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Abstract

A recently developed technique for measuring the isothermadnetocaloric
coefficient My) is applied to the study of a superconducting NGBgO; single
crystal. Results are compared with magnetizatMip énd specific heatQ). In the
reversible region botlC and Mt follow the scaling law of the 3D-xy universality
class. The anomalies connected with flux-line latticdtinge are visible onM+(B)
curves as peaks and steps, simila€{®d) curves yet with much smaller background.
At lower temperature, in the irreversible region MgB) behaviour resembles more
that ofM(B), exhibiting the "fishtail" effect. Our results confirimat the peculiarities
of the phase diagram known from the high temperauperconductor YB&uO-,
e.g. vortex melting, dominance of critical fluctuations afdence of &, critical
field line, are a common property of RE-123 systems.

PACS numbers:

75.30.Sg, 74.25.Bt, 74.25.Qt, 74.72.Bk



1. Introduction

In a recent paper [1] we described a method to measurasahigermal
magnetocaloric coefficient, defined as:
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where by conventiorQ' is the heat flowing out of the sample aBj=p,H the

applied magnetic field. The interpretation of thigntity is more straightforward than
that of the adiabatic magnetocaloric coefficiehtg =(dT/dB,),, since Mr is

measured at constant temperatilireather than at constant entrofiyMr is closely
related to the magnetizatidh; both quantities share the same units (J/gatT Zdan
when expressed per gram-atom, A/m when expressedopeme unit; for Nd-123,
one gat occupies 8.25 &mnand in reversible conditions the following rédat holds:
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Mt andC can be both considered as generalized specifis @& (0Q/ dx;)

X} =const*
both quantities measure the entropy absorbed (eased) under the effect of an
incremental change of an intensive variaklehere either the magnetic field or the
temperature.

In this paper we compare the results of three cemphtary thermodynamic
guantities,Mt, M, andC, for a single-crystal of NdB&€uwO; (Nd-123), which is a
member of the "123" family of highi: superconductors (HTS). The phase diagram of
HTS is particularly rich. In contrast to classipeyll superconductors, there is no true
phase transition occurring at the mean-field upgércal field Bcx(T) for By > O.
Below Bx(T) a fluid phase of vortices occupies a large pathe phase diagram. The
only true phase transition occurs on the melting,B.(T), where the vortex liquid
freezes into a solid upon lowering the temperatorethe field. This transition
manifests itself by a sudden drop of resistivityzevo and the onset of a finite shear
modulus of vortex matter, which corresponds to e&st-fi or second-order
thermodynamic phase transition, depending on whekigevortex solid is periodic or
glassy [2-16].

The melting transition in specific heat measuremméiais only been observed in
Y-, Eu-, and Dy-123 compounds up to now [9-19]. rbtent years, significant
improvements were achieved in the crystal growtthrielogy of Nd-123 [20, 21],
allowing this superconductor to be in turn studigth respect to its vortex properties
and critical fluctuations using calorimetric teatunes. Therefore, the purpose of the
current paper is both to compare the supercondugtioperties of Nd-123 with the
other members of the 123 family, and to test tledulisess of the recently developed
isothermal magnetocaloric technique to study tkemiodynamics of HTS.



2. Experimental

Nd-123 single crystals were grown from flux in adgrerucible using NgDs,
BaCQ; and CuO with purities of 4N to 5N. The atmosphartihe furnace was kept at
60 mbar air to avoid Nd substitution on the Ba. <dridation was carried out in 1 bar
O in the temperature range from 500 to 310°C du#i®@ hours and in addition in
963 bar @ at 320°C during 232 hours.
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Figure 1. ZFC (lower curve) and FC (upper curve) static epsbility of the Nd-123
single crystal measured Bf = 2 mT.

