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3D small-gain formula allowing strong focusing and harmonic lasing
for a ring-based x-ray free electron laser oscillator
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We present a detailed derivation of a formula for the small-gain calculation for an x-ray free electron
laser oscillator (XFELO) based on a medium-energy (3—4 GeV) storage ring. We found harmonic lasing
and strong focusing are essential for this beam energy range. Taking the small-signal low-gain formula
developed by Kim and his colleagues, we modified it in such a way that the gain can be calculated without
the “no focusing approximation,” and a strong focusing can be applied, as well as harmonic lasing. In this
formula, the gain is represented as a product of two factors with one of them depending only on the
harmonic number, undulator period, and gap. Using this factor, we show that it is favorable to use harmonic
lasing to achieve hard x-ray FEL working in the small-signal low-gain regime with the medium-energy
electron beam. Our formula also allows FEL optimization by varying the vertical gradient of the undulator,
the vertical dispersion, and the horizontal and vertical focusing, independently. As an example, we applied
this formula to study the feasibility of an XFELO option for the National Synchrotron Light Source II
(NSLS-II) upgrade. Since a quite high peak current is required for the FEL, collective effects of beam
dynamics in medium-energy synchrotrons significantly affect the electron beam parameters. We carried out
a multiparameter optimization taking collective effects into account. Note, even though our example is for a
ring-based XFELO at 3 to 4 GeV, the formula and, in particular, the approach developed here may be

applied to other types of FELs.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevAccelBeams.27.060702

I. INTRODUCTION

We present a more detailed derivation of the small-gain
formula for a ring-based x-ray free electron laser oscillator
(XFELO), published in the proceedings of IPAC2021 [1].
An x-ray FEL oscillator (XFELO) based on a transverse
gradient undulator (TGU) [2—4] considered by the APS and
SLAC collaboration [5,6] provides a promising direction
for a storage-ring-based fully coherent hard x-ray source.
The difficulty associated with the relatively large energy
spread of 103 in the storage ring is mitigated by intro-
ducing TGU and dispersion in the FEL by a trade-off with
increased transverse beam size.

The examples in the above references are for the electron
beam energy of 6 GeV. For a medium-energy light source
such as NSLS-II operated at 3 GeV, the first difficulty is the
relatively lower beam energy. To achieve a hard x-ray with
0.12 nm wavelength, an undulator period of less than 1 cm
and a gap of a few millimeters are required to satisfy
the resonance condition, which makes it very difficult to
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achieve the required electron beam quality. Under this
circumstance, we are obliged to consider harmonic lasing.

Our motivation for developing a gain formula with
harmonic lasing and strong focusing is that we found these
features necessary for XFEL in a lower energy range of
3-4 GeV. As a result, we need to justify the need for
harmonic lasing and strong focusing here in the
Introduction. The formula about 1D gain relation with
the undulator period 1,, field parameter K, and gap is
indeed simple, but the conclusion about the need to
consider harmonic lasing is by no means obvious because
we need to compare gain in detail: as far as we know, many
hard x-ray FELs in the world including those being
developed now are all using fundamental lasing without
optimization of harmonic number. We think if this opti-
mization procedure is applied, it may help to lower the
cost of future XFELs and also help to relax the require-
ments on the electron beam. In fact, we note here that
the method considered here is not only applied to XFELO
in 3 to 4 GeV storage rings as in the case we discussed in
this paper, it may also be extended to XFELO based on
superconducting linacs, it may also be applied to XFELOs
with higher energy and even shorter wavelengths XFELs to
relax some stringent requirements on undulator and elec-
tron beam parameters. The Maxell-Vlasov equations with
harmonic lasing and strong focusing included may be
incorporated into the high-gain FEL formula and applied
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to high-gain XFEL too. Without detailed gain calculation, it
is not clear whether or how much we can benefit from the
inclusion of harmonic lasing and strong focusing. Thus, we
are justified to give a more quantitative study of their
effects.

