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ATHEtENRTE 5]

_r C(TE‘Top)
Tmax = 3\ sz

2 flux jump ZiE Z S 72 WU A ¥ — DI RKFR
LWV IR D, NDTi OB % 2(2-43) 12 Tk
DO CHD, EIEEMFEE LT, =42K, B,=5T
ZiEW, J,~3000 A/mm?2, T,, =72K, C =5.6X
103 J/(m3K) & UL, Thpey =30 um L7205, F
— =L LTI +um BNU A P RIHFIN
LRRORESITHD, o, TZETOHEMT
L2 N IC k1T DKL e [adiabatic
stability | (ZOW TR T X7, Z T, M
EDRLZWN ST HRIXE I RDIEAD 2T
2 — VB R AET 5 KB T IR AR 2D, &
WIEBOG AN Y TIEE 5

(2-43)

B

- (2-44)

= > aj
0, v2B=2 p,vj=2
ZIZT Dy =up/pTHY | plIEHIRTHY | W
WH L & 2\ NI L DR E R T, « 1/D,, THL
BT 2HEELEHRT D, —HIMTL OB LA
bOYE. WHEIT



pveT =2 (2-45)

at

L BEBARID, = 2 (CBMREH) 2 o ikos
BRI D, Dy > DDA, I L OBYREN
A DO TRRPERE C—&UCItE T2 F %
BOEL, THVE Cisam L7 TR & —&T
%o —JiDp K DyDYGAETE ERL & W TEVRE (Z
DOHEEIIMED) 12X > TR DI Z b
By ZOLITEAY EOBOHAY #E[E LT-Z
EFM1E Tdynamic stability] & FEEILA, 2D
WD, Dy, K DB WE & B AR L pF
HT 25T, ZEWESETHENEBRN7Z1T 5 &
Bo, LT, 20X REMEw-+ IZEk
M1 & LTEEBES) (p~1078Qm, 38 L Pk~1 —
10 WemK1) Toh v | Ik~ %5 NbTi
Rutherford cable ®fAf & L THAEH LT
%,

2.6. BEKIC X DREEHEE DR

WAt DELBIRE KL ENETZ T T <, FEBRITHE
AN TR RE IS5 L CH 8 5, FEH
EHOTRMLEL S, LHC SET v 77 L— 1
(HL-LHC[13D 1A F 1285 L TV 5 B — A iR
RB B R A (D1)[14] ©1X LHC @ Main dipole
@ outer cable Z W\ TW\W5, Z D7 —7 /L3
fZ T A v —® NbTi Rutherford cable Z i
TWDR, ZNERERT D 1 AROFE M (strand) & |
FMEE T H2BEE T T A FOETLE
Table 3 2”9, ZDr—7 %z D1 @/
— /L 6 157 (b1 D B AKAFNE % Figure 11 12
AT, T2 TIEHFERICHE S MR
(Measured), 7 1 7 A > Mk GEfER) %25
JE L7p it EfE(Cale. ), £ L TEE LTZSHE D
HAEE(Cale.2) Z#iE T 5, Figure 11 (2757 &
I, IREREE TIE Cale.2 KMOFEHIELE HIZ
hysteresis 72 b3 NBLILTWT, 7 4 7 A ¥ Mgk
LB L Cale.l EOEWARTHND EE
9o — TR T Cale.l § Cale.2(Z L
TEAE BRI E D72 bs Lo TWD, 2

U ZRRRLSTIC OV T8k 6.1 TR~ 5,

A(2-3D)THR L2 L DT, B e i s
SIS NZANT 4 T A 2 ML A2
RN Z TS, (1, EREREL 12.11 kKA
TZ DOKFD Load line ratio (Afif3) 2i% 77%F2
ETHD),

Table 3: HL-LHC D1 {ZFH\ TV 3% NbTi
Rutherford 77— 7 /L D& TT[15]

Parameter Unit | Value
Strand
Filament diameter um 6
# of filaments in a strand 6425
J. at (T, B)=(1.9K, 7T) A/mm? | 2100
UM at (T, B)=(1.9K,0.5T) mT 23
Cable
Strand diameter mm | 0.825
#. of strand in a cable 36
Mid-thickness width mm | 1.480
Keystone angle degree 0.90
Cable I, at B=7T A | 12960
Cu/SC ratio 1.9

¢ Data

E 5 S R Calc.1 (w/o persistent
c L

=] i Calc.2 (w/ persistent)
S [
(2 L
Q0 0F
-5 -
-10

0 5

10
Current (kA)
Figure 11: HL-LHC D1 A CHIES iz /) —~
V6 MBRRST (bs) DEIRKFME

T 4T A MRS G B BT H o
FR & LTI flux jump BT BN 5, FEROE
W AR B B A T O R & L C NbsSn

2 Toad line ratio (A =R) (T OWTIIfEk 6.3 Tk 5,
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WET HIDHA, ZHUT Table 2 IR L7 K 91
NbTi & Fe_THRBIRIE K O EHRER S ESS & v o
“PEREA K& < BBl TWT, IR~ Y 7 AEE
(4.2 K) CHFITEY, (~3000 A/mm?2 at B=10 T,
RRPE) g oivd, —HTCBIROT 7 /o o—
Tl 7 4 7 A2 MED~50 um(RRP % & PIT24:
DR EHIRSNTIEY , hoEW 207 5%
M5 ARG EIRICE W T flux jump EZ D
(Figure 12), Fluxjump instability (3E5FEEIC
bREL 52 HFEPIE SN TS, Figure 13
1L HL-LHC 285 STV 5 11T dipolel16]
O flux jump HAERFORIGAE 27 [17], FK
T~60 ppm 1 EDER R B D,

600
—— IT (IGC)
400p WA e RRP-127
= ! Theel =+ = RRP-169
E 200 APty e PIT-217
= :
ke
20
B
z 3 ==
éo -200 Fa\_% HT

400 | WA
\J\If g

_6000 1 1 1 Il 1 1 1
Magnetic field in T
Figure 12: Nb3;Sn #R4F ORE(LBEHR[18], Flux jump

DRI X o TEBGEBERB<1 TIZRB T/ =
XU 0 X 5 72di#R2 R 5 5 (RRP-/PIT-Nb3Sn),

1 Rod Restack Process® @ I, Oxford Instrument
Science and Technology (OIST) 23 4# H (2B % L 7=
Nb3Sn O#AABRFEEAMT, $AFHAIZ Sn & Nb v v K%
HHIAA TR E I T - BULFR AT 5 TINERIEHGE) %
N—R L LIHf T, ZoJiE AR L= NbsSn At
X HL-LHC @ low-f 4 A (MQXF) [33]%° 11T
dipole [16] IZFIH STV 5,