Figure 1 shows the superconducting transition ef $sample measured in a
SQUID magnetometer using zero field cooled (ZFQ) feld cooled (FC, Meissner-
Ochsenfeld) magnetization. The onset of the FCsitian occurs at 95.5 K, the
transition width (10% - 90%) is 1.5 K. The magnatian was measured in a
Quantum Design MPMS-5 magnetometer. The specifit Wwas measured from 30 to
120 K in a continuous-heating adiabatic calorimeigerating at 0 — 14 T [22]. The
heating rate was ~15 mK/s.

The isothermal magnetocaloric coefficient was messwsing a heat-flow
calorimeter [1]. In this method, the sample is édkto a heat sink by means of a
sensitive heat-flow meter of high thermal conductan The heat flux was sensed by
a miniature single-stage Peltier cell with a savisit of A = 0.45 V/W at room
temperature (RT), and = 0.08 V/W at liquid nitrogen temperature ()N23]. The
sensitivity increases slightly with magnetic fielg. by 11 % at RT for a field of
13 T normal to the cell surface. The thermal cotalume of the cell varies little, from
K =28 mW/K at RT to 35 mW/K at LN The sample was thermally anchored to the
top plate of the cell, made of 0.5 mm thick alumiide bottom of the heat-flow
meter was soldered to the heat sink, a massiveetatyse-controlled copper block.
An in-field calibrated Pt thermometer was attactedhe sink. The calorimeter was
evacuated to IDhPa and placed in the gas flow of a variable-teatpee insert,
inside the bore of a 14/16 T superconducting magnet

For measurements of the isothermal magnetocalooiefficient the sink
temperature was kept constant, while the magntid was swept at a constant rate
dB,/dt. In this way the magnetocaloric effect was stddie quasi-isothermal

conditions. Thevir measurements can be performed upon increasingooeasing the
field. The empty cell is non-magnetic and doesaawitribute to the signal.



3. Reaults

3.1 Magnetization
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Figure 2. Normal-state static susceptibility versus temperaforB, = 0.5, 1, 2, 3, 4
and 5 T. The insert shows the linear field depeoderi the magnetization

at 150 K.

The normal-state susceptibility is shown in fig@reAll curves follow a Curie-
Weiss law X =X, +Cgy /(T =04, ) Withx,= -3x10°, C,= 0.235 K and@,, =

-58 K. The normal-state magnetization is linearh@ imagnetic field (inset of figure
2). In these conditions, equation (2) predicts floe isothermal magnetocaloric

coefficientM; =T(B, /14,)[Cey /(T —=Ogy)?]-
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Figure 3. Magnetization versus the magnetic field along thexis in the
superconducting state: (a) reversible region, fl@nto 95 K by 2 K
increments. The inset shows the working definit@nthe irreversibility
field, By.; (b) irreversible region.

Figure 3 shows the magnetization versus magnetid in the superconducting
state forB, applied along thes-axis. The sample shows high reversibility at high
temperature (figure 3a). The irreversibility fiel,,, is determined from the point
where theM(B,) loop closes (inset of figure 3a). Belolv= 88 K, the hysteresis
vanishes very slowly so that this definition Bf. is no longer robust. Figure 3b



presents magnetization loops in the irreversibdgore exhibiting a fishtail effect with
a minimum hysteresis arould = 1.5 T.

3.2 Specific heat

Figure 4a shows the specific heat as a functiorieafperature in different
magnetic fields from O to 14 T. The field is agaipplied along thec-axis. The
inflexion point of C/T at B, = O givesT, = 95.5 K. A slight increase of the specific
heat with the magnetic field due to the magnetiatigoution of Nd* ions can be seen
at T > T.. Figure 4b shows the variation of the specific thedth the field
AC(B,,T)/T =[C(B,)-C(0)]/T. The peak features observedTak T. between 3

and 12 T are characteristic of first-order vorteglimg transitions, as observed in Y-
123, Dy-123 and Eu-123 [9-19].
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Figure 4. (a): Specific heatC/T versus temperature in the vicinity of the
superconducting transition for various magnetidd§ealong thec-axis,
fromright to leftB, =0, 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 12 and 14 T. fariation
of the specific heat with the fieldlC(B,) —C(0)]/T versus temperature &t
< T, showing details of the vortex-lattice meltingrisdion, from bottom to
topB.=1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8, 10,12 and 14 T. IngefT:in zero field over a
wide temperature range.

