
Modelling the mechanics of 32 T REBCO superconductor

magnet using numerical simulation

Arpit Kumar Srivastava∗& Enric Pardo†

Institute of Electrical Engineering, Slovak Academy of Sciences,

Bratislava, Slovakia.

January 3, 2024

Abstract

High temperature REBCO superconducting tapes are very promising for high-field magnets. With
high magnetic field application there are high electro-mechanical forces, and thus concern for mechan-
ical damage. Due to the presence of large screening currents and composite structure of the tape, the
mechanical design of these magnets are not straight forward. In addition, many contemporary designs
use insulated winding. In this work we develop a novel two-dimensional axisymmetric finite element
tool programmed in MATLAB that assumes the displacement field within linear elastic range. The
stack of pancakes and a large number of REBCO tape turns are approximated as an an-isotropic
bulk hollow cylinder. Our results agree with uni-axial stress experiments in literature, validating
the bulk approximation. Here, we study the following configuration. The current is first ramp up
to below the critical current and we calculate the screening currents and the forces that they cause
using the MEMEP model. This electromagnetic model can now take insulated magnets into account.
As a case study, 32 T REBCO superconductor magnet, is taken and simulated numerically. We
have done complete mechanical analysis of the magnet by including the axial and shear mechanical
quantities for each pancake unlike previous work where only radial and circumferential quantities are
focused. Effect on mechanical quantities without screening current is also calculated and compared.
It is shown that including screening current induced field strongly affect the mechanical quantities,
specially the shear stress. The latter might be the critical quantity for certain magnet configurations.
Additionally, in order to overcome high stresses, a stiff over banding of different material is considered
and numerically modelled which significantly reduces the mechanical stresses. The FE based model
developed is efficient to calculate the mechanical behaviour of any general superconductor magnet
and its devices.

Keywords: REBCO Superconductors, Screening current, Stress-strain analysis, high field magnet

1 Introduction

State of art high temperature superconducting REBCO tapes (REBa2Cu3O7−x, where RE is a rare
earth like Y, Gd or Sm) are promising candidates for the development of future high field magnets [1,2].
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These high field applications include magnets for materials research [3–5], fusion reactors [6–8], particle
accelerators [9–11] and medical equipments [12–15]. HTS windings has also been widely investigated to
design electric air crafts [16–19]. The high field application require conductors with almost zero resistivity
and extremely high current density [20]. In such high magnetic field application there are high electro-
mechanical forces and thus concern for mechanical failure. In addition, screening current induced field [21]
as well as an-isotropic and in-homogeneous [22] nature of REBCO tape altogether connive to complicate
the mechanics of deformation very significantly. Therefore it is important to develop a numerical tool to
quickly and efficiently analyze the distribution of stresses and strain in high field REBCO coils.

In recent years, a large number of numerical analyses are proposed to model the mechanics of REBCO
superconductor coil insert for high field magnets. These works can be widely divided in two approaches.
First approach for solving stress,strain and deformation is analytical as either in [23,24] which is relatively
straight forward where stresses are product of current density, coil radius and magnetic field or in [25]
where a continuum model is proposed neglecting the height of coil assuming the problem as plane stress.

The other and mostly used approach is implementation of commercial software numerical model such
as [26–33] and using transversely isotropic material properties for REBCO material.

Recently, based on aforementioned numerical model Trillaud et al [29] discussed about effect of me-
chanical degradation on critical current density Jc. In another study Xia et al [32] shows the effect
of shielding current on high filed REBCO Coils. Ze Jing [30] explored about the effect of phase field
magnetization assuming the magnet as bulk. In another work, Ueda et al [28] has shown the combined
effect of cool down induced stresses and screening current on REBCO coil. A possibility of non circular
pancake coils proposed by Wang et al [34] indicates that this design can prevent degradation in REBCO
wire due to deformation.

In all the above study, subtle efforts have been made for mechanical modelling of REBCO coils on
multi-physics software and couple it with electromagnetic forces in either sequential or iterative manner.

Apart from the issue to solve this multiphysics problem numerically, for the safe design of high field
magnet and devices, generation of screening current induced field (SCIF) [35], is a challenge as it affects
not only the mechanical behaviour [36] but also homogeneity of the field [35,37].

