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I Introduction

G ranular superconductors (SC) are com posed of a very
large number of anall (m icron-size) superconductive
grains which are coupled together due to the Joseph-
son tunnelling (or, In som e cases, due to the proxin —
ity e ect). These system s are Inherently disordered due
to random ness In the sizes of grains and in their mu-
tual distances. U sually the strength of Jossphson cou-
pling between grains is rather weak, so the m axin um
Josephson energy of the contact between two grains is
much below the Intragrain superconductive condensa—
tion energy. Therefore granular SC can be considered
as system s wih a two-level organization: their short-
scale properties are determm ined by the superconductiv—
iy of ndividualgrains, w hereas the m acroscopic SC be—
haviour is govemed by the weak intergrain couplings. In
the treatm ent of the latter, one can neglect any inter-
nal structure of SC grains and describe them jist by
the phases ; oftheir superconductive order param eters
3= JJjexp @ 5). As a result, the m acroscopic be-
haviour of granular SC can be described by a classical
free energy functionalofthe form (cf. Ref. ,E,E]):
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where 5= = 3 A dr isthephase di erence induced by

the electrom agnetic vectorpotentialA and o= hoc=e,
whereas the coupling strengths E ? are proportional to
the m axinum Josephson currents: Ejj = zleIiCj . The
vector potential A in Eq.@) is the sum of the vector
potentialA oy ofthe externalm agnetic eld H o+ and of
the Josephson currents-induced vector potential A ing.
In the absence of extemal m agnetic eld, the lowest-
energy state for the \Ham itonian" ) is, clearly, a
m acroscopically superconductive state w ith allphases
equalto each other. T husthat granular SC system looks
sin ilar to the random XY ferrom agnet w ith random ness
in the values of the coupling strengthsE }’’s (apart from
the possble roke of the induced vector potential A i, 4
which will be dicussed later); within this analogy the
role of XY \spin com ponents" is taken by Sy = cos 5,
Sy = sin g

The situation becomes a ot more complicated in
the presence of non—zero extemal m agnetic eld H ext,
w hich m akes the system random ly frustrated (since m ag—
netic uxespenetrating plaquettesbetw een neighbouring
grains are random fractionalpartsof ;). W hen the ex—
temal eld is su ciently strong, H eyt Hg = o=a3

(here g is the characteristic intergrain distance), the
random phases 33 becom e of the order of or larger,
w hich m eans com plete frustration of the Intergrain cou—
plings { ie. the systam is then expected to resem ble the
XY spin ghss. A ctually the random Josephson netw ork
In a magnetic eld is not exactly identical to the XY

sein glass due to the ollow ing reasons ]: ). Thee ec-
tive couplings E"jj =E jj exp (d i) between \spins" S; of
the frustrated SC network are random com plkx num bers
whereasin theXY spin glassm odel, they are real random

num bers. ii). G enerally the phases ;j depend on the to-
talm agnetjc”jnductjon B = H extt B ing, ie. thee ective
couplingsE’;’ depend on the phasevariables 5 detemm in—
jng the Jntergram currents Iij = Ij(_:j sin ( i j ij) .
In som e cases the e ects produced by the selfinduced
m agnetic eld B j,4 are weak and can be neglected (the
quantitative criterion w illbe discussed later on), so that
phases j; can be considered asbeing xed by the exter-
nal ed.

The m odel described by the Ham iltonian (L) w ith
xed jy'sandHexe  Ho isusually called \gauge glass"
m odel. It is expected on the basis of the analytical E, E,
E,E] aswellasnum erical E, ﬂ] resultsthat the gauge glass
modelin 3D space exhibits a true phase transition into
a low —tem perature glassy superconductive (nonergodic)
state. The m ean— eld theory of such a low -tem perature
state show s E, E] that it is characterized by the presense
ofa nite e ective penetration depth forthe variation of
an extemal eld, nonzero m acroscopic critical current,
and the absense of a m acroscopic M eissner e ect. The
11l m odel @) wih ’s containing contrbution from
B ing is som etin es called \gauge glassw ith screening” E].
The e ect of screening on the presence and properties of
the phase transition Into a glassy state is not com pletely
clear; som e num erical resuls ] indicate the absence of
a true phase transtion in a 3D m odel w ith screening.
Q uantitatively, the strengh of screening is determ ined by
theratio ; = 2 LI.=c o where L is the characteristic
Inductance of an elem entary intergrain current loop E].
In the ceram ics with 1 1, screening e ects becom e
In portant on a long-distance scale a= 1 onk (e.
they are sin ilar to the strongly type-1T superconductors
w ith disorder).

Apart from its relevance for the description ofgranular
superconductors, the gauge glass m odel w ith screening
is rather often considered (eg. Ref. E]) as a simpli-

ed m odel describing the large-scale behaviour of disor-
dered bulk type-II superconductors In the m ixed state
(so—called vortex glass problem ). Actually it is unclear
a priori how these two problem s are related; an obvi-
ous di erence between them is that the basic ingredi-
ent of the latter is the vortex lattice which is clearly



an anisotropic ob fct, w hereas the form er does not con—
tain any prescribed direction in the 3D space. On the
other hand, the granular superconductor In a m oderate
m agnetic eld H ¢yt Hyg m ay be considered as a kind
of disordered type-II superconductor, w here the notion
of a hypervortex which is the m acroscopic analogue of
the A brikosov vortex) can be introduced B, L]1. There-
fore, the m acroscopic properties of a granular netw ork
at H ext Hg m ay resem ble those of the vortex glass; in
such a scenario a phase transtion between vortex glass
and gauge glass phases would be expected in a granular
superconductive netw ork at H oyt Ho (cf. Ref.] fora
m ore detailed discussion of this sub fct) .

R ecently, it was noted that granular superconductors
m ay becom e glassy even In the absence of extermalm ag—
netic eld, ifa Jarge enough part of Jossphson jinctions
are anom alous, ie. theirm inimum Josephson coupling
energy corregoonds to a phase di erence =  instead
of 0 (socalled —Junctions). Two compltely di erent
origins of —junctions were proposed: m esoscopic uctu—
ations in dirty superconductors @] and the pairing w ith
non-zero m om entum E, ]. R ecent experin ents re—
vealing the d-w ave nature ofpairing in high-tem perature
superconductors @] Indicate the possibility of observing
glassy superconductive behaviour in HT SC ceram ics in
virtually zero m agnetic eld. Note that ceram ics w ith
equal concentrations of usual and —junctions are com —
pltely equivalent (if screening e ects can be neglected)
to the X Y spin glass. Contrary to the 3D gauge glass
m odel, the XY soin glass in 3D is expected to have no
true therm odynam ic phase transition at nite tem pera—
ture ﬂ]; recently, it hasbeen suggested that the XY soin—
glass and d-wave ceram ic superconductor m ight have a
new equilbrium ordered phase, the socalled chiralglass
phase E]. H ow ever, these issues are hardly relevant for
the m easurable response at tem peratures much below
\bare" glass transition tem perature Ty, which we con—
sider in this paper.

E xperim ental studies of granular superconductors re—
veal E, @] an appearance of m agnetic irreversbility (a
di erence between M eissner and shielding m agnetiza-—
tionsor, in othertem s, between Field Cooled F C.) and
Zero Field Cooled (Z F C.) m agnetizations) below som e
tem perature T4, which is Iower than the SC transition
tem perature T, ofthe grains. H ow ever, detailed analysis
ofthe m agnetic response In such system s is usually com —
plicated by the m ixing of contrbutions from indiridual
grains and from the Intergrain currents. T he goalofthis
paper is to develop a m ethod which m akes it possble
to extract from the raw data on d.c. m agnetic response
the Intergrain contribution and to com pare itsbehaviour
w ith existing theoretical predictions.

The compound La;.gSrn,Cul0,4 was chosen in this
study forexperin entalconvenience, since its criticaltem —
perature ( 32K ) is wihin the optin al tem perature
range of our noise and a.c. susceptibility m easurem ents
setup. T he sam ple was fabricated by standard solid state
reaction of Lay,0 3, SXCO 3 and CuO @]. M ixed pow der
was pressed Into pellets which were sintered in air at
920 C for12 hours. Them aterialwas then subm ited to
three cycles of regrinding, sifting to 20 m , pressing and
sinteringagain at 1100 C for12 hours. Sam plesprepared
In tw o successive runswere used In this study. In the st
one (sampl A ), pellets Imm thick and 10mm diam eter
were obtained, w ith a density about 80% ofthe theoreti-
calbulk value. In the second one (sam ple B ), cylindersof
diam eter 6m m and length 5 to 6mm wereprepared w ith
a density ratio about 88% . In both preparations, grains
sizeswere In the range 1 { 10 m . Room tem perature
X —ray powder di raction pattems showed the presence
ofa snallamount (K 5% ) of the non superconductive
com pound La; 2x SrxCuy05.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. In Sec—
tion IT the general analysis of the m agnetic response
data obtained on two di erent samples @ and B) of
La;.gSr,Cul 4 ceram ics is presented and the Intergrain
(Josephson) contribution to the overall response is ex—
tracted. Section ITT is devoted to the detailed study of
them agnetic response of Josephson intergrain netw ork in
the Iow — eld range. It is found that the m acroscopic crit—
icalcurrent is suppressed considerably (by a factor 2), in
amagnetic eld of only about 2G . The Iower- eld d.c.{
response to eld varationsoforder0:05 035G wasana—
Iyzed fortheF C .statesobtained atHyc = 0 10G and
tw o tem peratures, 10K and 20K . Thedataat T = 10K
and Hrpc = 0 and 0:1G are shown to be compatble
with the Bean criticalstate picture @] and the low-—

eld critical current value is identi ed. The rest of the
data are n a sharp contrast with Bean-m odel predic—
tions: the screening current grow s sublinearly (@pproxi-
m ately as a square root) w ith increasing exitation eld.
Very low eld, low frequency a.c. measuraments are
presented, which reveal the strongly irreversible nature
of that anom alous response. A new phenom enological
m odel is proposed for the treatm ent of these data. Its

rst predictions are found to be in a reasonable agree—
m ent w ith the data. In Section 1V, the theoreticalanaly—
sis of our experin entalresuls is given in term s ofthe ex—
isting theordes of \gauge-glass" state. It is shown that the
observed transition tem perature to the low -tem perature
state of the network and the m agnitude of the (low-—
B ;T ) critical current are in sharp contradiction w ith the
(usual) assum ption that the zero— eld granular netw ork
is unfrustrated. On the contrary, under the assum p—



tion of a strongly frustrated network at B = 0, allbasic
m easured param eters of the ceram ic network are in mu—
tualagreem ent. W e believe that these estin ates indicate
the existence of a large proportion of —jinctions in the
La;gSrn,Cul,4 ceram ics, possbly due to the d-wave
nature of superconductivity in cuprates. T he Section V
is devoted to the developm ent of a new m odel of dia—
m agnetic response in glassy superconductors, which is
necessary for the description of the anom alous data de—
scribed at the end of Section III. This new model (in
som e sense, Interm ediate between the Bean E] and the
C am pbell E] ones) is based on two ideas: i) the ex—
istence of tw o characteristic \critical" currents (J.; and
Je Je1 ), and i) the fractalnature of free energy valleys
in the ceram ic network. O ur conclisions are presented
in Section V I, whereas som e technical calculations can
be found in the Appendix.