0.6

0.41
<
§ 0.2
i
o
~

”° _/\/-’\/\-‘

_0-2 i
0 100 200 300 400 500
Time (ms)

Figure 13: HL-LHC 11 T dipole DEIEFIZA N
TeREH B [17], BEAREEIRAS flux jump HBLRFICEZ
XA

2 Powder in Tube DI, NbSns ¥y K % SREAIZH DA A
72 Nb OF = — 775D TR N T - VLR A 4T 5 5
o
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3. RABEET—ITNDFHE

PRE-

Nb Ti BILLET HEAT EXTRUDE

§

A\
-
™ EVACUATE - i
& SEAL g

Cu Lo Cu EXTRUSION CAN

HEXAGONAL ROD SINGLE CORE ROD

Dz ) @ )
EVACUATE
= & sea =
PRE-HE AT
&

EXTRUDE

MULT! CORE ROD
CoLd A J
&= DRAW o= (".' )

‘ H‘ ~ TWIST
ONEES e
NS, !D 3
=) >

Figure 14: NbTi OHBHIZE R HRGERR) D BEHF L 4]

RO MmN S BAEN b 72 b TR AL ENE
RS E~DRELZEE LT, (VA ¥Y—Th
AU FERITHIOEEWBRE R A2 VDD B
D EBRNTZIE T E RS, RETIIEHBRE
BT E L ClRBEH ST D NbTi o7 —7 b
ICHEH LT, 207 —7 WA ECBRAR IO
TR LT <,

3.1. NbTi R — BHEEH

NbTi (ZE@TH Y, BIECIEIEIZENL TN D
P TRSEMTHLENS, BiERbEL SN
TWOHBIRERM CTh D, mWEEBIRET, I 30-
2% DEET TI Z2RNT2EHETHELNL, K
10K Thod, EEERABSB,IE 4.2 KIZHBWT
15T THD, &T, TNETOERN LMD
A X —DR B EEIEN D FN DN T2, &
MERTERDELZLOT A Y —2KNRD Y
ERbhDH, ERART A v — TR

(Multifilamentary composite wire) T & ¥ |
Figure 14 ® TIZ X » THE S5, NbTi &4
B R L 72 58 (copper matrix) (ZHEDIAA T
MHHRGIE L. hexagonal rod FERICLTT v K
A= LFAK v 7 - 51 E N LAY
ETHETHLND, B HEX 70 L(annealing)
THHET, URRO Ti O a fHBHTH L, 208
= b e LTl E | BRI EREE DM B
T 5, BOEAZITBIREH CTh H NbTL 7 1 7 A
v MMEIT S um EIEFISHON S O ETITIEER S
(Figure 15 &),

Figure 15:NbTi DFE#R[19]. () 1K b7V OF
#R( ¢ 0.825 mm)IZ13~6300 & D NbTi 7 4 5 A
¥ Mo Sum)BEDIAENTWT, BHMZERE
R 5, (BNbTi 7 47 AV FDILREE,

current

Interfilament
(IFCC)[4]e ZRTHNITED X 5 RIRHEVER
LTIELWA, EBRBIIFLTEDL I
Copper matrix /I L CERKERNV— 7 BEKR S
NTLES,

Figure 16: coupling

ST, ZOXDIERITMVEBIRE T 4 T A >
k NbTi & Cu & DEAEM %4554 T, flux jump
(2%} L T [ adiabatic stability ] . [ dynamic
stability] @ 2 DORESFRMN - S, BIEE
WA ~DOISHIIE— RN &% 5 Th 5,
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LorL, ERICITEXEILEOMK W copper
matrix NHERE 7 ¢ 7 A > b OMERTETE O T
LI ELTEWTLED, T5&, FrIUBIGIC
xtLC. RN E—7 4 7 A R THLETW
7= D7 (Figure 16 /&), Z#EES I3 L TIE
copper matrix #/ L C7 1 7 A > MM THEGR
M LTCLE S (Figure 16 ), ZDOEIE
inter-filament coupling current (IFCC) & FEIEH
5, IFCC B SN T L £ 9 & copper matrix
NEICY 2 — VB R AT 272100 T < BIRE
T 4T A MR LTI RS 6T
7o, WRAREEZHE, FEOLE flux jump
L7 LTLEH, 2O, WL NHED
H O &R D (twist) FTEL/L— 7 O HAE & D
T LRI END (Figure 14 TFEHF “twist” 12
%), Figure 17 {2 NbTi I RN Y A A K
SNTWD FEEEDOR T %27~ 7, IFCC DRFELRF
FORMLIFLL T D X 5 I ERE T & 5 [4][20]

_ o (Lp)? .

Tif = 2efs (ZTI) (3 1)
2 dB; _

My ==ty (3-2)

CITLFBEET 4 T A FDY A A RE Y
F(twist pitch) TH Y . AFET IFCC DORWIEITH)
WTL %, pesrld IFCC 7% copper matrix % 4]
HEEOEBTIZ (effective transverse resistivity)
Thb, Bilx7 47 A FRICHIE SN D LB
5 TH N S5 By O i 51 JE 23 3B W5 & 1T
Bi~Bo; THDH4Al, 74T AL FOPRVIRE v F
~10 mm, perp~108 Qm & L T IFCC DhFE
it B4 5&~10ms L7825, Z DR,
Mi;~0.02 B (B{i: TV THLDT, AA Y7
B2 g A ORGSR S 23 0.01 T/s R
ThoHHEEB 2D L IFCCIT X DAL DRI/
EWFERDLNDL, LILYAANEYFOHET
BAEDMEIIRE < 2D F AN TIWIT 220,

1 YA RPNy FFEIF T, copper matrix OEHIRIC
HENNTL B, RARLEMESR Y = FREOBRID
IHEFLRIFR O T BBV, 204y IFCC 12 XL DR b
K& en, FREMYD transverse 7RIHTRO L&
WG S D PIRE FFo - BMBAHEN L ST
W5,

