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Abstract

Electron-cooling offers a relatively simple scheme to enable high-luminosity collisions in future electron-ion and hadron colliders.
Contemplated TeV-energy hadron colliders require relativistic (sub 100 MeV) high-charge [O(nC)] electron beams with a specific
transverse eigenemittance partition. This paper discusses the generation of high-charge (Q ≤ 3.2 nC) 40 MeV electron bunches
with eigenemittance partition consistent with requirements associated with electron-cooling option for future electron-ion colliders.
The supporting experiment was performed at the FAST facility at FermiLab. The data are compared with numerical simulations
and the results discussed in the context of beam requirement for future electron-ion colliders.
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1. Introduction

High-intensity beams in storage rings have been employed
as probes in elementary-particle physics. There is an ultimate
limit on the attainable brightness of circulating beams. For
hadrons, the brightness limit comes from beam-beam and intra-
beam effects, which gradually increase the emittance and en-
ergy spread of the beam, thus reducing the brightness. Conse-
quently, devising efficient and fast phase-space cooling is criti-
cal for future hadron and electron-ion colliders. Over the years,
there have been several cooling techniques categorized as (i)
stochastic and (ii) frictional methods. Stochastic processes con-
sist of detecting information associated with the circulating-
bunch distribution to apply a corrective kick. Repeating such
action over many turns eventually reduces the beam’s phase-
space volume. Examples of stochastic methods include mi-
crowave and optical stochastic cooling [1, 2, 3], and micro-
bunched electron cooling [4]. Frictional techniques include laser-
based radiative cooling [5] and electron cooling [6].

In electron cooling, a “cold” electron beam co-propagates
with the ion beam. In the ion-beam rest frame, the electrons
(which have the same average velocity) produce an equivalent
friction force. Since its experimental demonstration fifty years
ago [7], electron cooling has been implemented in several pro-
ton and ion storage rings [8]. In most configurations, the elec-
tron and hadron beams interact within a long solenoid provid-
ing a uniform axial magnetic field Bs. In addition to guiding
the electron beam, the magnetic field can be combined with
an angular-momentum-dominated – or magnetized – electron
beam to possibly enhance the cooling efficiency [9, 10]. Given
the conservation of magnetic flux, the electrons do not have
any “coherent” motion but instead all electrons cycle on small

helices with a radius given by the gyroradius. Producing, ac-
celerating, and transporting relativistic (γ ≥ 50) magnetized
beams − i.e. beams with large kinetic angular momentum −
with parameters consistent with future electron-ion collider is
a challenging problem. So far the formation of magnetized
beams in photoinjectors has focused on low-charge 15-MeV
beam [11], or on producing a beam with large canonical angular
momentum (CAM) for conversion to a flat beam with extreme
transverse-emittance ratios [12].

The present paper discusses the experimental generation of
1.6 and 3.2 nC with eigenemittance partitions satisfying re-
quirements for a potential magnetized electron cooling option
in an electron-ion collider.

2. Principle of magnetized-beam generation

The production of a magnetized beams from an electron
source is staged. First a beam with significant CAM is formed.
Then the CAM is converted into kinetic angular momentum.
Producing a CAM-dominated beam consists in subjecting the
cathode surface to an axial magnetic field Bc resulting in an
electron with radial position r acquiring an ab-initio angular
momentum Pθ = eAθ = eBc

2 r +O(r3) under the paraxial approx-
imation and neglecting the stochastic momentum arising from
the emission process. By averaging the associated angular mo-
mentum over L ≡ rPθ = eBc

2 r2, we conveniently characterize
the magnitude of the CAM contribution to the beam dynamics
via the magnetization [13]

L ≡ 〈L〉
2mc

=
eBc

2mc
σ2

c , (1)

where σc ≡ 〈r2〉1/2/2 is the rms transverse size (assumed to be
identical along the two transverse directions). In practical units
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the magnetization is given by L[µm] ' 294Bc[T](σc[mm])2.
The magnetization plays a role similar to the emittance in the
ensemble-averaged beam-envelope equation and it is customary
to introduce the effective emittance as [14, 15]

εeff = [L2 + ε2
u]1/2, (2)

where εu represents the uncorrelated (or intrinsic) emittance
arising from the emission process and possible nonlinear effects
(e.g. space charge forces). Given the cross-plane coupling, the
projected emittances are not invariants of motion and one in-
stead resorts to introducing eigenemittance obtained from the
4× 4 beam covariance matrix Σ in the (x, px

mc , y,
py

mc ) phase space
by solving the characteristic equation

det[J4Σ − iε`I4] = 0. (3)

Here J4 ≡
(
J 0
0 J

)
− with J ≡

(
0 −1
1 0

)
− and I4 is the 4 × 4

identity, ` ∈ [1, 4] indexes the eigenvalues, and i ≡ √−1. The
latter equation is derived from the facts that (i) J4Σ transforms
accordingly to a similarity transformation under the action of a
beamline transfer matrix and (ii) its eigenvalues are shown to be
imaginary [16]. In practice the eigenvalue are degenerate so that
we introduce the ε± emittances (with the convention ε+ > ε−)
as ε1 = ε2 ≡ ε+, and ε3 = ε4 ≡ ε−. These eigenemittances are
related to the effective emittance via

ε± = εeff ± L, (4)

Considering a CAM-dominated beam, i.e. with L � εu, the
associated eigenemittances simplify to

ε+ = 2L ≡ εd, and ε− =
ε2

u

2L ≡ εc, (5)

where εd and εc are respectively referred to as the normalized
“drift” and “cyclotron” emittances [17, 18, 19]. The importance
of eigenemittance partition to the cooling process stems from
the interaction in the cooling solenoid channel. As the CAM-
dominated beam enters the cooling solenoid-channel section,
its RMS size is set to σs =

(
Bc
Bs

)1/2
σc, where Bs is the peak

axial magnetic field in the cooling solenoid. Such a match-
ing condition ensures the collective rotation experienced by the
beam inside the solenoid cancels and the electrons follow a tight
helical trajectory along the B-field lines thereby enhancing the
electron-ion interaction.

