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Abstract

The low-field magnetic response of a physical system consisting of eight superconducting spherical grains in a cubic
arrangement is studied by means of a three-dimensional Josephson junction network. The lower thrgshold field for this
system is numerically studied as a function of the inclination of the externally applied magnetic field H with respect to the
z-axis. © 1998 Published by Elsevier Science B.V. All rights reserved.
PACS: 74.80.B; 74.25.Ha; 74.50.+ r
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1. Introduction

Granularity in high-T, superconductors has led to novel types of physical phenomena [1-3], some of which
have not found a complete explanation yet. Indeed, the interplay between intergranular and intragranular
properties of these systems makes it difficult to interpret their low-field magnetic response [4].

As far as the intergranular properties of granular superconductors are concerned, weak coupling between
superconducting grains gives rise to the so called ‘intergranular critical state’ [5-8]. In order to fully understand
the flux penetration mechanisms underlying this type of response, we begin by considering a very simple system
consisting of eight superconducting spherical grains in a cubic arrangement. We carry out our investigation in
the low-field and low-temperature limit in such a way that intragranular flux penetration can be neglected. By
showing that this system can be studied by means of a Josephson junction network consisting of twelve
junctions located at the sides of a cube, we give a one to one correspondence between observed physica
guantities and calculated ones by introducing an effective inductance matrix which takes into account the
magnetic energy of the circulating currents. Basic magnetic response of the cubic junction network has been
treated elsewhere [9]. In the present paper we numerically evaluate the lower threshold field intensity for flux

* Corresponding author. Fax: + 358-3365-2160; E-mail: tiziana@vaxsa.csied.unisa.it

0921-4534,/98/$ - see front matter © 1998 Published by Elsevier Science B.V. All rights reserved.
Pll: S0921-4534(98)00510-3



T. Di Matteo et al. / Physica C 307 (1998) 318-326 319

penetration in a homogeneous cubic network for arbitrary field orientations and for different values of the
coupling parameter 8 = L1,/ ®,, where L is the effective inductance parameter, @, isthe elementary flux
quantum and 1; is the maximum Josephson current of the junctions. It is found that, as in the case of one
junction in a single superconducting ring, there exists a critical value g, of the coupling parameter 3, below
which flux penetration is reversible. Moreover, for afixed B8 value, the first threshold field intensity is seen to
decrease for increasing values of the inclination of the field direction with respect to the z-axis in the interval
[0,77/4].

2. Current and flux distributions

In the present section we shall give a schematic representation of current and flux distributions in the
physical system of Fig. 1a in the case the superconducting grains are taken to be perfectly diamagnetic and
identical. In the simpler case when the external field is applied along a symmetry axis of the cubic structures,
the z-axis for example, we might picture the current distribution as in Fig. 1b. In this case, indeed, only
azimuthal currents flow in the model system, and we might distinguish them as external and internal shielding
currents, which we shall denote as | and i, respectively. The internal shielding currents circulating in the lower
and upper part of the system will be denoted as i, and i,,. Similarly, the external shielding currents will be
denoted as |,,,, and 1, if they circulate in the lower or upper part of the system. In the same way, we can
define the fluxes linked to the upper inner and outer loops as @,, and 6,,, and the corresponding fluxes linked
to the lower inner and outer loops as @,,,, and 0,,,,. By taking into account both self-inductance and mutual
inductance effects, we can write the following:

Dy =liyp+ M, +mig, +nl,, + uoHS,,
@up =m" iup + LIy, + My ow + Ml o + o HSo it
(plow = rriup + rT“up + IiIow +m’ IIow + Mo HSnv
Oy =iy, + Ml +m i, + L, + noHS

out*

(1)

In Eq. (1) the inductance coefficient matrix is taken in such a way that the self-inductances relative to a single
loop are denoted by | for inner loops of area S, and by L for outer loops of area S,;; the mutual inductances,
instead, are taken to be M for outer—outer and m for inner—inner loop current interaction. The coefficients m*
and nd, on the other hand, denote inner—outer (or outer—inner) loop current interactions for loops lying on the
same face and for loops lying in different parallel faces, respectively. Since the grains have been assumed to be
in the perfect Meissner state, we can set:

Opp=P,,= P,

O\ow = Piow=P". (2)
Furthermore, by symmetry reasons, we can write:

o=,

lip=low=1, (3)

Tup = Tjow=1-

In this way, Eqg. (1) reduce to the following:

P=(m"+m)i+(L+M)I+ p,HS,.