To the best of our knowledge, there has not yet been a comprehensive study to solve mechanical
equilibrium equations for an-isotropic REBCO superconductors magnet with SCIF and overbanding using
finite element analysis. Recently, Yufan yan et al [38] also discussed about impact of screening current
and overbanding on REBCO magnets but the study limited to circumferential stresses and strains.

In this study, we have developed a finite element scheme to study screening current induced stresses
and strains in a high temperature axis-symmetric superconductor REBCO insert pancake coils. The
strains are considered in linear elastic range for the current study. This is a reasonable assumption as for
fail safe design of high field superconductor magnet firstly because the mechanical deformation should be
in the range of reversible elastic range so that tapes are not degraded [39] and secondly as the REBCO
material is highly brittle [40] in nature. The finite element (FE) code is developed in MATLAB and
coupled to already developed MEMEP model [35,41]. We rely on homogenization approach to deal with
anisotropic nature of HTS tapes [32,42].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the HTS insert geometrical and input parameters
are described. In section 3, we have discussed the numerical model used to develop the computational
framework to study the electro-mechanical analysis.

First, we present the electromagnetic model based on variational principles that calculates the screen-
ing currents and Lorentz forces. Later, we discuss the electromechanical model for axi-symmetric magnet
geometry. A numerical fit shows the validation of bulk approximation with experimental uniaxial stress-
strain. In that section, we introduce overbanding and the numerical scheme to handle its mechanics.
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Figure 1: (a) Schematic of an Axis-symmetric REBCO Superconductor magnet in quarter r-z plane and
(b) HTS coil magnet with number of pancakes np in z direction and number of turns nt in radial direction.
The height of each pancake is hp.

Section 4 presents computation of mechanical properties with and without screening current and effect
of overbanding for a 32T magnet.

2 HTS magnet insert

An 8 double-pancake REBCO insert for a 32 T superconductor magnet is chosen as an example to
implement mechanical properties. The REBCO insert is used in conjunction with LTS outer magnet
which provide 19 T background field at the bore center. The magnet geometry and properties is given
in figure 1 and table 1.

The REBCO insert design is for a metal-insulated coil, where a stainless-steel (SS) tape is co-wound
with the superconductor. Taking into account, the high turn-to-turn surface resistance through the SS
(around 10−6 − 10−7 Ωm2), the radial currents can be neglected [43]

The elastic and geometric properties are listed in table 2.

3 Numerical model

3.1 Electromagnetic model

In this work, we compute the local current density taking screening currents into account by the Minimum
Electro-Magnetic Entropy Production (MEMEP), as described in [35, 41, 43]. For simplicity, we assume
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32 T magnet coil geometry
Parameter Value

Rin 25 mm
Rout 56.5 mm

Number of double pancake (np) 8
Number of turn in each pancake (nt) 250

thickness of each tape layer 105µm
Height of pancake coil (hp) 6 mm

Table 1: Parameters used for REBCO insert magnet.

Material properties of tape at 4.2 K [32]
Component E ν t

(GPa) (µm)
REBCO 180 0.3 1
Hastealloy 210 0.3 80
Copper 40 0.3 20

Ag+Buffer 90 0.3 2
SS tape 156 0.3 2

Table 2: Material properties for REBCO tapes.

axi-symmetrical goemetry for the pancake coils (see, figure 2), which is justified because the tape and
insulation thickness is much smaller than the coil inner radius.

Regarding the electromagnetic properties, we assume that the superconducting layer presents a power-
law relation between the electric field, E, and the current density J as

E(J) = Ec

(
|J |
Jc

)n
J

|J |
, (1)

where Ec = 10−4 V/m, Jc is the critical current density, and n is the power-law exponent. In this article,
we assume that n is constant with value 30 and Jc depends on the magnetic field and its orientation,
Jc(B, θ). As input, we use Jc(B, θ) according to the analytical fit of experimental data in [44] for a
Fujikura tape. We also consider the resistance of the metal stabilization, substrate and isolation by
taking a homogenized anisotropic resistance into account, as in [43].

In this work, we consider that the radial turn-to-turn resistance is very high, and hence we assume
that this resistance is infinite. In order to speed-up the computations, we group several turns in a single
element in the radial direction (10 turns in this case).

In our model, we consider the realistic background magnetic field, Ba, created by the low-temperature
superconducting (LTS) outsert, which we compute from the actual cross-section of the LTS winding and
the Biot-Savart law. The generated magnetic field from the LTS at the bore center, as well as most of
the HTS insert, is 19 T.