Forconvenience, theem a1 system ofunitsw illbe used
for experim ental data, and G aussian units for the theo-
retical discussions.

IT General Properties of D C.
M agnetic R esponse

The d.c. magnetization was m easured by the classical
extraction method. Two SQUID m agnetom eters were
used: one a hom e m ade apparatus used in severalprevi-
ous spin-glass studies @], the othera com m ercial system
(C ryogenics S500) .

In this section, w e describe successively the staticm ag—
netic response of sam plesA and B and present a prelin —
nary treatm ent of these data, n order to distinguish
betw een the m agnetic response of individual grains and
intergrain currents [§, 9] (a detailed study of the latter
is the sub fct of the next section). Firstly, we present
results obtained after cooling the sam ples In variousd .c.

elds and applying small eld increases. Secondly, we
w illderive from the resultsthe response ofthe Josephson
currents as a function of eld and tem perature. F nally,
we w ill show that the behavior ofthe eld cooled € C.)
susocegptibility can be satisfactorily accounted for if the
system of Josephson currents does not carry M eissner
m agnetization. It w illbe shown that the sam e interpre—
tation accounts fairly well forthe F C . results which, at

rst sight, are rather di erent or the sam plesA and B .

ITA SamplA

Samplk A isa lmm thick pellet wih an approxin ately
ellipsoidal shape of 2 6mm . Its calculated volum e is
v 8:5mm° and the dem agnetizing eld coe cient for

006 [2}1.

the eld parallelto the longitudinalaxisisN

Figure 1: M agnetic m om ent of the sample A as a func-
tion of eld applied In the zero eld cooled state (em au.
units ofm om ent correspond to am 3> G ).

F J'g. displaysthem agnetic dipolem om ent ofthe sam —
ple cooked to 10K In zero eld and subm itted to cycles
0! Hpax ! O for several values of H o Up to 2G.
At the owest increasing elds, the m om ent Increases
Intially with a slope P;. Above 15G, i approaches
a slope P 2. The rem anent posiive m om ent saturates
for H, ax 1G . The calculated m om ent of the sam ple
for perfect volum e shielding in an hom ogeneous eld is
em u. system):

H v
M = ———= 072 1
41 N)

O w Ing to the error In the evaluation of the volum g, this
value isdeterm ined w ith an accuracy ofonly 5% .Nev—
ertheless, it is n fair agreem ent with the slope P1 in
Fjg.. O n the other hand, the slope P 2 is about 53% , a
rather sn all value since the densiy ratio of the sam ple
is about 80% . At such low tem peratures (in com parison
wih T 32K ), where the lower critical eld of the
grain’sm aterial is above 100G , one would expect expul-
sion ofthe eld by the grainsw ith a penetration depth
T he expected value for the m agnetization M = M =V of
the system ofuncoupled grains system can be calculated
as E]:

M 1 f

- = (T2)
H 4 1 £N @ f)n

where f is the volime fraction of the superconduc-
tive m aterial and n is the dem agnetizing eld for the



grains. Foran estin ate, we assum e grains to be spherical
n = 1=3) and, usihg M =H 0:53
we nd f 041. This value is considerably below the
volum e fraction of the sampl lled by grains (  0:8);
we assum e that the di erence is due to the intergrain
penetration depth  being com parable to the grain size
r and estin ate an e ective value of as
3
=041=08 1 P yielding =02r:

Taking an average size of 5 m for the grains, we obtain

500nm . Values reported for the m ean penetration
depth in La;4SmoCul, are about 200nm PRJ1. The
value found here is larger than the expected m ean value
for the hom ogeneocusm aterial, indicating that the grains
are not m onocrystalline. This will be con m ed below
by the results of eld-cooling experin ents.

Figure 2: Shielding susceptibilly of the samplk A as a
function of tem perature, nom alized to the m om ent for
com plkte shielding. Curves are arranged In the same
ascending order as in the legend.

The shielding susceptibility is pltted in Fig.[, as a
function of tem perature and for several values of the
ambient F C. eld. The m easurem ents were perform ed
according to the ollow Ing procedure: the sam ple was
cooled In a eld H g4, down to the working tem pera—
ture and the m om ent was m easured after waiing 300
sec; then the eld was Increased by a small am ount

H H 3c=10 and the m om ent wasm easured again af-
terwaiting 300 sec. The guredisplaysthe experim ental
shielding susoceptbility nom alized to the value for total
shielding, ie.:

M #+ H) M@E) 40 N)
H \% )

sh —

1=4 and N = 0:06,

The curves show the doubl step usually ascrbed to
the action ofboth Intragrain currents and Josephson in—
tergrain currents @]. At high tem perature, the onset
of grains diam agnetism occurs at about 32K . Above
25K , the response corresoonds to the diam agnetism of
the grains. At a xed temperature, it is H 4. inde-
pendent for H 4 5G, and decreases for increasing
Hge > 5G.Below 25K , the onset of Josephson currents
m anifests as a second step of the diam agnetic response.
This second step appears at a decreasing tem perature
as H 4 Increases. At the lowest tem peratures, the dia—
m agneticm om ent am ounts to about 100% of ux expul-
sion at H gc = 0 and decreases w ith increasing H gc. At
Hg4c > 8G,the uxexpulsion saturatesat a value slightly
above 50% which corresponds roughly to the levelof53%
determm ined above for the grains response.

T he susoeptibility in Fjg.ﬂ contains the contributions
of grains and Josephson currents. The contributions
can be separated on the line of the work by D ersh and
B latter @]. The Induction in the sam ple is given by
B =H+4 Mg+ M5 whereM 4 and M § stand re-
spectively for the m agnetization of grains and of the
Josephson currents. It should be noted that the m ag—
netization due to m acroscopic circulating currents n a
superconductor is sam ple-size dependent, ie. the corre—
soonding suscgptibility is not a local quantity. At the
m acroscopic scale of the circulating currents, the m ag—
netization M 4 can alwaysbe written as gH 15ca1, where

g @) is hom ogeneous over the sample. In what ol
low s, we consider quantities averaged over the volum e
of the sampl: in that case, M ; is the averaged m o-
ment per volum e unit due to the currents. The de-
m agnetizing eld e ect will be neglected In the calcu-
lations. W e have veri ed that, ow Ing to the am all value
of the dem agnetizing factor , this does not m odify the
essential features of the result whik allowing a sin—
pler derivation (the e ect of dem agnetizing factor will
be taken into account when analyzing the data from
the ssmpke B).Weget My = 4@H + 4 Mj): Then
M =Mg+Mij= gH+Mj 4 with ¢=1+4 4),
and

M gH
M j= —— (H.3)
g

Eqg. @) m ust be considered w ith care since 4 is his-
tory and eld dependent. In fact it is welladapted to
the description ofthe resul of zero (or small) eld cool
ng experimn ents. M ore generally, we m ust consider the
response to eld ncrements H toocbtain = M= H :
T hen, the polarizability E] 3 ofthe Josephson netw ork
reads:

5= 2 (I4)




N ote that we can equivalently consider the response of
the currents system In an hom ogeneous m ediim w ith
pem eability 4. If the applied eld is varied by H,
the Josephson network sees a variation of intemal eld

Hi= 4 H and developsa polarization Mjy= 4 Hj.
Then, we recover Eq. @) .

The value of 4 could be determ ined In principle if
we were able to obtain a packing of disconnected grains
equivalent to the packing ofthe sintered sam ple. In prac—
tice this was not possble. Indeed, m echanical grinding
resulted in breaking a large part of the grains and thus
m odifying the characteristics of the m aterdial. N everthe—
kess, it is possble to extract 4, at least approxim ately,
from the data of Fig. E At high tem perature, above
the onset of intergrain currentsat 25K , the shielding
susceptbility g, is due to the grains alone, indepen-
dent on H 4. below 6G . At low tem peratures, for Hyc
above 6G , the o, curves superpose and there is no
m anifestation of the onset of ntergrain currents. Thus,
herealso, <, representsthe response ofthe grainsalone.
Hence, the response 4 ofthe grains can be reasonnably
approxin ated by an interpolation betw een these two lin —
is. The interpolation curve, obtained by a sm ooth-
Ing procedure between both curves at Hgc = 0G and
Hge = 20G is displayed on Fjg%(dotted curve). The
values of 5 derived from Eg. ) are plotted versus
tem perature In Fjg.E, forH g < 6G.

Figure 3: Josephson currents susceptbility n the sam -
pk A as a function of tem perature. Valies have been
calculated from data ofFiy.[} and ushg Eq. {II4).

Note that the dependence of 5 on Hyc; seen In the
gure is supposed to re ect the behavior of the initial
shielding properties of the Josephson network w ith the
Increase of H 4c. Nevertheless, non lnearity of the re—

soonse due to the correlative Increase ofthe value of H
(H = H=10) cannot be excluded: this aspect will be
studied In detail in sam pl B . F inally, one can note the
sin ilarity of our data w ith the resuls of earlier num eric
sin ulations on a gauge glass system E].

Above we have dicussed the system ’s responses to
the variation ofm agnetic eld at xed tem perature (ie.
shielding responses) and extracted from these data the
polarizability 5 ofthe intergrain system . Now we tum
to the description of the results of the Field Cooling
F C.) measurements. F C. (M eissner) m agnetization
was m easured by the standard procedure between 10K
and 40K for elds from 0:01 to 20G . The results are
reported In Fig. H versus tem perature and Fjg.ﬁ versus
applied eld. Data are nom alized to the value of the
m om ent for 100% shielding.

Figure4:F C . M eissner) susceptbility of sample A asa
finction oftem perature for eldsup to 20G . Curvesare
arranged In the sam e ascending order as in the lgend.

Even at the smallest eld, the ux expulsion rate is
no m ore than 45% , less than the 53% shielding by the
grains. At low elds, below 1G, there is an approxin ate
a niy between the curvesofM =H versusT .M =H can
be extrapolated linearly toH ! 0. The resul isplotted
n Fig. E (solid circles): one can see that the extrapo-—
lated F C . susoeptibility superposes exactly w ith the low
dc. eld shielding susceptbility above 25K . T herefore,
at low dc. eld above 25K , the response of the grains
system is reversble and it is well describbed by the low
dc. eld shielding curves; this jasti es the hypothesis
used above for the calculation of 5. On the other hand
(see Fig.[d), the behavior of the F C . susceptibility as
a function of H isnot trivial. M =H decreases w ith in—
creasing eld and reaches a stable kvel (@bout 25% at



Figure 5: F C. M eissner) susceptibility of sample A as
a function of eld for selected tem peratures Curves are
arranged In the sam e ascending order as In tthe legend.

the lowest tam peratures) at roughly 1G . W hatever the
tem perature, this decrease is centered at a constant value
ofthe eld,about0:d1 0:3G.Above5G ,M =H decreases
oncem ore w ith increasing eld. Note an essentialdi er—
ence between the F C. results presented on Fjg.E and
the shielding resuls above CFjg.ﬂ): the F C . curves do
not show any ncrease of the response M =H wih the
tem perature decrease below 20K , where the intergrain
coupling grow s considerably (as it is seen from Fjg.lg) .
T hism eans that the network of intergrain currents does
not produce M eissner  C.) m agnetization, whereas it
does produce shielding m agnetization.

