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Octupole based current horn suppression in multistage bunch compression
with emittance growth correction
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High brightness electron beams are critical for x-ray free-electron laser performance. To achieve higher
peak current, strong longitudinal compression often produces electron beams with peaks in the head and/or
tail of the current profile. These current horns are formed after bunch compression due to nonlinear
correlations in the longitudinal phase space and the higher order optics of the compressor. It has been
suggested that this higher order compression can be corrected by inserting an octupole magnet near the
center of a bunch compressor. However, this scheme provides a correlated transverse kick leading to growth
of the projected emittance. We present here a method whereby octupole magnets are inserted into two
sequential bunch compressors. By tuning a z betatron phase advance between the two octupoles, the
correlated transverse kick from the first octupole can be corrected by the second, while providing a

cummulative adjustment of the higher order compression.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Advancements in the production of high peak brightness
electron beams have revolutionized the field of ultra-fast
science through the advent of the x-ray Free Electron Laser
(FEL). The ability to reach femtosecond level x-ray pulse
durations at a growing number of FEL facilities allows
for the study of molecular and atomic scale structures as
well as femtosecond scale dynamical processes [1].
Meeting the growing demands of the scientific community
requires continued improvement in electron beam quality
and repetition rate at such facilities.

In order to achieve the electron beam peak current
required to drive the FEL interaction, high brightness
linear accelerators typically employ multiple 4-dipole
chicane bunch compressors. The total compression is
limited by non-linear correlations in the electron beam
longitudinal phase space. These correlations stem from RF
curvature [2], longitudinal space charge (LSC) [3], coher-
ent synchrotron radiation (CSR) [4,5], and resistive wall
wakefields [6,7]. Non-linear compression from the second
order energy chirp is typically adjusted with a harmonic
cavity [8]. Additional methods can be employed to reduce
these correlations, [9-16]. However, if left unchecked,
higher order compression can lead to the production of
horns in the current profile as the head and/or tail of the

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOL

2469-9888/20/23(11)/112802(12)

112802-1

electron beam are overcompressed compared to the linear
compression in the core of the beam [17-19].

These current horns can produce significant CSR in the
bunch compressor causing further distortions in the longi-
tudinal phase space. This correlated longitudinal energy
variation can result in a correlated transverse kick leading
to growth in the projected emittance, reducing FEL
performance as portions of the beam will not be matched
ideally to the transverse focusing lattice. Furthermore these
current horns can produce significant energy modulation
from longitudinal space charge and resistive wall wake-
fields downstream [20]. In the Linac Coherent Light
Source-II (LCLS-II) the electron beam must be transported
from the superconducting linac exit through a 2 km bypass
line, requiring control of these collective effects, [21].
As was shown in [22], for high brightness self-amplified
spontaneous emission FELs with minimum bandwidth,
generating an electron bunch with uniform current profile
and flat energy chirp greatly improves FEL performance.
This beam quality is even more critical for the performance
of self-seeded FELs. Although in a normal conducting linac
with a typical beam rate of 100 Hz or lower, these current
horns could be removed with collimation in a dispersive
section [22], this is not a viable option for high repetition
rate superconducting linacs due to the significant increase
in radiated power from beam losses.

It was shown in [23-25], that the growth of current horns
can be suppressed by adjusting the higher order compression
with an octupole magnet inserted in a bunch compressor.
This scheme relies on placing an octupole at a point of
significant dispersion, providing a transverse kick correlated
with the longitudinal beam coordinate. The octupole kick is

Published by the American Physical Society
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FIG. 1. Tllustration of the proposed scheme showing the first
linac section (L.1), first bunch compressor (BC1) with embedded
octupole (O1), second linac section (L2) and second bunch
compressor (BC2) with embedded octupole (O2).

then translated into a path length difference through the
remainder of the chicane, providing an adjustment of the
bunch compressor’s third order longitudinal dispersion,
Usees- However, the correlated transverse kick from the
octupole will generally remain imprinted on the beam after
the bunch compressor causing significant growth of the
projected emittance.

We present here a scheme whereby inserting octupoles in
two successive bunch compressors, the projected emittance
growth can be corrected. A basic layout of the proposed
configuration is shown in Fig. 1. This scheme relies on the
cancellation of the octupole kick from the first bunch
compressor (BC1) by the octupole in the second one (BC2).
Provided that the beam undergoes a z betatron phase
advance between octupoles, the second octupole kick
can be made equal and opposite to the first one while
providing an additive contribution to the total Usggq of the
system. This allows for effective suppression of current
horns without significant degradation of the transverse
beam quality.