For HTS, thermal fluctuations of the order parametehe vicinity ofT, cause
deviations from the mean-field theory. The latteywd only predict a specific heat
jump atT.. The description of fluctuations in the criticagion can be obtained from
the asymptotical form of the singular part of treefenergy [24]:

Fo =—keTE P f(E/ ) (3

with k; Boltzmann's constantf the correlation lengthD the dimension of
fluctuations, a=(®,/B,)"? the magnetic lengthgp, the quantum of flux, and,
some function of a single variable. Assuming furtlae divergence of the form



Et)=&*t| ", wheret=(T -T,)/T, andv is a critical exponent, one finds that in the
limit ¢/a — O the singular part of the specific heat divergeS.awith an exponent
o =2-Dv (see e.g. Ref.[25-27]):
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where “+” and “" refer toT > T; andT < T, respectively. In practice the following
equivalent approximation is preferred whem<<1. It leads to a more realistic non-

singular background in the fitting procedure:
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Cy = A"(J - Int]) Ci . A" Int (5)
T ) T .

There is evidence that the transition of HTS befotagthe same universality class as
the superfluid transition ofHe, i.e. the 3D-xy model characterized byC 067,

a [ -0.013, and a specific-heat jump=(A /A" -1)/a 0 4]@8].

The specific heat of our sample in zero field may filted with the function
C(T)=C,(T)+C5(T), where the regular backgrour@, (T), mostly due to the

lattice contribution, is represented by two Einsteiodes in the vicinity of.. Figure

5 shows data and fit from 75 to 115 K. The modstcdbes well the transition in zero
field, except for the jump which is larger, possibly indicating amplitudeciuations.
The main parameters are listed in Table |, togethr data for other HTS given for
comparison purposes.
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Figure5. Specific heaC/T versus temperature at zero field. Symbols: medsiaes,
thick solid line: 3D-xy fit, thin solid line: regat background.



NdBaCwO; YBaCwOr[29] DyBaCuwO;[29] EuBaCuwO; [29]

Te (K) 95.5 88.3-87.8 90.3 94.4
A" (mJ/Kgat) 0.69 0.70-0.72 0.68 0.78
J 5.8 5.9-6.1 6.3 5.6
ACIT, (mJ/Kgat) 4.0 4.1-4.4 4.3 4.4

Table I. Parameters of the fits according to equatb) for Nd-123 and other HTS.

3.3 Isothermal magnetocaloric effect

The isothermal magnetocaloric coefficient is shawrfFigure 6a-d. Figure 6a
presents curves obtained just abdvgblack curves) or just below (colour curves).
Data for increasing (thicker lines) and decreadialgl (thinner lines) exhibit good
reversibility in this temperature range. The norstake curve is a straight line with a
slope of 5.810°2 J/gatT.
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Figure 6. Isothermal magnetocaloric coefficient versus mégrieeld. Thicker and
thinner lines in panel (a) denote data collectednupncreasing and
decreasing field, respectively. The direction o trariation of the field is
indicated by arrows in the other panels. The imsgianel (a) shows the
difference between the entropy in the normal stabel that in the
superconducting state obtained by integratingNhgB,)/T curves (black

points) or theC(T,B,)/T curves (black line). The red curve is a fit o th
two-fluid model (see text for details).



The reversibleM (B, xurves taken just beloW (red and green lines) may be
used to estimate the superconducting condensatengeE,_ = (V /2y,)BZ?(0), where
B.(T) is the thermodynamic critical field at a temperafli By integrating the

curves up toB,,, one can measufsyT), the entropy difference between the normal
and superconducting state:

Be2(T)
AS(M) == [[M;(T.B,) =M™ (T B,)ldB,  (6)

Here M *® denotes the normal-state paramagnetic componeiitr,ofvhich can be
measured just abovk. and easily extrapolated. As we only consider lzerarrow
temperature range, its temperature dependence veaybe neglected. At = 91.5 K,
B.,©15K)>14T so that theM, (B, )Xata require a reasonably short extrapolation.