The behavior of the FC. susceptbilty rc =
Mrc=H as a function of the applied eld H depicted
in Fjg.E show s tw o nontrivial features: i) crossover be—
tween two plateaus (@t low and m oderate values ofH ),
which takes place between 0:1G and 1G Independent of
tem perature, and ii) the value ofthe ow—eld ¢ isno-—
ticeably lower than the M eissner response of uncoupled
grains (45% versus 53% ). These features can be under-
stood In tem s of (i), a polycrystalline structure of the
grains, which can be suspected from the large values of
the penetration depth obtained from the resultsofF jg.ﬂ,
and (i), selfshielding (inning of the m agnetic ux) by
the Josephson currents when lowering the tem perature
n an applied eld.

W e start from the feature i); the curvesofF C .m agne-
tization in Fig.[§ are rather sin ilar to those which were
m easured by Ruppel et al. E] In YBaCuO oceram ics.
T he authors Interpreted their results on the basis of a
theory of the ux expulsion by strongly anisotopic ran—

dom Iy ordented crystallites as derived by W ohllebeen et
al @]. W e stress that the m odel is not based on any
activated ux creep m echanisn . It is thus welladapted
to the analysis of our results: indeed, ux creep e ects
can hardly be invoked here since the tem perature hasno
apparent e ect of on the characteristic eld related to
the decrease ofm agnetization. T he starting point of the
m odel is that, provided the size b of the crystallites is
such that | b » , the Jongitudinal m agnetization
of a crystallite whose c-axism akes an angle wih the
edisgivenbyM = (H=4 ) (cos? )where isa
factorclose to 1, depending on the ratio =b. A fferaver-
aging over , one obtainsM =H = ( =3)(1=4 ). kmust
be stressed that the system of intragrain crystallites isa
strongly-coupled system , contrary to the system ofgrains
which com poses the ceram ic. T herefore, a grain consists
of an ensamble of interconnected Josephson loops sur—
rounding crystallites whose planes are nearly along the
eld and are thus transparent to the eld. At low elds,
this system w illexpelthe ux wih a penetration depth
depending on the jinction coupling energy. N evertheless,
when the eld issuch that a loop seesa ux larger than
o=2, them acroscopicm agnetization ofthe Josegphson
currents vanishes and the system reacts as an ensemble
of disconnected crystallites % T he characteristic ed
of this crossover is such that IR
Hn S 0l (IT.5)
(0]
R ecently determ ined values for the penetration depth in
La;.gS1r,Culy @]are x = 150nm and , = 1500nm .
O Iderm easurem ents indicate a higher anisotropy, up to a
factor 14 @]. W e can thus reasonnably considerthat the
m odel can be applied In our case. TakingH, = 03G,
we obtaln s = 74 18 am?. W ith s B this
leads to a mean diameter b= 15 m for the crystak
lites. Above H, , the system acts as an ensemble of
crystallites w hose average susceptibility is ( =3) (1=4 ).
W ith the density ratio £ = 08, taking = 1 and sup-—
posing spherical crystallites we obtain from Eq. @)
4 - = 031 which is above the experin entalvalie (the
latter being about 025) . N evertheless, it m ust be noted
that we have neglected here the e ect ofthe factor and
used a rather unrealistic spherical approxin ation for the
shape of crystallites. F inally, it hasbeen seen that above
5G ,theF C .m agnetization startsto decrease oncem ore
w ith Increasing eld although H .; is lJarger than 100G in
La;gSr,Cu0,4 . This can be due to Intrinsic pinning
Inside the crystallites them selves when the applied eld
issuch that the ux In the cross section ofone crystallite
islargerthan ,.W ith amean radlisof0:8 m forthe
crystallites, this crossover occurs at about 10G .



Now we tum to the discussion of the feature i) m en-
tioned above. At tem peraturesbelow 25K , the Joseph-
son currentsbecom e active. T heire ect isthat, at 10K ,
the shielding response of the system of grains am ounts
at about 53% , while the F C . susceptibility saturates at
about 45% . This di erence is enough to be signi cant
and can be interpreted as the resul of pinning by the
Josephson network. In fact, this pinning can be under-
stood as a back shielding e ect of the Josephson cur—
rents against the decrease of local intemal eld, due to
the tem perature dependence of the grain’s system per-
meabilty 4. W e have seen above that the response of
the system oonsists of the two parts: (1) for an applied

eld H , the Intemal eld due to the grains seen by the
Intergrain currents isH; = 4H , and (i) the intergrain
currents system reactsto allvariation ofH ; with a polar—
izability 5 and generatesam agnetization M= 4 Hj.
T hus, when the tem perature is decreased by dT , the in—
temal eld decreases by H d 4=dT and the Josephson
netw ork tends to screen this varation. Since the inter-
grain currents give no M eissner e ect, we consider their
response as totally irreversible. T hus for a variation dT
of the tem perature, In a eld H , the variation of induc—
tion is:
dg
dB = (1+4 3

e H dT
ar
On theotherhand, B = (1+ 4 yc)H . Wih 4 =
1+ 4 4,we nally cbtain:
ZT
g FC
Fc = gt 4 y—=dI = 4+ %7 : (IT.6)
r, °dT J
MEC £C H is the m agnetization produced by the

Josephson currentsdue to variation of 4 w ith decreasing
tem perature. As 4 isknownonly nthelmitHg. ! O,
Eqg. ) has been used to calculate rpc versus T In
the lim it of Jow eld. In order to do it, we started from
the valuesof g#H ! 0) as derived above; for 5, we
have used the values given in Fjg.E forthe an allest eld
Hge = 006G . The resuk is pbtted on Fig. . The
agream ent of calculated values w ith experin entaldata is
rather satisfactory, although not perfect.

T his discrepancy is em phasized ifEq. @) is reversed
n orderto calculate 5 asafunction of gand rc¢ .The
reason isthat wehaveused here the sin plest linearm odel
of back shielding. In fact, as we w ill see later, the re—
soonse ofthe currents system is strongly non-linear, w ith
the susceptibility  decreasingw ith increasing H ,and
thise ectbecom es strongerasthe tem perature increases.
T he result isthat the calculated e ciency ofback shield—
ing isunderestin ated, since the value ofthe experim ental
susceptibility isdeterm ned by applying nie ncrem ents

H .

Figure 6: . calulated with Eq. {I1.4) from the valies
of 4 and 5(0) (seetext).

ITB SampleB

Sam ple B wasm achined from one of the original cylin—
ders, n form of a parallelepiped of dim ensions approx—
nately 3 3 6mm. Its calulated volime is V
52:6mm > and its dem agnetizing eld coe cient for a
Iongitudinal eld is N 019. In a ongitudinal eld,
its calculated m om ent for perfect ux expulsion is given
byM =51 02 1® H a6

M easurem ents ofthe initialm agnetization at 10K are
In fair agreem ent w ith this value. For H 4. above 3G
and up to 30G M = H reaches a stable level about
3210 3 an ® which corresponds to the response of the
grainsalone. W ith the density ratio 0o£88% for this sam —
plk and using Eqg. @) one nds f = 046, yielding

= 0:19r, ie. the sam e value as derived for samplk A .

T he shielding suscgptibility wasm easured in this sam —
pl by using a m ore sophisticated m ethod, in order to
reduce the e ect ofnon lnearity. A ffer cooling the sam —
ple at the working tem perature n thed.c. eld, the eld
was Increased by 5 successive steps H ,and M was
measured. At the lowest elds, H = 10m G and (to
keep a good signal/noise ratio) H = H pc=50 at the
highest ones. Then, the vauie of M ,= | H was
extrapolated to H = 0 by last square t.

Like in the case of samplke A, allcurvesat H 4¢ 10G
m erge at high tem peratures to a comm on curve which
corresoonds to the ux expulsion by the grains. The
main di erence with the sampl A is that in the sam —
pl B the onset of Jossphson currents shielding occurs
at higher tem peratures. T his is consistent w ith the fact
that sam ple B ism ore dense, resulting in a better cou-



pling between grains; m oreover, is size is larger, which
also increases the total shielding m agnetization. At low
tem perature, the m agnetization curve at Hge = 20G
reaches a level slightly above 60% , which corresponds
to the low tem perature level or the grains.

The shielding response of the Josephson currents is
obtained w ith the procedure already used for the sam ple
A . Here the dem agnetizing factor cannot be neglected
(N 019). Two kind of quantities are to be consid—
ered: (i) the responses 4 and of an equivalent sam -
pl without dem agnetizing eld (g. an in nitely long
cylinder w ith the sam e cross—section for instance); here

g is the response ofthe system ofgrains alone, w ithout
Intergrain currents, and isthe totalresponse ofthe sys—
tem of intragrain plus Intergrain currents, and (i), the
m easured responses 4 and — ; they correspond to the
m easured m om ent for each case, nom alized to the m o—
m ent fortotal ux expulsion in the volum e ofthe sam ple.
T he relation betw een both kinds ofquantities is given by
Y= = = 77 - A relation ofthe sam e kind holds
or 4 and ;. W ith the use ofEq. @), we nally
obtain:

j= (T.7)

where™ = 1+4 — ,_g = 1+4 _g . Sim ilarto the case of
the sam ple A , an approxin ate curve hasbeen determ ined
for ™, by interpolating between the sm allH 4. curves at
high tem peratures, and the curve at H 4. = 20G at low

tem peratures. Then the values of 5 have been derived
from Eqg. @) and plotted on Fjg.ﬂ. T he set of curves
is sin ilar to the set for sam ple A, exoept or the higher
onset tem perature of the ntergrains currents.

Figure 7: Josephson currents shielding susceptibility as
derived from the data and use ofEq. (II.]).

Field Coold m agnetization data, nom alized to the
value of them om ent for fill ux expulsion, are reported
n Fjg.ﬂ as a function of eldsup to 30G .

Figure 8: F C . M eissner) susceptibility of sam ple B nor-
m alized to them om ent fortotal ux expulsion, asa func-
tion of eld.

At the Iowest eld and tem perature, the F C . m ag—
netization does not exceed 28% of its value for full ux
expulsion. Furthem ore, at low tem peratures the curves
versus eld presenta secondm axinum atabout5G .W e
expect that this com plicated behavior is due to the back
shielding e ect ofthe Intergrain currents, asdiscussed for
sam ple A . To take them into account, a relation sin ilar
to Eqg. ) (but w ith the dem agnetizing e ect taken
Into account) should be derived. The intemal eld is
given as usualby H; = H 4 NM , and the valie of
the local eld seen by the currentsisH ;= ¢H;.Thus,
under a tem perature variation dT ,

di; d

- -_ 9
dT dT @

aM
4NM) 4Ngd—T:

W ith dB=dT = ;dH ;=dT , and using the relation

_ Z p
M:LHZL Md’r
1 N 4 T, dT

one obtains after integration:

_ N
FCc — 1 eXp( 4 N1I)); I=

4 N ., 1 N (@
(IT.8)
Here 5= 1+4 5,wih j reportedon Fjg.ﬂ,whereas
the value of 4 was obtained using the relation 4 =
1 N),z=@Q0 N7, from the value of — as derived
above.