The formation of magnetized beams in a normal-conducting
radio-frequency (RF) photoinjector is straightforward and con-
sists in immersing the photocathode in a magnetic field [11]. A
diagram of the photoinjector used for the experiment reported in
the next sections appears in Fig. 1(a) along with an example of
field distribution throughout the RF photoinjector in Fig. 1(b).
In brief, the photoinjector consists of a 1 + 1

2 -cell L-band RF
gun ( f = 1.3 GHz) nested in a pair of solenoid lenses (referred
to as the bucking and main solenoids). Under typical non-
magnetized beam operation, the bucking solenoid cancels the
magnetic field on the photocathode. The attainable magnetic

  (1) 
Where	sc=XXX	is	the	rms	transverse	size	(assumed	to	be	iden-
tical	 along	 the	 two	 transverse	directions).	 In	practical	units	
the	magnetization	 is	given	by	L[μm]	≃	294Bc[T](σc[mm])2.	
The	magnetization	plays	a	role	similar	to	the	emittance	in	the	
ensemble-averaged	beam-envelope	equation	and	it	is	custom-
ary	to	introduce	the	effective	emittance	as	[14,	15]		

 (2) 
where	εu	represents	the	uncorrelated	(or	intrinsic)	emittance	
arising	from	the	emission	process	and	possible	nonlinear	ef-
fects	 (e.g.	 space	 charge	 forces).	 Given	 the	 cross-plane	 cou-
pling,	 the	projected	emittances	are	not	 invariants	of	motion	
and	 one	 instead	 resorts	 to	 introducing	 eigenemittance	 ob-
tained	from	the	4x4	beam	covariance	matrix	S	in	the	(x,	px/mc,	
y,	py/mc)	phase	space	by	solving	the	characteristic	equation	

 
identity	l<[1,4]	indexes	the	eigenvalues,	and	i	=	sqrt(-1).	The	
latter	equation	is	derived	from	the	facts	that	(i)	J4Σ	transforms	
beamline	transfer	matrix	and	(ii)	its	eigenvalues	are	shown	to	
be	imaginary	[16].	In	practice	the	eigenvalue	are	degenerate	
so	that	we	introduce	the	ε±	emittances	(with	the	convention	ε+	
>	ε−)	as	ε1	=ε2	≡ε+,	and	ε3	=ε	4≡ε-.	These	eigenemittances	are	
related	to	the	effective	emittance	via	

 (4) 
Considering	a	CAM-dominated	beam,	i.e.	with	L>>eu,	the	as-
sociated	eigenemittances	simplify	to	

 (5) 
where	εd	and	εc	are	respectively	referred	to	as	the	normalized	
“drift”	 and	 “cyclotron”	 emittances	 [17,	 18,	 19].	 The	 im-
portance	of	 eigenemittance	partition	 to	 the	 cooling	process	
stems	from	the	interaction	in	the	cooling	solenoid	channel.	As	
the	CAM-dominated	beam	enters	the	cooling	solenoid-chan-
nel	section,	its	RMS	size	is	set	to	σs	=	�Bc�1/2	σc,	where	Bs	is	
the	peak	axial	magnetic	 field	 in	the	cooling	solenoid.	Such	a	
matching	 condition	 ensures	 the	 collective	 rotation	 experi-
enced	by	the	beam	inside	the	solenoid	cancels	and	the	elec-
trons	 follow	a	 tight	helical	 trajectory	along	 the	B-field	 lines	
thereby	enhancing	the	electron-ion	interaction.		

The formation of magnetized beams in a normal-conducting 
radio-frequency (RF) photoinjector is straightforward and con-
sists in immersing the photocathode in a magnetic field [11]. A 
diagram of the photoinjector used for the experiment reported in 
the next sections appears in Fig. 1(a) along with an example of 
field distribution throughout the RF photoinjector in Fig. 1(b). In 
brief, the photoinjector consists of a 11/2-cell L-band RF gun (f = 
1:3 GHz) nested in a pair of solenoid lenses (referred to as the 
bucking and main solenoids). Under typical non-magnetized 
beam operation, the bucking solenoid cancels the magnetic field 

on the photocathode. The attainable magnetic field on the photo-
cathode and associated magnetization are summarized in Fig. 1(c, 
d) as a function of possible bucking and main solenoid settings.  

 

 
Figure 1: Configuration of the FAST photoemission electron source with mag-
netic field line (magenta lines) and RF gun cavity (a) and corresponding axial-
magnetic (blue trace) and electric (orange trace) fields in the RF gun region (b). 
Dependence of the axial magnetic field on the photocathode surface Bc (b) with 
corresponding normalized magnetization per unit beam size (c). For these calcu-
lation the bucking polarity is set to its nominal value (i.e. opposite to the main 
solenoid). The orange symbols in plots (c) and (d) represent experimental values 
explored during the experiments reported in this paper. 