The temperature dependenced&T) thus obtained from the magnetocaloric effect is
presented in the inset in figure 6a. It varies a&lmearly withT at a rate 0f-3.5
mJ/gatK. This linearity is a mean-field property which hasreak down close 6.
It can be accounted for by using the two-fluid mo@g(T) =B, (0)(1-(T/T.)?). In

this approximation, one has

AS@):QTL[P(TLJ } -
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The slope atT. is dAS/dT=-8E_(0)/T>. Together with our experimental

determination, we obtai&.(0) = 4.0 J/gat, a value quite closeBEg0) = 3.8 J/gat
estimated from reversible magnetization for Y-1230][ Our value for the
condensation energy corresponds B(0)=1.1 T, or within the same model
AC/T, =8E_/T>=35mJ K? gaf™ for the specific-heat jump

On the dark blue line measured at 91.5 K, stilthe reversible region, an
anomaly shows up &, ~ 2 T. This anomaly is associated with the vortetting
transition. Its location inB,-T coordinates agrees well with that found in tGe
measurements. As seen in the next curve at lowgpdrmture (magentd, = 89.1 K)
the anomaly shifts toward higher fields and becostegper. On the last curve (light
blue, T = 84.9 K) irreversibility appears below 4 T whedte magnetization and
demagnetization curves move apart.

This irreversibility becomes increasingly evidentoaver temperature (figure
6b). ForT = 82.2 K (black curve) the irreversibility vanishat 8 T, just below the
melting transition. At still lower temperature, tineeversibility field catches up with
the melting transition, then hides or opposes éxt\urves (red, green and dark blue)
no longer show any melting anomaly. The hystertestomes gradually more
important, while the irreversibility field;) keeps increasing.

The last curve in figure 6b (T = 74.8 K) shows wieature at low fields: a
minimum in the irreversibility near B ~ 2 T. FiguBe presents the evolution of this
fishtail-like shape, which becomes more pronouratddwer temperature without



much shifting on the field scale. This feature stylg resembles the fishtail effect
observed in magnetization loops. Indeed, they laas@mmon origin, as detailed in
the next section.

Figure 6d shows the isothermal magnetocaloric etiethe lowest investigated
temperatures. The absolute valueMefare clearly increasing, but the fishtail effect
gradually fades out, wherels(B) becomes less field dependent. Note, that at the
beginning of each field sweep (bothBat 0 and after the field reversal at the
maximum field) a new behaviour sets in. All curegart fromM+ = 0, after which
|[M+| increases linearly along a common line, befoaehag a temperature-dependent
saturation value. Again, we refer to next sectmmfdirther details.

4. Discussion

4.1 Scaling: the 3D-xy model
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Figure 7. 3D-xy scaling plot of the derivative of the spexif heat
Cq/T=(C-C,,)/T versusT andB, according to equation (9). The fields

from 1 to 14 T are those shown in Fig.Units are Tesla, Joule/gat and
Kelvin.

In B, >0, equation (3) leads to the following scaling pntypéor the singular
part of the specific heat ned¢ [26, 27]:

where t/BY* is one of the forms of the variab®/a and f, is some scaling

function. Working with the derivative o€ /T is preferred as it dramatically changes
the ratio between the singular part of the speti#iat and the background, which has
zero slope in the vicinity oF; (see inset of figure 4), in favour of the former:
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where f, is another scaling function.

Figure 7 shows the corresponding scaling plot igmeéic fields up to 14 T. The
same background cun@(T) and the same critical temperature are choséordake
zero-field fit (figure 5). The curves for differefieldsB > 1 T collapse for the critical
exponentv = 069+ 003. The sharp positive peaks @t< T. correspond to the
vortex-melting transition, which occurs for a camttvalue of the scaling variable, as
found for other HTS [22 and references therein].