In this paper, we present a study of this scheme using
current profile shaping in the LCLS-II superconducting linac
as a possible application. Section II gives an analytical
description of the longitudinal phase space transformation
from an octupole inserted in a bunch compressor. In Sec. III
we provide an analytical description of the emittance correc-
tion scheme. Section IV shows ELEGANT [26] simulations
of a potential configuration for LCLS-II. Section V gives
further simulation studies for optimization of the scheme.
Section VI provides a discussion of alignment tolerances.

II. Usg4 from an octupole

An electron passing through an octupole magnet with
negligible vertical offset relative to the magnetic center will
receive a horizontal kick depending on its horizontal offset
given by [27]:

B/// 1
x’:—6BpLx3E—€K3Lx3 (1)

Here L is the octupole length and K5 is the octupole’s
geometric strength. Placing an octupole at a point of high
dispersion we assume an electron’s transverse offset is
dominated by its energy deviation from the central energy,
6= (y— (r))/(y). Placing the octupole in the center of a
chicane bunch compressor, the transverse offset at the

octupole entrance can be expressed by the Rs from a
simple dogleg:

Xoor = Ri60 & =0(1, + 14)9. (2)

Here [, is the chicane bend magnet length and [ is the drift
length between the Ist and 2nd, and 3rd and 4th chicane
magnets, and 6 is the bending angle of the chicane dipoles.
The octupole kick then depends on the initial energy
offset as:

1
Xoct = 8K3L093(lb +14)°8. (3)

The path length difference induced by this kick at the
chicane exit is given by the Rs, from a simple dogleg. The
transformation of an electron’s longitudinal position, s, due
to the octupole kick is given by:

1
ASpoer = RspXoe = _8K3L094(lb + 1,48 (4)

Here note we adopt the convention that the head of the
beam points to more negative s. The dispersive terms of the
chicane including the octupole are given by:

2
Tse ~ _§R56
1
Usess = _6K3L94(lb +1,)* + 2Rs6. (5)

We can approximate the transformation of the initial
current profile first considering the evolution of the
longitudinal phase space coordinates through the chicane,
(8:,6;) = (s7.87). For an electron beam with a non-linear
correlated energy chirp described by components, #;, this is
given by:

s; = 8o
8; = 8o + hyso + hyso> + hysg® + -+

¢ =8; + Rs6; + Ts660" + Useesdi” + - -

or = 6;. (6)

In the limit of negligible initial uncorrelated energy spread
the transformation of the current profile, /;, can be
Osy

approximated by Iy~ (|52])~'1;. Further discussion of

this expression is provided in the Appendix A. The final
current profile can be expressed in terms of the linear
compression factor, C; and nonlinear compression factors,
¢y and cqp:
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Current horns will exist in the final current profile approx-
imately where the contribution from nonlinear compres-
sion, given by y(s), goes to zero. The adjustment of y(s)
from the octupole allows for a positive nonlinear com-
pression factor along the bunch.

w
xlsil
1(A)
S o3 &
xls]

(b) 5. 2 5
1 25 =__15 25 =
g 0. 285 0. %
- YRS 25 %
-5

-20 -10 0 10 20

-1.0

-15 (

-20-10 0 10 20 30
s (um) s (pm)

-20-10 0 10 20 30

10 20 30
s (um) s (pm)

-20 -10 0 10 20 30 -20 -10 0

FIG. 2. (I) nominal LCLS-II beam (II) beam with current horns
suppressed by single octupole showing: (a) Current profile (blue)
and y(s;) (red) at linac entrance. (b) Current profile (blue) and
x[s:(s;)] (red) at BC2 exit. (c) Longitudinal phase space after
BC2 with current profile (blue) for reference. (d) s vs x’ phase
space at BC2 exit. The bunch head is on the left in all plots.

Figure 2 shows an ELEGANT simulation of the nominal
compression scheme for the LCLS-II beamline with a
strong current horn at the beam head (I) and a hypothetical
configuration with an octupole magnet inserted at the
center of BC2 again simulated in ELEGANT (ID).
Simulations include CSR, LSC and wakefield effects
and are done with 5 x 10° macroparticles. In both cases
the incoming beam is generated from IMPACT [28,29]
simulations of the LCLS-II injector. For the single octupole
case, K3L, = —775 m™> giving a total Usge = 7.44 m,
with remaining electron beam and chicane parameters
given in Table 1. For both cases, y(s) is shown both as
functions of the initial and final longitudinal positions.

Here we see that in the nominal case, y(s;) goes to zero
within the initial current profile, leading to horns in the final
phase space. The octupole effectively suppresses the current
horns and can be used to produce a flat current profile with a
factor of two increase in the core peak current.