The generation of magnetized beam discussed in this paper was 
motivated by a potential colliding-energy cooling scheme for the 
Jefferson Lab Electron-Ion Collider (JLEIC) design [20] initially 
proposed as one of the electron-ion collider design options. 
However, the results apply to a possible implementation of mag-
netized electron cooling in the Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) com-
plex currently in construction [21]. Table 1compares the 
required electron-beam parameters of the JLEIC project with 
those attainable at FAST (either experimentally verified or simu-
lated). The FAST facility [22] can in principle produce the 
needed transverse beam parameters but with a much shorter 
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1. Introduction1

High-intensity beams in storage rings have been employed2

as probes in elementary-particle physics. There is an ultimate3

limit on the attainable brightness of circulating beams. For4

hadrons, the brightness limit comes from beam-beam and intra-5

beam e↵ects, which gradually increase the emittance and en-6

ergy spread of the beam, thus reducing the brightness. Conse-7

quently, devising e�cient and fast phase-space cooling is criti-8

cal for future hadron and electron-ion colliders. Over the years,9

there have been several cooling techniques categorized as (i)10

stochastic and (ii) frictional methods. Stochastic processes con-11

sist of detecting information associated with the circulating-12

bunch distribution to apply a corrective kick. Repeating such13

action over many turns eventually reduces the beam’s phase-14

space volume. Examples of stochastic methods include mi-15

crowave and optical stochastic cooling [1, 2, 3], and micro-16

bunched electron cooling [4]. Frictional techniques include laser-17

based radiative cooling [5] and electron cooling [6].18

In electron cooling, a “cold” electron beam co-propagates19

with the ion beam. In the ion-beam rest frame, the electrons20

(which have the same average velocity) produce an equivalent21

friction force. Since its experimental demonstration fifty years22

ago [7], electron cooling has been implemented in several pro-23

ton and ion storage rings [8]. In most configurations, the elec-24

tron and hadron beams interact within a long solenoid provid-25

ing a uniform axial magnetic field Bs. In addition to guiding26

the electron beam, the magnetic field can be combined with27

an angular-momentum-dominated – or magnetized – electron28

beam to possibly enhance the cooling e�ciency [9, 10]. Given29

the conservation of magnetic flux, the electrons do not have30

any “coherent” motion but instead all electrons cycle on small31

helices with a radius given by the gyroradius. Producing, ac-32

celerating, and transporting relativistic (� � 50) magnetized33

beams � i.e. beams with large kinetic angular momentum �34

with parameters consistent with future electron-ion collider is35

a challenging problem. So far the formation of magnetized36

beams in photoinjectors has focused on low-charge 15-MeV37

beam [11], or on producing a beam with large canonical angular38

momentum (CAM) for conversion to a flat beam with extreme39

transverse-emittance ratios [12].40

The present paper discusses the experimental generation of41

1.6 and 3.2 nC with eigenemittance partitions satisfying re-42

quirements for a potential magnetized electron cooling option43

in an electron-ion collider.44

2. Principle of magnetized-beam generation45

The production of a magnetized beams from an electron46

source is staged. First a beam with significant CAM is formed.47

Then the CAM is converted into kinetic angular momentum.48

Producing a CAM-dominated beam consists in subjecting the49

cathode surface to an axial magnetic field Bc resulting in an50

electron with radial position r acquiring an ab-initio angular51

momentum P✓ = eA✓ =
eBc
2 r+O(r3) under the paraxial approx-52

imation and neglecting the stochastic momentum arising from53

the emission process. By averaging the associated angular mo-54

mentum over L ⌘ rP✓ =
eBc
2 r2, we conveniently characterize55

the magnitude of the CAM contribution to the beam dynamics56

via the magnetization [13]57

L ⌘ hLi
2mc

=
eBc

2mc
�2

c , (1)

where �c ⌘ hr2i1/2/2 is the rms transverse size (assumed to be58

identical along the two transverse directions). In practical units59
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the magnetization is given by L[µm] ' 294Bc[T](�c[mm])2.60

The magnetization plays a role similar to the emittance in the61

ensemble-averaged beam-envelope equation and it is customary62

to introduce the e↵ective emittance as [14, 15]63

"e↵ = [L2 + "2
u]1/2, (2)

where "u represents the uncorrelated (or intrinsic) emittance64

arising from the emission process and possible nonlinear e↵ects65

(e.g. space charge forces). Given the cross-plane coupling, the66

projected emittances are not invariants of motion and one in-67

stead resorts to introducing eigenemittance obtained from the68

4⇥ 4 beam covariance matrix ⌃ in the (x, px
mc , y,

py

mc ) phase space69

by solving the characteristic equation70

det[J4⌃ � i"`I4] = 0. (3)

Here J4 ⌘
 
J 0
0 J

!
� with J ⌘

 
0 �1
1 0

!
� and I4 is the 4 ⇥ 471

identity, ` 2 [1, 4] indexes the eigenvalues, and i ⌘ p�1. The72

latter equation is derived from the facts that (i) J4⌃ transforms73

accordingly to a similarity transformation under the action of a74

beamline transfer matrix and (ii) its eigenvalues are shown to be75

imaginary [16]. In practice the eigenvalue are degenerate so that76

we introduce the "± emittances (with the convention "+ > "�)77

as "1 = "2 ⌘ "+, and "3 = "4 ⌘ "�. These eigenemittances are78

related to the e↵ective emittance via79

"± = "e↵ ± L, (4)