Figure 17: NbTi {5V 4 X b [4], AED
RFE2BET IO, FIgBERE=yF 7L T
W3,

3.2. B=EEBRA 7 — 7 /v Rutherford cable

ZZ ¥ T NbTi OFBEELHH L T&E 7, &
ARSIV IZHE DN EWRL ZFH L TH
%o BVEEMICH W TEEEH L 725 Copper-to-
(BRI kT D 4REL)

superconductor ratio

A, FBREMEALTH L

Ie=JcA— (3-3)
Thod1rH, A=1mm2, 1=2, J. =3000 A/mm?
(T=42K,B~5T Z{RKE) &3+, I, =1000 A
Thb, B ARIIHL X ZOERETEETE
DN, BIAEERA TITIL D SUWEREZ T E2
T&E 5 &9, BMZ ez TEED Tr—7 11k
T 5, =7 /MEOFEE LTIX, KEREBER
FTRL BB oA VOB A S THEIC L
LAANDIERA T B AEBET N D,
AC M7eFIH (IREMICTITT 7 v b a v isgs
M) 1ITBNTIE, &S v H 7 2 2z k-
T @ Inductive 72 EBEZ MR HFHNTE 5,
RS A BE B A EICHW BN D KER
47— WL #[E @ Rutherford-Appleton AfF 22T 3
BA%& L 7= Rutherford cable TH 5, Z D7 —7 /b
D&% Figure 18 12777, 0.5-1.5 mm D FEfR%
20-40 KR GbET2EBO 7 7 v Nk E L
TW5, £/, BATR Y R &~ F(transposition
pitchh ® B S CH A 2T ANEDL S fully
transposed 72BLE & 72> TV D, 7 — 7 VNI
Figure 18 IR T L2 IZF—A N—VAEZ DT
%o ZOANEHIZIZE S 25 um-50 um ThE 10 mm-
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20 mm DRV A I K7 —7% 50%EAGHET
BRFERICE N2 b DI, HEERIZBAT LI 7 A
T—=THDHWNIRY A I R T —7 %5 mm O
Mz TN bEEfFiT T (Figure 19), Z
5T D RETHBRE A — T L ~DEBHIR I & 554
WZEN2NE DI L Tn5,

Figure 18: Rutherford cable D& (E E), BV &
D RERE OBEARIEST (R,) L7 0 X L TVWAHRR
FDARZZEST (R,). Rutherford cable D WiE X
—Z b () OFELTWS (T

Polyimide tapes 50 % overlapped

.
Adhesive

polyimide tape

Polyimide tape .;
50% overlapped

Figure 19: Rutherford cable D/ 8L ([36] L © —&8
51,

=T NVIZEF—A M=V AERIT TN DHT
W, W TCIHELN R H( <t,. Figurel8 %
M), ¥—A b—CfAalir—7NEwE T 5L
a, = tan~! G(tz - tl)/w)’C“ﬁ) 0. ZOMEE DT
L1t XFERBEd; &35 L, Compaction

factor:n = t,/2d, 2T EM S ETVWD, ZDOF—
A M= AHELZRITLFICL > THIZEENA
A U D BRI EAER 72 cos 0 AT
5 < (Figure 20), A /VBRN/NEL 2 51F
EnE/NELFTLHMERDHD, NbTL 7r—7 /1
DA TIREIX 0.76 L S Tnb,

Figure 20: BREEREA A L OWIE, (k)&
HERCHEH I TE = cos 0 A T(a) Tevatron
(b) HERA (¢) RHIC (d) LHC, (F) HL-LHC D1 R
i (cos 6 B&A) D TR = A ) EIWTHE,

WA R r—7 VN T, BEREE I L
THEMRE L ORI THEA T % inter-strand coupling
current (ISCC) 23%4:9 5, Rutherford cable ™
A, ISCC I3 2 PIR, (Figure 18 &28) %4
LTSI SD 7 —A (Figure 21). & 25\ Xk
DA 5 B OfRECEIR, (Figure 18 M) %
L TEBN—T DR END T —ABD Db, =
OEEAEHNTIL Rutherford cable %3 Y & &8 T
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WHHRBRDOFX Yy NT =7 T A& T HHTH
AE & 72 5[201[21], Figure 22 (%> U —27 EF
NO—Fl%RT, FEIESCIRE S B LT
VWO T, 22Ty ARETIERS, 2
DET IV TIEERIT IR OBRER & Tl L
Tk, Figure 22 |- T L 9124/ — RITHA
DI HEMMEITF LRy 7OFEANIRED & L.
Flz, /—RiZkosTHUBNAEZL—TFIZEBN
TEBHE = (B, B, B) B0 7 7 55
—JEHIZ RS F, DEVLK— R - FREIZBND
TITLA TN T 5

Z[str +Zla +Zlcrs =0 (3'4)
Z R, I, + Z Rolgps + Z Us = B- A) (3'5)

T 2T, UJIHBRRIZO DD ELETH Y, RIEREER
Bl 5o BB Z T B gy > Loger) DIHFAET D
ohmic 72 EERST & T8 Y QPRI DA A
VAU B AD inductive 7RBIER DS D,
Z DT A — 2 OFEMIT Figure 22 # 2 &1
2, EARERT SRy b U — 7 O
O AR T, FBRITN D EIICONTIES
— 7 VR R, & LA T ORRR L Y 57
D

Xl + Xy =X 1+ X s + th,str =1 (3-6)

Figure 21: Rutherford cable PN @ inter-strand
coupling current (ISCC)MEB N —FF — L fi
[36], ERIDHZE ISCC IREE M ZN L TL—
TEERLTND,

<L

B pizEm R,
Y ZTEIEH R,

N > RRERNIER L,
. —> R&EFKIhBER I,
‘< R AEFNSD B Ly

s O /—=F

T
~N

I

Figure 22: Rutherford cable DXy NI — 27 EF
W GIERGICA A=Y LARVESD T W)

T T, LT ISCC, [ (Ml it D4 R i
No55Th5, %/ — F-FAREIC LTR(E-4),
(3-5). (3-6) & H T A R 22453 15 (Finite Difference
Method: FDM) % W CHE< T, £FMRE TN
% ISCC D REMIFE /346 03 3K 8 b 41 % (Figure
23), Z® X 912, Rutherford cable @M
THRERIZELS 2V  F1-F DA — % —130.1~1 s
ThHHLFERDLND,

124

o
o

Time constant, Tis; (S)
o
(=Y
L

e
©

e 2 & & 3 10 1 u 1
x-Position (mm)

Figure 23: ISCC(XHIy) L1, (KH1,) OREES

SA20] A N TV FE26. AV MRE Y F&K 0.1 m,

R, =R, =1pQ, w=17mm, t; =t, =2.6 mm &

LTW53,

ISCC 1 IFCC & [RERICE @GR ET HH
THAULLREABRTHY , BHRBEICH L THE
Brh 2%, IFCC OiFE, Rl Cikim L2 & D
2, Y rnm e I ER S D — k72
WEEAR D1 0.01 T/s LR THIUTIT L A E
DR, ISCC DELIZ DWW TIXSED R v b
JU—7 TN THEETE 528, Wilson (2K 5 &
[22] :

