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Collimation with hollow electron beams is currently one of the most promising concepts for active

halo control in the HL-LHC. In order to further increase the diffusion rates for a fast halo removal as

e.g. desired before the squeeze, the electron lens (e-lens) can be operated in pulsed mode. In case of

profile imperfections in the electron beam the pulsing of the e-lens induces noise on the proton beam

which can, depending on the frequency content and strength, lead to emittance growth. In order to

study the sensitivity to the pulsing pattern and the amplitude, a beam study (machine development

MD) at the LHC has been proposed for August 2016 and we present in this note the preparatory

simulations and estimates.
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I. INTRODUCTION

For high energy and high intensity hadron colliders like the HL-LHC, halo control becomes more and

more relevant if not necessary for a safe machine operation and control of the targeted stored beam energy,

which lies in the range of several hundred MJ in case of the HL-LHC. Past experiments at the Fermilab

Tevatron proton-antiproton collider demonstrated a successful halo control with hollow electron beams

together with a high reliability of the device itself [1], and the hollow electron lens (HEL) is currently

considered the best suited device for an active halo control [2].

Based on operational experience and study of failure scenarios for HL-LHC, the main concerns for

HL-LHC for which the HEL would represent a mitigation measure are [3]:

• Loss spikes have been observed in 2012 during the squeeze and adjust. Cleaning the tails with a HEL

would mitigate these loss spikes and thus improve machine availability.

• The LHC tails are overpopulated compared to a Gaussian beam profile [4]. Scaling to HL-LHC

bunch intensities and energy is not obvious. The HEL would offer better control of the energy stored

in the tails and thus more operational margin.

• Orbit distortions arising from earthquakes or the Geothermie2020 project, a project to explore

geothermal energy in the Geneva region [5–7].

• Crab cavity failures induce large orbit distortions and a depletion of the tails with the HEL would

thus be necessary for machine protection [8, 9].

This implies that a fast halo removal after the ramp is needed in order to deplete efficiently the halo at

flat-top before the squeeze/adjust, and a continuous halo removal during stable beams in order to control

the halo sufficiently and mitigate losses due to e.g. orbit distortions and provide more margin for fast losses

from e.g. crab cavity failures.

To estimate the halo removal rates for the different HL-LHC scenarios, first numerical simulations for

the nominal LHC [10–12] and the HL-LHC [13] have been conducted. The simulations for HL-LHC show

halo removal rates 1 from 3 %/min to 9 %/min at flat-top and without collisions, and from 12 %/min to

18 %/min during β ∗-leveling and with collisions. For a continuous halo removal during β ∗-leveling the

halo removal rates are sufficient, while for a fast halo removal at flat-top the removal rates are too small for

a fast and efficient removal within 10-20 minutes. The halo removal rates can in general be increased by

pulsing the e-lens [12, 14]. Two different pulsing patterns are currently considered:

• random: the electron beam current is modulated randomly,

• resonant: the e-lens is switched on only every nth turn with n = 2,3,4, . . ..

1 The halo removal rate is here defined as the relative intensity loss for a uniform transverse distribution between 4 and 6 σ and

Gaussian distribution in z, ∆p
p0

.
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One of the main reservations about pulsing the e-lens is the possibility of emittance growth due to noise

induced on the beam core by the e-lens. In this note we will only consider the contribution from dipole

kicks. Higher order kicks are present, but their effect is estimated to be much smaller. For an ideal radially

symmetric hollow electron lens with an S-shaped geometry, the beam core would not experience any dipole

kick. This is because, the kicks due to the bends from the e-lens compensate each other in case of an S-

shaped geometry and for radially symmetric e-lens profiles the field in the center of the hollow e-lens is

zero 2. The amplitude of the dipolar noise is therefore given by the electron beam profile imperfections, for

which an estimate is given in Sec. III.

Emittance growth due to noise in general depends on:

• noise amplitude

• noise spectrum

• machine non-linearities and beam configuration (separated/colliding beams)

• transverse feedback system

In case of a random pulsing pattern, the effect can be estimated with the well known theoretical formulas

and simulation models for emittance growth due to white noise [15–17], which have been compared also

to experimental results at the LHC [18]. The simulations and theoretical formulas seem to reproduce the

experimental results well within a factor two [18]. The source of the factor two is currently unknown. One

possibility could be noise induced by the feedback system itself, which has not been taken into account in

the simulations and theoretical estimates.

For the resonant pulsing patterns on the other hand no theoretical estimates exist as the emittance growth

is determined by the non-linearities present. Pulsing the e-lens every kth turn and considering only the dipole

kick, will drive all harmonics of the kth order resonance. This can be seen by writing down the Fourier series

of an excitation every kth turn 3, where the excitation can be represented by:

f (t) =
+∞

∑
p=−∞

δ (t− p(kT )), (4)

and its Fourier series by:

f (t) =XkT (t) =
1

kT

+∞

∑
n=−∞

e2πi fnt with fn =
n
k

frev. (5)

2 Note that for higher orders the kicks are not compensated, also in case of an S-shaped geometry.
3 The Dirac comb is constructed from Dirac delta functions

XT (t) =
+∞

∑
p=−∞

δ (t− pT ), (1)

and its Fourier series is given by:

XT (t) =
1
T

+∞

∑
n=−∞

e
2πint

T . (2)

Using the expression for the Fourier series of a Dirac comb and the relation

XkT (t) =
1
k
XT (

t
k
), (3)

the Fourier series for an excitation every kth turn can be derived.
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Note that each harmonic has the same amplitude, explicitly 1
kT and that the amplitude for the different

pulsing patterns decreases like 1
k .