Once MEMEP finds both local current density and the magnetic field, the Lorenz force density is
computed as

fL = J ×B (2)
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Figure 2: Spiral geometry of REBCO Superconductor coil winding and approximated as closely packed
co-centric circular geometry. The arrow denotes the direction of flow of current for an insulated case.

and in expanded general form
fL = frer + fϕeϕ + fzez, (3)

where er, eϕ and ez are the unit vectors in radial, circumferential and axial directions and the components
of the force density are fr = JϕBz − JzBϕ, fϕ = JzBr − JrBz and fz = JrBϕ − JϕBr. For isolated
windings, Jr vanishes and for tape an isolation thickness much lower than the inner radius, Jz is negligible
compared to Jϕ. Then, only Jϕ is relevant, and hence

fL = JϕBzer − JϕBrez. (4)

As shown in [43], the radial currents are negligible in metal-insulated magnets under regular operation.
Thus, we can assume that the Lorentz forces in metal-insulated magnets is the same as in insulated.

3.2 Electro-mechanical model

For the case study of magnet and developing the tool, the following assumption are made

1. Thermal stresses are neglected.

2. There is no sliding between the turns, they are perfectly bonded to each other.

3. Residual stresses due to winding tension are neglected.

The assumption of coil turns of REBCO HTS into concentric coils simplified the problem domain to
study the problem as axi-symmetry. In this study, each pancake is assumed as axi-symmetric hollow ring
(see, [35]) and the corresponding stresses and strains are calculated. We deal the an-isotropic material
properties of the tape with an analogous bulk model (see section 3.2.1). We start with the general
deformation field given as,

u = urer + uϕeϕ + uzez (5)

and the corresponding strain tensor field is given by

ϵ =
1

2

[
∇u + ∇uT

]
(6)
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Figure 3: Schematic of tape layered structure and homogenised RVE of a single tape in r-z plane.

due to axis-symmetry and the fact that circumferential displacement is independent of ϕ co-ordinate,
the only strain components are

ϵr =
∂ur

∂r
, ϵϕ =

ur

r
, ϵz =

∂uz

∂z
, ϵrz =

1

2

(
∂ur

∂z
+

∂uz

∂r

)
(7)

Assuming the material within the range of linear elastic limit, the consistence stresses are related to
strains by constitutive relationship given as:

σ = Dϵ (8)

where D is the elasticity matrix, which presents anisotropic material properties due to the laminated
structure of tape [45]. A bulk homogenization approach is used to calculate the components of elasticity
matrix whose details are given in section 3.2.1. From the basic continuum mechanics the equilibrium
equation for a body subjected to only body forces fb is given by

∇ · σ + fb = 0 (9)

Due to axis-symmetry geometry, the only stress components are σr, σϕ, σz and σrz and the governing
equations are given by

∂σr

∂r
+

∂σrz

∂z
+

σr − σϕ

r
+ fr = 0,

∂σrz

∂r
+

∂σz

∂z
+

σrz

r
+ fz = 0 (10)

where fr and fz are body forces due to electro-mechanical Lorentz force in radial and axial directions
respectively.

3.2.1 Homogenized Element

: In this section, the anisotropy of the tape structure is dealt in a similar way as explained in [32].
This approach is known as bulk approximation and widely used assuming the laminated pancake as
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Figure 4: Homogenised model compared with experimental stress strain of REBCO Superconductor [46].
The dash-dot vertical lines are correspond to ϵcr = 0.45% below which critical current density Jc of
the tape is almost constant and ϵirr = 0.6% [47] beyond which there is plastic deformation and critical
current density Jc will permanently degraded.
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Figure 5: A typical mesh of a pancake with triangular element. Each pancake in HTS magnet is subjected
to roller boundary condition i.e. axial displacement uz = 0 on bottom of each pancake.

a continuum disk. The equivalent homogeneous representative volume element (RVE) have isotropic
property in the ϕ − z plane (see, figure 3) and different in radial direction. Further, the transversely
isotropic elasticity matrix D which relate axis symmetric stresses with corresponding strains is given by

σr

σϕ

σz

σrz

 =


D11 D12 D12 0
D12 D22 D23 0
D12 D23 D22 0
0 0 0 D44



ϵr
ϵϕ
ϵz
ϵrz

 (11)