1 dB,
1\/ITC1 = _MFLpCNS(NS - 1)% (3'7)
M_g — LdBn w (3'8)

T 3R, dt Pt
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J + +4A[s
¢ o BA/s
E s a & 18A/sT
= F 0 032A/s] T
= =
2 TF i TO8ncco 12
9 - <"
o} ) =
R | £ | . 3
0 2000 4000 6000 8000

Current (A)

3.0
260 | AMEE9eag0,.
201 L MrosneanEats
15 o o BASs 3
! & o 16A/s
Lol s D_O 32A/s
0 2000 4000 6000 8000

Current (A)

Figure 24: SSC dipole magnet [DCA312] DEIBR D DORGERRE [ EMKIFEME[23], Unallowed 725857 (b,)
BDELTVEHR, ZEEHR DIZSHOXICER L TWAERDbMA-> TS

Z Z T, %1% Rutherford cable ®~7 & — K72
HIZHEEZ23 > TWD E LTS, Lyl —7
LR ¥y F R, NJI7r—7 VN OZRE, ti
SRR IR r— T VER((t, + t,)/2) ThH D, bAfF
EIRTF ca ITENENZERIEN LM, B
B A I Lok a7, Figure 23 LRILS
— T NVEMTRIE T D EME~4.6B (B T)
M2~0.3B (HA7:T) & IFCC Ol & b~ THED
P A XMW1 -2 RENVENDND, S 5HITISCC
IREANZIR > TR D BR ST AIDFAET D728,
ZHUC L Y Figure 24 (2§ & 9 IZ LMk 4y DR
TR a1 E ORFER A2 T 5, & HIZARER
PR N —T NVNTIEL SN H D & a DXt
FrEDSARALC Unallowed 72 A5 034 U 5 5
N Tnb[23],

3.3. Decay and snapback
a) o -
Ir). | °
o o B1
= / A€
- S o
0) - decay K -
‘= 0  Meereeemmeee »> * %
S o " \/ =
4 s 8 3
B P B e
- %
G s
: n
275 + = (S
-500 0 500 1000 1500
time (s)
b) ~
w 3
o
;v__? = 4 ‘
s decay| ¥~ snapback
a’ 3
0 ; ;
‘0.4 0.5 06 0.7 0.8
dipole field B, (T)

Figure 25: decay and snapback D 1[24]

INETOH TR CTEL LA ER
(IFCC) &7 — 7 VNEETA L DA EIR
(ISCC) DHFAF I/ AZHOW\WTHIN T 7=, %E
BrCR A ZEA L THDEINDOREEERT

T TIEHHATERWERNEE 5 H08 Dol
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Zin Tdecayl & Tsnapback] &FEEZILD B
Th D, NEIER CTIEIAREEN D DO E— L% (]
EH AN D T2 DR WK AS B CHREFT 2 4
BN DHN, T ORE ) —~ )L 6 S0 BRI
D> TEE) (decay) L., ®Eiifiz EHT 5 &
snapback 2 Z 5B BHl S 7o (Figure
25), YPNIHBIZELRM D flux creep MJFIA & &
DIVTE TN, B AERCI £ O e R Ik
fFLCEMENENT HFELHTHTE RNEFE
R 72[25],

ZDAN=ZALZON TS F I EAHEN
ITOI 2 IZBIE NI B E 7 Y [26][20], B
I bR I NTz[24], 2N E TORULOFHR T
(37— T AT~ D R BN Sy 0D 22 [ o3 AT 13— kR
TEEZ, L, ZFEOBATEaA L
R DI TIER SO 58 Z RO R & S I HEE
EENDLFL Eloaf v r—T NRERCERY —
REBSATTA AHOY a A MEHIR S D
IR > T, BERSNELD & a1 V2RI
RN AEL D, Z OREORFEEIIRIT AN AL 5 [
WO Z I B ALEPUTRED D, Z0n
10s 705 105 s &V o 72 IERITIRIAV A — L &
7%, ZOHE Boundary-Induced Coupling
Current (BICC)=° Super-Currents & FEEZILTU
%2, BICC 336475 & RWIKH A 7 — /LT,
MOGFNRE L, #OBRE > FHALTRPTEY 7
WAL &2 3 A SE T, Z OBIGEL BN
Weds & RCFATICHE 2 % & ZHUTMM it & [ T
FHhD7=8, #4781 full penetration 232 Z V) |
NI Ko TT =T NRITH - e Bk o
YT % (Figure 26), Z LS Tdecay) DJRIA
L%,

U oy REHEIZA U 5 R ZPLOABLIE contact pressure
D AR IETLOEWTER T 5,

-

a) current — - -
redistribution Q<><><>
in the cable ~ S ~ -3

b) local field
change along
the cable

initial magnetization

¢) non-linear ™
magnetization ———* —————— & —————— J—— _a_v?a%_a_ e
response g

Figure 26: Decay 3 F4E9 2% A B = X AL [24], TR
BE LRV BRY v FEA TRETHRBEBEEL
A HTETRMBIEPELT D,

—HHEOERE ERSE5 (0F 0, Sk
B SED) FIZL o THRMEEAL decay 705
(e 425, 242 Tsnapback] DJFK & 725,
Decay and snapback (% NbsSn ##44 % fiv 7= HL-
LHC 11T dipole THEM ST 5 23, [decay)
75 NbTi BB BB DI L 1T R - 748 5 ZE
ERTENRE SN TN D27,

2 ISCC & DEWRR D20 12 WA, BICC 1%
v NI =7 BT MIBWCTEBIN R BE RS 2% T 7
WEBICHLRAET D K572 12l
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4. VI UFRE

AR B EE A AR ([ 3B W CIE R 72 B A H T
BERNI =T R#ETH D, FRZRA 7 nsgs
WAl tAMICERINLL T X LF—
(LI?/2) D MIIZHET D, —H 7= F 0%
BT HEEIRDIEAD 27 =TI ARAW7
WRETHY., TOFEEEMEN LT 5 & BRE
EBAIANVITEER L CLEY, 20D, B
W2 T H2VENRH D0, aA NN FiEl LT
WEETREX LR SETWD L, 7o F AR
FTOIRE (K> ARy MREE) BY a2 — L8
KoTEA LA ER LR aA VR EERT 5,
2OV AT o AT TN 2D, LLTFO
TENAX—NFT U Z2OREHAZEL L)

c%:v-ww0+m2+g—% (4-1)
Z 2T, CIEHNLIRFES 72 0 OBIE r —7 LD

KE JmdK), kITEYRER (Wm2/K), pj?
1T 2 —VE(W/m?), g 13T X 5 BREL
(Wm3) Thd, gl = —/VELIS DR AEL
(Wim3) THV ., ZONFHERERFOX A LA
7= LU AEVE % Figure 27 IR LT,