To identify the limits on the noise amplitude and the pulsing pattern specifically for the LHC and HL-

LHC a MD was proposed for August 2016. The MD setup is described in detail in Sec. II. In preparation

of the MD, the different scenarios have been simulated with the tracking code Lifetrac [19]. The goal of

these simulations is to identify pulsing patterns that are most dangerous in terms of emittance growth, and

pulsing patterns that are most efficient for halo control. The expected noise amplitudes from the HEL are

summarized in Sec. III and the limits on the noise amplitude obtained from simulations are described in

Sec. IV. As the emittance growth depends on the machine non-linearities present, the MD represents also a

good check of the machine model used for the simulations and the prediction accuracy of this model. For

the effects of pulsing on the halo removal rates, see Ref. [13].

II. OVERVIEW OF THE EXPERIMENTAL PROPOSAL

In order to keep the machine changes minimal and to also be able to quickly refill the machine in case

of beam loss, the MD is conducted with 48 single bunches, single beam and at standard injection settings:

• injection energy (450 GeV)

• single bunch intensity: 0.7×1011, number of bunches: 48

• normalized emittance: 2.5 µm, bunch length (4 σ ): 1.0 ns

• injection optics (β ∗ = 11 m), injection tunes

• chromaticity: Q′x/y =+15 (standard 2016 settings)

• Landau damping octupole current of IMO =±19.6 A, explicitly +19.6 A for MOF circuit and -19.6 A

for MOD circuit (standard 2016 settings)

In order to minimize the emittance blow-up due to intra-beam scattering, a smaller bunch intensity of

0.7× 1011 is requested for the MD. The lower limit of 0.7× 1011 is in this case determined by the orbit

correction system, for which the BPMs only deliver a good signal for bunch intensities above 0.5× 1011.

In order to be also more sensitive to the relative emittance growth, the HL-LHC normalized emittance of

2.5 µm is requested which is smaller than the nominal LHC single bunch emittance.

The noise induced by a pulsed e-lens can be to first order approximated by a dipole kick with the

corresponding noise pattern/frequency spectrum (see Sec. III). In case of the LHC almost arbitrary noise

spectra seen by the whole beam can be generated using the transverse damper (ADT) and the amplitude

of the noise seen by individual bunches can be controlled by a windowing function placed on top of the

generated excitation. This implies that, for each fill, only one excitation pattern with varying amplitude
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can be studied. In order to have full flexibility in the control of the amplitude4 and to avoid multi-bunch

instabilities, the MD is conducted with single bunches. Based on these considerations the filling scheme

illustrated in Fig. 1 has been chosen for the MD. The filling scheme comprises 2× 4 witness bunches (4

with and 4 without transverse damper) and 2×2 bunches per amplitude (2 with and 2 without damper). As

each group of 4 bunches experiences the same or no excitation, the statistical significance of the results can

be improved by averaging over each group.

Figure 1. Proposed filling scheme for the MD. For the dark blue bunches (first 24) the transverse damper is active, for

the light blue bunches (second 24) the transverse damper is not active. The excitation amplitude indicated with a red

rectangle is constant over each group of 4 bunches in order to later be able to increase the statistics by averaging over

several bunches. With this filling scheme in total 5 different excitation amplitudes plus the case of no excitation and

the cases with the transverse active and not active can be studied during the same fill.

In total, three different pulsing patterns are intended to be studied in the MD: the two pulsing patterns

exhibiting the largest emittance growth - pulsing every 7th and 10th turn - and one pulsing pattern showing

no emittance growth, e.g. pulsing every 8th turn (see Sec. IV).

III. SOURCES OF NOISE AND ESTIMATE OF NOISE AMPLITUDE

If the e-lens is operated in pulsed mode, noise can be induced on the circulating proton beam by uncom-

pensated kicks at small amplitudes. With the current e-lens layout [10], parasitic kicks on the core can arise

due to profile imperfections in the electron beam in the central region (main solenoid) and at the entrance

and exit of the e-lens. As derived in detail in Sec. III A and Sec. III B the contribution from the central

region is dominating. The total estimated integrated kick on axis (xp = yp = x′p = y′p = 0) from profile

imperfections and the e-lens bends assuming the current e-lens design parameters [10] of Bsolenoid = 5 T,

Ie = 5.0 A, Ee = 10.0 keV, le−lens = 3 m and Ep = 7.0 TeV is:

∆x′,∆y′ = 15 nrad (6)

4 The minimum rise time of the ADT kicker is 700 ns, which determines the minimum bunch spacing required to control the noise

amplitude of each individual bunch. By injecting individual bunches the bunch spacing can be chosen between 250 ns to 1 µs

[20].
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where Bsolenoid is the magnetic field strength of the main solenoid, Ee the electron beam energy, Ep the

proton beam energy and le−lens the length of the e-lens.