Considering a CAM-dominated beam, i.e. with L � "u, the80

associated eigenemittances simplify to81

"+ = 2L ⌘ "d, and "� =
"2

u

2L ⌘ "c, (5)

where "d and "c are respectively referred to as the normalized82

“drift” and “cyclotron” emittances [17, 18, 19]. The importance83

of eigenemittance partition to the cooling process stems from84

the interaction in the cooling solenoid channel. As the CAM-85

dominated beam enters the cooling solenoid-channel section,86

its RMS size is set to �s =
⇣

Bc
Bs

⌘1/2
�c, where Bs is the peak87

axial magnetic field in the cooling solenoid. Such a match-88

ing condition ensures the collective rotation experienced by the89

beam inside the solenoid cancels and the electrons follow a tight90

helical trajectory along the B-field lines thereby enhancing the91

electron-ion interaction.92

93

The formation of magnetized beams in a normal-conducting94

radio-frequency (RF) photoinjector is straightforward and con-95

sists in immersing the photocathode in a magnetic field [11]. A96

diagram of the photoinjector used for the experiment reported in97

the next sections appears in Fig. 1(a) along with an example of98

field distribution throughout the RF photoinjector in Fig. 1(b).99

In brief, the photoinjector consists of a 1 1
2 -cell L-band RF gun100

( f = 1.3 GHz) nested in a pair of solenoid lenses (referred101

to as the bucking and main solenoids). Under typical non-102

magnetized beam operation, the bucking solenoid cancels the103

magnetic field on the photocathode. The attainable magnetic104

Figure 1: Configuration of the FAST photoemission electron source with mag-
netic field line (magenta lines) and RF gun cavity (a) and corresponding axial
magnetic (blue trace) and electric (orange trace) fields in the RF gun region
(b). Dependence of the axial magnetic field on the photocathode surface Bc (b)
with corresponding normalized magnetization per unit beam size (c). For these
calculation the bucking polarity is set to its nominal value (i.e. opposite to the
main solenoid). The orange symbols in plots (c) and (d) represent experimental
values explored during the experiments reported in this paper.

field on the cathode and associated magnetization are summa-105

rized in Fig. 1(c, d) as a function of possible bucking and main106

solenoid settings.107

The generation of magnetized beam discussed in this paper108

was motivated by a potential colliding-energy cooling scheme109

for the Je↵erson Lab Electron-Ion Collider (JLEIC) design [20]110

initially proposed as one of the electron-ion collider design op-111

tions. However, the results apply to a possible implementa-112

tion of magnetized electron cooling in the Electron-Ion Col-113

lider (EIC) complex currently in construction [21]. Table 1114

compares the required electron-beam parameters of the JLEIC115

project with those attainable at FAST (either experimentally116

verified or simulated). The FAST facility [22] can in princi-117

ple produce the needed transverse beam parameters but with a118

much shorter bunch length. Also, the peak-to-peak fractional119

energy spread is substantially higher at FAST due to the e↵ect120

2

the magnetization is given by L[µm] ' 294Bc[T](�c[mm])2.60

The magnetization plays a role similar to the emittance in the61

ensemble-averaged beam-envelope equation and it is customary62

to introduce the e↵ective emittance as [14, 15]63

"e↵ = [L2 + "2
u]1/2, (2)

where "u represents the uncorrelated (or intrinsic) emittance64

arising from the emission process and possible nonlinear e↵ects65

(e.g. space charge forces). Given the cross-plane coupling, the66

projected emittances are not invariants of motion and one in-67

stead resorts to introducing eigenemittance obtained from the68

4⇥ 4 beam covariance matrix ⌃ in the (x, px
mc , y,

py

mc ) phase space69

by solving the characteristic equation70

det[J4⌃ � i"`I4] = 0. (3)

Here J4 ⌘
 
J 0
0 J

!
� with J ⌘

 
0 �1
1 0

!
� and I4 is the 4 ⇥ 471

identity, ` 2 [1, 4] indexes the eigenvalues, and i ⌘ p�1. The72

latter equation is derived from the facts that (i) J4⌃ transforms73

accordingly to a similarity transformation under the action of a74

beamline transfer matrix and (ii) its eigenvalues are shown to be75

imaginary [16]. In practice the eigenvalue are degenerate so that76

we introduce the "± emittances (with the convention "+ > "�)77

as "1 = "2 ⌘ "+, and "3 = "4 ⌘ "�. These eigenemittances are78

related to the e↵ective emittance via79

"± = "e↵ ± L, (4)

Considering a CAM-dominated beam, i.e. with L � "u, the80

associated eigenemittances simplify to81

"+ = 2L ⌘ "d, and "� =
"2

u

2L ⌘ "c, (5)