The components of the D matrix are a function of the Elastic modulus Ē, Poisson’s ratio ν̄ and
thickness of each layer of laminated tape tm and calculated following [45]. The homogenised material
properties are given as following

D11 = Ēr =
1∑n

m=1 tm/Em

D22 = Ēϕ = Ēz =

n∑
m=1

tmEm

ν̄ϕz =

∑n
m=1 tmνmEm∑n
m=1 tmEm

, ν̄rz =
Ēr

Ēz

n∑
m=1

tmEm

D12 = D44 = ν̄rzĒr, D23 = ν̄ϕzĒϕ (12)

where n is number of laminated layer in REBCO tape, Em and tm are modulus of elasticity and thickness
of the tape layer respectively.

We then calculated the Ē matrix from Em and νm experimentally obtained in [46]. Clearly the model
is able to capture the uni-axial stress-strain response as shown in figure 4. At this stage it is more
appropriate to say that with in elastic range as shown in figure 4 the model response is quite good.

3.2.2 Finite Element Implementation

: In this section we closely follow finite element formulation as in [48] for axis-symmetry space to obtain
mechanical stress and strain for REBCO tapes subjected to electromechanical forces. The charging
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process of the magnet is assumed very slow so that inertia effects can be neglected. In general finite
element approach, the global stiffness KG, nodal displacements and global nodal forces FG are related as

[KG][U ] = [FG] (13)

in an element they follow
[Ke][Ue] = [Fe] (14)

where Ke, Ue and Fe are element stiffness, nodal displacement and nodal forces in the element, respec-
tively.

Next we briefly discuss on finding the element stiffness and subsequently global displacement for the
problem which is well defined (see [48] for detail). First we define radial and axial displacement field ur

and uz which are given by in discretized form as

ur =

ne∑
i=1

NiUri

uz =

ne∑
i=1

NiUzi (15)

where ne is the number of node where ur and uz are calculated in an element and Ni are shape
functions. Though shape functions depend on the choice of element shape, general procedure will remain
as same.

For the present study we have descretized the pancake domain in triangular elements as shown in
figure 5. The Uri and Uzi are the radial and axial displacement of ith node respectively. Assuming
triangular elements with node indexes i, j, k, the axis-symmetric strains in each element are given by


ϵr
ϵϕ
ϵz
ϵrz

 =


∂Ni

∂r 0
∂Nj

∂r 0 ∂Nm

∂r 0
Ni

r 0
Nj

r 0 Nm

r 0

0 ∂Ni

∂z 0
∂Nj

∂z 0 ∂Nm

∂z
∂Ni

∂z
∂Ni

∂r
∂Nj

∂z
∂Nj

∂r
∂Nm

∂z
∂Nm

∂r



Uri

Uzi

Urj

Uzj

Urm

Uzm

 , (16)

which can be written as
[ϵe] = [B][Ue] (17)

where the components of B are differential of shape function of the element and refer as the geometric
stiffness as it depend on geometric parameters and it relates the strain with the displacement.

Using equation (8), elemental stresses are calculated as

[σe] = [D][B][Ue] (18)

The strain energy due to deformation in an element is given by,

Wint =
1

2

∫
ve

σ · ϵdv (19)

Hence,

Wint =
1

2
[Ue]

T

[∫
ve

[B]T [D][B]dv

]
[Ue] (20)
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In the finite element set up for solid materials the elemental stiffness Ke is given by

Ke =

∫
ve

[B]T [D][B]dv (21)

which can be modified for the axis symmetric case as

Ke = 2π

∫
dAe

[B]T [D][B]rdrdz (22)

and further can be approximated as

Ke = 2πr̄eAe[B̄]T [D][B̄] (23)

where r̄e is radial coordinate of centroid of element and B̄ are calculated at centroid of element. Ae is
the cross section area of element. The global stiffness KG is now calculated using component of elemental
stiffness Ke.

Now to calculate forces which for the present situation is only body forces and obtained as explained
in section 3.2. Following finite element setup as explained in [48]

For small element size, the force vector at ith node is

Fi =
2

3
πr̄eAe[fL]

and in elemental [
Fe

]
=

Fi

Fj

Fk

 (24)

where fL is lorentz forces density whose components are obtained from equation (4). Each node has
two degree of freedom in radial and axial direction respectively. The corresponding global force FG then
can be calculated using elemental forces Fe.