The values of " for H ! 0 have been calculated
using the values of ; asdetem ined above, and the val-
uesof 3 atHgc.= 0. The calculated value of " . was
found to be about 035 atT = 10K , whereas itsm ea—
sured value was about 028. T he discrepancy between
m easured and calculated values is larger here than in
corresponding results for sam ple A . W e believe that the
origin of this discrepancy is the sam e as in the case of
sampl A, ie. i stem s from the nonlinear response ef-
fect. This e ect is num erically lJarger In sam ple B since
here the onset of Josephson currents occurs in a range
oftem perature where 4 still vardes strongly, contrary to
the case of sampk A .

T he above analysis show s (irrespectively to the above—
m entioned discrepancy) that the back shielding e ect
leads to a strong reduction of the eld cooled suscep—
tbility as com pared w ith the susceptibility of the grains
alone. It is then easy to understand the com plex behav—
or of ;. as a funtion of eld: at 10K for instance,
the onset of back shielding occurs at about 20G , and
its am plitude increases w ith decreasing eld due to the
Increase of . Starting from the two-step behavior of

g expected from the theory of W ohlldbeen et al. @]
(@nd seen in the data of sam ple A, where back shielding
is less in portant), back shielding results on the double
m axin um shape of the m easured curves.

ITTI D etailed Study ofthe Joseph-
son N etw ork R esponse.

IIT-A D etemm ination of the global criti-

cal current.

In this subsection we w ill present the procedure we used
to extract the value ofthe m acroscopic critical current In
oursam plke B .T hisprocedure isnot quite trivialsihcewe
are Interested in the dependence of the critical current
on the background dc. eld In the sample, so we need
to analyse the m agnetization curves which depend both
on the cooling eld H 4. and on the eld variation H .
M agnetization has been recorded at 10 and 20K as
a function of increasing H wih the an allest possble
eld steps ( H = 10m G ), and starting from severalF C.
states. From the M data, it is possble to derive the
value ofthe current response M 5 asa function of H .
For this, we use Eq. ) which can be written as :
M M

M 5= 7_:; : (I1T.9)
Toa N,
where M 4 is the m agnetization of the grains alone;

~ and  are de ned in Section ITB . The value of the

grains system response is approxim ately derived in the
samesection: M 4 3210° H an® G at1l0K and

M 4 2910° H an’® G at20K .Calulated values
of M 5 at1l0K areplotted in Fjg.E. N ote the analogy
of these results to the m agnetization curves of classical
type II superconductors w ith strong pinning (the di er—
ence isthat here H playsthe roke ofH ).

Figure 9: Shielding m om ent of the Josephson currents
after cooling the sampl at 10K In a dec. eld in the
range 0 10G .

A fter cooling the sam ple at zerod.c. eld, its response
is obviously symm etric with respect to H . W hen it
is cooled In a nite dec. eld, i is not the case any—
more, as was explained In the previous section. The
m agnetic m om ent of the sampl just after cooling is
Mgpc =Mg+M ?C where M ?C is the positive m o—
m ent due to the back shielding by the Josephson currents
which have been developed during the cooling process
(seeEqg. @ and @)) . So, the totalm om ent produced
by the intergrain currents after increasing the eld by

H isM ;=M 5%+ M ;. It is thismoment which
vanisheswhen J. ! 0 (@t lJarge enough H ), and thus
M ; approaches M5€.In Fjg. we show the data
recorded at T = 10K and H 4. = 2G . Curves recorded
at positive and negative H both converge to the value
corresponding to . M5¢: at 10K , MEC is about
1110 *emu.

When H > H 4., & is natural to expect that the
response of the Josephson netw ork does not depend on
the iniial state. A simple illustration can be given by
analogy w ih Bean-lke pinning in type II superconduc—
tors @]. At large H , when the induction pro Il has
penetrated up to the center of the sam ple, the m agneti-
zation no longerdependson H butonlyon J .. If asi



Figure 10: Shielding m om ent of the Josephson currents
after cooling the samplk at 10K in adec. eld H g =
2G .Data are for positive and negative eld steps.

isthe case in realm aterdals, J. varies w ith the induction
In the sam ple, the m agnetization depends on the total
H , whatever the value of H 4. In which the sam pl was
cooled. A ctually, when plotted as a function ofthe total
ed H 4.+ H , the curves giving the totalm om ent of
network currents M §€ + M ; merge in their "large"
eld part (ie. above their maxinum ). The values
have been calculated, with M 5° = 1110 *emu and
0:710 3emu HrHg. = 2G and 4G respectively. In or—
der to obtain an optin aloverlap between the curves, the
fllow ing values have been used or M 4 : 32510 3
Han® G atHg. = 0G, 32210°3 Ha® G at
Hge = 2G and 4G . Indeed, the calculated values for
M j at large H are extrem ely sensitive to those for
M 4. This allows us to re ne the determ ination of
M 4 . Note that the valies quoted above do not di er
by m orethan 1% , which is com patible w ith experin ental
accuracy and the possible variations of grains response
wih H dc -

Finally, from the know ledge of the true Jossphson
shielding response, in \large" eldswe can now derive a
rough evaluation of the critical current. N am ely, above
themaximum of M 5, we calculate the value J; ofthe
average critical current which would give the valie of
the m easured m om ent by use of the Bean formula @]
In a cylindrical geom etry. For strong penetration, the
m agnetization isgiven in em u. by M = J.R=3. W ih
R = 0:d5an and the values of the m om ent m easured
at 10K and 20K wih Hg. = 0G , we obtain the data
displayed in Fig.[l1]. Note that the data are lim ited to

elds such that H H = 4 J.R below which the above
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approxin ate evaluation is no longer relevant.

Figure 11: C alculated values ofthe averaged criticalcur-
rent J¢ as a function oftotal eld for strong eld pene—
tration. T he big square corresponds to the niial J. as
determ ined in ITTB

IIT B Low Field d.c. Response.

W e can now concentrate on the behavior of the Joseph—
son currentsm om ent at small H . For this discussion,
the currents susogptbiliy M s= H is plotted versus

H at 10K and 20K J'nFjg.and respectively.

At 10K , after zero eld cooling or cooling in a snall

eld H 43¢ = 011G , the response varies linearly with H
for anall values of H up to about 05G . This lin-
ear slope of M 4= H is considered as the result of
classical Bean-lke pinning w ith critical current density
Jdc=H =4 R ,where1=4 H isthe Iniial slope ofthe
curve @]. T his Initial slope is reported on the gure as
the short dashed line which corresponds to H 2G,
leading to J.  3:7A=am?.

At larger H , the behaviour of currents suscepti-
bilty M 4= H deviates from Iinear, which is the re-
sul of both the m agnetic— eld dependence of the crit—
ical current J., an intrinsic e ect, and of the increas-
Ing degree of ux penetration into the sam ple, a purely
size-dependent e ect. Usually one uses the Bean m odel
(generally with som e B -dependent critical current) in
an appropriate geom etry In order to deconvolute these
two e ects. However, one should keep In m ind that
the Bean m odel is a severe sin pli cation of the prob—
Jlem of constant pinning force, corresponding to the lim it

! 0 (ie. the London penetration depth is supposed
to be negligble wih respect to the Bean penetration



Figure 12: Jossphson currents susoeptibility at 10K vs.
applied variation H of eld, after cooling n dc. eld
H g4c . The meaning of dashed and dot dashed lines is
explained in the text.

Figure 13: Jossphson currents susceptbility at 20K vs.
applied variation H of eld, after cooling in dc. eld
H g -
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length). For the sinplst sam pl shapes (thin skhb or
cylinder) it m eans that the condition R should be
ful Tled, which is usually the case. However the siu-—
ation is m ore com plicated for sam ples of square cross—
section (lke our one), where the e ect of comers m ay
becom e in portant even at R . For such a geom —
etry, the use of Bean m odel leads to exactly the sam e
relation betw een critical current, extemal eld and m ea—
sured m agnetization as for the cylindrical ones, w hereas
one expects som e di erence if nite- ocorrections are
taken into acoount. At the present stage, we arenot able
to evaluate these corrections and therefore the valies of
the m agnetization corresponding to our experin entalge—
om etry with non negligble . Nevertheless, we expect
that it lies between the curves for two extrem e lim its.
T he upper one corresoonds to the ! 0 lm i, where
the m agnetization is given sim ply by the Bean’s form ula
for the cylinder: 4 M=H = 1+ H=H H?=3H *
forH < H and 4 M=H = H=3H forH > H
A lower lin it (thought rather arti cial) consists of the
"double slab" case n which the variation of m agneti-
zation is counted twice (once for each pair of edges):
4 M=H = 1+ H=H forH < H =2and 4 M=H =

H =4H forH > H =2.Both curves are plotted in the
F jg.@ (dot dashed and long dashed curves respectively)
orJ.= 377A=an?and M s=H = 50510 *an’® at

H ! 0.

Let us now discuss the data starting from those ob-
tained for ow dec. elds, Hge: = 0;0:1G . One can see
that, after the iniial linear part, the absolute value of
the m easured susceptibility is always an aller than the
calculated ones. This corresponds to the decrease of J¢
w ith increasing induction, as it is classically expected
In granular m aterials, due to the suppression of inter-
grain critical currentsby m agnetic eld penetration into
the Josephson jmctjonsﬂ]. T his \classical" behavior for
granular superconductors is usually analyzed by consid—
ering the volum e-averaged Josephson m ediuim as a kind
of type II superconductor in the dirty lim it, provided its
m acroscopic penetration depth s is large as com pared
w ith the grains size @, @].

At Hge 2G thebehaviorof M 4= H is quite dif-
ferent: there is no iniial linear slope, but a m onotonic
curvature is present down to the smallest H . It is
no longer possible to adjust a Bean lke curve to the
data. For instance, the Bean curve plotted on the lowest

H data forH 4. = 2G is reported on the Fjg. asa
dashed line. It corresoonds to a very am all critical cur—
rent of order 022 =an ¢ , and i is evident that the e ec—
tive screening current becom esm uch largerw ith increas—
Ing H . Here, contrary to the case ofH 4. = 0G , the
absolute value of the m easured susceptbility is always



Jarger than the calculated one for a constant shielding
current correspondingtothelimi H ! O.Thismeans

that, whereas at H 4. = 0 the e ective screening current
density stays constant and then slow ly decreasesw ith in—
creasing H Which corresponds to classical Josesphson

pihning),atHge 2G it increaseswith H sublinearly
(sInce a linear ncrease w ould correspond to a susogptibil-
iy independent of H ). Such behaviour is quite unusual

w ithin the com m only acospted picture of screening in su—
perconductors; indeed, we know that, for vanishing eld
excitations, the screening current m ay be either i) linear
In H and reversibl, as n the London (or Cam pbell

@]) shielding regim €, or ii) constant (equalto the nitial
critical current J.) and irreversibke as in the case of the
Bean-type critical state (or of any other known critical
model, eg Kin model E], exponentialm odel @], etc).