A similar scaling approach can be applied to magpadoric data. The scaling
relation takes the same form as for the temperalemeative of the magnetization:

My =-T (10)

t2|/
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where B, /t* is one of the forms of the variabfg a and f, is an unknown scaling

function; note that in the above expressionsltipeefactor can be considered as equal
to Tc. A non-singular background arising from the norstate magnetization
M P& =x(T)B, /M, must be subtracted first (see figure 2). This ecion relative to

the singular part of the magnetocaloric coefficiamhs out to be much smaller than
the phonon background relative to the singular pathe specific heat, so that it is
not necessary to go to the next higher-order dévavaln the reversible region, the

paramagnetic contribution to the magnetocaloriceaffM /**(B,,T) can be

calculated and reliably extrapolated based on thenal-state susceptibility, using
equation (2):

de para
Ho dT

para _
VESEE

(11)

Equation (11) is verified af = 96.6 K where botiM P** (figure 6a) and™" (figure
2) are measured.
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Figure 8. 3D-xy scaling plot of the superconducting contribo to the isothermal
magnetocaloric coefficient; ; = M; - M, versusB, andT according

to equation (10). Units are Tesla, Joule/gat andiKe

The singular part of the magnetocaloric coefficiavit, ; = M; - MP* is

presented in the scaling plot of figure 8. Sameieslofv andT. are used as for the
scaling of the specific heat. The data Bk 0.5 T are omitted fof = 94.6 K. For
78.4< T < 84.9 K, where the irreversibility is relatively ale we plot the average of
the results for increasing and decreasing fielde $baling law is reasonably well
obeyed, including the position of the vortex-lagtimelting anomaly, except for the
temperature region close 1Q. This is usual: in zero field, the full divergenakthe
specific heat, magnetocaloric effect, etc. is nebserved since the divergence of the
correlation length is cut off by the sample size fn ideal crystal, and by
inhomogeneities in real crystals. Scaling holds mwheite-size effects are no longer
dominant.

4.2. Vortex-lattice melting

[=F:2%- 1

0.0s8 oo

Qa3

. 1 Fj -
14T 0030 .
0.08 1 12 T, oS
foT, aT =3 = B3 88 5 Rk
0.0
7T

002 - 5T
Qo5 -
aT
000 - (a) 'J\I T ooo

75 &0 &5 a0 =] o 2

T[K] B,[T]

CVB,) - C(0) [Jigatk]
- M. [J/gatT]

Figure 9. Anomalies at the vortex melting transition detddvg (a) the specific heat
and (b) the isothermal magnetocaloric effect. Timgeis show how the
amplitude of the ste@\C = 9.5+ 1 mJ/gat KAMt = -12+ 1 mJ/gat T) and
the latent heatl(= 8+ 1 mJ/gat in both cases, grey area) are estimafed a
~849KandB~7T.

The anomalies associated with vortex-lattice meglappear on botke(T) and
M. (B,) curves (figure 9). In both cases they consist sfgerposition of a step and a
peak. In some cases the precise determinationeoktidp height and peak area is
difficult because of experimental broadening ang@&oNevertheless, it is possible to
state that the step height remains approximatehgtemt up to the highest fields or
lowest temperature (in averag€ = 10+ 2 mJ/gatK and\Mr = =12 £ 2 mJ/gatT),
where it fades out. On the other hand, the beshetbfpeaks are observed in the
middle of the range. An example is given in theeia®f in figure 9, where numerical
values ofAC, AMr andL could be determined with better precision.

Since the specific heat and the magnetocaloricceffee thermodynamic
guantities, their results are not independent. &oeversible second-order transition,
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the discontinuity in the slope of the equilibriunagmetization and the specific heat
jump obey Ehrenfest’s relation:

AlC/T) _ dB,

AeM /0T)  dT (12).