107! E
AC Losses
Wire

1072 E Motion
F Flux
L Jumping
1073

107%

Particle
Showers

ga[J/em3)

10_10- 16-5 16-4 15-3 1'0-2 0.1 1 10
Time s]

Figure 27: BEEBRAICRET D5V 2 —NVELL

S DFAEBSTE]

AETIE, R4-DEEAL LT, BIREEMRA
EURET D7D D EMEN 2B 2 T2 OV TR
LTV, RBARECTEST B8 ERA X
NbTi Rutherford cable (T & » TEHR SN 7B s
EERAA AN EIRET D,

3i

4.1. MPZ & MQE

K- DITRT LS 2, BEE a1 Vi3 (p)? &
DUVNT G LTZEE, 80 6 OBYRE I
ICEBHEEDNRT v A X » TIRENRIE S
Nz, ZOR7 o FNREZD5M84525 %2 TH
%, HOD, BRET A Y —HEOET L &
L, Va—/LBLANOBIEEB LRV ET 5, 1)
%h ETUA VIREIIT, 2 o2 LT, £&1,

Wbl CTIBIRET. 2B 25652525
(Figure 28), Z DIRFETIRED/NT L AR ENT
W5 E LAt A4 DI

Tc The

pJ2Al,, = 2kA<—2¢ + hpl, ,(T. — Ty,) (4-2)

EREIND, ZIZT, AITVA Y —OWiEE, hiX
A DOEREZS (W/m2/K) ., P i3 perimeter T
%o Rl4-2)DIRT o APEAILTZ R D AR EEH DI
DO NBILET A Y E2 7 FIZE LEXD
HENTED, ZONOES [y, ET5 L,

\/w + hp (T, — Tye)
| ) o] A (4-3)
mpz —
g%gé(%ﬂ%%@
LD,
@
L,
T N

Figure 28: & U A1 ¥ OBESAM(36], B,
WZhlc> TEBRET 81 ~5Ha

LHC main dipole ® outer layer (Z V53T
V)% Rutherford cable (Table 3) & MPZ (J¥#k
ZMH ) I D WEE & 72 copper matrix D
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RRR1(Residual resistivity ratio)lZx L Tt L
7oA R % Figure 29 (I~ , EWEIMEEIT) & —E
SHETWD, £, PR ITEREI~Y ¥ AR
19K & LTWT, R(4-3)0WikdiEk, pix Cu @
EZHNTWD, BIGICE DRI Y 2 —
NWE (DOF 0 ERFEIREE) OBEGRAFED 2
TW52, MPZ OKZ S 134 mm- 2+ mm OA
— X —"T& 573, copper matrix ® RRR |2 & K17
L. £ Y& RRR OB 1 EBGEELIC KT L TLRE
ThHDHENDNDS,

E . --RRR=10
~ 20__ ~©- RRR=50
N | 4 =
% 1 51“1.,,‘ ~&- RRR=100
E RRR=150
l()z_ “zhm. i
5 } '-'H\:n.- \ﬁi‘, ................. ’5
e
0 4 |
Field (T)

Figure 29: NbTi Rutherford cable (Table 3) M Mr&k
FHTICRBWTEHE L MPZ, EREEIL 19K
ZREL TS,

MPZ %Ik % DB /R e/ T RV F—| %
Minimum quench energy (MQE)% & ’Fi3iL 5
», BFHMO MPLIED Y OB RES UL

MQE =A{1,, fTT;e C dTdz (4-4)
L3kF B, Figure 29 ® MPZ (RRR=150) # % &
2. RA-D» ok MQE OB KT %
Figure 30 (279, M, 2 ZTROTWDH MPZ B
X O MQE [ ZEG S BT AZVLECT 5 BEitElic s 1T
LEE T, DOWESIE T O Ch 2 FITHEER
Sz, Figure 31 (21X LHC main dipole @
inner cable =% > 7 /L& LCHIE L7 MQE %

1 RRR % NbTi Rutherford cable @ 293 K O#HiR &
10 K DR E D (p(293K)/p(10K)) TH 5,

2 NbTi Rutherford cable DS EFEE E DRGSHRIEMEI
OWTIIHE 6.2 2D Z L,

R, T T NAREDMGFMEN R DL DOD, A
— =W TIEIWI B IT BT 2 BHE R 3
CRBBLE—HEHLTWAEERDLNMND,

: T T T
=
= 10 >
m
o
= <3
\II\
1 .
107! i
0 2 4 6
Field (T)

Figure 30: NbTi Rutherford cable (Table 3)D Kk
BT ITBWTHE Lz MQE(RRR=150), &Eix
BEIX 19K ZREL TV,

10000 |
<
A 44K, 7T
1000 B : S
3 \ 3 e
8’ 100 ! ,
=
A
10 A
1.90K, 8.7T
1

0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.1
I1c

— A Hi#1,44K
- - % - -Hir#3, 44K
__A- _Ht#l1, L9K

—i Htr#2, 4.4K
—e—-Htr#5,4.4K
— @ — Htr#4,4.4K

— 3 Htr#2, 1.90K

Figure 31: LHC main dipole @ inner cable ® MQE
(RUEME) (28]

3 (F548) IFCC IZ X 2Wba MR ToW D THIUTHIT
Transverse 2P % EIF 208X H D, Lo THAE
EUTEIRBURICE G AR 5 DR L,
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L Z AT, MQE & Figure 27 ORfZENG 7 =

IR D EERBEERNNPRA TS D, Zof
Tt TACloss). [Fluxjump). [Wire motionj

IZOWTIE, BEEERA AL (TAF) |
WTHAT 5 lntrinsic) 72ZAERKTH Y | %0)
fEIX 10 pd/cm3 — 0.1 J/ecm3 EHEIAVY, AC loss 1%
Rk e LT, IFCC R° ISCC FHIZ L 5
Eddy current IZ X 2B HEKDETH D, /LA
Wt 7 & BN (~1 T/s) & B3R 9 5 a2 TR
L7203, ARlOERD HI1EN ., Flux jump
WZOWTIE 7 4 7 A FMEZH um £ THIC 5
TR EMEI X 58 KIT 0.1 md/em3 O
F—H—FThE LIADHENTE D29, 257
% &, 320 [Intrinsic] 7ZpFAEFRK L LTS
?1X I'Wire motion| TH Y, kT2 L9122
FBEEERAO I = F FL—=r 7B
HERBETERNTHH D, SCH29IC L,
GEERE I mm2OEE 1lmm ([ZE-Tr—1L 2
Y ) 4 kN/m MBI 7280 = R L —(1F 40 pd
(=40 md/cm3) at B=10 T T Y . Figure 31 &Lt
Nl BbhD X O, EHEWES TIckiT 5
MQE i @ﬁ&fé%iﬂb?ﬁ 5o