A. Noise due to uncompensated kicks from e-lens bends

The symplectic map for an e-lens bend is derived in Ref. [21]. In this case the e-lens bends are modeled

as a cylindrical pipe with a static charge distribution of 1 A, 5 keV electrons. In this model the magnetic

field and the compression of the electron beam density by the solenoid field are neglected. Neglecting the

electron beam velocity leads to an underestimation of the kick by a factor βeβp = 0.2 for 10 keV electrons5,

while the missing compression leads to an overestimation of the kick as the increase of the electron beam

size towards the start/end of the electron lens is not considered. For an S-shaped e-lens, the transverse dipole

kicks at entrance and exit compensate each other to first order. Uncompensated kicks therefore arise due to

profile imperfections. As a first estimate, we assume 10% fluctuations between the entrance and exit, which

can originate from profile imperfections, current fluctuations etc., and that the kicks from entrance and exit

due to this fluctuation add up. Neglecting magnetic effects the kick is given by:

∆px,y =
q
vz

∫ z2

z1

Ex,ydz ⇒ ∆x′,∆y′ =
1

(Bρ)p · vz

∫ z2

z1

Ex,ydz, (7)

where q,v and (Bρ)p are the charge, velocity and magnetic rigidity of the circulating proton beam and

z = vz · t the longitudinal position. For a 1 A, 5 keV electron beam and 7 TeV proton beam, the integrated

electric field and kick is given by∫ z2

z1

Exdz = 10 kV⇒ ∆x′ = 1.4 nrad. (8)

This corresponds to 6∫ z2

z1

Exdz = 36 kV⇒ ∆x′ = 5.1 nrad (12)

for a 5 A, 10 keV electron beam (the e-lens design parameters [10]). Note that the vertical electric field

5 Note that FLorentz ∼ (1+βeβp) ·Felectric
6 The electron beam charge distribution ρe, line density λe, current Ie and energy Ekin,e are related by:

Ie = λe ·βe · c and λe = ρe ·A with βe =
√

1− mec2

(Ekin,e+mec2)
and A = π(r2

a− r2
i ) = const. (9)

where A is the area of the electron beam (here an annular uniform profile), me the rest mass of the electron and c the speed of

light. Under these assumption the beam charge distribution scales with the energy and beam current as:

ρe(Ekin,e,2, Ie,2) =
Ie,2βe,1

Ie,1βe,2
ρe(Ekin,e,1, I1). (10)

As the electron beam distribution is assumed to be static in this model, the electric field is proportional to the charge density and

therefore obeys the same scaling rule:

Ex/y(Ekin,e,2, Ie,2) =
Ie,2βe,1

Ie,1βe,2
Ex/y(Ekin,e,1, I1). (11)
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vanishes in the ideal case. As the electric field scales linearly with the electron beam current, the uncom-

pensated kick for either entrance or exit in the horizontal and vertical plane assuming 10% fluctuation yields

∆x′,∆y′ = 0.5 nrad. (13)

B. Central region (main solenoid)

For a perfectly uniform, annular and radially symmetric profile, the field for r < R1 vanishes, where R1

is the inner radius of the hollow electron beam and r is the radial amplitude of the proton beam particle. In

case of electron beam profile imperfections the radial symmetry is broken, leading to a residual field at the

beam core. Fig. 2 shows an example of the electric field calculated from a measured asymmetric profile.

Figure 2. Calculated hollow electron beam field from measured profile of 9 kV, 2.49 A e-gun and different main

solenoidal fields Bm. The field has been calculated using the code WARP [22].

A first estimate of the residual kick for the e-lens design parameters with a main solenoid field of

Bsolenoid = 5 T, Ie = 5.0 A, Ee = 10.0 keV, le−lens = 3 m and Ep = 7.0 TeV [10] can be obtained by scal-

ing the electric field at the center illustrated Fig. 2. We will first derive the scaling with the solenoid field

Bsolenoid in Sec. III B 1 and then the electron beam current Ie and energy Ee in Sec. III B 2. Summarizing

both scalings, the integrated kick at the center of the proton beam is estimated to be:

∆x′,∆y′(10 keV,5 T,2.5 A) = 15 nrad (14)



9

1. Scaling with the main solenoid field

Due to the magnetic compression the density of the electron beam increases and therefore the electric

field on axis Ecenter grows linearly with the magnetic field of the main solenoid Bsolenoid
7 :

Ecenter = a+m ·Bsolenoid (24)

This is illustrated in Fig. 3 using the values of the measured profile for the different values of the main

solenoid magnetic field Bsolenoid shown in Fig. 2. The linear fit of Bsolenoid versus Ecenter yields:

a = 3.33 kV/m, m = 1.85 kV/Tm (25)

leading to a field of Ecenter(9 keV,5 T,2.5 A) = 18.5 kV/m for Bsolenoid = 5 T. The integrated electric field

Ecenter,integrated for an e-lens of 3 m is then:

Ecenter,integrated(9 keV,5 T,2.5 A) = 55.5 kV. (26)