The above anom alous screening behaviour is even
m ore pronounced at 20K where, even after zero eld
cooling, no initial linear slopeof M 5= H can be seen
in the data. A1l curves show the sam e anom alous be-
havior as the data at 10K in elds from 2G . This spe-
ci c behavior is em phasized by plotting the di erence
between the m easured susceptbility M 4= H and is
value for total ux expulsion M 5(0)= H , versus H
on a Log{Log scale. In such a plot, at least in the regin e
ofweak penetration, ie. where M 4= H isJlargerthan
08 M 5(0)=H , sublinear variation of the shielding
current density results in a logarithm ic slope sm aller
than 1 for the curves of M y=H (or M 4=H
amaller than 08 M ()= H , we are In a regine of
strong penetration where it isno longerpossible to relate
sin ply the variations ofthe m om ent response to those of
the shielding current). In F ig. Q, w e have reported the
three curves forwhich data are found In the range above
08 M 50)=H ,ie.atT = 10K ;H 4= 0G and 2G,
and T = 20K Hg.= 0G .

At1l0K andH 4. = 0G , the logarithm ic slope isabout
1 as expected, although at the sm allest elds the curve
crosses over to a an aller logarithm ic slope closer to 05.
At 20K and Hg4c = 0G the logarithm ic slope is about
04 at the lowest H . Approxin ately the sam e value
ofthe slope characterizes the data obtained at 10K and
Hgc = 2G , although the dispersion of data points at
lowest H m akes its accurate determ ination di cul.

T he above anom alous behaviourm akes it tem pting to
try a sin ple Ansatz for the behavior of the regponse cur-
rent density of the system versus induction variations.
Let us suppose that J / B with between 0 and
1. Thecasewith = 1 corresponds sinply to classi-
cal screening w ith penetration length (shceJ / B);
the casewih = 0 corresponds to constant J, ie. the
classicalBean case. Anom alous response arises for non
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Figure 14: D i erence between the m easured susceptibil-
iy and its value for perfect shielding for selected data
at 10K and 20K . The short dashed line represents a
logarithm ic slope 1 expected for a Bean critical state.

integer For very am all excitation H , the length
of Induction penetration is sm all as com pared w ith the
size of the sam ple and we need to consider the e ect of
the excitation in the lowest order in B only. For the
purpose of illustration we consider the sin plest slab ge—
om etry. T hen the Induction pro I is determ ined by the
M axw ell equation

dB B
dx B

(IIT.10)

where x is the coordinate perpendicular to the edge of
the sam plk. For an extemal eld H , the induction in
the sam ple is given by

(IIT.11)

where xy is the coordinate of penetration and J; and
B 1 are nom alizing factors; orx= 0, B = H, ie.
g = B1 =@ &0 )) H . Then, ntegrating
the eldpro ke () over X, we get

(IT12)

where M = M =V is the m ean m agnetization varia—
tion due to the eld variation H .

If we now com pare the result ) w ih the data
shownjnFjg.,we ndvaliesof intherange0:4 035
atboth 10K and 20K .



Thus a sinpl choice for the relation between the
screening current J. and the induction variation B al-
low s us to Im itate the experim ental results for the sin —
plest protocolofa weak m onotonic H variation on top
of a hom ogeneous state of the netw ork. N evertheless, i
isevident that B hasno clearm eaning if the variation
ofH is non-m onotonic or if the initial state is obtained
by non—zero eld cooling. Indeed, In the later case, in—
duction in the sam pl varies during cooling due to the
variation of 4 with T, giving the response M 5€ as
seen before. Furthem ore, we will see below that the
response is irreversible even for extrem ely low exitation

elds.

IIIC Irreversibility: Very Low Field,
low Frequency a.c. R esponse.

P roblem s of sensitivity lin it the range of am all excita—
tions which can be used iIn d.c. experim ents. The pre-
ceding results clearly show the sublinear nature of the
low eld response, but they do not allow its precise de—
term nation. In orderto extend by severalordersofm ag—
nitude the range of our lower excitations investigation,
we have been led to perform a.c. susogptibility m easure—
m ents. The use ofa.c. response m easurem ents is always
questionnable when equilbrium (or quasiequilibrium )

properties are under investigation, since the results can
be a ected by the tim e-dependent part of the response
function. It has been shown that the latter is the re-
sponse of a very good conductor w ith com plex conduc—
tivity @, @]. Hence, i is necessary to work at low

frequency, In a range w here the susogptibility is roughly
frequency Independent.

W e present here prelin inary resultsobtained on a long
cylinder obtained by stacking severalofthe originalsam —
pl B cylinders. M easurem ents were done at 20K , at a
working frequency of 1:7H z In the equipm ent used for
noise experin ents E]. The sam ple was sim ply shifted
into the upper half of the third order gradiom eter. At
thistem perature and frequency, we have veri ed that the
In-phase susceptibility is aln ost frequency independent,
which ensures that the results are m ainly dependent on
the (quasi) static part of the response. The suscepti-
bility was recorded using classical m ethod of SQU ID
m agnetom etry. W e used ac. exciation elds in the
range 310 2 {30m G and the sam plk was cooled I d.c.

elds from 0 to 8:8G . From the data, the values of the
Josephson netw ork susceptibility was extacted using the
m ethod developed In Section IT, w ith the susosptibbilities
n Eqg. @) being com plex quantities. T he susoceptibil-
Ity measured at 42K at the lowest a.c. am plitude was
taken as the level for perfect diam agnetism . Fig.[15 dis-
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plys a log-log plot of the out-ofphase susceptibility go

versus the am plitude oftheac. eld, and for severalval-
ues ofthe F C . static eld. The response is irreversble
dow n to the low est a.c am plitudes, and the irreversibility
Increases w ith the superim posed dc. eld. A1l curves

Figure 15: Out-ofphase susceptbility at 17H z as a
function ofac. eld am plitude.

Figure 16: In-phase susceptbility at 1:7H z asa function
ofthepowerofac. eld amplitudeH 2 .

follow a power law , wih the sam e exponent close to
05 . Goihg towards the smn allest a.c. excitations, they
show som e downw ard bend which could be related w ith
the approach to a linear regine twith § = 0) below
0:dm G , although the dispersion of the data is too high
to conclude. T he in-phase susceptibility § isplotted as
a function ofH 2® i Fig.[Lq. Here as well, the anom a-



Figure17: Plotof4 $asa function of 1+ 4
di erent values ofH 4 .

g orthe

lous nature ofthe response is clearly seen. 4 (j) behaves
ke ( 1+ + H?)whereboth the constant and the
slope increasew ith increasing superin posed static eld
H 4c . The dependence of the ham onic suscgptibility on
thea.c. eld am plitude isa genuine proofofthe existence
of static irreversbility in the response. This is not as—
tonishing by itself, but these results stress the anom alous
aspect of this irreversibility. For instance, in the classi-
calBean case with a weak penetration, it is known that
1+4 %and 9 areproportionaltoH .. whereasF ig.[1

and [Lq clearly show the proportionality to H 2. A fur-
ther evidence is provided by plotting ¢ versus1+ 4 3§

as displayed in gureﬁ. Tt can be shown that ifthe ac.
resoonse is driven only by static irreversibility, both are
proportional. In the Bean case, the coe cient ofpropor—

tionality is4=3 . In the gure E, the part ofdata which
lie in the range of 20% variation of § (where the rela-
tions for shb geom etry are approxim ately valid) show

that ¢ is indeed proportionalto 1+ 4 §, but with a
bit snallercoe cient 028 003.

In oxder to understand the m eaning of the above re—
suls, we generalize the crude ad hoc m odel of Section
IITB to the irreversible case. In order to do i, we gen—
eralize the protocol of the Bean m odel. Nam ely, In the
Bean m odel, the current is given by a step function of
the variation of induction, J = J.sgn ( B) according
to the sign of B, as long as the induction variation is
m onotonous. If the sign of variation of B is reversed,
J also changes sign, which can be written In termm s of
the variation of the current density W ith respect to the
iniial current distrbution obtained affer m onotonous
variation of the eld, Jiit, J = 2 init ( B hew)
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where (k)= (1=2)(1+sgn&))and B ey = B Binit -
Such a representation Which isnot needed in the analy—
sisofthe Bean m odel itself) w illallow usto construct the
necessary generalization of the relation between current
and varfation of the eld used n Eq.([IX1d). Actu-
ally our goalhere is rather lin ited: we are going to nd
a consistent description of the sin plest hysteresis cycle
which consists of the initial increase of B from zero to
B inhit, then reversing the sign ofthe eld variation until
the value of B = B init is reached, and then revers—
IngdB=dtoncemoreand nishingat B fina1= B init-
T he description ofthis cycle w illbe consistent ifwe nd
that the value of the current density at the end-point,
Jfina1, coincides w ith the one after the original increase
ofthe eld B inity Jinit - This sin ply m eans that the
hysteresis Ioop is closed. It is easy to check that the
above condition willbe fi1l lled by the follow ing choice

ofthe J(B pew ) dependence:
1 B new
J=  sgnJini)2 Ji 5 ( B new):
1
(IIT.13)
where J; and B ; have the same meaning as In

Eq.%. Actually the only di erence between the
Eqg. ) and the orighalused In the Eq.) is
the coe cient 2! . The Bean m odel lin it then corre-
soondsto ! 0, so the above coe cient approaches 2
as i should. Then instead of Eq. {II.1Q) we cbtain:
dB=dx= 2!

A B (I1T.14)

whereA = 4 J;= B ; . The induction pro I, induced
m agnetization and ham onic response are calculated in
the Appendix. The m ain conclusions are that the fun—
dam entalcomponents 1+ 4§ and 9 are both propor-
tionalto h,' ,and that theirratioR = (jp=(l+ 4 (j?)
decreases from 4=3 to Owhen goesfrom Otol. For

= 05,weget (cf.Fjg.@)R 025, a value which is
In good agreem ent w ith the data presented on F ig. E
N ote that the degree of irreversibility m easured by this
ratio) is sin ilar (@lthough a bit lower) to the one of the
Bean m odel. Tt should be em phasized that the num erical
coe cient in Eq. (f13] was \ tted" i order to obtain
consistent (ie. closed) hysteresis loop; one can expect
that an analogous equation describing current variation
after som e m ore com plicated history of the eld varia-
tionsw illcontain another (history-dependent) num erical
coe cient nstead of 21 .

Tt can be seen from Fjgs. and@thatA =
4 Jy= B ; Increasesw ith Increasing ambient dc. eld.
Tt is natural to expect a decrease of J; w ith increasing
H gc . The increase of A wih Hy. meansthat B ; de-
creases m ore quickly than J; when H 4. Increases. The



presence and behavior of the constant  cannot be pre—
dicted on the basis of the above sin ple m odel. Tn fact,

the latter neglects the possibility of elastic digplacem ent
of ux linesunderthe action ofthe extemalapplied eld.

Such an e ect would result In a response analogous to

the Cam pbell response due to the elastic digplacem ent
ofvortices in their pinning potential in type IT supercon—
ductors @]. C am pbell’s response is linear, so i would

result in an ac. eld independent positive contribution

to 9 whose am plitude would be inversely proportional
to the strength of the restoring force of the pinning po-
tential wells. It is natural to expect that the pinning

force decreases w th increasing ambient dec. eld in our
granular system , due to the reduction of the Jjunctions
critical currents. Hence, such an e ect would give a pos—
itive contrbution to °, which would increase w ith in—
creasing d.c. eld. This corresponds rather well to the

behaviorofthe o set  seen in the data.