where "d and "c are respectively referred to as the normalized82

“drift” and “cyclotron” emittances [17, 18, 19]. The importance83

of eigenemittance partition to the cooling process stems from84

the interaction in the cooling solenoid channel. As the CAM-85

dominated beam enters the cooling solenoid-channel section,86

its RMS size is set to �s =
⇣

Bc
Bs

⌘1/2
�c, where Bs is the peak87

axial magnetic field in the cooling solenoid. Such a match-88

ing condition ensures the collective rotation experienced by the89

beam inside the solenoid cancels and the electrons follow a tight90

helical trajectory along the B-field lines thereby enhancing the91

electron-ion interaction.92

93

The formation of magnetized beams in a normal-conducting94

radio-frequency (RF) photoinjector is straightforward and con-95

sists in immersing the photocathode in a magnetic field [11]. A96

diagram of the photoinjector used for the experiment reported in97

the next sections appears in Fig. 1(a) along with an example of98

field distribution throughout the RF photoinjector in Fig. 1(b).99

In brief, the photoinjector consists of a 1 1
2 -cell L-band RF gun100

( f = 1.3 GHz) nested in a pair of solenoid lenses (referred101

to as the bucking and main solenoids). Under typical non-102

magnetized beam operation, the bucking solenoid cancels the103

magnetic field on the photocathode. The attainable magnetic104

Figure 1: Configuration of the FAST photoemission electron source with mag-
netic field line (magenta lines) and RF gun cavity (a) and corresponding axial
magnetic (blue trace) and electric (orange trace) fields in the RF gun region
(b). Dependence of the axial magnetic field on the photocathode surface Bc (b)
with corresponding normalized magnetization per unit beam size (c). For these
calculation the bucking polarity is set to its nominal value (i.e. opposite to the
main solenoid). The orange symbols in plots (c) and (d) represent experimental
values explored during the experiments reported in this paper.

field on the cathode and associated magnetization are summa-105

rized in Fig. 1(c, d) as a function of possible bucking and main106

solenoid settings.107

The generation of magnetized beam discussed in this paper108

was motivated by a potential colliding-energy cooling scheme109

for the Je↵erson Lab Electron-Ion Collider (JLEIC) design [20]110

initially proposed as one of the electron-ion collider design op-111

tions. However, the results apply to a possible implementa-112

tion of magnetized electron cooling in the Electron-Ion Col-113

lider (EIC) complex currently in construction [21]. Table 1114

compares the required electron-beam parameters of the JLEIC115

project with those attainable at FAST (either experimentally116

verified or simulated). The FAST facility [22] can in princi-117

ple produce the needed transverse beam parameters but with a118

much shorter bunch length. Also, the peak-to-peak fractional119

energy spread is substantially higher at FAST due to the e↵ect120

2

the magnetization is given by L[µm] ' 294Bc[T](�c[mm])2.60

The magnetization plays a role similar to the emittance in the61

ensemble-averaged beam-envelope equation and it is customary62

to introduce the e↵ective emittance as [14, 15]63

"e↵ = [L2 + "2
u]1/2, (2)

where "u represents the uncorrelated (or intrinsic) emittance64

arising from the emission process and possible nonlinear e↵ects65

(e.g. space charge forces). Given the cross-plane coupling, the66

projected emittances are not invariants of motion and one in-67

stead resorts to introducing eigenemittance obtained from the68

4⇥ 4 beam covariance matrix ⌃ in the (x, px
mc , y,

py

mc ) phase space69

by solving the characteristic equation70

det[J4⌃ � i"`I4] = 0. (3)

Here J4 ⌘
 
J 0
0 J

!
� with J ⌘

 
0 �1
1 0

!
� and I4 is the 4 ⇥ 471

identity, ` 2 [1, 4] indexes the eigenvalues, and i ⌘ p�1. The72

latter equation is derived from the facts that (i) J4⌃ transforms73

accordingly to a similarity transformation under the action of a74

beamline transfer matrix and (ii) its eigenvalues are shown to be75

imaginary [16]. In practice the eigenvalue are degenerate so that76

we introduce the "± emittances (with the convention "+ > "�)77
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Figure 1: Configuration of the FAST photoemission electron source with mag-
netic field line (magenta lines) and RF gun cavity (a) and corresponding axial
magnetic (blue trace) and electric (orange trace) fields in the RF gun region (b).
Dependence of the axial magnetic field on the photocathode surface Bc (c) and
corresponding normalized magnetization per unit beam size (d) on main- and
bucking-solenoid excitation currents. For these calculation the bucking polar-
ity is set to its nominal value (i.e. opposite to the main solenoid). The orange
symbols in plots (c) and (d) represent experimental values explored during the
experiments reported in this paper.

field on the cathode and associated magnetization are summa-
rized in Fig. 1(c, d) as a function of possible bucking and main
solenoid settings.

The generation of magnetized beam discussed in this paper
was motivated by a potential colliding-energy cooling scheme
for the Jefferson Lab Electron-Ion Collider (JLEIC) design [20]
initially proposed as one of the electron-ion collider design op-
tions. However, the results apply to a possible implementa-
tion of magnetized electron cooling in the Electron-Ion Col-
lider (EIC) complex currently in construction [21]. Table 1
compares the required electron-beam parameters of the JLEIC
project with those attainable at FAST (either experimentally
verified or simulated). The FAST facility [22] can in princi-
ple produce the needed transverse beam parameters but with a
much shorter bunch length. Also, the peak-to-peak fractional
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energy spread is substantially higher at FAST due to the effect
of RF-induced curvature on the longitudinal phase space while
the uncorrelated fractional energy spread is comparable to the
one required for the JLEIC electron cooling.

Table 1: Comparison of electron-cooling beam requirements for JLEIC with the
ones achievable (inferred from simulations) at FAST. The JLEIC parameters are
adapted from Ref. [23]. All the values are RMS quantities and the emittance
values are normalized.