7 We want to estimate how the electric field due to the magnetized electron beam changes in response to a change in the solenoid

field. We start by considering two infinitely long axially symmetric systems, one where the solenoid field is B1,solenoid and the

other where it is scaled by a factor k:

B2,solenoid = k ·B1,solenoid (15)

Because the electron beams are magnetized, their radii are related by:

B2,solenoid · r2
2 = B1,solenoid · r2

1 ⇒ r2 =
1√
k
· r1 (16)

We impose scaling of all coordinates, including the longitudinal:

r2 =
1√
k

r1 (17)

For a fixed number of particles each of a given charge, the potential is:

Φ(r) =
1

4πε0
∑

i

qi

|r− ri|
(18)

This leads to the following scaling of the potential:

Φ(r2) =
1

4πε0
∑

i

qi∣∣r2− r2,i
∣∣ = 1

4πε0
∑

i

qi
1√
k

∣∣r1− r1,i
∣∣ (19)

=
√

k ·Φ(r1) (20)

The whole system is compressed by 1√
k
, including the coordinates of the charges ri, explicitly r2,i =

1√
k
r1,i. The electric field

can then be derived from the electric potential Φ(r) by:

E(r) =−∇rΦ(r) (21)

yielding:

E(r2) = −∇r2 Φ(r2)
∇r2=

√
k·∇r1 ,Eqn. 19
=

√
k ·∇r1

√
k ·Φ(r1) (22)

= k ·∇r1 Φ(r1) = k ·E(r1). (23)

The electric field seen by the proton beam thus scales as the main solenoid field. This scaling will break down at low magnetic

fields because the beam will cease to be fully magnetized.
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Figure 3. Calculated hollow electron beam electric field from measured profile of a 9 kV, 2.49 A e-gun and different

main solenoid fields Bm. The field has been calculated using the code WARP [22].

2. Scaling with the electron beam current

For a constant main solenoid field, one can assume that the area A and line density λe of the electron

beam stay constant. Following the same derivation as in Sec. III A, the electric field scales with the electron

beam current and energy as (Eqn. 11):

E(Ekin,e,2, Ie,2) =
Ie,2βe,1

Ie,1βe,2
E(Ekin,e,1, I1)

leading to

Ecenter,integrated(10 keV,5 T,5.0 A) = 105 kV (27)

and an integrated kick of:

∆x′,∆y′ = Ecenter,integrated(10 keV,5 T,5.0 A) · 1
Bρp · vp

= 15 nrad (28)

IV. SIMULATION OF EMITTANCE GROWTH AND LOSS RATES

The simulations in preparation of the MD aim at identifying:

• correlation between pulsing pattern and emittance growth and losses

• an estimate on the scaling of the emittance growth and losses with the kick amplitude

Based on earlier preliminary estimates, the integrated kick was estimated to be

∆x′,∆y′ = 12 nrad (29)
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and the simulations presented in this paper are based on this value, explicitly 12 nrad and 120 nrad have

been studied.

For the simulations, the lattice and optics are generated with MAD-X, SixTrack and SixDesk using the

standard machinery available. The lattice is then imported into Lifetrac, with which the time evolution of

the particle distribution is simulated over 106 turns. As particle distribution, a 6D Gaussian distribution with

104 macroparticles is used. In Sec. IV A we will first describe the lattice and optics generated with MAD-X

and SixTrack and then present the Lifetrac simulation results in Sec. IV B.

A. Lattice and optics preparation with SixTrack

To represent the MD configuration, the 2016 injection optics, injection tunes and the standard chro-

maticity of Q′x/y = 15 and Landau damping octupole current of IMO = +19.6 A are used. The parameters

are summarized in Table I.

Table I. LHC 2016 optics parameters, injection optics. SKIPH and SKIPV are the positions where the resonant

excitation is applied, which is close to the location of the ADT.

position parameter unit value

IP1/5

βx/y m 11.0/11.0

half crossing angle (alternated) µrad 170

half separation (alternated) mm 2

SKIPH position from IP3 m 3317.8

βx/y m 249.1/263.6

SKIPV position from IP3 m 3346.4

βx/y m 222.8/285.2

To study the influence of the magnetic errors, two different scenarios are considered:

• scenario 1 - no machine imperfections: no magnetic errors

• scenario 2 - including magnetic errors: In RunII (2016) on average 1 mm rms orbit, 15% peak β -

beat are expected at injection [23]. The coefficients a1,b1,a2 and b2 of the multipolar field expansion

of the magnetic errors are rescaled to deliver on average (over 60 seeds) 1 mm rms orbit, 15%

peak β -beat yielding on_a1s=on_a1r=on_b1s=on_b1r= 0.3 and on_a2s=on_a2r=on_b2s=on_b2r=1,

where on_* is a parameter for scaling the random (r) and systematic (s) errors assumed in the model.

Otherwise standard errors ai and bi for i≥ 3 are assumed.