Figure 2 also shows the s vs x’ phase space at the exit
of the second bunch compressor. From this we see that
the correlated octupole kick is preserved at the chicane
exit. The normalized projected emittance after BC2 is ¢,,, =
8.84 ym compared with €, = 0.4 ym for the nominal
LCLS-II case.

Assuming a Gaussian energy distribution with RMS
energy spread, o5, the growth of the projected emittance
from the octupole kick can be approximated by:

5
e—x ~ \/1 + —2& (K3L(lb + Zd)393()'§3)2. (9)

€x0 1 €x0

Here €, is the projected geometric emittance at the chicane
entrance and S, is the electron beam beta function at the
octupole. A derivation is provided in Appendix B.

TABLE I. Parameters for LCLS-II double octupole scheme.
Parameter Value

BC1 e-beam energy (MeV) 250
e-beam charge (pC) 100
e-beam chirp @ BC1 entrance (i) 12.97
emittance @ BCI entrance ¢, (um) 03,03
BC1 Rs¢ (mm), bend angle (mrad) —47.45, 95.66
BC1 compression factors Cy, ¢y, C1o 2.6, —27.1, 2.22¢4
BC1 octupole strength K;l)Ll (m™3) —4652.69
BCl1 U5666 (m) 3.254

Beta function @ BC1 octupole f, (m) 11.05

BC2 e-beam energy (MeV) 1500
e-beam chirp @ BC2 entrance (i) 8.34

BC2 Rs¢ (mm), bend angle (mrad) —44.93, 46.81
BC?2 total compression factors C,, ¢, ¢op 100, 333.8, 6.2e5
BC2 octupole strength ng)Lz (m™) =511.11
BC2 US()G() (m) 4.811

Beta function @ BC2 octupole f, (m) 55.1
core emittance @ BC2 exit €, (um) 0.43, 0.41
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FIG. 3. Change in projected emittance with varying octupole
strength from ELEGANT simulations considering an ideal beam
with a linear chirp and Gaussian energy distribution (points) and
the analytical expression from Eq. (9) (line) for the BC1 octupole
(top) and BC2 octupole (bottom).

Figure 3 shows the emittance growth versus octupole
strength from ELEGANT simulations using an idealized
Gaussian beam with purely linear correlated chirp. This is
done for both BCI and BC2 using electron beam
and chicane parameters given in Table 1. Comparison
with the analytical estimate from Eq. (9) shows qualitative
agreement.

III. EMITTANCE CORRECTION

The projected emittance growth problem from the single
octupole scheme can be mitigated by splitting the Usggg
needed to achieve the desired longitudinal shaping between
BC1 and BC2.

In this double octupole configuration, the correlated kick
induced by the first octupole is transported to the second
octupole. Tuning the lattice between the two octupoles to
provide a z betatron phase advance in the bend plane of the
chicanes, the x" kick from the first octupole is inverted. The
second octupole strength can then be set to cancel the first
octupole kick while providing additional Usggg.

We can consider this transformation, writing the x" kick
at the first octupole in terms of the linear compression
factor of the first chicane, Cy, first octupole strength and

length, K gl)Ll, chicane bend magnet and drift lengths and
bend angle. Writing this kick in terms of the compressed
beam coordinate, s, after propagation through half of BC1
gives:

I Iy +1\ 1 [Cr—1)\3
"(s) ==Ky L,| —2—| — 3, 10
¥(5) = LK1 I(ZM%ZM = (e57) s o

Considering a more general case of nz betatron phase
advance between the two octupoles, where 7 is an integer,
the x’ kick due to the first octupole transported to the
entrance of the second octupole is given by:

1
X(s) = (=1)" gK3L,

« (ldl + I )3i (CZ(CI - 1)>3 ﬁ1E1s3
ln+31) 6,°\ G+ C BEy
(11)

Here C, is the linear compression factor of the second
chicane, f#; and f3, are the values of the beta function in the
bend plane and E| and E, are the values of the central beam
energy at the first and second octupoles respectively.
The x’ kick provided by the second octupole is given by:

1 lp+1p\* 1 [C=Cy\?
()= KL (A2 ) (220N S (1)
6 lp +51n) 0" \Cr + C

The net x’ kick is cancelled when the second octupole kick
is equal in magnitude and opposite in sign to the trans-
ported kick from the first octupole. In reality, for LCLS-II
the sign of the BC2 chicane dispersion is opposite that of
BCl, requiring an n2z betatron phase advance for the same
cancellation effect. For illustrative purposes we assume
throughout that the BC1 and BC2 chicane dispersions have
the same sign. In the provided example, the phase advance
between the two octupoles is 3z. Further discussion of
Egs. (10)—(12) is provided in Appendix C.