IV Com parison with an existing

theory ofgauge glass: frustra—
tion at H 0

In this Section we com pare the experin ental results de—
scribed above w ith the theoretical results availabl for
the random ly frustrated Josephson networks. W e start
from a sin ple estin ate orthem ean energy E ; = hI.=2e
using the experim ental value of the low-tem perature,
ZFC. (T 10K ;H gc = 0) critical current densiy
Je 3:7A=an’?. Using the estin ate ag 5m fr
the m ean size of the grains, one could naively obtain
I. Jai 1 A andthecorresponding low -tem perature
Josephson energy E 2% 20K (this value was derived
from J. measured at T 10K , but we do not expect
much di erence In the Intrinsic Josephson energies at
T 10K and at T ! O sihce the buk transition tem —
perature In La;.gSrp,Cu0, is T¢ 32K ). However
such an estin ate is In contradiction w ith the m easured
value of the glass transition tem perature T4 29K . In—
deed, Jet us assum e that the m ean coordination num ber
(num ber of \interacting neigbours") Z in the ceram ics
is around 6, as for a sin ple cubic lattice. Then for the
estin ate of the relation between E; and T4 one can use
the sinulation data [§, ]l which give T,  0:5E; (Ty)
05E;, (@ 4%FT.),wherewetook into account the linear
dependence ofEy on T, T close to the bulk transition
tem perature. A s a result, one gets

EJO

2T,
ke 1

E— 600K
LT

(Iv .15)
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ie. a factor 30 larger than the naive estim ate above.
Howeverwe w ill show now that this discrepancy m ay be
resolved if we assum e that the current netw ork produc—
ing the m easured critical current density J. was actually
strongly frustrated in soite of the absence of background
dc. eld in thism easurem ent.

The macroscopic critical current density J. for a
strongly frustrated Josephson network was calculated
in Ref. E] w ithin the m ean— eld approach (we are not
aw are of any calculations of this kind beyond the scope
ofthe m ean— eld theory). It was shown that frustration
strongly reduces J. as com par%Qto its valie Jg for an
unfrustrated system , Jo=Jo = 22> (1 T=T)°?, where
the factor 0065 was obtained by num erical solu—
tion of the slow cooling equations E, @, @] describing
the evolution ofthe glassy state under slow variations of
tem perature and m agnetic eld. In the low -tem perature
lim it, this relation am ounts to a factor 25 reduction of
the J. value wih respect to Jy. Correspondingly, the
characteristic valuie of the critical current for an individ—
ualjinction willbe cbtained asI, 25Fa? 25 A and
resuls in a Josgphson coupling energy E 5, 500K ,n a
fairly good agreem ent w ith the above estim ate ) .

T he above estin ates show that the netw ork of Joseph—
son junctions in Laj .S .2Cul 4 is frustrated even in the
absence of an extermalm agnetic eld. A carefil reader
could question this conclusion since we have used som e
results from the m ean- eld theory which m ay be a poor
approxin ation for a 3D gaugeglass. W e believe, how —
ever that the qualitative result of the above estin ates is
su ciently robust because a strong reduction ofJ . w ith
respect to Jp should be a general feature of a glassy net—
work, so that unaccuracy due to m ean- eld approxin a—
tion cannot com pensate for a huge discrepancy obtained
between E}%® and the estinate (IV .19). Additional
evidence in favor of the glassy nature of our system is
provided by the sin ilarity of the low— H diam agnetic
regoonse at T = 20K with zero as well as non-zero H 4¢
, as describbed In Section IIT above, as well as the low—
frequency noise data obtained in Ref. @] on the sam e
type of ceram ics.

W hat could be the origin of that frustration? W e be—
lieve that m ost probably i is the result of the d-wave
nature of superconductivity in cuprates E] and random —
ness of the crystalline ordientations in ceram ics E, ].
Tt was shown there that the form ofthe e ective phase—
dependent H am ittonian for such ceram ics is of the sam e
form as In @) except for the fact that the random
phases i3 at B = 0 are just 0 or depending on the
m utual orientation of grains i and j. Therefore such a
system atB 0 isequivalent to theX Y spin glass, w ith
the low -tem perature state characterized by a com pletely




random orientation of phases i, as in the gaugeglass
m odelw ith uniform Iy random distrdoution of i5's.

T herefore the low -tem perature state is characterized
by the presence of random ly distributed Intergrain cur—
rents and, therefore, of the m agnetic eld generated by
these currents. Tt m eans that the actualphases ;5 will
contain contrbutions due to the selfinduced m agnetic

eld. Its relative in portance is characterized by the ratio
of the corresponding m agnetic ux penetrating elem en-
tary loops of the ceram ics ¢ to the ux quantum o,
ie. just by the parameter ; = 2 LL=c g where L is
the characteristic inductance of an elem entary loop E].

E stin ating the elem entary inductance as L 2 @ g
and using Eq.) to estim ate 1., we obtain
4 %ay ¢L. 8 3 LaoE
L e 907 0a @ 16)

C o 0

so0 the self- eld (screening) e ects are relatively weak,
though perhaps not always negligble.

Tt is also of Interest to estin ate the e ective penetra—
tion depth or 0fa very weak m agnetic eld perturba—
tion H into the ics. Roughly, the value of o can
be estin ated as ap= 1 15 m . Another thopefully
m ore accurate) estin ate can be obtained using m ean—

eld resuls E] which allow one to express oo via the
critical current density J.:

= — 25
82J.0 g

m v 17)

cer

where we Inserted (as com pared w ith Ref. E]) g 035
and approxin ated the random nearest-neigbour netw ork
by a cubic lattice with coordihation number Z 6,
which am ounts to the relation 2 = a3=6 between the
e ective Interaction range  and the Intergrain distance
agp .

T he characteristic m agnetic eld variation producing
the critical current density J. at the boundary can be
estinated as H 4  erJo=C 15m G , whereas the
num erical solution E] gives

—A4
2c

30m G (IvV .18)

cech
W ithin the theoreticalapproach ofR ef. E], H .marksa
crossover betw een reversible (although stillnon-linear at

H H () and irreversble penetration of the m ag—
netic eld Into the intergrain network. The valie of

H . obtained in Eq.{IV 1§) is on the lower border of
the range ofthe eld variationsused to m easure ourd c.
m agnetization curves, so we could jist conclide that we
always have H H . and thus are producing the
Bean-like critical state. Indeed, the data at H4c = 0,
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T = 10K look compatdble with such an Interpretation
(cf. Fjg.@), where som e deviations from the logarith-
m ic slope 1 Which is the characteristic of a Bean state)
are seen at lowest H 50mG).

However, as far as the data obtamned at 10K wih
dc. eldsHg. ' 2G , oralldata at higher tem perature
(T = 20K ), Including dc. and ac. resulks at zeroH 4,
are concemed (cf. Fjgs.@-@)), the low - eld m agneti-
zation response is drastically di erent from Bean-type
predictions, as explained at the end of Section ITT. Q ual-
iatively, the m ost surprising feature of these data is the
existence of a very broad range of H within which the
response is non-linear but still not like the criticalstate
one. W e are not aw are of any m icroscopic theory which
predicts fractionalpower behaviour of the shielding sus—
ceptibility over such a broad range of H vardations.
Tt cannot be excluded a priori that such a behaviour is
related to a very wide range of Intergrain critical cur-
rents, which m ight exist In ceram ics (till now we have
neglected inhom ogeniy of intergrain coupling strengths
in our theoretical discussion) . M oreover, we m ay expect
that the relative in portance of such inhom ogenities in—
creases w ith the eld and/or tem perature (cf. Ref. @])

In Section V, we will try to formulate a new phe-
nom enologicalm odel appropriate for the understanding
ofour data (leaving its theoretical jisti cation fora fu-
ture study); thism odelw illbe seen to be an interpolation
between C am pbell’s and Bean’s regin es of ux penetra—
tion into hard superconductors.

V  Fractal m odel of diam agnetic

response

W e showed at the end of Section ITI-C that a sin ple gen—
eralization, Eq.), of Bean'’s relation between vari-
ation ofthe applied m agnetic induction B and current
J results n reasonably good agreem ent w ith our data.
H ow ever, contrary to the originalBean relation, the new
one was not based on any physical picture; i was jist
a convenient description of the data. In this Section
we propose a phenom enologicalm odel w hich provides a
qualitative understanding of the irreversible diam agnetic
behaviourm in icked by Eq.{IT19).

W e start from the picture of non-linear response of
the current J to a vardation of the vector potential A
derived in Ref. E] w ithin the m ean— eld approxim ation
and presented In Fig. 2 of that paper. Here the current
induced by a variation of A is lnearat very small A,
then grow s sublinearly, and nally reaches itsm axin um
value J. at the critical A, such that the di erential re—
soonse AJ=dA) o, ! 0.At A > A thenumericalin-



stability of the sow cooling equations w as detected and
Interpreted as an indication of the absence of any so—
lution which would Interpolate an oothly between zero
and large (ie. A.) values of A . In other tem s,
som e kind of \phase slip" was expected to happen in
the m odel E], leading to a new m etastable state, which
would have lower (free) energy at the new value of the
vector potentialA%= A + A (in other tem s, a state
sin ilar to the one obtained by the F C. procedure at
constant A %, which does not carry m acroscopic current).
Further increaseof A°= A A%agai inducesam acro—
scopic current until it reaches the m axinum valie J. at
A= A ,andsoon. ThusthewholeJ ( A) dependence
em erging from the m ean— eld solution [{] is periodic; i
leads Inm ediately to the irreversibility of the response,
since the inverse function A (J) ismultivalied: di er-
ent vector potential values m ay correspond to the sam e
value of current. O f course, such a periodic J ( A) de-
pendence does not correspond to the usual Cam pbell —
Bean picture, which would better be represented by

Je:p: (A)=J(A) (& A)rd (A 3 (V19

Tt is Inportant to note that the J( A) dependence
Ref. E] was obtained from the space—independent so—
lution for the glassy correlation fiunction Q j5 (it)) =<

cos( 5 () ;) >; such an approxim ation, being
reasonable for the description of sm ooth \adiabatic"
transform ations in a system with long-range interac-
tions, w illprobably break down when the jim p from one
m etastable state to anotherhappens. In other tem s, the
above-m entioned \phase slip" should have som ething to
do wih spatially inhom ogeneous processes like vortex
penetration in hard type-II superconductors. T he prob—
lem of the solution of the general history— and space—
dependent system of integral equations which m ay be
derived follow ing the m ethod of Ref. E]) is form dablke
and them ethod to solve it is stillunknown. T hereforewe
can only speculate on possible properties of its solution.
T he sin plest idea would be that the m acroscopic J ( A)
response becom es (after averaging over inhom ogeniies of
the space-dependent solution) sin ilar to the C am pbelk-
Bean type of the response ) . Indeed, our analysis
of the low— eld diam agnetic response at T 10K and
Hext = 0 (Section ITI-B) developed in Section IV on the
basis of such an assum ption, is In reasonable agreem ent
w ith the data. However other sets of data (for higher
tem perature and/or Iower eld) are described by com —
plktely di erent Ansatz ) . Wewilnow propose a
(ohenom enological) generalization ofthe J ( A) relation
com patiblew ith Eq.) . The relation we are Jooking
for should be an intrinsic (ie. Independent on the sam ple
geom etry) and general (1e. usable for an arbitrary m ag—
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netic history ofthe sam pl) relation between the current
and variation of the vector potential. Rem em ber that
Eqg. ) was w ritten for the sin plest nonm onotonic
variation of B, and that it relates the true vector J
and the pseudovector B . So, in writing this equation,
som e additionalinform ation on the geom etry ofthe sam —
pl has been used (We use the sin plest slab geom etry).
T hus a naturalbasic equation should relate the current
density J and the variation ofthe vectorpotential A .