With this model, the average rms orbit and peak β -beat over all 60 seeds is then given by:

mean(rms(∆x/y)) = 1.05/1.36 mm, mean
(

max
(

∆βx/y

β0,x/y

))
= 15.94/13.49 % (30)
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Figure 4. Tune footprint for RunII, 2016 injection optics, injection tunes, no collisions, Q′x/y = 15, IMO = +19.6 A

and the seed used in the Lifetrac simulations (seed 1). Note that the tune footprint only varies very slightly between

the different seeds.

which agrees well with requirement of 1 mm rms orbit and 15% peak β -beat on average.

The resulting tune footprint for the seed used in the Lifetrac simulations (seed 1) is shown in Fig. 4.

Note that the tune footprint does not change considerably for the different seeds as the spread originates

mainly from the Landau damping octupoles and the contribution from errors is small. The rms orbit and

Figure 5. Hor. and Vert. closed orbit (top) and β -beat (bottom) for the seed used in the Lifetrac simulations (seed 1).

2016 injection optics, injection tunes, no collisions, Q′x/y = 15 and IMO =+19.6 A are assumed. The plots show the

deviation of in the horizontal (blue) and vertical (green) plane from the case without errors. The sequence starts at

IP3.
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peak β -beat of the seed used in the Lifetrac simulations (seed 1) is:

rms(∆x/y) = 0.73/1.34 mm, max
(

∆βx/y

β0,x/y

)
= 12.03/10.11 % (31)

and the variation along the machine of the orbit and β -beat for this seed is illustrated in Fig. 5.

B. Lifetrac simulation results

To study the time evolution of the emittance, a 6D Gaussian distribution with 104 macroparticles is

tracked over 106 turns in steps of 104 turns. To reduce the statistical error, emittance and bunch length

are averaged over 104 turns under the assumption that changes are minimal within this time span. The

ADT excitation is simulated as a horizontal kicker inserted before the RF cavity ACSCA.D5L4.B1 and a

vertical kicker after the RF cavity ACSCA.D5R4.B1 at approximately 12 m to 14 m from IP4. This position

corresponds roughly to the position of the horizontal/vertical kicker of the ADT in the LHC. Furthermore,

only Beam 1 is simulated, similar results are expected for Beam 2.

This section is divided into two parts. First the simulation results for the optics without any machine

imperfections is presented (Sec. IV B 1), then the ones including the standard magnetic errors and 15%

average peak β -beat and 1 mm average rms orbit (Sec. IV B 2) in order to study the influence of the magnetic

errors.

1. Scenario 1: No machine imperfections

For the simulations the 2016 injection optics with chromaticity and Landau damping octupole settings of

Q′x/y = 15, IMO =+19.6 A are used as described in detail in Sec. IV, Scenario 1. The transverse emittance,

bunch length and normalized beam intensity for an excitation amplitude of 120 nrad and different pulsing

patterns are shown in Fig. 6. A change in emittance, bunch length or occurrence of losses is observed for

pulsing every 7th and 10th turn and to a much smaller extent every 3rd turn.

Both cases exhibit a fast increase in hor. (7th turn) or vert. (10th turn) emittance and later longitudinal

losses expressed by a decrease in intensity and bunch length. The fast increase in emittance is in fact an

adjustment of the beam distribution over 104 turns as confirmed by the changing emittance over the first

104 turns (Fig. 7) and by comparison with the initial distribution and distribution after 104 turns shown in

Fig. 8. For pulsing every 7th turn the horizontal distribution decreases in the center of the distribution and

increase around 1.5 σ . Furthermore also a visible increase of the tails is observed around 4 σ . For pulsing

every 10th turn, the distribution in the center decreases as well and increases around 2 σ . A statistically

significant increase for higher amplitudes is not observed.

The FMA analysis further gives information about the excited resonances (Appendix A, Fig. 10). For

pulsing every 7th turn, the 7Qx = 2 resonance is driven leading to a blow-up in the horizontal plane. As
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Figure 6. Scenario 1 (no errors): Hor. (top left) and Vert. (top right) normalized emittance and 1σ rms bunch length

(bottom left) and normalized beam intensity (bottom right) over 106 turns. A change in emittance is observed for

pulsing every 7th and 10th turn and to a much smaller extent every 3rd turn. The change in beam distribution for

pulsing every 7th and 10th turn takes place over the first 104 turns. Changes of both are only observed for pulsing

every 7th and every 10th turn. Intensity loss accompanied by bunch shortening indicates longitudinal losses. The step

in the bunch length during the first turn is due to the slight mismatch of the distribution to the non-linear RF bucket.

octupoles only drive even resonances, this resonance originates from the strong sextupoles, while the oc-

tupoles role was to generate the large tune footprint. The large chromaticity then leads to a repeated crossing

of the core particles over the 7Qx resonances due to the synchrotron motion and chromatic detuning, which

explains the blow-up of the core and the mainly longitudinal losses. Without a high chromaticity only

losses in the transverse tails of the distribution would be expected (see FMA anlysis in amplitude space

Appendix A, Fig. 11). For pulsing every 10th turn, the 10Qy or 10Qx resonances are excited. The change in

emittance in the vertical but not horizontal plane indicates that only the 10Qy resonance is excited. Losses

occur again longitudinally as the particles are repeatedly approaching or crossing the resonance because of

the synchrotron motion.
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Figure 7. Scenario 1 (no errors), excitation amplitude 120 nrad: Hor. (left) and Vert. (right) normalized emittance

over 104 turns. The change in emittance indicates the change in distribution happening over the first 104 turns.