Together with equation (2) one obtains a simildatien involving the isothermal
magnetocaloric effect:

ac _ g,

13).
AM,  dT (13)

At 7 T, the measured specific-heat st&€pis 9.5+ 1 mJ/Kgat. Using B,/dT = -0.82
T/K from the fit of melting line, we find\Mr = -11.6 mJ/Tgat. This is in excellent
agreement with the measured vaM =-12+ 1 mJ/Tgat.

Turning to the first-order melting transition, tkent heat. can be obtained
both fromC andMr by integrating the area under the peaks, as showvigures 8a
and 8b:

L :jC(r)dT: —jMT(B)dB (14)

We obtain the same vallie= 3.4t0.3 mJ/gat from either integral &t184.9 K andB
07 T. Using the Clausius-Clapeyron relation we also estimate the expected value
of the reversible magnetization jump on the melling, AM =-L/(T_dB /dT) =

4.9x10° J/gatT. Unfortunately, the anomaly in the magmeiin could hardly be
detected, a problem commonly encountered and assdavith surface barriers [31].

4.3. Irreversibleregion

M. M HigatT]

B M

Figure 10. Comparison of the irreversible behaviour of tlehermal magnetocaloric
coefficientMr (diamonds) and the magnetizatidn(circles). Data collected
atT = 69.6 K forMt andT = 70 K forM are denoted by closed symbols,
data collected af = 60.4 K forMr andT = 60 K forM are denoted by open
symbols.
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Below T = 75 K both the isothermal magnetocalor@eficient and the
magnetization are dominated by irreversibility @by vortex pinning. They are no
longer related by equation (2). However, their veha still looks similar.Mt andM
are presented on a common plot (figure 10) showkagnples measured close to 70
K and 60 K. As seen, both quantities are not onlitatively but also quantitatively
related.

The similarity in the irreversibility o+ andM may be explained as follows. In
the case of magnetization, the irreversibility cenfiem different distributions of
vortex density across the sample upon increasirdgoreasing the field (as described
by e.g. the Bean or Kim-Anderson models [32, 33}).the other hand, the origin of
the irreversibility in the magnetocaloric effeadiin the friction of vortices against

pinning centers. Friction can only result in a hedtasedQ' >0, irrespective of the
direction of the field sweep. Thus, the sign of khecoefficient, which is defined as
0Q' /3B, is determined by the sign of the field chadfe during the sweep. On the
contrary, during a reversible process, heat isaseld or absorbed depending on the
sweep direction, cancelling the sign &B,, so that the sign of thilr coefficient
finally does not depend of the sweep direction.

The similarity between the absolute value$/efandM originates from the fact

that they are both governed by the same materianpeter, the critical current
densityJ.. On one hand]. determines the gradient of the induction fieldoasrthe

sample 0B, = u,J,, the average induction field in the samp®), and finally the
magnetizationM = ((B) - B,)/H,. On the other hand, is related to the pinning force

F, =®,J., which is obviously the parameter which determittes amount of heat

released by vortices as they penetrate the saifipdeefore, the hysteresis defined as
AM =M~ -M"and AM, =M/ —M; (superscripts denote the direction of the
sweep) are both measures of the sdme

At the beginning of each field sweep the irrevdesibagnetocaloric curve starts
from Mt = 0, even after a sweep reversal. This behawelich contrasts with that of
magnetization, is due to the fact that the sweeprsal causes all vortices to stop;
still vortices do not produce heat, whereas theagmetization remains. When the
field reverses, the number of moving vortices gedigiuncreases until the induction
profile within the sample is fully reversed)r reaches then its saturation value
determined byi.