The cancellation requirement gives a condition for the
ratio between the two octupole strengths, ak:

= Kg2>L2 _ ((ldl + L) (L +§1b2)>3 (@)3
(Lo +%lbl)(ld2 + 1) 0,

kL,
Cy(Cy - 1)>3 PE; 13
) < C-C ) \pEs (13)

For a given total Usgeq = U,y We can split the octupole
strengths according to Eq. (13) and (5).

6U o + 240,% (141 +%lb1) +240,%(1 —I—%lbz)
914(lbl + ldl )4 + al(924(lb2 + ld2>4

-
(14)
Figure 4, shows the octupole kick from the first (a) and

second (b) octupoles, the first octupole kick transported
to the entrance of the second octupole (¢) and the kick
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FIG. 4. From ELEGANT simulations: (a) Correlated kick from
the first octupole (s vs x) with the analytical estimate from
Eq. (10) (white dashed), (b) Kick from the second octupole with
first octupole off with the analytical estimate from Eq. (12) (white
dashed), (c) Kick from the first octupole transported to the second
octupole entrance with the analytical estimate from Eq. (11),
(d) Combined kick from the first and second octupoles with
octupole strengths chosen to minimize projected emittance of the
core of the beam. The bunch head is on the left in all plots.

cancellation at the second octupole exit (d) from
ELEGANT simulations of the LCLS-II linac configuration
described in Sec. IV. The analytical estimates from
Eqgs. (10)—(12) are shown for comparison. The discrepancy
between the analytical expressions and simulations can be
attributed to second order chromatic focusing effects in the
quadrupoles between BC1 and BC2. The T¢;, T1625 T261>
and 7,4, associated with this transport produce an addi-
tional approximately quadratic correlated x and x’ kick,
which is not included in the analytical expressions. This is
highlighted in particular by the comparison between
Eq. (11) and the transported first octupole kick from
simulation, Fig. 4(c). Additional discussion of the emit-
tance correction scheme can be found in [30].

IV. LCLS-II DOUBLE OCTUPOLE
CONFIGURATION

From the single octupole case shown in Sec. II, an initial
choice for the BC1 and BC2 octupole strengths is found by
splitting the total Usggq between the two chicanes according
to Eq. (14). Some adjustment of the total Usgqq must be
made to obtain an identical current profile due to the change
in higher order compression at BC1. Figure 5, shows the
longitudinal phase space at the exit of BC2 and undulator
entrance with the double octupole configuration. The s vs x’
phase space at the BC2 exit shows the correction of the

2.0
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0.0
-0.5
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FIG. 5. Top: the longitudinal phase space at the exit of BC2,
with current profile (blue), the white dashed lines define the core
of the beam. Middle: s vs x' at the exit of BC2. Bottom:
longitudinal phase space at the undulator entrance with current
profile (blue) and energy lineout (yellow). The bunch head is on
the left in all plots.

octupole kick. The residual chirp on the core part of the
bunch after the final acceleration section is removed by the
resistive wall wakefield and longitudinal space charge in
the ~2 km bypass line. The additional non-linearities
observed in the head and tail of the final longitudinal
phase space mainly come from the initial injector beam,
with additional contributions from the linac wakefields.
Parameters are given in Table I.

We define the core of the beam as the region within
>10% of the peak current, with this region shown by the
white dashed lines in Fig. 5. The ratio between octupole
strengths can be optimized further in simulations to
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FIG. 6. The normalized core projected emittance with varying
octupole strength ratios maintaining the total Usggq from
ELEGANT simulations (points) with quadratic fit (line).

minimize the projected emittance over the core of the beam,
correcting for effects not considered in the provided
analysis, i.e., higher-order dispersion, CSR, LSC, and
chromatic focusing.

Figure 6, shows the emittance growth in the core of the
beam when varying the octupole strength ratio while
maintaining the total Usgqq from ELEGANT simulations.
This gives an optimal ratio agx = 0.1099 showing good
agreement with the analytical estimate from Eq. (13),
which gives ax = 0.098. After BC2 the normalized core
projected emittance is e€,, = 0.43 um compared with
€. = 0.31 um at the BCI entrance and ¢,,, = 3.1 ym from
the single octupole case. The remnant increase in projected
emittance can be again attributed to second order focusing
between octupoles. Varying ag by +5% shows negligible
increase in the projected emittance. In the provided
LCLS-II case, for an octupole length, L = 0.2 m, the quoted
octupole strengths correspond to modest pole tip fields of
1.4 kG and 0.33 kG with an aperture of 70 mm and 50 mm
respectively, with both values larger than the beam clearance
requirement of the corresponding bunch compressor.