JLEIC FAST
strong cooling

parameter unit value value
beam energy MeV [20,55] ≤ 45 a

bunch charge nC 3.2 (1.6) > 3.2 a

cathode spot size1 mm 1.55 1
B field on cathode T 0.05 < 0.09 a

cyclotron emit. µm ≤ 19 < 5
drift emit. µm 36 37
δp/p (slice) − 3 × 10−4 < 4 × 10−4

δp/p (pk-to-pk.) − < 6 × 10−4 O(10−2) b

bunch length σz cm 2 ∼ 0.25
a Values experimentally achieved.
b This value includes correlated energy spread.
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Figure 2: Schematics of the FAST injector low energy section. The ”X” labels
refer to diagnostics stations with OTR and/or YAG screens. Diagnostics stations
X107 and X118 are also equipped with horizontal and vertical multi-slit masks
for emittance measurements.

3. Optimization of the FAST injector via particle tracking

The FAST photoinjector [24] employed in the experiment is
diagrammed in Fig. 2. In brief, the beam is photoemitted from a
Cs2Te photocathode located in a 1 1

2 cell RF gun; see Fig. 1(a).
The ∼ 4 MeV beam is then accelerated in a pair of TESLA-
type superconducting RF (SRF) cavities (CAV1 and CAV2).
Downstream of the accelerating section the beamline includes
a suite of beam diagnostics (labeled as ”X”), quadrupole mag-
nets, and a bunch compressor (BC1) to manipulate the beam
before further acceleration in an 8-cavity accelerating cryomod-
ule (ACC1). The experiment reported in this paper was per-
formed in the injector area upstream of the accelerating cry-
omodule. Before the experiment, the injector operating param-
eters were optimized using astra [25] to guide possible exper-
imental configurations. The optimizations were performed for

the two cases of charges considered (1.6 and 3.2 nC) using a
multi-objective algorithm. The laser spots size on the photo-
cathode and peak field of the bucking and main solenoids were
variables in the optimization process. The other beamline (cav-
ity phase and field) and photocathode-laser settings were set
to values corresponding to their nominal operating point. The
two main objectives were to produce a magnetized beam with
normalized drift emittance around εd ' 36 µm while mini-
mizing the four-dimensional normalized emittance defined as
ε4D ≡ (εdεc)1/2.

Table 2 summarizes an example of optimized and selected
beamline parameters that fulfill JLEIC electron-cooling emit-
tance specifications for 1.6 and 3.2 nC.

Table 2: Optimized accelerator settings for magnetized-beam generation at
FAST with final emittances consistent with JLEIC requirements; see Fig. 5. The
optimization was performed for two cases of bunch charges (1.6 and 3.2 nC).

parameter symbol value unit
bunch charge Q 1.6 3.2 nC
laser rms duration σt 3 ps
laser rms spot size σc 0.75 1.52 mm
B field on cathode Bc 118 28 mT
bucking sol. peak B field Bb 67 0.0 mT
main sol. peak B field Bm 174 171 mT
laser launch phase ϕg 0 a 0 a deg
E field on cathode Eg 40 MV/m
CAV1 phase ϕ1 0 a deg
CAV1 peak E field E1 28 MV/m
CAV2 phase ϕ2 0 a deg
CAV2 peak E field E2 28 MV/m

a All phases are referenced w.r.t. the maximum-energy-gain
phase.

The evolution of the normalized emittances along the pho-
toinjector beamline appears in Fig. 3. For both the low and
high charge cases, similar effective and eigenemittance values
ε+ are achieved, while the 1.6-nC bunch has a ∼ 2-times smaller
4D-emittance value, resulting in ε− a factor 4 smaller than the
one associated with the 3.2-nC bunch. The transverse phase-
space distributions computed at z = 8 m from the photocath-
ode appear in Fig. 4 using 200k macroparticles. Similar trans-
verse beam distributions are produced while the phase-space
and cross-plane correlations are different owing to the differ-
ence in focusing along the beamline [see Fig. 3(a)] and the
charge-dependent space-charge effects. The numerical simu-
lations also indicate that the beam dynamics downstream of the
CAV2 SRF cavity is dominated by the CAM contribution. Ad-
ditionally, it worth noting that the simulations indicate the pres-
ence of peripheral ring-like structures in the beam transverse
distribution (x, y) which becomes more pronounced at 3.2 nC
and is accompanied with some tail formation especially visi-
ble in Fig. 4(d-f). These features were reproduced with another
beam-dynamics program and are associated with a phase-space
bifurcation which could ultimately result in halo generation. Fi-
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tance ε4D.

nally, the longitudinal phase-space distributions associated with
the 1.6 and 3.2-nC bunches appear in Fig. 5(a,b). Given the
rather long bunch, the energy spread is dominated by nonlinear
correlation impressed by the RF curvature during acceleration
in the cavities CAV1 and CAV2 while the intrinsic momentum
spread is at the keV/c level as seen in Fig. 5(b,d).

4. Measurement of the magnetized beam emittances and
relation to eigenemittances

4.1. Experimental method overview
One method to infer the eigenemittance is to transform the

incoming magnetized beam into a flat beam with a round-to-flat
beam adapter as discussed in Ref. [26, 13, 27]. The method,
which requires the precise tuning of skew-quadrupole magnets,
was evaluated and eventually forwent as it is challenging to im-
plement. Additionally, the mapping of the eigenemittances to
projected emittances is generally non-ideal due to the signifi-
cant incoming energy spread (which leads to chromatic effects)
and space-charge effects. Instead, a simpler technique based on
measuring the magnetized beam to recover the eigenemittances
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Figure 4: Comparison of simulated beam transverse distribution (a,d), horizon-
tal phase space (b,e) and x− py distribution (c,f) for bunch charges of 1.6 (upper
row) and 3.2 nC (lower row). The distributions are recorded at z = 8 m from
the photocathode.