P=(14+m)i+(m" +nm)l+ uHS,. (4
We can now solve Eq. (4) in terms of the currents i and | and define the current circulating in the upper and
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lower junctionsas |® =i + |. We shall seein what follows that this current is just the effective current flowing
in the Josephson junctions (JJ’'s) connecting the grains. Therefore, from Eq. (4) we can write the following:

b= LeffI(B)+/“"0HSeff' (5
where
(L+M)(I+m) — (m* +n)?
T L+M) + (T+m) —2(m' +m)

(6)

and
S C(L+M) = (m* +ni)]§, + [(1+m) — (m” + )] S, )
eff (L+M) +(1+m)—2(m* +n)

are the effective self-inductance and mutual inductance coefficients of a single representative loop of the
schematic current distributions in Fig. 1b. In this way, the 3D physical system has been reduced to a model
system consisting of a single superconducting loop interrupted by four JJ's.

In the case the external field is along an arbitrary direction in space, we could express the fluxes in terms of
the circulating current by introducing additional elements to the inductance matrix, whose complete structure
could be summarized as follows:

PP (FF) = [ 8 L+ (1= 80 )M 8y ey + [= 11" Mo[ 1= 8y ne)] (8)
TEEP(TF) = [ 8l + (L= 80 )M 8 ey + [ =21 MG[ L= 811y (0] (9
RE#;))( F)’F),) = [8?,?’ m” + (1 - 5F,?’)m] S(MV)x(ﬂé:) + [_ 1](5r,rbm0[1 - S(MV)v("Ié:)] ! (10)

where the elements of the matrix P are relative to outer-outer loop current interactions, those of the matrix T
pertain to inner-inner loop current interactions, and those of the matrix R pertain to inner-outer loop current
interactions. In addition, the ¥ and I have been introduced to give account of the position of the unit cell for
the system, consisting of three faces in the three planar orientations in space, namely, (yz), (xz), and (xy). In
the case of a single cube the only possible positions of the unit cell are at the origin(F=0) and at a &, £ being
the unit vector in the direction of the &axis (£é=(x,y,z)) and a being the length of the cube side. In Egs.
(8)—(10), the double greek indices are taken to represent the three planar orientations in space. We have tried to
keep the notation similar to that used above with the coefficients M, m,, and n1, being the mutual inductances
between orthogonal faces for outer—outer, inner—inner and inner—outer (or outer—inner) loop current interac-
tions, respectively. We can define the inner and outer loop currents flowing in the (n¢) plane as i, (") and
|¢/(7), S0 that the corresponding fluxes @, (1) and &, . () could be written in the following compact form:

D (1) = L LRSI (M) (T + L XTGP (T) (T + soH - (7, (11)
[T % rouv

0 (1) = L L PG (T ) () + L L RGE (T )i (1) + poH - Sy (1), (12)
[T% ropv

where §(n§) and §,,, are the area vectors associated to the outer and inner loops, and orthogonal to the n—¢
plane, respectively. Again, by having assumed the grains to be in the perfect Meissner state, we can set:

Piaey(T) = O (T) (13)
as it was done in the simpler case treated before. We have thus obtained a linear system of equations, which

Fig. 1. (&) Current distribution in an eight-grains system in a cubic arrangement. The applied field is orthogonal to the base face of the cubic
structure; (b) Schematic representation of the current distribution shown in (a).
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could be solved for the currents in such a way that an effective current 1(2)(F) = (W)(r) + i ,)(F) could still
be defined. In this way, a one to one correspondence between the effective currents I( ,, and the fluxes has
been obtained through the inductance matrices. If the magnet|c response of a real physical system is to be
described, one first needs to solve Egs. (11,12) for the l(uySandthe i, 'sinterms of the applied fluxes
woH - S(W) and pyH - § .») @d of the @ ,,,’s. Secondly, one defines |(<53)( 1) =1,,(F) +i,,(F) so that the
effective currents are expressed in terms of the fluxes by means of an effective mutual inductance matrix, which
we shall call A((,’,”) r,r'), and by an effective area vector ‘jlfg) ), as it was done in the case of an axia

externally applied field. In this way, one may finaly write:
Dy (7) = poH - S(enf§f>(r)_ZZA§#§v>) rr) G- (14)

However, because of the complexity of the space distribution of currents in the real system of Fig. 1a, we shall
here only consider one characteristic low-field response, whose qualitative behavior does not depend on the
particular choice of the inductance matrices; namely, the lower threshold field. Let us then consider the case in
which the inductance matrices are taken to be equal:

P () = TH(1T) = REE(PT) (15)
and for S(ng)(? =§,,6y(N. Egs. (11) and (12) will therefore reduce to the following:
Do (1) = 1oH + Sye(7) = Z Z PGS (M) 1E(T). (16)

In this case, obvioudly, the grains reduce to points, while the effective areas are taken to be finite, so that the
link to the real system, whose electrodynamic equations are given by Egs. (11) and (12), is lost. However, Eq.
(16) more easily describes the connection between the effective current flowing into the junctions and the flux
linked to the superconducting loops in the system.