At this stage, deformation or forces at the nodes can be calculated using global displacement and
force relation (see, equation 13). Also, since we are using first order triangular element so number of
integration point is only the centriod of the triangle and strains as well as stresses are calculated at this
integration point.

3.2.3 Overbanding Stiffness

:
It is important to discuss the inclusion of stiffness property of the overbanding as shown in figure 6

for the problem at this stage. For the numerical analysis, the following assumption are made

1. The overbanding turns are considered as continuum bulk.

2. The adjacent overbanding turn are perfectly bonded to each other.

3. The junction of superconductor tape and overbanding material share commom boundary and are
perfectly bonded to each other.

10



Figure 6: A schematic of pancake with over banding layers subjected to roller boundary condition in
r − z plane

Figure 7: A Cycle of input current in a magnet used for charging and discharging the magnet.First the
current is ramp up to Imax corresponding to S1 and till point S2 this Imax is kept constant. The current
is then ramped down to zero during S2 and S3 and in this zero state for interval S3 and S4.

These assumptions do not enable slip between the two different materials: superconducitng coil and
overbanding.

The pancake is discretized in triangular elements as shown in figure 5. Now if total number of node
in the superconducting material are ntsc and total number of nodes in whole domain are nt.

If value all the three nodes of the element is less than ntsc , the elemental stiffness for the triangular
element is given by,

Ke = 2πr̄eAe[B̄
T ][Dsc][B̄],

otherwise

Ke = 2πr̄eAe[B̄
T ][Dob][B̄] (25)

where Dsc and Dob are material properties for REBCO superconductor and overbanding material
respectively.

4 Results

The numerical model developed in section 3.2.2 is implemented to investigate the mechanical properties
of the 32 T REBCO superconductor HTS magnet as explained in section 3.2.
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where, tr is the ramp up as well ramp down charging time. The ramp down discharging time is also
same. The relaxation time after charging and discharging is trel . Then, the total time for one cycle is
T = 2(tr + trel). For the current analysis tr = trel = 333 s and Imax = 333 A. Hence, the rate of ramp
is 1 A/s.

4.1 Electromagnetic analysis

In this section, we have done electromagnetic analysis using the inputs defined in section 2 and using
the coil geometry given in table 1. First, we discuss the initial ramp (figure 8(a-d)). The circumferential
current density Jϕ is shown for each pancake at every quarter of ramp time tr. Initially, at low current
the current density is uniform and low in all pancakes, except a narrow layer close to the top and bottom
of each pancake but as we increase the I, the current density is high in most of the pancakes cross-
section, specially in the upper and lower pancakes. This is due to time-varying magnetic field in the
radial direction. Initially, for t ≤ tr/2, the current density is roughly anti-symmetric with respect to the
center of each pancake cross-section.

The magnet is subjected to constant current and then it is decreased in discharging process. The
current density for these cases are in figures 8(e) and 8(f), respectively. In the latter, the current density
is purely due to screening currents.

The axial magnetic field is shown for the same process in figure 9. The field monotonically decreases
with the radius. Also, the maximum magnetic field, of around 32 T, is at the inner radius of the central
pancakes.

Figure 10(a-e) shows the radial Lorentz force density. Screening current effect can be easily seen as
pancakes farther from center experience positive and negative radial forces within the same pancake. The
magnitude of maximum force density is 6×1010 N/m3. We have also analyzed the force in the magnet at
the end of the ramp when there is no screening current (see, figure 10(f)). Clearly, forces are all positive,
as well as more uniform and lower than for the case without screening current, reaching a maximum value
3 times lower than when screening currents are taken into account. The lower value of the force is due
to lower local current density.

The axial forces in the magnet are much lower (≈ 1
10 times) than radial forces, and hence they

effectively do not contribute to magnet mechanics. This is due to the fact that the axial magnetic field
Bz is much greater than the radial magnetic field Br.
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Figure 8: Variation of circumferential current density Jϕ in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening
current induced field. (a) to (c) is charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) discharged
state with relaxation time trel .
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Figure 9: Variation of axial magnetic field Bz in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current
induced field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) discharged state
with relaxation time trel .
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Figure 10: Variation of radial force in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current induced field.
(a) to (c) is charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening current.
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Figure 11: Variation of radial displacement ur in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current
induced field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening
current.
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Figure 12: Variation of radial strain ϵr in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current induced
field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening current.
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Figure 13: Variation of circumferential strain ϵϕ in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current
induced field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening
current.
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Figure 14: Variation of axial strain ϵz in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current induced
field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening current.
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Figure 15: Variation of shear strain ϵrz in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current induced
field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening current.