was employed. The method is adapted from the work presented
in Ref. [28]. Using a scanning slit to intercept the magnetized
beam and subsequently analyzing the transmitted beamlets en-
ables the measurement of the effective εeff and uncorrelated εu

emittances which can then be directly related to the eigenemit-
tance following Eqs. 4 and 2 as

εn,± = εn,eff ±
√
ε2

n,eff − ε2
n,u. (6)

In our experimental setup, the magnetized round beam is in-
tercepted by either one of two scanning slits, one vertical and
the other one horizontal, located ∼ 16 meters downstream of
the photocathode (and labeled as X118 in Fig. 2). The trans-
verse distribution of the transmitted beamlet is recorded on a
YAG screen (shown as X121 in Fig. 2) positioned 1.78 m down-
stream of the slit. The beamlet transmitted through the slit un-
dergoes a shearing before reaching the YAG screen due to the
angular momentum inherited from the magnetized round beam.
The distance between the slit and the YAG screen is sufficient
to allow for the beamlet to be tilted by several degrees on the
screen; see Fig. 6(a). The corresponding beamlet size [vertical
size in the case of Fig. 6(b)] is directly related to its divergence
as an electron with position xi at the slit has a final position
Xi = xi + Lx′i at the YAG screen (here x′i is the electron di-
vergence at the slit and L ' 1.78 m the distance between the
slit and YAG screen). Consequently, the rms divergence of the
beamlet can be computed as

σx′ =

[
σ2

X −
w2

12

]1/2

, (7)

where we took 〈x2〉 ' w2/12 with w ' 40 µm being the slit
width. Consequently, the horizontal emittance can be retrieved
following well-established measurement techniques [29]. The
same process can be repeated for the vertical emittance with
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Figure 5: Comparison of longitudinal phase space (left column, the red dash
trace represents the current projection along the longitudinal coordinate), and
uncorrelated longitudinal phase space (LPS, right column) simulated with as-
tra for 1.6 (a,b) and 3.2 nC (c,d) bunches. The distributions are taken at z = 8 m
from the photocathode. For plots (b,d) the uncorrelated momentum is defined
as pu

z = pz −∑5
i=1 µiζ where the µi coefficients are obtained from a polynomial

regression of the LPS. The head of the bunch corresponds to ζ > 0.

the substitution x↔ y. Nominally, for the case of a magnetized
beam, the divergence is the convolution of two contributions:
the beamlet shearing related to the beam magnetization, and
an uncorrelated angular spread associated with the uncorrelated
emittance. Nominally, the emittance measured corresponds to
the effective emittance εeff. However, the contribution from the
beam magnetization can be removed during the analysis by ro-
tating the beamlet image such that the x − y correlation aver-
aged over all the beamlets is removed; see Fig. 6(b). The cor-
responding beamlet size [vertical size in the case of Fig. 6(b)]
provides information on the uncorrelated divergence and en-
ables the measurement of the uncorrelated emittance εu.

Consequently, our analysis consists of measuring both the
correlated and uncorrelated emittance in both the horizontal and
vertical planes to retrieve the eigenemittances following Eq. 6.
For our measurements, we record the beamlets for 20 slits posi-
tions across the incoming beam. For all our measurements the
laser spot on the cathode was held constant and its rms horizon-
tal and vertical sizes were measured to be σc,x = 0.90 mm and
σc,y = 1.21 mm respectively.

4.2. Magnetization

A scan was performed for each beam magnetization. The
beam magnetization was varied by changing the magnitude of
the magnetic field at photocathode surface using the currents in
the bucking and main solenoids. There were 35 scans corre-
sponding to magnetization values L ∈ [0,∼ 30] µm.

Figure 7 compares the simulated and measured magnetiza-
tion. In simulations the magnetization is evaluated by averaging
the angular momentum at the slit position over the N macropar-
ticles composing the beam as L = 1

mcN
∑N

i=1[xi py,i − yi px,i].
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Figure 6: Image of a rotated beamlet when magnetization is L ' 26 µm and
beam charge is 3.2 nC (a). The beamlet image is rotated to subtract the contri-
bution of the beam angular momentum (b).
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Figure 7: Measured beam magnetization as a function of the initial magneti-
zation computed from solenoid settings and photocathode-laser spot size. The
data symbols with errorbars are compared with simulation (symbols with dash
lines). The solid green diagonal is drawn simply to aid the eye. The shaded
areas represent error on the fit within 98% confidence level.

The simulations use the experimental set points for all systems
and the initial macroparticle distributions were generated via
Monte-Carlo sampling of the two-dimensional laser distribu-
tion recorded on a “virtual” cathode diagnostics providing a
real-time one-to-one optical image of the cathode surface. The
magnetization computed from the magnetic field takes the ge-
ometric average of the cathode spot sizes σc =

√
σc,xσc,y and

consider the magnetic field obtained from the current setpoint
based on magnetic measurement of the solenoid. Ideally, one
would expect the magnetization measured from the beam to
equate the magnetization inferred from the magnetic field on
the photocathode. The deviations of simulated values from the
ideal scaling are approximately 7.7% for the 3.2 nC beam and
4.3% for the 1.6 nC beam. The charge dependence of the simu-
lated magnetization suggests that it is only slightly affected by
beam collective effects. The values of magnetization derived
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from beam effective and uncorrelated emittances (see Eqn. 2)
agree well with expectations only for the 3.2 nC case. The ro-
tation angles were underestimated for the 1.6 nC case possibly
due to an alignment problem during data collection. Therefore,
for the following analysis, we subsequently report the magne-
tization values evaluated from solenoid settings and measured
photocathode-laser spot sizes.