7th turn pulsing

10th turn pulsing

Figure 8. Scenario 1 (no errors), excitation amplitude 120 nrad: Normalized amplitude distribution in (x, px) (left),

(y, py) (center) and (z, pz) (right) for pulsing every 7th (top) and 10th turn (bottom) with an amplitude of 120 nrad.

The change in distribution is too small to be directly detected in the histograms.
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2. Scenario 2: Including standard magnetic errors, 15% average peak β -beat and 1 mm average rms orbit

To study the impact of machine imperfections, Scenario 2 is a copy of Scenario 1 including realistic

machine imperfections, explicitly the standard magnetic errors for ai,bi, i≥ 2 and 30% of the standard errors

for a1and b1 in order to obtain around 15% average peak β -beat and 1 rms average orbit (Sec. IV, Scenario

2). The transverse emittance, bunch length and normalized beam intensity for an excitation amplitude of

120 nrad and different pulsing patterns are shown in Fig. 9.

Figure 9. Scenario 2 (with machine imperfections), excitation amplitude 120 nrad: Hor. (top left) and Vert. (top right)

normalized emittance and 1σ rms bunch length (bottom left) and normalized beam intensity (bottom right) over 106

turns. A change in emittance is only observed for pulsing every 7th and 10th turn. This change in beam distribution

takes place over the first 104 turns. Changes of both are mainly observed for pulsing every 7th and every 10th turn and

to a much smaller for the other pulsing patterns. As the bunch length decreases as also the beam intensity decreases,

the beam losses are longitudinal.

In comparison to Scenario 1 without errors, the following observations can be made:

• Losses occur now also for pulsing patterns other than pulsing every 7th and 10th turn due to the mag-
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netic errors containing up to 14th order in a1 and b1. However, the strongest losses are still observed

for pulsing every 7th and 10th turn indicating that the resonances are generated and driven by an

interplay of sextupoles and octupoles as already present in the case without magnetic imperfections

(Scenario 1)

• Considerable changes in emittance are only observed for pulsing every 3rd, 7th and 10th turn, where

the emittance growth for pulsing every 3rd turn is comparatively small.

• The decrease in emittance for pulsing every 7th and 10th turn indicates that the losses are not only

longitudinal as in the case without errors, but also transverse.

The results of the FMA analysis for the different pulsing patterns are shown in Appendix B.

In preparation of the beam studies, it is furthermore important to know the dependence of the time

evolution of the emittance, bunch length and beam losses on the excitation amplitude. A decrease of the

excitation amplitude by a factor 10, namely an excitation amplitude of 12 nrad, leads to stable beams over

106 turns for all pulsing patterns (Appendix C, Fig. 16–17)

V. CONCLUSIONS

In preparation of beam studies in the LHC on the effect of a resonant excitation on the beam core,

simulations of the experimental scenario (2016 injection optics, injection tunes, separated beams, Q′x/y =

+15 and Landau damping octupoles at IMO = 19.6 A.) and different pulsing patterns and amplitudes have

been performed.

Without errors, an effect of the pulsing is only observed for pulsing every 7th and 10th turn in terms of:

• longitudinal losses

• an adjustment of the beam distribution over 104 turns to a steady distribution with increased emittance

That an effect is only present for pulsing every 7th and 10th turn can be explained by an excitation of the

7th and 10th order resonances driven by the strong sextupoles. The (mainly longitudinal) losses are due to

the high chromaticity, as the synchrotron motion and the chromatic detuning lead to a repeated crossing of

the off-momentum particles over the resonances.

With machine imperfections, the strongest effect is observed for pulsing every 7th and 10th turn indi-

cating that the main effect originates from the strong sextupoles and octupoles and high chromaticity. The

losses are now not only longitudinal, but also transverse observable as a decrease in transverse emittance

and bunch length. In addition, also other excitation patterns —mainly every 3rd turn— show losses due to

the magnetic errors present in simulations up to 14th order.

Most of the calculations were done with an excitation amplitude of 120 nrad. A reduction of the am-

plitude by a factor 10, i.e. 12 nrad, shows no observable effects on the beam core, even with machine

imperfections.
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Appendix A: Scenario 1 (no errors): FMA analysis for 120 nrad excitation amplitude

no excitation 7th turn pulsing 10th turn pulsing

Figure 10. Scenario 1 (no errors): FMA analysis for on-momentum particles ( ∆p
p0

= 0) up to 8 σ amplitude for a

square grid and 120 nrad excitation amplitude: no excitation (left), pulsing every 7th turn (center) and pulsing every

10th turn (right).

no excitation 7th turn pulsing 10th turn pulsing

no excitation 7th turn pulsing 10th turn pulsing

Figure 11. Scenario 1 (no errors): FMA analysis in amplitude space for on-momentum particles ( ∆p
p0