Figure 7 shows the beta function, /3, dispersion, #,, and
betatron phase advance, ¢, in the bend plane of BCI and
BC2. These quantities are plotted from the entrance of BC1
(z = 0) to the exit of BC2 from ELEGANT simulations,
with ¢4, = 0 at the first octupole.

250

200 _ —
£ 150 EX\E %
& 100 < & .

50

otV ‘

0 100 150 200 0 50 100 150 200
z (m) z(m)

FIG. 7. Left: the beta function, /., (blue) and dispersion in the
bend plane, 7,, (yellow). Right: the betatron phase advance, ¢;,,
(blue) and dispersion in the bend plane, 5, (yellow) with the
dashed line showing the phase advance at the second octupole.
Here quantities are taken from ELEGANT simulations and are
plotted from the entrance of BC1 (z = 0) to the exit of BC2.

V. LINAC CONFIGURATION
CONSIDERATIONS

In choosing a linac configuration for the double
octupole scheme it is advantageous to minimize the
emittance growth after the first bunch compressor. In
the case of the LCLS-II beamline, there are halo colli-
mators located downstream of BCI to help satisfy the
beam stay-clear requirement. For some configurations, we
observe particle losses of a few percent due to the large
angular kick at the bunch tail. If the particle loss is above
the collimator loss threshold, we have to either lower the
beam rate or use a different configuration with weaker
octupole strength.

We can gain some insight toward an optimal linac
configuration using Eq. (9) to estimate the BC1 emittance
growth for varying linac and chicane parameters that give
approximately the same final current profile. This is done by
constraining the total linear compression, BC1 and BC2
nonlinear compression factors, Eq. (7), the electron beam
energy at BC2, and the emittance cancellation condition,
Eq. (13). With current horn suppression from the double
octupole scheme, the energy modulation from linac wake-
fields dominates over LSC and CSR. For changes in the BC1
compression, the linac wakefield between BC1 and BC2 can
be approximately scaled by the BCI1 linear compression
factor.

Figure 8 shows the estimated projected emittance growth
after BC1 when varying the BC1 R, electron beam linear
chirp at the entrance of BC1, and the electron beam energy
at BCI1. Here we only consider linac configurations within
the specifications of the LCLS-II linac. From this we see a
general trend that the BC1 emittance growth decreases with
increasing chirp and decreasing Rsq. Furthermore, for the
same chirp and Rsq the emittance growth decreases with
increasing electron beam energy at BC1. The parameters
for the provided LCLS-II case are chosen to optimize the
final phase space at the undulator entrance. Notably, Fig. 8
illustrates that the desired longitudinal beam shaping can be
achieved over a wide range of linac parameters. A dis-
cussion of other possible LCLS-II linac configurations is
given in [31].

As previously stated, the remnant emittance growth is
dominated by second order chromatic focusing. Therefore,
the decreased correlated kick after BC1 and increased chirp
will approximately cancel, and not lead to a reduction of the
projected emittance growth after BC2. For instance,
the linac configuration corresponding to E = 270 MeV,
Rss =35 mm and & = 15.5 m™! gives a final emittance
of 0.4375 mm-mrad compared with 0.43 mm-mrad for
the presented case. However, for this case the required
octupole strengths at BC1 and BC2 are reduced to
KL, =-3607.1 and KP'L,=-315.6, respectively.
This reduction of the octupole strength requirement could
be advantageous when considering practical application.

112802-6



OCTUPOLE BASED CURRENT HORN SUPPRESSION IN ...

PHYS. REV. ACCEL. BEAMS 23, 112802 (2020)

A6/ (230 MeV)

|Rse| (mm)

1b 12 14 16 18
chirp (1/m)
A€, /ey (250 MeV)

10.6
10.3
E
E 10.0
B
x 97
94
9.1
10 12 14 16
chirp (1/m)
A€, /ex (270 MeV)
65" "N " '
10.6
60
10.3
__ 55
E 10.0
£ 50
8
@ 9.7
= 45}
sl 9.4
35 9.1
8 10 12 14 16
chirp (1/m)
FIG. 8. The estimated emittance growth after BCI1, with

varying BCl Rss and linear chirp at the BC1 entrance for
BC1 energy 230 MeV (top), 250 MeV (middle) and 270 MeV
(bottom).

