. Di erent com ponents of the m agnetic eld
penetrate at di erent depths, since the are screened by
critical current densities com ponents of quite di erent
m agniudes. This is the reason why the m agnetization
suppression is prim arily caused by the altemating Iled
com ponent deeply penetrating into the sam pl. A s the
resul, the anisotropy induces a quite Interesting e ect:
to suppress large m agnetic m om ent a am all am plitude
of the altemating signal is su cient. In the paper, the
dynam ics of the m agnetization suppression w ith increase
In the am plitude of the altemating Ild h is studied in
details and results are I}, agreem ent w ith that cbtained
in the experin ents Reff244, It was shown that in som e
cases the dependence of the m om ent on h is nonm ono-
tonic and, In addition, during the suppression transition
of the sam ple from the param agnetic state into diam ag-
netic state som etin es occurs. A1l results can be inter—
preted within the fram ework of a critical state m odel
generalized to the anisotropic case.
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