= 0) (top) and

off-momentum ( ∆p
p0

= 0.1σp) (bottom) up to 8 σ amplitude for a square grid and 120 nrad excitation amplitude: no

excitation (left), pulsing every 7th turn (center) and pulsing every 10th turn (right).
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Appendix B: Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): FMA analysis for different pulsing patterns and
excitation amplitude of 120 nrad

no excitation 7th turn pulsing 10th turn pulsing

2nd turn pulsing 3rd turn pulsing 4th turn pulsing

5th turn pulsing 6th turn pulsing 8th turn pulsing

9th turn pulsing

Figure 12. Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): FMA analysis for on-momentum particles ( ∆p
p0

= 0.0σp) up to

8 σ amplitude for a square grid and 120 nrad excitation amplitude and different pulsing patterns. The resonance lines

up to the same order as the pulsing pattern (e.g. 10th turn pulsing up to 10th order resonance) are indicated in red.
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no excitation 7th turn pulsing 10th turn pulsing

2nd turn pulsing 3rd turn pulsing 4th turn pulsing

5th turn pulsing 6th turn pulsing 8th turn pulsing

9th turn pulsing

Figure 13. Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): FMA analysis for off-momentum particles ( ∆p
p0

= 0.1σp) up to

8 σ amplitude for a square grid and 120 nrad excitation amplitude and different pulsing patterns. The resonance lines

up to the same order as the pulsing pattern (e.g. 10th turn pulsing up to 10th order resonance) are indicated in red.
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no excitation 7th turn pulsing 10th turn pulsing

2nd turn pulsing 3rd turn pulsing 4th turn pulsing

5th turn pulsing 6th turn pulsing 8th turn pulsing

9th turn pulsing

Figure 14. Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): FMA analysis in amplitude space for on-momentum particles

( ∆p
p0

= 0) up to 8 σ amplitude for a square grid and 120 nrad excitation amplitude.
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no excitation 7th turn pulsing 10th turn pulsing

2nd turn pulsing 3rd turn pulsing 4th turn pulsing

5th turn pulsing 6th turn pulsing 8th turn pulsing

9th turn pulsing

Figure 15. Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): FMA analysis in amplitude space for off-momentum particles

( ∆p
p0

= 0.1σp) up to 8 σ amplitude for a square grid and 120 nrad excitation amplitude.
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Appendix C: Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): Beam parameters for different pulsing patterns and
excitation amplitude of 12 nrad

Figure 16. Scenario 2 (with machine imperfections), excitation amplitude 12 nrad: Hor. (left) and Vert. (right)

normalized emittance over 106 turns. Emittance variations are negligibly small.

Figure 17. Scenario 2 (with machine imperfections), excitation amplitude 12 nrad: 1σ Bunch length (left) and

normalized beam intensity (right) over 106 turns. No effects are observed at these excitation amplitudes.



25

[1] G. Stancari, A. Valishev, G. Annala, G. Kuznetsov, V. Shiltsev, D. A. Still, and L. G. Vorobiev, “Collimation

with hollow electron beams,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 084802 (2011).

[2] Roderik Bruce, “Alternative methods for halo depletion (damper, tune modulation, and wire), long range beam-

beam and comparison of their performance/reliability to that of a hollow electron lens.” Review of the needs for

a hollow e-lens for the HL-LHC.

[3] “Review of the needs for a hollow e-lens for the HL-LHC,” .

[4] Gianluca Valentino, “What did we learn about halo population during MDs and regular operation?” Review of

the needs for a hollow e-lens for the HL-LHC.

[5] Miriam Fitterer, “LHC limits,” CE Induced Vibration on the LHC.

[6] Jorg Wenninger, “Lessons learned from the civil engineering test drilling and earthquakes on LHC vibration

tolerances.” LHC Performance Workshop (Chamonix 2016).

[7] Michaela Schaumann, “Observations and measurements on the impact of earthquakes and cultural noise on the

LHC operation and their extrapolation to HL-LHC parameters.” Review of the needs for a hollow e-lens for the

HL-LHC.

[8] Rama Calaga, “RF overview of the crab cavity system for HL-LHC with presentation on potential failure modes

and summary of the KEK operation experience.” Review of the needs for a hollow e-lens for the HL-LHC.

[9] Daniel Wollmann, “Potential failure scenarios in the HL-LHC machine that can lead to very fast orbit changes

(e.g. missing beam-beam kicks, damper failure scenarios, crab cavity failure scenarios etc) and the resulting

machine protection requirements for HL-LHC operation (with input from collimation team).” Review of the

needs for a hollow e-lens for the HL-LHC.

[10] Giulio Stancari, Valentina Previtali, Alexander Valishev, Roderik Bruce, Stefano Redaelli, Adriana Rossi, and

Belen Salvachua Ferrando, Conceptual design of hollow electron lenses for beam halo control in the Large

Hadron Collider, Tech. Rep. FERMILAB-TM-2572-APC, CERN-ACC-2014-0248 (Fermilab, CERN, 2014)

arXiv:1405.2033 [physics.acc-ph].

[11] V. Previtali, G. Stancari, A. Valishev, and S. Redaelli, Numerical simulations of a proposed hollow electron

beam collimator for the LHC upgrade at CERN, Tech. Rep. FERMILAB-TM-2560-APC (Fermilab, 2013).