In a generalized m odel, the diam agnetic current re—
soonse should possess tw o m a pr properties:
1) i must scale as som e fractional power
the am plitude of exitation eld B, and
i) it m ust be strongly irreversible (as it follow s from the
analysisoftheratio 4 %=1 4 % 028).Wecon-
sider these two conditions in sequence.

The condition i) is rather easy to ful 1I: it is enough
to suppose that the di erential response of the current
to the variation of the vector potential A is given by a
non-linear generalization of the London relation

05 wih

daJ c
eff )

— 20
Y 2 (v 20)
where the current-dependent \e ective penetration

depth" is given by

eff = 1¥=J1] : W 21)

In the case of a monotonic eld variation applied

to an iially uniform induction distrbution, the

Egs.{v 20, [V 2]) kad to the sinplk relation J / B

w ith L+ )*'. Ideed, with da B dx and

approxin ating d B=dx by B= .ff , One ocbtains J /
B %.Thusweneedtochoose 1 in order to re—

produce the observed scaling w ith 05.

However, the set of equations , ) does not
ful 11 the second condition ii) above: the corresponding
solutions are reversiblk, as it follow s from the existence
of a shglevalied finction A (J) / J*? which DF
low s from Eqs.In other words, the system
descrbed by Egs. & 20, v 21) would exhibit nonlinear—
ity and ham onics generation, but would not show nite

©@1)ithe! ! 0lmi. In orderto avoid this nconsis-
tency, we need to form ulate a m odelw ith the sam e kind
of scalingbetween A and J asin Eqs.,), but
w ith a nonm onotonic J ( A) dependence allow ing for the
Irreversible behaviour.

A model cbeying very sin ilar properties was form u—
lated and studied in Ref. @] In a di erent physical con—
text (one-dim ensional spin glass). The low-energy spin
con gurations in this m odel are describbed by a phase
variable ' x) 2 ( ; ) such that two such con gura—
tions (ocalenergy m Inim a) which di erby a phase shift



') = In a region around som e point x o, have
a characteristic energy dierence E () / >3 and a
characteristic spatial extent of the phase deform ation
X () / 3. This scaling holds r the intem ediate
range of phase deformm ations ' g ; at an aller

"o 1 the energy cost of deform ation is / 2,
whereas at the energy growth obviously satu—
rates due to 2 periodicity. The above E () scaling
Jeads to a sublinear growth of the characteristic \force"
f()=dE=d / 23 wih i the same intemm ediate
range. The m ain contrbution to the second derivative
dE=d ? (curvature of the energy valleys) com es from
the an allest scale "y, le. from the curvature of
Individual localm nima. It was explained in Ref. @]
that such a scaling m eans a fractal organization of the
energy m inim a as a function of ’ wih fractal din en—
sionality D ¢ = 1=3. It m eans that the num ber of energy
m inin a discemabl on a scale ’ growsasN / 7 173
at ner scales; new m Inin a appear prin arily due to the
splitting the older (broader) ones. T his picture em erged
in Ref. @] from the m icroscopic analysis of the original
Ham iltonian for a one-dim ensional spin-glassm odel for-
mulated in Ref. @]. W e can borrow the qualitative fea—
turesofthis construction forourpresent purpose (kaving
for future studies the problem of ism icroscopic jasti —
cation for the case of superconductive glasses).

Suppose that the free energy F ( A ) of the Josephson
netw ork behaves (@s a function of vector potential varia—
tionsw ith respect to a \virgin" statew ith a hom ogeneous

Induction) n away smilarto E (") at’ . Nam ely,
suppose that the free energy is parabolic, F / ( A%,
at very am all variations of vector potential A R,

but on a larger scale, A A, I containsm any lo—
calm Inin a whose characteristic free energies scale (w ih
respect to the lowest statewih A = 0) as

F(A)/ (A)"1for Ay A A W 22)

w ith the exponent 2 (0;1) (see the de nition of A
below ). Then the characteristic value of the current J =
3—;@F=@A scales as

A
A

Jchar( A) lgl (V .23)
In the sam e Intervalof A .Atlarge A Avariations,
the grow th of the Induced current should saturate at the
true critical current value J., SO we can estim ate

v 24)

Ac By [Je=Jc1 )1= :

On the other hand, weak A A, leads to the usual
linear London (or Cam pbell) response w ith an e ective
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penetration depth 1; matching at A A, leads to
the follow ing estin ate:
4 2
Ac1 ?Jcl 1 (V -25)

T he estim ate ) looks very much lke the previous

version de ned by , ), so one can nd the re—

lation between the exponents:

=1=1+2 )= =2 ) 03 V 26)

Figure 18: Picture of a fractal J ( A) landscape. An
exam ple of a hysteresis loop is shown.

H oweverthe whole picture is substantially altered: the
current is now supposed to be an (irreqularly) oscillat—
ing function of A (see Fjg.), thus only its envelope
Jchar ( A) de ned on a scale A follows the scaling re-
Jation ). A s a resul, the inverse function A (J)
is multivalued and the irreversibility of the response is
ensured. Sim ilar to the spin-glass m odel of Ref. @],
the fractal dinm ensionality D ¢ of the low-energy valleys
can be de ned; i isgiven now by D¢ = 1 0:7.
T he proposed picture is based on the existence of two
substantially di erent scales of currents, J.1 and J., and
corresoonding vector potential variations A.; and Ag;
thus it can be com pared w ith the usualC am pbellkB ean
picture ofcriticalcurrents in the sam ew ay asthe them o—
dynam ics of type-TII superconductors is com pared w ith
that of the type-TI ones.

In order to describe quantitatively the diam agnetic re—
soonse in the \fractal" range ) weneed to detemm ine
the distribbution function P [J ( A)] which would lead, in
particular, to the estin ate ) for Jghar ( A)). M ore—
over, In general, a relation ofthe type of ) could be



nonlocal (ie. the current depends on the A (x) distri-
bution In som e region of space, whose size m ay depend
on A itself (see again Ref. ]). W e leave this com —
plicated problem for future studies, and jist note here
that m erely the existence of relation ) is su cient
for the existence of som e \natural" properties of the re—
soonse (lke the presence of a closed hysteresis loop, as
it was assum ed In Section III-C).

VI Summary and conclusions

In this paper, we have presented experin entalresuls on
the Iow temperature (10K and 20K ) response of the
granular HT . superconductor La;.gSrp,Cu0,4 to snall

eld excitations. T he general properties of the m agnetic
resoonse were investigated in two samples @A and B)
di ering by the strength of the coupling between grains.
By cooling the sam ples in variousd.c. eldsup to 20G
and applying an all eld increases, we were able to m ea—
sure the shielding response of the m aterial and to derive
a method, Inspired by the work of D ersh and B latter
@], to extract from the data the polarizability of the
Intergrain currents system . The eld cooled E C.) m ag—
netization wasmeasured In elds up to 20G . Analysis
of the resuls led to the conclusion that i) the structure
of the grains is polycrystalline, resulting In a step de—
crease of the F C . magnetization w ith increasing eld,
which can be interpreted on the basis of the m odel by
W ohlebeen et al. PJ); i) self shieding (pinning) by
the Intergrain currents when lowering the tem perature
strongly reduces the value ofthe F C .m agnetization; iii)
there is no m acroscopic M eissner m agnetization due to
the system of ntergrain currents.

Further detailed study of the response of the Joseph-
son network was performed in sample B . It was shown
that the response is asym m etric w ith respect to the sign
of variation of the applied eld after eld cooling; this
is due to the shielding currents pinned during cooling.
T he m acroscopic critical current is found to be strongly
reduced by m oderate values of the extemald.c. eld,
about 2G .

Very low eld m agnetization m easurem ents were per—
form ed by applying eld stepsofl0m G or low frequency
ac. eldsin the range 50 G to 30m G, after cooling in
dc. edsup to 888G . The results show that the re-
Soonse is strongly non linear, the shielding current grow —
Ing sublinearly wih increasing applied eld. Further-
m ore, the a.c. results show that i is strongly irreversible
down to the an allest excitations used. Ik is shown that
a non-linear relation between the shielding current and
the iInduction, J / B  with 0:5, together w ith a
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natural assum ption about the existence of a closed hys-
teresis loop, give predictions In a reasonable agreem ent
w ith the data.

T heoretical analysis of our experim ental resuls was
developed on the fram e of the existing \gaugeglass"
theories. Tt was show that the extremely low value of
the low -tem perature, zero— eld critical current density
(Je  3:7A=an? at 10K ) together w ith the rather high
tem perature of the transition to the low -tem perature
glassy state, can be ooherently interpreted only under
the assum ption that the Josephson network is strongly
frustrated even at zero applied eld. This contradicts
the usualassum ption that frustration in the interactions
arises only due to the localm agnetic induction, but sup—
ports the hypothesis of the existence of a large propor—
tiont of -—junctions in the granular system . These -
Junctions are possbly due to the d-wave nature of the
pairing, com bined w ith the random ness of grain orienta—
tions in La; .sSrp,Cu0 4 ceram ics.