4.2 Mechanical properties with and without Screening current

We now import forces to the finite element model to further calculate the mechanical quantities in
sequential manner.

4.2.1 Displacement and strain fields in magnet:

First, we calculate the radial displacement (see, figure 11). The maximum displacement occurs at the
maximum current and at center of the pancakes in magnet because the radial forces there are all positive
(see, figure 10(d)), and hence these forces are pushing the superconductor radially outwards. The maxi-
mum magnitude of displacement is only 70 µm. Till this point, the displacement is radially outward only.
Interestingly, when the current is ramped down in discharged state (see, figure11(e)), the deformation
field is highly non homogeneous due to forces that are also non-uniform because of the screening currents.
If we observe the top of the pancake at the outermost diameter, the deformation is negative and positive,
that is on the edges the deformation is not uniform.

The displacement field when there is no screening current is maximum at the center (figure 11(f)).
The comparison of the two cases clearly shows that the maximum displacement is highly non-uniform in
the magnet subjected to SCIF.

Figures 12-14 show the radial, circumferential and axial strain in the magnet.
The radial strain field is compressive in nature while charging, whether screening current is considered

or not. The maximum magnitude of radial strain is 0.09 % when the magnet is fully charged. The
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Figure 16: Evolution of Radial Stress σr in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current induced
field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening current.

maximum strain appears in the central pancakes (see figure 12(d)). For the pancakes farther from the
center, one may clearly see that the edges are subjected to non uniform radial strain due to SCIF. At
fully discharged state ϵr is both tensile and compressive mostly in the top and bottom pancakes (see
figure 12(e)). The variation is from tensile +0.03 % to compressive −0.03 % within the pancake. For no
screening currents at the end of the ramp, the radial currents are more homogeneous (figure 12(f)).

The evolution of circumferential strain for the charging and discharging cycle is shown in figure 13.
In agreement with literature [38, 49], the circumferential strain is maximum among all the other strain
and should be of concern. For the present analysis the maximum circumferential strain is at the inner
radius of the central pancakes. The order of ϵϕ is around 0.25% which is in line with our assumption
that critical current density is independent of deformation.

The calculation, taking SCIF into account, does not highly change the results. However, assuming
uniform current density results in more uniform ϵϕ(see, figure 13(f)). After discharging, the circumfer-
ential strain is both tensile and compressive. This is due to the fact that this only depends on the radial
displacement and the displacement is positive and negative (see figure 11(e)) with in the pancake.

We also calculate the axial strain (see, figure 14). Curiously, the axial strain does not vanish, in
spite of the fact that we neglect axial Lorentz forces. While charging, the axial strain in each pancake is
compressive in most of its cross section (see figure 14(d)). Due to the screening currents and the forces
that they create, the sign of ϵz is anti-symmetirc with respect to the center of the coil cross-section.
This is due to to the symmetry of the Lorentz force caused by the screening currents. The maximum
magnitude of axial strain is at fully charged state is 0.12 % and compressive in nature, which appears
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Figure 17: Variation of circumferential stress σϕ in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current
induced field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening
current.
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Figure 18: Variation of axial stress σz in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current induced
field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening current.

at the central pancakes. The axial strains are more non homogeneous at the fully discharged state, as
shown in figure 14(e). Again, when there is no screening current the magnitude of axial strain is lower,
which is now always compressive(see figure 14(f)).

Figure 15 shows the shear strain in all the pancakes of the magnet. The shear effect only appears in
the cases where SCIF is considered. The top half of the winding experiences positive shear while at the
bottom opposite to it. The magnitude of maximum shear strain is around 0.09 %.

Interestingly, the shear changes its nature while discharging: the upper half of the whole winding
experiences negative shear, being opposite at the bottom half. In addition, the magnitude increases to
0.12 % even at zero current.

When there is no screening current there is negligible shear as current density, and hence forces, are
more uniform, see figure 15(f).