B35 X oIz, WA DOMREEDDHTOIZY
= F k 1/~:/7 EATOM, ZOKOER 7 =
T IAFRIE Z O wire motion! (BRI EL)
Thh, ZThEH/EVIRL TN —=2 7R
Rz BT,

4.2. Quench propagation velocity

‘W¢D%*%ﬁ JiE LIZLLF o= (BrEisef:
) ICEEHXS
vC dT p_]2

LRI

dx2 k dx k =0 (4-5)

ZZC, 0T/ot = —vdT/dx (wiXEE) & L=,
ZOXEREIZ DN TR X (o exp (ax)). BES A
SR E 5 2D FETUIZ OV TRD HHENRT
x5

1 NbsSn O X 9 &R A NVOLGEIIEIED 7 7 v 7 )
FREREINTND,

_J , pK B
V= To—The (4-6)

Z DUITFEAREI(T > TN FE LB L T
HWIEBXZDLDHENTE, JZ U T IEHFHEE
(Quench propagation velocity) & 5, Figure
29 LA U — 7 V5 SRS TR L 7 As
% Figure 32 (T3, WS IRIFEN A B,

BHES R D F EHRLS R D0, A —F =3
m/s ThHLHLENDND,

Quench velocity (m/s)

Field (T)

Figure 32: NbTi Rutherford cable (Table 3)D i
EET RO = FRBEE

4.3. 7 UFBRH

ek WL TE s TR TIEE
LT, 72 FRHCRAET HEE (7 = FEE)
T 25ERH D, AL aA 2 DOTHRKS
ﬂé@ﬁ(Zﬁ@E)@%ﬁ A U & R

WCEIEY v 7 EEE L, 250 3 A )LVlkE Lo
ahy (NTUREBE) LD, ZT9THHET
Inductive 725 r%i‘ﬁ Y95 HFENTE, Ohmic 72
iR /IND B FL%OD?%%?EUE?6$75§T“
x5, 7:1‘—/7‘1‘%& Z1% Figure 33 |27~
;9ﬁ7j//ﬁ%%&&ﬁofwéoﬁﬁ®:
4»’71yfﬁfﬁ%iﬁékﬂﬁyx
(Vpatance) PAAIL D, MRHIERIZIZ 7 = 0 F 6 H
15 (Venreshota) kJ:U\Jlﬁlﬂsﬂ#F'ﬁ (tyaiia) ZRXET
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%, HERFMSCBIMEZ K& < & 0o feEN
BB, WEIRT L OIChy hAKRy ME
BlXEAEAERLTLE S, @5 OBIEERK
AOEMTE L HIERZ 10 ms, BfEZ 0.1V
ERETIHHANEZ N, ., 2Ol 7 = F
FAN ORI E TORFMEI (tgerection) P3EL
LM, 7o FREERETT 256, T ORIz
HLEE L CRERA 2 ED TS BERH D,

_H
]
com 0o
Vbalance
/
L
Quench
§ detection
E v
> ;

Vinreshold f----------- e PR

0

H :
! tdetection i

tvaIid

Figure33: (k) "IV AFREAWI7 = F
BRUEFE (F) 7V FRERONT V ABED
EEH) LRI E TOdii,

L—1T ’,"V ]
300
C 3T / ]
- A i
200 A i

100

Hot spot Temperature (K)

0 10 20 30 40
MIITs (10°A%es)

Figure 34: Table 3 {2773 Rutherford cable
MIITs EhR

4.4. MIITs

T TN AET LR EROEREICD
W L CTE N, BAEZRENS DV OREFT
S EN A 2 R (=EER) T20E R L
D259 ?2MQE L EOBN A BILE 2 A L
PRERT D —T N o F RN E USRS,
OFEFT (B> PAKR Y b)) TRV 2 — REIC K
S>TENLNEMREN EFH ULARA M OEE T,
JE Y 36 ORBHHIE B H O 2h R % L L
WLt T e DERTE, ZOFr—T 1D
IREE AT

J2dt = £dT o I%de = CTAZdT (4-7)

LEREDH, I TH =T NLOMRERAL LT, W
WERDTHHET:

— (te2 — 42 (Tmax €(T) _
MIITs = | I@Mt-AJ@erdT (4-8)
& MIITs (BAMAAs 3 5\ T kA2s) & IEER

HEEZENT L, ZORXNL, JZUFRELTE
s (6= 0) 22DEFMEO RARFFES T 5F
T, t=t, DRFOBRES —7 VDR y h ARy
MEE (The) EHETLENAREL 2D, 22
C. Table 3 {2757 Rutherford cable (LHC main
dipole outer layer) > MIITs #hi#3 % Figure 34 |Z
R, BEGORBETEANE T TWDHR, ZiuE
FIZ Cu DWSKIEIIOEETH D, BHF Ry F A
ANy MEEEE 300 K 2% Practical limit & S5
D, ZOIREIZE D £ TO MITTs 135512 X
> TEALT 575 30-40 DFiPH & HAES 2 FATE
5

4.5. 7 T FREBIN

T, FEBRIC 7 = FRERITENLS SV OE
S TEREWEZ T OLEND DA S 2 HL-
LHCD1 A ZBIcE 2 THh D, BInEEHA =
A NATFEET DIRFUTIER L THEBNIT 237 5 By
EHr LT B b BB e T L 72 D (I, R
B T, ERMES TRV D L 2 A E TR
539D & MITs = 12,1/28 72 %, B 2 12 iEfRE
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e LTly,k 1IBRAICREL LS, D1I#ADE
X EHRRELEERMBEICHE T 5, Z OFF,
MIITs =30 THEWr3 5 7= DITFF 45 R E L
#1350 ms & AAEH HDFENTE D,

oz )=

-

o

vw%fjé

Figure 35: M85 2 AW T B E = A VRE,
(b) BE&ELR, (F) 7= TR,

4.5.1. ANEBHCHLA V- R

AT R F— Z ML (R gymy) 18 & > THH
KEEDHHERD D (Figure 35), HAREER A
DA UE T B ALge & U JBIRE a2 A VNECilE
BT DGR ER T S &, MRS = -k A

