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Abstract Coaxial Cavities
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TEM-mode cavities are used to
characterize the effects of different
surface treatments, cool-down
speeds, and applied magnetic filed
orientations. Results from cool-
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The fast cool-down with a horizontal applied field
yields near complete flux expulsion.

Conclusion

For the QWR cooled with a vertical applied magnetic field, flux is

likely trapped in the inner conductor for both cool-down speeds. For a
horizontally applied magnetic field, most of the magnetic flux is Discovery
)

expelled for a fast cool-down and trapped for a slow cool-down.
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