3. The Josephson junction network

In Section 2 we have written down the equations describing the classical electrodynamic response of the
system in Fig. 1a without any mention of its superconducting quantum behavior. However, we have derived an
expression for the fluxes &, in terms of the currents I((E)V), which we defined to be the effective currents
flowing in the junctions and which can be readily used when the Josephson equations are invoked. Indeed, by
associating a Josephson junction to each contact point between grains, one obtains a cubic network consisting of
twelve Josephson junctions, one at each side of the cube. With the aid of the RSJ model [10], now, by
introducing the non Iinear Josephson operator defined as:

0,() = 2Rdt<>+'~°‘”<) (17)
where R is the junction’s resistive parameter, for each junction in the network we can write [9]:
0y ¢ (M] = Zegw(lgiz () =1 (F—a®)), (18)

where ¢.(T) is the gaugelnvarlant superconductlng phase difference pertaining to a junction lying in the
&direction and located in a unit cell at point 7. In Eq. (18) € is the Levi Civita's symbol and a’ is the
effective length of the cube side. Notice also that the summation is carried out over al possible ( wv)’'s, but that
only (yz), (xz) and (xy) terms contribute to it.

In addition to the Josephson equations describing phase dynamics, we may invoke the Bohm—Aharonov
relation, which, when written for a closed superconducting path containing Josephson junctions, relates the
phase differences of the junctions in the closed path and the flux linked to it, so that [9]:

27D (T) /Do =21, (T) + cpg(ﬁ— a?;) — @ (7) — gon(F+ aé) + ¢, (1), (19)
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where n, . () are integers and, again, (né) takes on the following form: (yz), (x2), (xy). Egs. (16)—(19)
completely define the magnetic response of the system. In this way we may start analyzing one of the most
peculiar characteristics of granular superconductors; namely, the lower threshold field. Indeed, when a granular
superconductor and, in particular, the cubic system under study is cooled below the critical temperature of the
grains in the absence of externally applied fields (ZFC), no flux is present in the superconducting system itself.
In this way, given the absence of currents, we may set all the superconducting phase differences to zero, so that
al the integer values n, (") may be taken to be exactly null in Eq. (19). When a magnetic field is
subsequently applied, external shielding currents will tend to exclude flux lines from the inner part of the
sample. However, Josephson junctions located in the external shielding current path may suffer a 27 phase dlip
if the current value exceeds 1,. For each 27 phase slip in one junction, Eqg. (19) predicts the penetration of one
flux quantum into the inner intergranular region of the system, i.e., the norma region enclosed in the
superconducting granular system. This penetration mechanism may be either reversible or irreversible, depend-
ing on the values of the characteristic parameter 8= Lo 1;/ @y, Log¢ being the effective inductance of the loop
the flux links to. Indeed, as in the more usua d.c. SQUID casg, if ,B<,BC, flux penetration is reversible,
whereas, if B > BC, the system irreversibly traps flux lines in its intergranular region.

In the case the external field is applied in the direction of the symmetry axis of the cubic system, it can be
shown [9] that Bc = 2/. The irreversible magnetic behavior for 8 > B, may be detected, for example, in the
Dy, VS. D = po HS'" curves, S being the effective area of one cube face. Indeed, in Fig. 2 we show the
normalized qux Yixyy = Pixy)/ Py as afunction of the normalized applied flux ¥, = &,/ @, for asystemin
which the mutual inductance matrices have been taken to satisfy Eg. (15). In this case Leff [ + m, and we took
B=Il,/P,=1and m/I = 0.03, as caculated elsewhere [9]. Moreover, |; has been taken not to depend on the
externally applied field. Since 8 = 1.038 > 3, the system shows an irreversible flux transition at ¥, = w0,
recognizable by a first discontinuity in the ¥,,, vs. ¥, curve by following this curve from ¥, = O and for
increasing values of the externally applied flux. The lower threshold flux ¥D can be obtained analytically in
this case [9], so that:

O =pg//1 (2 2+2 in"11/1 (2)2 20
= — | —= — —9gn — | —= .
@=Bfi-| )+ |ms = (20)

A hysteretic behavior is also detectable in Fig. 2. In Fig. 3, we finally show the current i(3) =12 /1, as a

l 6 T T T T

b J
12 .
0=0 }
(xy) 84 ]
41 Y (=Y o (r+az) 1
O T T T T
0 3 6 9 12 15

Fig. 2. Flux linked to the (xy) faces as a function of the normalized applied flux ¥,, for 8 =1.0 and for 6 = 0. For a quick conversion to
non-normalized quantities, by taking S5 = 100 wm?, we have uoH = 0.02 ¥, [mT].
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Fig. 3. Mesh current circulating in the ( xy) faces as a function of the normalized applied flux ¥,, for g =1.0and 6 = 0.

function of ¥,, for 8= 1. The 27 phase dlip of the junctions lying in the faces orthogonal to the field direction
generates here a current inversion from negative to positive values at W, = ¥.5.