Rdump

%, Le =25mH & L (HL-LHCD1 BsA LR T
AVETBEUR) FIFEEDOFENLMIITs <30
IZINZ DITIERgymp>T2 mQ & THIERWFER D
3% e TIVTIER gymp =72 mQ & LT, Ml ST
F & D, BIUFRgymy (EREX A A—F) 28D
7o, BIREER A 2 A VO T T
AU DEEER CnOELEV, )05 (P
A A — ROBEDESITEE L T D), BT
LM I BEEEROICIE V=
IopRaump~930V & 1 KV IE < DL 0% HH
b, ZHUE—2DHITIEHHHDD, FA
BB A EERICL - T, BIREERA D
ST A= 3IN L TL 5720, SO

U AT TE 20D, BRIEOHIRTH 720 TS
Moot 7 v — o X0 B (BRI TE -
ToME) SN BRI BENERS,

BRI LD LT DL, o LT o R
WAL TL B,

4.5.2. 7 x TR —F — & VTR

BRI & BT H HEE LT =T
it —#—QPH)RH 5, ZAULHMRTHE S5
A, AR E A G DY THWLSEER H
%, a7 % Figure 36 (2”7, Waf Dbk
Bl LR R#E e — 7 —[EK A2 R L T\ T,
i — ¥ —ERIT= 2V —2FE 2D F v S
THENY THERENTEY , 7 = FRRHERC
RV HEFIUSECTAAL »TFNRAL (AU A
A2y F &), EINZER>TnDHE—H
— IR ER T = RopyC TILD T 5 /7L A7
BN D, T Z TRypyld QPH OEHL. CiX
XX NI NTDEBIRETHD, TH&, W
flIe — X —RDIEHNG 7 = FRFEFIC L
S>TaAA NBENFRHEES L T, BHEDH
BUZ L > TEHE- A LT —ZHESEDL, L)
HLDOTH D,

5 J = Qp.:lc

I

o

Figure 36: 7 = F Rt —&% —% AV @InE
a4 VAR, BEARIKE IO #E L — % —[EK
ERABL, 7o FRE L KT T UFIZETD
FTEZRNLNE—F b —F— DB RINE—REZ
THAZREIYS, (L) BFEEER, (T) 7
T FRARE,
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Cross section of QH

50 um-thick Polyamide
15 pm-thick epoxy resin

25 um-thick SUS foil
25 um-thick epoxy resin
50 pum-thick Polyamide

/ L’A L'B

(b)
Magnet center-> D~
Aé%
Pole

Section-A

steel

Stainless Copper

NbTi Rutherford cable

Figure 37: (a) HL-LHC D1 BEAET V1 BHICBEA L Tz 1XRX N vy Fe—F—, (b)be —&F — D
H. (¢)ET VKA 2 BHMLIRICEA L zigzag B b — & —,

QPH (L= A WANENZE Z 72 DA T 5,
HL-LHC D1 B4 Tik. %#)i% Figure 37()I2 7
905 15 mm, JEA 25 um @ SUS 7 4 A /L CTTZX
1RO —2—ZX N v Tholz, TOWEHE
fp% % Figure 37 (DIZ/RLTW5, LrL, Zh
Dt —Z =R TIER R A 2R Z FIR T
=9 EBERICBW L MOTs 3 E ) HA v b
ZRy MREED 300 K 82 TLE > FHIHM
L7z[80], 22T, v alb—varEH0ARR
HERFF ATV, BEBYIZ I Figure 37 (2~ &
VIR 2KA N v 7D zigzag WEBRHTHZ &
2725 7-[31],

E—H¥—RATF—T a3y (BEDBELDLET) X
F1Z SUS Th %, Figure 37 () Di%EFClx SUS
X MPZ LY b KEW 100mm & &oTnb
23, Z X Rutherford cable OV fR & > T2 &
bETNWH7HTHY, £FEPTCurxrLT
W5 OIX, QPH &K BRHEEREST 5729 T
& 5, QPH DOIEEGE E (J/em2)id SUS #43 D 4T

FAsys & ERFIZ QPH 22°0% QPH EE%
Vopru(~800 V) & L TR D K 5 12EIT S -

(4-9)

Figure 38 |2, HL-LHC D1t (&5 it
3 5HE) REBREFICHIE L REEQ Ly =T
MR S Z 8 L MITs A3HEDOBRIZ oW
TRLT, 2Z2THEFY N\ UEREBELEZEIE
FRNLRBREIT/R> T DH D, KW FEEEE
(DF D IRWEEEE) 2B\ T MITTs 13 LR
BUTTHD, £-, ¥ Ialb—i a2l
SRR IR, ATENC R R B D&M (Lge =
25 mH. 1,,=13 kA) [ZEWTH R T 5%
NhhoTWAb[31],
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| High field quench |

©12047kA ©8kA <“4kA

T T T T 3

S
(=)
T

MIITs limit for HE quench E

~;.\0\0—0__

[\
(=]

Total MIITs (kAZ%s)
(V)
<

S
R
!

O

Power density (J/cm?)

Figure 38: £ BEMICII1T D QPH DOREKE L
MIITs DB4%, HF i High field DM T 5 T I8
35,

ST LT QPH Z W54, 24400
AUHET B RENEIZHEET 51O LR EY]
[l & AT HENTE D, ZORFONTOK A
JVE— CEIEDFEOKF % Figure 39 1Z/R L
7o ZZTIHEAIIC e — 2 —BEE L e o Tz
WG OFk & 73 failure case DEtHEME R A H E TV
Do AV TITAMBIZEERE T OER D220
=20 £ 725, HL-LHC D1 WA 084, 1
HEEJEIZx L TR 4400 V at 13 kA & Db,

= s
— cased
Failure : g o
S _ . —
Sass S so0f 400V stmaximun  |= o2
c
Top 3 [
-
5 L
8 O~y .
® [ At nominal ]
= current
S | ]
Bottom o - .
>-500 Top coil <:|:> Bottom coil |
1 "

0 B0

Turn
Figure 39: 7 = F{ii#v — & —fFHEOa AL
NED A VZ—FEOBE (FHEME), =018
WTCETENS & it —F— 2 REIETWVB,
BRI oI e —FZ —REBEL 2o T2t
B D% 72 Failure case (22O THENT L7ziER %
FLTW3,