VI. ALIGNMENT TOLERANCE

Transverse misalignment of the octupole will result in a
normal and skew sextupole like kicks. To see this we can
write the octupole field shifted by Ax and Ay:

B, =2 (- AP -3 AD)(y - )Y
B = 2B AR a - A (1)

Assuming this misalignment is small compared to the
dispersion and the electron beam’s vertical offset relative
to the magnetic center of the octupole is dominated by the
vertical shift, we can write the field keeping the lowest
order terms in Ax and Ay:

B///

By - ?
B/l/

B, = ——-(x*4y). (16)

(x* = 3x*Ax)

For the octupole inserted in the chicane, the horizontal
offset at the octupole is dominated by dispersion. The
horizontal and vertical kick induced by the shifted octupole
is then given by:

1 1
X = 6K3L93(lb +19)°6° - §K3L92(1b +14)%6° Ax
1
¥ = =5 KL (I, + 1,5 Ay. (17)

The additional sextupole kick will remain imprinted on
the transverse phase space causing additional emittance
growth. Provided the octupole kicks are cancelled, the
emittance growth at the exit of BC2 from a misaligned
octupole is approximately given by:

Ae, 3P, 2 2 _2A N2

o Mg (KLO(ly+ 1) 0?A%)

Ae, 3p,

€ y‘N_e_)(Kng(lb +14)%05 Ay)? (18)

y y

Here [, 1, 8, K5 and L refer to the BC1 or BC2 chicane
and octupole parameters, f3, , and €, , are the beta function
and geometric emittance at the octupole, and o4 is the RMS
energy spread at the chicane entrance. This expression
gives 10% x emittance growth for =100 um offset of the
BC1 and BC2 octupoles and 10% y emittance growth for
450 um offset of the BC1 octupole and +100 ym of the
BC2 octupole.

These alignment tolerances are relaxed when we con-
sider emittance growth in the core of the beam including the
additional emittance growth observed in ELEGANT sim-
ulations. Figure 9, shows the proportional increase in
normalized emittance, with varying x and y-offset of the
BC1 and BC2 octupoles in ELEGANT. From this we see
10% y-emittance growth for £150 ym offset of the BC1
octupole and +200 ym for the BC2 octupole and 10%
x-emittance growth for +200 ym offset of the BC1 and
BC2 octupoles. In Fig. 9(a), we observe that the remnant
emittance growth caused by 2nd order chromatic focusing
is reduced by the sextupole kick from x-offset of the
octupoles. Furthermore, similarly to the octupole emittance
correction method, the x-emittance growth due to the BC1
sextupole kick can be corrected by the sextupole kick from
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FIG. 9. (a) The proportional increase in the x emittance in the

core of the beam at the exit of BC2, with varying BC1 octupole
x-offset (blue) and BC2 octupole x-offset (yellow) (b) The
proportional increase in the y emittance in the core of the beam
at the exit of BC2, with varying BC1 octupole y-offset (blue) and
BC2 octupole y-offset (yellow). (c) The proportional increase in
the x emittance in the core of the beam at the exit of BC2, with
varying both BCl and BC2 x-offset. (d) The proportional
increase in the x emittance in the core of the beam at the exit
of BC2, with varying both BC1 and BC2 y-offset.

the BC2 octupole. For our case, with 3z betatron phase
advance between octupoles, this correction occurs for
x-offsets in the same direction. This effect can possibly
be utilized to reduce the final emittance growth by adding
motion control of the octupole magnets.

VII. CONCLUSION

The double octupole scheme demonstrates effective
suppression of current horns by adjusting the higher order
compression of a linac with multistage bunch compression.
This allows for the generation of a flat current profile with
an increase in the achievable peak current and preservation
of the transverse beam quality. This method can be
incorporated in most existing high brightness linacs, and
could be improved upon if considered in the initial design
of such a facility.
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APPENDIX A: EQ. (8) DERIVATION

In the limit of small uncorrelated energy spread we can
consider an initial distribution function with current profile
described by the function /;(sg) and a delta function energy
distribution:

Flsg, 8] = I;[s0]6(3p). (A1)

After acquiring a nonlinear chirp the longitudinal position
and energy detuning, (s;,d;), are given by:
Si = So

51- = 50 + h’lsO + h2S02 + h3S03. (AZ)

After nonlinear compression the longitudinal phase space is
transformed as:

sp=158; + Rs66; + Ts666:> + Use60;°
5= 5. (A3)

The distribution function can be written in terms of the
transformed phase space variables:
F[sy. 8¢ = Li[so[sg. 6716(So[s 5. 6¢]).- (Ad)

With So[Sf,af} and 50[5f’5f] given by
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SO[sf’ 5f] =5y —Rs667 — T5665f2 - U56665f3

Solsy. 8] = &7 — hysolsy. 6] = hasols . 641> = hsolsy. 6]

(A5)

Integrating over energy gives the final current profile:

mw—/ﬂ@mm%MWMw@u (A6)

For some position, s, the solution is written in terms of a
sum over the roots of &;sy, 4 f0<f>] =0:

I [SO Sf, 0
If[sf]zz—f Zl S0 Sf, fO
] 50[sf’5f0 ]
X (|14 (hy + 2hys0[sy, 5%] + 3h350[sf75%>}2)

. _—
X (Rse + 2T5665§fjo) + 3U5666§(f!()) ) (A7)

The roots, 5;0) , satisfy:

6}0)—]’11.90[5]0,55;0)] thO[Sf,éch)] —h3S0[Sf,5§c0>] =0.