4. Lower threshold field

When the external field is applied along an arbitrary direction in space, shielding currents circulate in all
cubic faces, so that an exact analytic solution for the lower threshold field ¥, is not feasible anymore. In this
general case one needs to numerically integrate the dynamical equations for the cubic system, starting from ZFC
conditions and letting the externally applied flux to increase a small enough variation AY,,. In this way one
records the lower threshold field value by detecting the first discontinuity of amplitude greater than one flux
quantum in the ¥, vs. ¥, curves, or, equivaently, the first current discontinuity in the i{%),) vs. ¥,
graphs. In what follows we shaII take an applied magnetic field H lying in the y—z plane and making an angle
6 with the z-axis. A resulting %" vs. 6 graph is shown in Fig. 4 for various values of the parameter 8. In this
curves m/l =0.03 and m,/I = —0.24. Let us take the maximum Josephson current of the junctions not to
depend on the externaly applied flux. Therefore, we can consider the V. vs. 6 curves for afixed 8 value as
representing the 6-dependence of the lower threshold field at constant temperature. The lowering of these curves
for decreasing B values may thus be interpreted as an effect of the decrease of the superconducting coupling
energy due to increasing temperatures. The decrease of ¥ with increasing 6-values in the interval [0,7/4]
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Fig. 4. Angular dependence of the lower threshold field ¥ P for various values of the parameter 8 and for m/l=0.03 and
my /1 =—-0.24.
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Fig. 5. Lower threshold field V)’ as a function of the parameter 8 for various values of the angle # and for m/I=0.03 and
m, /1 =—024.

may be explained by noticing that additional currents circulate in the cube faces, so that their combined action
tend to add in some junctions and to subtract in other junctions. Of course, phase dips always take place in
those junctions where the currents circulating in adjacent loops flow in the same direction. One may also notice
that, for 8= 0.5, the lower threshold field does not exist for § =0, while it still exists for 6 # 0. This fact is
indicative of an increase of the effective coupling parameter 8 for # + 0, when compared to the case of 6 =0.

In Fig. 5 we report the B-dependence of the lower threshold field for different values of the angle 6. In this
figure we may notice a quasi-linear asymptotic dependence of V(" from B, similar to that obtained from the
analytic expression for 6 = 0 (Eqg. (20)) shown elsewhere [9]. For increasing 6-values in the interval [0,7 /4], we
notice a shift of the curves toward lower values of ¥, and a corresponding decrease of the slope of the
interpolating straight line. We remind that 8 is a coupling parameter whose temperature dependenceis linked to
that of 1, through the constant factor L;;/ ®,. Therefore, being 1,(T) a monotonically decreasing function of T
[11,12], we may extract an additional qualitative type of information on these curves; namely, that the lower
threshold field ¥,( is a monotonically decreasing function of T. The behaviour is in a qualitative agreement
with experiments done in YBa,Cu;0, [13] and (Bi,Pb),Sr,Ca,Cu,0, [14] granular superconductors.

Quantitative comparison of the calculations with experiments is difficult, mainly for two reasons. A real
sample consists of thousands of grains with more or less different grain and intergrain properties. Thus the
situation does not correspond well with the model specimen with a few grains of homogeneous properties.
Secondly, in the model we suppose that themagnetic flux has not penetrated into the superconducting grains, i.e.
the grains are in the Meissner state. This alows us to model pure intergranular properties of the granular
material. In many granular superconductors the condition is justified at low magnetic fields and low enough
temperatures. However, in high quality material with well oriented grains and strong intergranular links, such as
in high-T, tape superconductors, this may not always be valid and, therefore, experiments done with high
quality material may not present solely intergranular properties but an admixture of intergranular and
intragranular properties of the material.

5. Conclusion

By examining a homogeneous granular system consisting of eight grains in a cubic arrangement, we have
investigated the link existing between this class of superconductors and the Josephson junction network models
adopted in the description of the magnetic behavior of granular superconductors. A one to one correspondence
between the observed physical quantities in the eight grain system and the corresponding quantities calculated
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by means of a cubic Josephson junction network was found to be given by the mutual inductance matrices
introduced in defining the classical electrodynamic response of the system.

Furthermore, by considering the simple case in which the obtained inductance matrices are al equal, we have
shown the resulting flux and current distribution as a function of the externally applied flux. A lower threshold
field for the system has been defined as the external magnetic field value at which the first irreversible flux
penetration takes place after ZFC. The lower threshold field behavior has been finally analyzed as a function of
the inclination of the applied magnetic field, taken to lie on the y—z symmetry plane, with respect to the z-axis.
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