4.2.2 Stress field in magnet:

Radial stresses for the magnet are plotted in figure 16. The radial stresses are increasing as the current
is increasing. Due to non uniform screening currents each pancakes in the magnet is subjected to com-
pressive and tensile stresses within the pancakes except in the central pancakes, where radial stresses are
only tensile. This is due to the fact that central pancakes are subjected to more uniform Lorentz force
density (see, figure 10(d)).

When the magnet is fully charged, the maximum stress is 50 MPa while the minimum is −25 MPa. In
fully discharged state the stresses are low in most region of magnet pancakes except around edges where
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Figure 19: Variation of shear stress σrz in a cycle for the whole magnet with screening current induced
field. (a) to (c) Charging, (d) fully charged state, (e) discharged state and (f) without Screening current.
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Figure 20: Comparison of mechanical quantities for magnet with and without screening current induced
field.

it ranges from 50 MPa to −50 MPa (see, figure 16(e)). In addition, the radial stresses are opposite in
sign close to the top and bottom of each pancake because the Lorentz forces (and current density) are
also opposite in sign.

Figure16(f) shows the distribution of radial stress for the case where there is no screening current.
Now, the radial stresses are positive across the whole magnet. The maximum radial stresses are reduced
to around 50 % compared to the radial stresses in case with screening current for same input current
and magnet geometry. Also, tensile radial stress is undesirable for design point of view, since all turns
should be in physical contact with each other in a non-impregnated winding. Therefore, radial stress
should be compressive at least in part of the tape width in order to enable physical contact between
tapes. Otherwise, radial tensile stress could detach the tapes from each other in the radial direction. If
detachment occurs, it will worsen the average thermal conductivity in the radial direction. In addition, the
radial electric resistance will dramatically increase, which could be an issue for electro-thermal stability .

In a soldered or impregnated winding, sufficiently large tensile stress could delaminate the supercon-
ducting layer, and hence permanently damage the winding. The critical delamination stress has been
found to be as low as 25 MPa in certain tapes [50].

Figure17 shows the time evolution of the of circumferential or hoop stress. The hoop stress is the
highest stress component. The maximum hoop stress is at the central pancakes and of magnitude 440
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MPa, and tensile in nature. This value is much less than the critical value of tensile stress found in
experiments for REBCO tapes [47]. Clearly, the model is able to capture the effect of screening current
on hoop stresses(see, figure 17(a-d)). In each pancake, the hoop stress is maximum at the inner radius
and decreases with the radial coordinate. The top and bottom pancakes are subjected to lower stress
due to screening currents. Interestingly, this trend is opposite from the radial stress.

The nature of hoop stress after discharging the magnet is of concern, especially at the top and bottom
pancakes (figure 17(e)). These stresses are both tensile and compressive within each pancake leading to
tensile and buckling effects at roughly the bottom and top halves of the pancake, respectively. Shunji
et al [49] has shown such behaviour and they suggested stress modification. The success of model stem
from the fact that it is able to capture such mechanics and hence it enables to take steps to diminish the
forementioned effects. The hoop stress assuming no screening currents is more uniform (figure 17(f)),
though there is a small variation across the magnet.

We have also calculated the axial stresses in the magnet as shown in figure 18. For most of the magnet
cross section these stresses are negligible. The axial stresses in these magnet are such that it tries to
topple the pancake in clockwise direction in the pancakes at the upper half of the winding and vice versa
for pancakes that are on the bottom half. This phenomenon is justified as each pancake is fixed at its
bottom by roller boundaries, which impose no axial displacements at that boundary (uz = 0).. The
maximum magnitude of axial stress is 110 MPa.

The shear stress is plotted in figure 19 which evolves similarly to shear strain during charging and
discharging. Again, when there is no screening current the shear stress is negligible. The maximum
amount of shear stress at fully charged state (see figure 19(d)) is 50 MPa. At fully discharged state, the
magnet is also subjected to shear stress due to screening current induced field from the superconductor.

The effect of shear stress on REBCO superconducting tapes has not been well studied, but we could
expect that tapes will be able to withstand much lower shear than hoop stresses. This is due to the
brittle nature of the superconductor and the buffer layers.