A more detailed description of these processeshgiljiven elsewhere [34]. We
point out a property of the magnetocaloric irrelmlity visible at low temperature,
namely its linear dependence on temperature (figayeHere,AM ™ (T )is defined

as the maximum value oAM,(T,B, for a given temperature. According to the

considerations given above, we expect thdt[™is proportional to the maximum
value ofJ.. Below ~72 K it varies with temperature with apsoof -0.19 J/gafT

13
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Figure 11. Maximum hysteresis of the magnetocaloric efigbt; (T ve)sus
temperature, reflecting the maximum critical cutréensityJ.(T).
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Figure 12. Phase diagram of the NdEagO; single crystal in theB,-T plane.
Circles: transitions on the flux-line lattice medji line T, observed either
by specific-heat (red) or by magnetocaloric runge€g). Diamonds: points
where the hysteresis vanishes, either in magnetacalgreen) or
magnetization loops (yellow), defining the irrevbiigy line T;,. The dash-
dotted line connecting both parts of fhg line is speculative. The colour-
scale contour plot on the left represents the ntaga®ric hysteresis

AM.; =M; -M;. The gray-scale contour plot on the right represéne
excess specific hed@/T with respect to the lattice background in the
vicinity of the superconducting transition.

The present data collected for the NgB&O; single crystal using specific heat
(C, red symbols), isothermal magnetocaloric effebtr, ( green symbols), and
magnetization experiment$/( yellow symbols) are summarized in tBgT phase
diagram shown in figure 12. The position of peakd steps in th€ andM+ curves
defines the melting lind,. The irreversibility lineT;, is obtained fronM at low
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fields, and fronM+ at high fields. The criterion adopted for the drefarreversibility

Is the resolution of the respective measuremeihis.nielting line ends where it meets
the irreversibility line at high field, as couldsalbe seen in figure 6b. The detrimental
effect of hysteresis on melting is also apparerhefact that the larger the distance
betweenT;, and Ty, the sharper the first-order peakGnor Mt on the melting line.
This is a consequence of the disorder introducetdnvortex lattice by pinning. The

melting line may be fitted by the functid®, = B, (L-T,/T.)*", Bo = 114 T andl, =

95.5 K andn = 0.64. The latter value is close to the 3D-xyangntv = 0.67. Thus,
this fit shows that melting is driven by the amydié of critical fluctuations. These
parameters are similar to those obtained for RE-RE3= Y, Dy, and Eu [15].

The line of first-order melting transitions termies on a lower tricritical point

BP = 3 T and an upper tricritical poirB.> = 10 T. It is continued by second-order

transitions at both ends, which themselves fadey atatill lower or higher fields. At
low field, the periodicity of the vortex lattice loken by pinning on widely spaced
defects such as twin boundaries; accordingly, twae-crystals have shown lower

values ofB?. At the other end, high fields tend to decoupée @O superconducting

planes, making them more susceptible to disordeithat the periodicity is again
easily broken. Oxygen vacancies give an exampla sburce of such short-range
disorder; accordingly, fully oxygenated Y-123 ang-I23 crystals have shown

immeasurably high values @&_"[15, 35]. Only at intermediate fields the interaati

with pinning centers can be neglected. The remgingpulsive magnetic interaction

between vortices ideally gives rise then to theeoed Abrikosov lattice, the

symmetry of which changes upon melting, causingrdmesition to be of first order.
The colour-scale contour plot representing the msxpaloric hysteresis

AM, =M; —M; maps the distribution of critical currents. Theargl centered on 8 T

at low temperature (red area in figure 12) corredpdo the maximum of the fishtalil
effect shown in figure 6¢. The irreversibility lim®uld not be determined by a single
type of experiment, owing to limitations of the matpmeter and to the large and
steep background that develops &sapproachesT. in My runs (figure 6a).
Determinations at high and low field are connediga speculative dash-dotted line
in figure 12. Note that this construction continube shape of the istMy lines
determined at lower temperature, which show a yadgending horizontally along
theB, =2 T line.

The magnetization of Nd-123 crystals from the saowce was investigated at
high fields by means of a vibrating sample magnetem(VVSM) in Ref. [36]. Values
of the irreversibility field at 77 K found betwed®.1 and 13.4 T for crystals with
high oxygen content are consistent witte value 12.5 T determined by the
magnetocaloric effect in this work. A close inspmttof the VSM irreversibility lines
shows that they also reveal a valley-like featsmailar to that found in the present
work, albeit much weaker. This difference may regoim ageing effects. As shown
by figure 1 of Ref. [36], the fishtail effect becesymore pronounced with time when
the crystal is stored at room temperature.