(A8)

For no initial energy offset, §, = 0, s depends only on the
initial beam coordinate, s, giving:

| | o o
8% = s (s7) + has (s))? + hasy (). (A9)

Here the j index refers to the roots of s, —s[so] = 0.
Substituting Eq. (A9) into Eq. (A7) gives:

:ZI Llsy(s))]
<

It +2 a9, (Rse + 2T5665(0) + 3U56665(f0) )
(A10)

Iysf]

The denominator of Eq. (A10) can be conveniently

expressed by, -, evaluated at s( (s Sf):
) (

:Z ;'[Si sf)] ‘

All
|52 [t ()] Ay

Iy[sf]

APPENDIX B: EQ. (9) DERIVATION

The transformation of the transverse phase space from
the entrance to the exit of the bunch compressor with
octupole in the center is given in terms of the initial phase
space coordinates (xq, X():

1
Xf ~ X0 + 2L.X6 + L 6K3L0773503

1
- K3L0’73503

- (B1)

x} ~ X+
Here 5 is the transverse dispersion at the octupole. For
an octupole at the center of a bunch compressor
n = (1, + 1;)60, with [, is the magnet length, [, is the drift
length between the 1st and 2nd and 3rd and 4th dipoles, L is
half the full length of the chicane, L is the length of the
octupole, K3 is the octupole strength and 0 is the chicane
bend angle. Defining xx = ¢ K3Lgn*8,”, the emittance at
the chicane exit is given by:

2

€2 = (x,?)(x}?) = (xyxp)? (B2)

e? = ({(xo +2Lx)%) + 2L{(x + 2Lxp)xk) + L2 (xx?))
x ({(x0%) + 2{xoxk) + (xx?)) = ({(x0 + 2Lxg)xp)
+ ((xg + 2Lx{))xx) + L{xpxg) + L{xg?))>. (B3)
The octupole kick, xg, is approximately uncorrelated with
xo and x;, giving (xoxg) ~ (x(xx) ~ 0. Equation (B3) can

then be written in terms of the emittance growth from the
octupole and the initial geometric emittance:

€* = ((x0 + 2Lx()*) {x6) = {(x0 + 2Lxg)xp)°
+ L7 (xp%) (xg?) + {(x0 + 2Lx()%) (xg?)
= 2L((xg + 2Lx0)x0) {xg?)
€? = €p® + {(xo + 2Lx})?) < <éK3L0;73503>2>. (B4)

The emittance growth is given in terms of the beta function
at the octupole, with €ff, = ((xo + Lxj)?):

eio \/1 + %ﬁ—;(K3L0)2’76<506>- (BS)

Assuming a Gaussian energy distribution at the chicane
entrance we find (5,°) = 150;. Inserting the dispersion
from Eq. (2) gives the expression for the emittance growth,
given by Eq. (9) in the text:

£ \/1 +iﬂ—(K3Lo(lh +1,)0°¢05’)*  (B6)

€0 12 ¢

APPENDIX C: EQS. (10)-(12) DERIVATION

In order to study the emittance correction scheme, we
first consider a beam with a linear chirp, A;; at the BC1
chicane entrance. The longitudinal position and energy
detuning, (s;,8;) can be expressed in terms of the initial
longitudinal position, s:
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01 = hyy89

S = Sp. (Cl)
Assuming the octupole is located at the halfway point of the
BCI1 chicane, the longitudinal phase space coordinates at
the octupole entrance are given in terms of the total BC1
R56:

0y = hy18¢
(1) (1)

R R
S2:S1+i51 :50+ih1150- <C2)
2 2
After the octupole, the transverse coordinates in the bend
plane of the chicane, (x,,x5), are given in terms of the

dispersion at the octupole entrance, 7;, and the octupole
kick:

Xy =m6; = nihyiso

1
.X',z = —K51>L1X23.