[12] V. Previtali, G. Stancari, A. Valishev, and S. Redaelli, Simulation Study of Hollow Electron Beam Collimation

for LHC, Tech. Rep. FERMILAB-TM-2584-APC (Fermilab, 2014).

[13] Miriam Fitterer, Giulio Stancari, and Alexander Valishev, Simulation Study of Hollow Electron Beam Collima-

tion in HL-LHC, Tech. Rep. FERMILAB-TM-2636-AD (Fermilab, 2016).

[14] Xiao-Long Zhang, Kip Bishofberger, Vsevolod Kamerdzhiev, Valery Lebedev, Vladimir Shiltsev, Randy

Thurman-Keup, and Alvin Tollestrup, “Generation and diagnostics of uncaptured beam in the Fermilab Tevatron

and its control by electron lenses,” Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 11, 051002 (2008).

[15] V. A. Lebedev, “Emittance growth due to noise and its suppression with the feedback system in large hadron

colliders,” Proceedings, Accelerator Physics at the Superconducting Super Collider, AIP Conf. Proc. 326, 396–

423 (1995).

[16] Y.I Alexahin, “On the emittance growth due to noise in hadron colliders and methods of its suppression,” Nuclear

Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated

Equipment 391, 73 – 76 (1997).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.084802
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/390395/
https://indico.cern.ch/event/448109/timetable/
https://indico.cern.ch/event/448109/timetable/
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
https://indico.cern.ch/event/567839/timetable/#20161006
http://inspirehep.net/record/1294962?ln=en
http://inspirehep.net/record/1294962?ln=en
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2033
http://inspirehep.net/record/1247181?ln=en
http://inspirehep.net/record/1247181?ln=en
http://inspirehep.net/record/1324735
http://inspirehep.net/record/1324735
http://inspirehep.net/record/1492682
http://inspirehep.net/record/1492682
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.11.051002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.47298
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.47298
http://dx.doi.org/ http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(96)01190-4
http://dx.doi.org/ http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(96)01190-4
http://dx.doi.org/ http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9002(96)01190-4


26

[17] K. Ohmi, “Beam-beam effects under the influence of external noise,” in Proceedings, ICFA Mini-Workshop on

Beam-Beam Effects in Hadron Colliders (BB2013): CERN, Geneva, Switzerland, March 18-22 2013 (2014) pp.

69–74, [,69(2014)], arXiv:1410.4092 [physics.acc-ph].

[18] Javier Barranco Garcia, Xavier Buffat, Tatiana Pieloni, Claudia Tambasco, Georges Trad, Daniel Valuch,

Michael Betz, Manfred Wendt, Mirko Pojer, Matteo Solfaroli Camillocci, Belen Maria Salvachua Ferrando,

Kajetan Fuchsberger, Markus Albert, and Ji Qiang, MD 400: LHC emittance growth in presence of an external

source of noise during collision, Tech. Rep. CERN-ACC-NOTE-2016-0020 (CERN, 2016).

[19] Dmitry Shatilov, Yuri Alexahin, Valeri Lebedev, and Alexander Valishev, “Lifetrac code for the weak-strong

simulation of the beam-beam effects in Tevatron,” Particle accelerator. Proceedings, Conference, PAC’05,

Knoxville, USA, May 16-20, 2005, Conf. Proc. C0505161, 4138 (2005), [,4138(2005)].

[20] “private communication G. Papotti,”.

[21] Giulio Stancari, Calculation of the Transverse Kicks Generated by the Bends of a Hollow Electron Lens, Tech.

Rep. FERMILAB-FN-0972-APC (Fermilab, 2014) arXiv:1403.6370 [physics.acc-ph].

[22] “The warp code, http://warp.lbl.gov/,”.

[23] “private communication R. Tomás,”.

http://dx.doi.org/ 10.5170/CERN-2014-004.69
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.5170/CERN-2014-004.69
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4092
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2125228
https://cds.cern.ch/record/2125228
http://inspirehep.net/record/687566/files/fermilab-conf-05-246.pdf
http://inspirehep.net/record/1287093
http://arxiv.org/abs/1403.6370

	Effect of pulsed hollow electron-lens operation on the proton beam core in LHC
	Abstract
	 Contents
	I Introduction
	II Overview of the experimental proposal
	III Sources of noise and estimate of noise amplitude
	A Noise due to uncompensated kicks from e-lens bends
	B Central region (main solenoid)
	1 Scaling with the main solenoid field
	2 Scaling with the electron beam current


	IV Simulation of emittance growth and loss rates
	A Lattice and optics preparation with SixTrack
	B Lifetrac simulation results
	1 Scenario 1: No machine imperfections
	2 Scenario 2: Including standard magnetic errors, 15% average peak -beat and 1 mm average rms orbit


	V Conclusions
	 Acknowledgments
	A Scenario 1 (no errors): FMA analysis for 120 nrad excitation amplitude
	B Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): FMA analysis for different pulsing patterns and excitation amplitude of 120 nrad
	C Scenario 2 (with magnetic imperfections): Beam parameters for different pulsing patterns and excitation amplitude of 12 nrad
	 References