In the region above th&, line, the magnetocaloric effect is dominated by
reversible contributions which reflect superconahgettorrelations slowly dying out
(figure 6a). No sharp upper critical field lilg, can be evidenced experimentally. In
accordance with specific heat data, which showtti@asharp\-anomaly afl. in zero
field progressively flattens out in a field, tharisition atB., is replaced by a smooth
crossover. This can be understood in the framewbfinite-size effects where the
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fluctuations length scale is limited by the magnétngth or the inter-vortex distance
[37, 38]. To visualize this behaviour, contours wimy the value of the electronic
specific heat CJ/T) are shown in gray in figure 12 (not to be confusath colour
contours on the left, which represent hystere3isgse contours qualitatively reflect
lines wheret/a is constant in the 3D-xy model.

This phase diagram is qualitatively the same asah#d-123 [12, 39], although
on a quantitative level the hysteresis can varysicemably between samples. This
similarity shows that the rich physics resultingnfr the interplay of vortices, pinning
and critical fluctuations is not a peculiarity ofieo RE123 system, but rather is a
general property.

5. Summary

In this paper we have studied thermodynamic pregseof a single crystal of the
NdBaCuwO; superconductor. We have presented the measurepfetitiee closely
related quantities: magnetization, specific heat asothermal magnetocaloric
coefficient. The technique to measure the lattemtity was recently developed [1]
and was applied here to a HTS for the first tirhgvds shown that it is a useful tool to
study this class of materialsly owns some features of the specific heat — it nieasu
the variation of the entropy versus field, wher€ameasures it versus temperature.
Both are second derivatives of the free energye dtatction. On the other hamdy
owns some features of the magnetization — bbtlandM share same physical units.
Moreover, in the case of superconductors they awéh lcomposed of two
contributions, a reversible one (due to field deleswce of the free energy) and an
irreversible one (due to the dissipation that aquames vortex motion). A significant
advantage oMy as compared t& is the absence of phonon contribution, which
usually dominates the specific heat of HTS clos@{oParamagnetism may add a
background contribution té+ (as well as to specific heat), but this backgroisd
small and can easily be separated.

We showed that it is possible to Ude to evaluate the condensation energy. It
was also demonstrated thMt obeys 3D-xy scaling laws ne&t We showed tha¥l+
exhibits similar behaviour & when crossing the vortex-melting line: a peakha t
case of first-order transitions, and a step in ¢hee of second-order transitions.
Moreover, the parameters describing the anomadigsh as the latent heat and the
step height, fulfil requirements of thermodynamignsistency, establishing the
isothermal magnetocaloric effect as a useful tooktudying reversible processes in a
superconductor.

At lower temperature the irreversible contributionM+ which results from the
heat released by the friction of vortices movingoas pinning centers becomes
important. The hysteresB8Mr is similar to that of the magnetization, and isoah
measure of the critical current density In this regime, characteristic features of the
magnetization such as the fishtail effect are céfié in magnetocaloric runs. The
phase diagram (figure 12) shows that the irrevéitgitines obtained fronM(B,) and
M+(Bs) can be easily connected together, yielding a comimeversibility line which
announces the fishtail effect. The latter is cleatiserved at lower temperature in the
form of a valley in thel. distribution.

Loosely speaking, one might conclude that in theengble regiorM behaves
more like C (figure 9), whereas in the irreversible regiglh behaves more liké/
(figure 10). Thus, using a single experimental gdtu the isothermal magnetocaloric
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effect it is possible to investigate both revessiaind irreversible phenomena in a
superconductor. The results of magnetocaloric tyesons for a high quality
detwinned Y-123 single crystal will be publishedaiforthcoming paper.
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