Finally, a new m odel of diam agnetic response in the
glassy state of granular superconductors w as developed
In orderto describe the anom alous (fractionalpower) be—
havior of the shielding current response. This m odel,
based on the idea of a fractal organization of the free
energy landscape in the granular netw ork, can provide a
qualitative acoount for the m ain features of the anom a—
lousresponse. Its furtherdevelopm entw illbe the sub fct
of future studies.
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A Appendix

T he hysteretic behavior of the current as a fiinction of
the Induction variations is represented by the relation:

@ 27)

0 when starting from zero induction state, and 1
otherwise. J=J Joand B =B B, wherJ, and
B, arethe (0Xd) values jist before the last reversalofthe
sign of variation ofB . TheAnsatz ensures thatwe



have a stable closed hysteresis loop, and that there isno
hysteresis for = 1 which descrbes the London case.
Figure digplays the shape of the hysteresis loops for
three characteristic values of . The Induction pro ke is

Figure 19: H ysteretic behavior of the current for a vari-
ation ofthe induction between B. and B..

determ ined by the M axw ellequation which lads, forthe
case of weak penetration, to

dB

dx

= 2 ) A4§Bj @ 28)
whereA = 4 J.=B_ ; x is the distance from the edge of
the sam plk. A fter increasing applied eld from 0 to h,,

starting from zero induction state, the induction pro Il

isgiwven by B dB = A dx, lading to:
ZB
1 B!
X= — d = i
A @ )A
w here s
B = h! @ ax @ 29)
Field penetrates tillx = x,, = h! =( A .
W hen h decreases from h,, we get B, B) dB =
2  dx.Hence:
1 ZBOB
X = d
2t A gy
- Y g, B} h, h}
21 A (@ )

M odi cation of induction relative to B, extends up to

%= ho hf =2' A .For0< x< xp,

[T
1 1

a )A x

@ 30)
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Figure 20: Induction pro ke asa function ofapplied eld.
R, isthem axinum abcissa of eld penetration.

where B, is given by Eq. A 29). W hen h = h is
reached, Eq. ) gives simply B = By . A fter re—
versing the sign of variation ofh once m ore, the pro les
are sin ply symm etrical of those given by Eq. 47-\ 3d).
E xam ples of induction pro ls are given on Fig. for

= 0:5. The average induction can be derived now .
A fter som e algebra, one obtains:

n #
2
A 1 h=
<B>=—"—— K 1 2 B
2 2
forhy, > 0, and
n #
1+ h=h, °
<B>=—+ H 1+ 2 °
2 2
@ 31)
forh, < 0:
For a sinusoidal excitation h = h, cos!t, one gets
" #
<B> A} 1 cos!t’
= 1 2 - —"
h, 2 2
for2n < !'t< @n+ 1)
" #
<B> AR} 1+ coslt °
= 1+2 — @A 32)
ho 2 2
for 2n 1) < !'t< 2n

Since < B > =h, = 1+ < M > =h,, Fourder trans—
form ation gives the valuiesof1+ 4 %and 4 @. This
can be done num erically. Figure displays the ratio
4 %=1+ 4 Oasa finction of



Figure 21: Vallesof4 ®=1+ 4 9asa finction of

R eferences

[l] Fora review, see G .Blatter, M .V .Feigelm an, V.
B . Geshkenbein, A . I. Larkin and V .M . V inokur,
Rev.M od.Phys. 66, 1125 (1994)

R] S.John and T .C .Lubensky, Phys.Rev.B 34, 4815
(1986).

BlVv.M .Vinockur,L.B.Io ¢, A.I.Larkih and M .V .
Feigelm an, Sov.Phys.JETP 6,1986 (1987).

A1V .S.Dotsenko,M .V .Feigelman and LB.Io e in
Spin G Jassesand R elated P roblem s, Soviet Scienti ¢
Review /Section A, Chapter IV .

BIM .V .Felge'man and L.B.Io e, Phys.Rev. Lett.
74,3447 (1995).

6] J.D .Reger, T.A .Tokuyasu, A .P.Young and M .
P.A .FisherPhysRev.B 44, 7147 (1991).

[71 D .Huseand H .Seung,PhysRev.B 42,1059 (1990).

Bl H.S.Bokiland A .P.Young Phys. Rev. Lett. 74,
3021 (1995).

PIM . Bork, M. Chemikov, V. Velasago and V.
Stepankin, J.Low Temp.Phys. 85,283 (1991).

0] D .S.Fisher,M .P.A .Fisherand D .A .Huse, Phys.
Rev.B 43,130 (1991).

[l1]E.B. Sonin, JETP Lett. 47, 496 (1988); E.B.
Sonin and A .K .Tagancev, SovPhysJETP 68, 572
(1989).

21

2] B. Z. Spivak and A . Yu. Zyuzin JETP Lett. 47,
267 (1988);B .Z.Spivak and S.K ivelson Phys.Rev.
B 43,3740 (1991).

[13]1 V. B . Geshkenbein, A. I. Larkin and A . Barone,
Phys.Rev.B 36, 235 (1987).

[l4] M . Sigrist and T. M . Rice, Reviews of M odem
Physics 67, 503 (1995).

5] J.R .Kirtley,C.C.Tsuei, J.Z.5un,C.C.ChiL.S.
Yu-Jahnes, A .Gupta,M .Rupp and M .B .K etchen,
N ature 373, 225 (1995).

6] H.Kawamura, Phys.Rev.B 51, 12398 (1995) and
J.Phys. Soc.Japan 64, 711 (1995).

[l7] I.M orgenstem, K .A .M uller and J.G .Bednorz, Z.
Phys.B 69, 33 (1987).

[18] P. Imbert and G . Jehanno, Hyper ne Interactions
47{48,233 (1989).

9] C.P.Bean,Rev.M od.Phys.36, 31 (1964).
RO] A .M .Campbell, JPhys.C 2, 3186 (1969).

R1]M .Ocio, M . Aba and J. Hamm ann, J. Physique
Lett. 46,1101 (1985).

RP2] H.Dersh and G. Blatter, Phys. Rev. B 38,11391
(1988).

23] J.A .0 sbom, Phys.Rev.67, 351 (1945).

R4]1 U .Yaron, Y .Komyushin and I.Feher, Phys.Rev.
B 46,14823 (1992).

R5] C.P.Poolk, T.Datte and H.A . Farach, Copper
O xide Superconductors, John W iy & Sons, New—
York 1988.

6] R. Renker, I. Apflstedt, H. Kupfer, C. Politis,
H . Rietschel, W . Shauer, W . W ull, U. G ottw ick,
H. Kneissel, U. Rauchschwale, H. Spilke and F.

Steglich, Z.Phys.B 67,1 (1987).

R7] T he susceptibility, which in theusualsense isa local
quantity representing B H )=H , hasnomeaning
In the case ofcirculating currents in a conductor.W e
speak rather of a polarizability  which represents
the averagevalie< B H > =H , and describes the
globale ect of the currents over the whole volum e

ofthe sam pl.

28] S.Ruppel, G .M ichels, H.Geus, J.Kalnbom, W .
Schlabiz, B. Roden and D . W ohlkbeen, Physica

C174,233 (1991).



29] D .W ohliebeen, G .M ichels and S.Ruppel, P hysica
C 174,242 (1991).

B0l C. Ebner and D. Stroud, Phys. Rev B31, 165
(1985).

B1] T .Shibauchi, H .K itano, K .U chinokura, A .M aeda,
T .KimuraandK .K ishio, Phys.Rev.Lett.72, 2263
(1994).

B2] M .Suzuki, Physica C 185{189, 2243 (1991).

B3]Y.B.KIm, C.F.Hempstead and A.R. Stmad,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 9, 306 (1962).

B4] S.Senoussi,M .0 ussena, G .Collin and I.A .Cam p—
bell, Phys.Rev.B 37, 9772 (1988).

B5] J.R.Clm ,Physica C 153{155, 50 (1988).

B6] L. Leykkian, M . Oclo and J. Hamm ann, P hysica
B194{196,1865 (1994).

B7] L. LeykkianM . Ocio and J. Hamm ann, Physica
C185{189, 2243 (1991).

B8] L.B.Io e PhysRev.B 38, 5181 (1988).
B9] see the review Ref.{], p183.

40] L.Glazman, A . Koshelv and A . Lebed’, ZhETF
94,259 (1988); SovPhysJETP 67, 1235 (1988).

[A1] see the review Ref.[], Section 32.

421 M .V .Feigelman and L.B.Io ¢, Z PhysB 51, 237
(1983).

22



v (1/4m)

0.0
-0.1 | :
-0.2 | 1
-0.3 | :
-0.4 - f
I & ytc (H-0)
05} ocaa-- --- X g interpolated |
— % fc calculated

-0.6 ‘ ‘

10 20 30

TEMPERATURE (K)

40



MOMENT (104 emu)

Hmax
- 05G

N - 1.0G ]
- 15G
A - 2.0G

P1
P2 |
L | L L L L | L L L L | L L L L

05 10 15 20

FIELD (G)



., (1/4m)

0.00

-0.20 |

-0.40 |

-0.60 |

-0.80 .

-1.00

O 9 b <4 » O B O @
o
(6]
~N

10

20 30
TEMPERATURE (K)

40



AM/AH (1/4m)

0.00 sooes -
-0.20 Hdc i
20.07 G
14.34 G
-0.40 | 08.60 G .
05.73 G
s
-0.60 | 01.42G |
s
080 | AH<H/10 00588 -
t=300s 0014 G
00.06 G
-1.00
10 20 30

TEMPERATURE (K)

40



M/H (1/4m)

0.10

oo —M ——

010 | // :

-0.20 |

Temperature

-0.30 36.0K 24.0K 16.0K |
30.0K 220K 13.5K
-0.40 | 28.0 K 20.0K 105K |
26.0K 18.0K
-0.50 O S Y A I A B B R B R
0.01 0.1 1 10 100

D.C. FIELD (G)



M/H (1/4m)

0.10

0.00 =
4 Hdc

-0.10 20.07G 00.57 G |
14.34 G 00.40 G

0.20 | 08.60G 00.28 G |
05.73G 00.20 G
04.01 G 0014 G

-0.30 | 02.87 G 00.08 G |
01.99G 00.06 G

-0.40 | 01.42G 00.02G |
00.85G 00.01 G

-0.50 | ‘ ‘

10 20 30

TEMPERATURE

40



vi(1/4m)

20 30
TEMPERATURE (K)

40



0.0

M/H (1/4m)

T \31\\K\H
30K

28K

25K

20K
10K

3 N
102

10

100
FIELD (G)

101

102



o=.5

1.0

0.5 -

0.0

°y/4

-0.5 -
-1.0

1.0

0.6 0.8

0.4

0.2

0.0

R-Ro



(A11;(0)-At;)/AH (1 0-3emu)

10 T T T TTTT] T T T TTTT] T T T TTTT

© T=10K;H=0G
> T=10K;H=2G
- T=20K;H=0G

0.17 \4//\\\\\\ I | \\\\\H’

0.01 0.1 1
AH (G)

10



4T X"j

0.15

>
vvv?
VYY
A
0.10 2
o 0 Oe
0.05 o 2.2 Oe
s 4.4 Qe
- 8.8 Oe
0.00 :
0.0 0.6

0.8



JCavg (A/sz)

" = T=10K
_ s T=20K -
% |







AL (10-3emu)

4 5 6



A/%j (1 O'SGmU)

T=10K

Hdc=2G

a AH>0
v AH<0




1.0

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.5

0.4 -

!
N
o

0.1
0.0

!
@
o

Kup+ 1/, Xy



0A



(Nwag-0 1) HV/'//'V

AH (G)



AL/ AH (10-3emu)

0.0‘ - ‘0.5‘ ~ ‘1.0‘ - ‘1.5‘ - ‘2.0
AH (G)



[4my’ | (1/4m)

1.2

1.0 |-

04

0.2

< > =] °

2.2 Oe
4.4 Oe
8.8 Oe

T = 20K, f=1.7Hz

0.0
0.0

. | . |
0.8 1.6 2.4

H® (mOe®)

3.2

4.0



4TC x ||i

10?

T T T T T T e T e

T = 20K, f=1.7Hz

v ol
AL
v vV, AN E °
=) AA 5]
A V'w A -l'l. ‘
vy o_m
,v'x A.. A ,0p® ./
A.AA %
whm e % o
=]
° e® © °
e o
®omp =]
° A
v

N
N
o
(0]

T R I B

1 10

H.. (mOe)