4.5.3. CLIQ % i /- f##

NbsSn #44 & 72 @B L 2 msEma
DYE . FFINDEWRFER D +ms A —F—
LiHY . QPH TR AMIZA DR, TDTz
® . [CLIQ (Coupling-loss Induced Quench
system) | EPEINDHT270 0 AT AT S
[32]. HL-LHC ® low-B 4 {ifiiti (MQXF) 247
HanTuns[33], CLIQ ®lal# X % Figure 40 (2
Y, 28.2 mF, 500V D v /N XN T B A
YAZLEAF—REr LTBIEaf Lo
REFRLTWD, 7o FamtiToe, 20
PA VAL ALy FRIMDI, IRV — REHL
THEEaA VT b, ZORE, RLC B &7
Bz, A AN ITENE BTN Z T o % JE 3
B (~¥t Hz) -7 ERMENEE L, 20
A VO TIRPTRI RS A & A e, WAL
(2 & > T Eddy current IFCC & ISCC )35
I, Zhic k56K (Coupling loss) 128
ST, BEREaAfNANIRED EVHIHEHATH
%o QPH 05 B DPEN V1L = o TAnikHE
e+ mls) ICERBNDH, CLIQ M35 &
7> 10 ms LA T CRENERGEB T 5 [34],
MQXF O&6 W ERZ S HIZFHE< T2 B
T CLIQ {2/ 2 T QPH & R L 7= frRaak st
Lo TnD,

Pe )
1T

1
CLI L|<'I Dre

Figure 40:CLIQ %* FV 7= fR#&[EI#%[32]

4.6. Quench training

TG ER OBIEE A 2 mAT TR 5
&\ SSL & 2 WITEREGE L » ARV EGE T
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JZUFNREE L, TTTCCGERLIZL Iy
FEBXEITERAICOWTCIIELY Th AR, 7
D—DiZua—Vv Y haziEKRE T 5 wire
motion] 23&% %, > 10 pm 727217 T MQE
PLEDRENE L HAREMEN H B Z & IFBRICH
RIER, ZOXRDREEEEZRVE DI
AR A 52 2 F T, ZOBGEY A Y —0Ok
MIBELIZWVT IR L TS, ZOmEa A L
WX DHEEOAITR, DE VD r—L Y NI D
BED 7= O DIE ST a A VIS T DOEPETE 2
HETEB TN, 2 T PiEsI L
Ins, LT, &L LFTnwE sz F%
R LZOMREEZ BT TV iEfEIEX [Quench
training] EPFEIND, —FH. TSI+ T
RNE | EREMICEIETE T, IRV ERE
T/ FREETCLEY, PL—=27H BT
%, BAOFEEY — B2 (Thermal cycle)
EANBFONGEIL, FL—=U T A RE-T
WL BHERT D, b L, FiRATO hL—=27
DA TR, BFOERERME L D HIRWVE
WMCTT T TFRIHRED, BE ML —=0 T DBNE
L%, h—= Z R D IR B RS ER A
N TERWBREERA ] &) R,

5. £&®

IEgHRIC FR 2 E & BIEERA W
DR VEIRE R D IR 2R D B B S
IR =T NA~LIGHT DB T Dbk % 7280 - &
BEBIRIZHOW TR TE T2, ZOT F X TR
THEMEBTE TR, BLRBNBW 7 138
FEBHH TIERE R TN X 720, FRERY 7250
5 W2 > W T & MNWilson # O
Superconducting Magnets | (Oxford University
Press) "N b b, 2 2 Tk, BIREBERA R
FHZBT D EMNFEE > T T, BELIHEDA
oA — RRRERFELER S, LG ERE
BHAOHBEL L TiE KHMess & D
[ Superconducting Accelerator Magnets |
(Wspe). F7=. B/ = o FIZHOWCREM 72 5
iR A2 # %2 T< D D1 S. Russenschuk & D
[Field Computation for Accelerator Magnets |
(WILEY) nZ2F 65, YiIwasa EFD [Case
Studies in Superconducting Magnets| TIZ#F}
FEDOHA MAZHDHIEY | Fx To il a8 2 TRt
ENTNDLOT, FEFITLNYROTV, £z, E
FHELLEBIZT DD CERN Accelerator
School (CAS)D#H B ETH 5, HBIREERA DS
IOV TIE [ Superconductivity in Particle
Accelerator (1995) | WRESEZ LD EE S,

AENE NbTi Z /s & U TRE L7z, RO E
SINEER A1) TlL NbaSn X°miiHE{mEIRDE
AT R T DN, Fhkx RBARE AL L T
Do — 77 H RGO 707 o 7o R MgBe 13,
LA TN DURAK IR CRAREL T 2720,
S RIEZ AT T WRZEBI R S RE AT 7R 0 hR D T
Do BILEEMABRREE VD OIX, BTRL¥—
W ER IR E O KR T ~ RIS E VWO £
I Zoe s T=— XD H %R RIIE 72 &
B, ZOFHMTFIZEESD LI EDb>TN5
DT, 5% 1O0ETHLNTDHERTHEA LT
FSE D00 LI,
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6. fI&%

6.1. MRS

Figure 41 (TR T EEEERIZIBW T, BANEO
iz = re'® = x + iylC B DT ITLL T O
Lottt Txs

B =B, +iB, = Yo, (By + iAy) ("*‘y) 6-1)

Z 2T, nplIB IR nid Bk Onik Ak Sy &
AT (2HgA n=1, 4 WA n=2...), B
ILENEN ) —~ VST, A % 2 — S
Thb, WERELS O WX, W 2w % 3
[%43By (2 Wk DA 1XB,) THRIL L7=LLF
DIEEETHEDRL

b, = i—" x 10%
0 (6-2)

A
a, =-2x10*
By

HA7 1T unit TH 5,

Figure 41: BA D 2 RTEEERER

6.2. NbTi RS ERBE

NbTi EHEE O « IREEFEMIZLLTO X
INTEBRMITRD TV 5[35] -

. Y
Je(B,T) = . B (()Irg) (1 B BjT))ﬁ (1 B (Tlc)”)
(6-3)

ZITC I3 42K, BT IC
ET\ CO\
7=\

BT B ETE
a, B, yiZ7 4 NMEBTH D, F

B,(T) = B,(T = 0) (1 - (Ti)”) (6-4)

Th o,

6.3. Load line

& % IR LT, |2 3\ TG ) D SR
e (oD WITERAEREE) % Figure 42 D L 9
CETFET D BIZIFRG3 R END), Z0
RF, PRRS I DR BB E A RE 7R fie K D B fE
Iax D3R E D | EEEEIEL, & D Ly /Inax)
MNRFE D, Z DT Load line ratio & 2 WM L&A faf
REPFHIN D,

e l-at T,
Maximum
operating *operating point
current:
/max
/op

Operation
field

Figure 42: Load line
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