4.2.3 Relevance of screening currents

: Next, we compare the peak quantities with and without screening currents. Figure 20 shows normalized
stresses σ̄ = σmax/σscmax

and normalized strains ϵ̄ = ϵmax/ϵscmax
for all components. The effect of

screening current in amplifying the peak values is clearly demonstrated. Clearly, the screening currents
increase all components of stress and strain.The strain increase is the most pronounced for the shear
component, which is negligible for no screening currents but might be critical when screening currents
are taken into account. The radial stress also increases substantially, by a factor 2, but the hoop stress
increases by only around 10 %. , which is similar to the safety margin regarding the operating current.
Then screening currents play an essential role for the shear and radial stress, but they are only relevant
for the hoop stress when this component is close to the critical value.

4.3 Overbanding

This section discuss the effect of over banding as shown in figure 6. We consider a stiff over banding of
Tungsten carbide, whose young modulus is 650MPa. The thickness of overbanding layer is the same as
the REBCO tape for the numerical analysis. The winding is then subjected to similar input current and
external fields as in section 4.1. It is shown that using overbanding reduce the tensile stresses.

There different overbanding turns are winded on the tape and the mechanics is analyzed for the
magnet. We have only shown here the effect of overbanding winding for magnet coil on radial and
circumferntial stresses.
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Figure 21: Variation of radial stress in the magnet subjected to screening current induced field when
number of overbanding turns are (a) nob = 50, (b) nob = 100 and (c) nob = 150.
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Figure 22: Variation of circumferential stress in the magnet subjected to screening current induced field
when number of overbanding turns are (a) nob = 50, (b) nob = 100 and (c) nob = 150.

28



Figure 23: Variation of radial stress in the magnet subjected to no screening current induced field when
number of overbanding turns are (a) nob = 50, (b) nob = 100, (c) nob = 150 and (c) nob = 180.
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Figure 24: Variation of peak radial as well as circumferential stress with number of overbanding turns
(nob). The solid lines represents SCIF while dotted lines correspond to no SCIF.
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First, we analyze the radial stress taking screening currents into account. Figure 22shows that there
is always some region with tensile stress, even for large number of turns of overbanding. However, for
100 or more turns of overbanding there is always a region within the pancake when the radial stresses are
compressive for every turn of each pancake, which indicates that they are in contact with their neighbour
turns. This region increases with increase in the number of overbanding turns as shown, in figure21. In
addition, the maximum stresses are reduced from 50 MPa for no overbanding to 20 MPa for nob = 150. At
the boundary between the two materials the stresses are highly compressive which is reasonable because
the overbanding layer acts nearly to a rigid boundary against coil expansion.

Next, we analyse the circumferential stress, which shows that this stress decreases with the number
of overbanding turns (see, figure 22).

If we neglect the screening currents, the radial stresses are relatively low which are tensile in a large
portion of the superconducting winding for 50 and 100 turns of overbanding, only at the top and bottom
pancakes for nob = 150. The radial stress is compressive for the whole superconducting cross-section for
large enough turns of overbanding (180 in our case, see, figure 23).

Finally, figure 24 shows the dependence of the paeak radial and circumferential stress with the number
of overbanding turns. Both peak radial and circumferential stresses are decrease with the number of
overbanding turns. However, overbanding causes a higher decrease in the maximum circumferential
stress than in the radial component.

5 Conclusions

Superconducting high field magnets are subjected to strong Lorentz forces that could damage the super-
conductor and other structural materials. Then, the design of high-field magnets require mechanical
modelling in order to avoid damage during operation. We use this method to analyze a REBCO insert
in a 32 T fully superconducting magnet. We have included the effect of screening current induced field
to calculate the mechanical properties. These magnets have to function safely when subjected to high
current density in order to generate highest possible magnetic field. To ensure and checking this, a fast
and accurate tool is developed. Following are the salient point of the work:

1. Bulk approximation to calculate elastic properties leads to good agreement with uniaxial experi-
ments.

2. The top and the bottom of the pancakes are more susceptible to screening currents,which cause
non uniform current density and the increased strains and stresses.

3. The radial strains are compressive and maximum at the inner radius.

4. The highest component among all the strains and stresses are circumferential. Both increase with
the radial coordinate.

5. The shear stresses and shear strains arise due to SCIF. Although much lower than the circumfer-
ential stress, they are a matter of concern for delamination in REBCO tapes. These mechanical
quantities appear as negligible when screening currents effect are not taken into account.

6. After discharging the REBCO insert, winding is subjected to stress, which are caused by SCIF.
The circumferential stress is of concern as it may lead to buckling.

7. The use of stiff overbanding material reduces the radial and circumferential stresses which protect
the magnet from damage.
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