: (3)

At the chicane exit, the longitudinal phase space coordi-
nates can be expressed in terms of the BCI1 linear
compression factor, Cy:

03 = hyy80
1 1 s
§3 = 8p -+ Rg6)52 =35y + Rg6>h11S() = C—O
1
1
(o :—(1)' (C4)
1+h11R56

After transport through an accelerating section, the beam
acquires an additional linear chirp component, /,;. The
longitudinal phase space coordinates are given in terms of

the beam energy at BC1, E;, and BC2, E,, with Rg¢g = %:

h
04 = h11ReSo + hai53 = hyReeso +%So
i

(C5)

Again, assuming the second octupole is located at the
halfway point of the BC2 chicane, the longitudinal phase
space coordinates at the octupole entrance are given in
terms of the total BC2 Rsq4:

h
05 = hy1ResSo + %So
1

IR

2 2
R( ) SO h11R66Rg6) s
C 2 LYo

N S4+764

o (Co)

After the second octupole, the transverse coordinates in the
bend plane of the chicane, (xs, x5 ), are given in terms of the

dispersion at the octupole entrance, #,, the BC1 octupole
kick after transport through an accelerating section with nz
betatron phase advance, and the second octupole kick:

hy
Xs =104 =1 <h11R6650 +C—:S0>

X/S = (— ) :glEl X +6Kg )L2X5 .
V 252

At the BC2 chicane exit, the longitudinal phase space
coordinates can be expressed in terms of the total linear
compression factor, C,:

(C7)

h
06 = hi1 RS0 + %So
1

ha RP
S = 84 + Rg?é;; = C_ + h11R66Rg6)S0 + 216‘156 S0
C
=2 G o @ (C8)
G 1 + Cih11ResRsg + haRsg

It is convenient for our purposes to express the octupole
kicks in terms of the BC1 and BC2 chicane parameters and
linear compression factors. With this in mind, the initial
chirp can be expressed in terms of the BCI1 linear
compression factor and Rsg4:

1-C,

hyy = ——.
CiRY

(€9)

The transverse offset and longitudinal position at the BC1
octupole are given by:

-1
(1)°0
56

1 1 1+C
Sy = So(l +2h11Rg6)> = S0 2Cl ! .

In order to compare with simulations, we write x, in
terms of the compressed beam coordinate, s, with 7; =

0,(Lyy + 1y) and R = =20,2(Ly +21,,):

Xy =m6; =1

(C10)

) 1= 26
CR<>1+C1 2=
o+l G-
911d1+ lb11+C1

27]1 1- C1 5
T p)
R 1+C

(C11)

The BC1 octupole kick is given by:
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KL%}
)C/ = lKU)Ll 7ldl * lbl 3L Cl -1 3S23.
263 ln+30,) 0> \Ci+1

This is Eq. (10) as given in the main text. Similarly we write
the chirp at BC2 in terms of the BC1 linear compression
factor and total compression factor, from Eq. (C8) and
(C9):

(C12)

Ci—C (1-Ci)Rgs

h21 = P
CRY Ry
C,-C
5, = sol—é), (C13)
CCyRg

The transverse offset and longitudinal position at the BC2
octupole are given by:

C,—C,
X5 =104 = 772507(2)
C1CyRY,
%0 +Rg?5 G+G (C14)
Ss =—+—"04=80 =~
T, 2 %206,

Again we write x5 in terms of the compressed beam

coordinate, ss5, with 1, =60,(l; + 1,,) and Rg26) =
—20,%(Lp + 5 1)

2 C =Gy 1 Uty GG

Xg = — " 55 = — ss.
’ Rg?C2+C1 ; Oyl +31, Co + C >

(C15)

The kick from the second octupole, x/s(z)’ is given by:

1 (2) 1 ld2 + lb2 3 C2 - Cl 3
‘o= k¥r,— 3,
B0 76 293\, +21,) G+ C)

(C16)

This is Eq (12) as given in the main text. To express the first
octupole kick transported to the second octupole we write
X, in terms of the compressed beam coordinate, s5:

2 G(1-Cy)

_ L+, G(C-1)
? Rglg G, +C

Y0y +2y G+

Ss.

(C17)

The contribution from the first octupole, xg (1)° is given by:

IBLEL 1 (1)
/ _ (_1\n _ 3
xS(l) - ( 1) ﬁ2E26K3 L1x2
IBLEV T )
I 1\n L
X5y = ( 1) ﬁ2E26K3 L,

1 3 —1\3
x L ( Lo +2lb1 ) (C2(C1 >> 53 (CI8)
01" \lat +51pn G+ C

This is Eq (11) as given in the main text. The net octupole
kick after the second octupole can now be written as the
sum of Eq. (C16) and Eq. (C18). By setting this net kick to
zero, the relationship of the two octupole strengths can be
achieved as shown in Eq. (13).
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