4.3. Eigenemittances

Figure 8 summarizes the measured and simulated values of
the eigenemittances. The plots include a fit of the data points
with Eq. 6. The fit parameter, in this case the uncorrelated emit-
tance, is allowed to vary within ±3σ from the central value
reported by the fitting routine. This ensures that the extrapo-
lated phase space from the fit (shaded areas in the plots) has
98% confidence level (CL). The values of the magnetization
and eigenemittances are also summarized in Table 3.

To determine the transverse beam size, the relative beam-
let intensities and positions of the whole beam centroid relative
to the slit are needed. The positions are derived from beam
position monitors (BPMs) readings and the uncertainties on the
beamlet position were determined to be dominated by statistical
fluctuations. These errors range from 50 to 100 µm and include
BPMs resolution of about 40 µm. Likewise, the angular spreads
obtained in the two cases are used to evaluate the effective and
uncorrelated emittances. The errors of the angular spread in-
clude statistical fluctuations and experimental uncertainties and
were found to be 0.2 to 0.3 mrad for the effective emittance and
0.05 to 0.1 mrad for the uncorrelated emittance.
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Figure 8: Measured and simulated eigenemittances: ε+ for 3.2 nC (a), ε+ for
1.6 nC (b), ε− for 3.2 nC (c) and ε− for 1.6 nC (d). All graphs include a fit of
the measured data with the theoretical expressions of the eigenemittances. The
fit parameter is allowed within ±3σ to ensure a 98 % confidence level (CL).

Table 3: Measured normalized eigenemittances for 1.6 nC and 3.2 nC bunch
charges.

1.6 nC 3.2 nC
L (µm) ε+ (µm) ε− (µm) ε+ (µm) ε− (µm)
9.5 25.7 ± 0.5 6.8 ± 0.5 32.5 ± 0.8 13.6 ± 0.8
19.4 41.9 ± 1.1 3.1 ± 1.1 46.2 ± 1.8 7.4 ± 1.8
22.7 49.1 ± 1.3 3.7 ± 1.3 51.5 ± 2.2 6.1 ± 2.2
22.8 50.3 ± 1.2 4.8 ± 1.2 55.4 ± 2.1 9.9 ± 2.1
29.3 61.3 ± 1.7 2.6 ± 1.7 63.4 ± 3.0 4.5 ± 3.0

At low levels of magnetization (L < 5 µm) the beam be-
comes emittance-dominated and the extrapolation of the eigen-
emittance fit in Fig. 8 is unreliable.

As expected, the uncorrelated emittance is not uniquely de-
termined by the magnetization. In Fig. 8 such a fact can be
observed for magnetizations around ∼ 23 µm where there is
a cluster of simulation and experimental data. A given mag-
netization value can be obtained with different combinations
of solenoid currents which impact the emittance-compensation
process. Ultimately, producing the brightest beam for the de-
sired magnetization requires one to select the solenoid settings
that minimize the uncorrelated emittance. Such an approach
was followed for the multi-objective optimization presented in
Fig. 3 where the objectives were to produce a given value for
ε+ while minimizing the four-dimensional emittance ε4D = εu.

4.4. Energy spread

In addition to measuring the beam energy (as needed to
compute the normalized-emittance values), sending the beam
through the spectrometer beamline also provide a measurement
of the energy spread by observing the beam at the X124 YAG
screen at a point with vertical dispersion ηy ' 0.29 m. Fig-
ure 9 presents the fraction-momentum distribution for the 1.6
and 3.2-nC bunches considered in the previous sections. The
profile displays the characteristic asymmetrical energy distribu-
tion with a low-energy tail resulting from the RF-induced cur-
vature in the longitudinal phase space; see Fig.5(a,b). We mea-
sured a full-width at half-maximum (FWHM) fractional energy
spread of (9 ± 2) × 10−4 and (1.5 ± 0.2) × 10−3 for respectively
1.6 and 3.2-nC bunches.

5. Conclusion

In summary, we have demonstrated the generation of high-
charge (1.6 and 3.2 nC) magnetized bunches in a photoinjec-
tor. The measured eigenemittance partitions satisfy require-
ments for possible electron-cooling options foreseen in future
electron-ion colliders. In practice, we anticipate that an injec-
tor optimized for electron cooling would deliver a lower 4D
emittance (and hence lower ε− value) as the peak current nomi-
nally produced in the FAST photoinjector is approximately two
orders of magnitude larger than required for electron cooling.
Similarly, the measured total fractional energy spread is on the
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Figure 9: Fractional energy spread distribution for the 1.6 (solid blue trace) and
3.2 nC (dash orange trace) bunches. Lower fractional energies correspond to
lower values of δE/E. The central beam energy is approximately 34 MeV and
the measurement is performed at the X124 screen.

order of 10−3 (FWHM) while electron-cooling requires frac-
tional spread in the range [10−3 − 10−4] so that the longitudi-
nal emittance attained in the considered L-band photoinjector
is smaller than the one required for cooling. Our results should
be understood as a ”worst” case scenario as the configuration
used in our experiment was not optimized to produce electron
beams for cooling applications. Yet, the results confirm that
photoinjectors can support the formation of high-charge mag-
netized beams with emittance partitions compatible with cool-
ing requirements for future hadron accelerators.
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