In this paper, we use a 3 to 4 GeV XFELO as an example
to study the possibility of harmonic lasing and strong
focusing because, on the one hand, one of our motivations
is to study whether it is possible to have an XFELO as an
option for NSLS-II upgrade, on the other hand, the main
advantage of XFELO is a combination of the synchrotron
and FEL capabilities and no need for a very expensive
superconducting linac. A storage ring FEL [7-9] can
operate at a high repetition rate (in the order of several
MHz range). Another advantage is that the single-pulse
energy of the storage ring x rays is higher because the pulse
is longer (10 ps as compared to 100 fs of high-gain FELSs).
The electron beam in a storage ring is extremely stable
because of the use of advanced orbit feedback. Storage
rings operate with a constant beam intensity provided by
top-off injection, so the pulse-to-pulse fluctuations are
small. Note that the harmonic lasing gain formula derived
here is also valid for a low-energy linac-based XFELO,
hence even though in this paper, our example is limited
to XFELO, the method may be applied to other types
of XFELs.

The harmonic generation and harmonic lasing, for high
gain FEL, are analyzed, for example, in [10,11]. However,
we need more quantitative analysis of the scaling relation,
particularly because we are considering the case of lower
energy and large energy spread. We adopt the approach in
Refs. [5,6] for the low gain formula which is based on the
low gain formula derived by Kim [12]. For this purpose, we
need to follow through with the gain derivation to explicitly
allow for harmonic lasing without taking the “no focusing”
approximation. Before going into more detailed analysis,
we first consider the gain formula in 1D Madey theorem
with harmonic number 4 and when energy spread is
negligible; the FEL gain can be cast in a form convenient
for scaling with harmonic number % and undulator period
A, as follows:

oue ()R E(S)) o

where K is the undulator parameter given by the peak field
Bpcax in the resonance condition

A K2
pRLTI 2
t 2y (+2> @)

Here y, is the resonant electron beam energy in the unit
of electron rest mass, 4, is the FEL wavelength, L, = N 4,
is the undulator length with the number of period N,,.
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the Bessel function factor, X = 27:6,(0), is the electron

beam cross-section area with rms sizes o, and oy, and /
is beam peak current. I, = 4zmc’ey/e ~ 17 kA is the
Alfvén current. ® = 7AvN, — 2nhzN, is the phase
advance in the undulator due to detuning, with n = (y —
Y0)/7o being the relative energy detuning of mean energy y
from resonance, Av = h(w — w;)/w, the laser frequency
detuning from resonance frequency w, = 2z/A,; with har-
monic number A.

The beam energy spread effect on the 1D gain given by
Eq. (1) can be estimated by averaging the third term
- (S82)2 over the energy space spanned by the beam.

For a given wavelength A, energy y, peak current /,
undulator length L, and the electron beam cross section X,
the second factor is constant. Although the 1D gain is
directly proportional to the ratio of harmonic number to
undulator period, the need to increase the harmonic number
h becomes clear only after we calculate the first factor
(%) as a function of & and 1, while taking into account
the resonance condition [Eq. (2)] and the relation of
undulator parameter K to the undulator period 4,, peak
field By, and gap g. Assuming the relation between By,
and g is given by the Halbach formula [13] for rare earth
cobalt magnets, we have

B elque&k

K = =903.43) Boeax | T],
2me u[m] peak[ ]
g 9\?
Bpeak = 3.33 exXp <_547ﬂ_ =+ 18(7) > (3)

For a given 4, and h, the resonance condition [Eq. (2)]
determines K, then Eq. (3) determines By, and the gap g.
K2[JJ)2h

A
a function of 4, for h = 1, 5, respectively, in Fig. 1(a). We
plot the gap g and K, respectively, in Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 2(a)
as function of 4, for h = 1 and h = 5. From Fig. 1(b), we
see that the range of period to satisfy the resonance
condition is between 4.5 and 8.2 mm for h=1. At
4.5 mm, the gap is zero while at the other limit 8.2 mm,
the gap is 5.5 mm, but K approaches zero in Fig. 2(a).
For h =5, the range satisfying the resonance condition
is above 9.2 mm, and the gap is above 7 mm when
A, > 2.2 cm. The narrow gap makes it a tough choice to
realize a Sm-Co based undulator for the first harmonic
FEL; from this point of view of gap alone, we would need
to consider the possibility of higher harmonics.

The main issue here is whether there is sufficient gain
with & > 1, i.e., whether the single-pass FEL gain is larger
than the total power loss of the x-ray cavity in a round trip.
We considered a bow-tie configuration with a 200 m
roundtrip and the cavity consists of four crystals and
two focusing lenses as identified in Fig. (3) of Ref. [14].
To estimate power loss and out-coupling through the cavity,

For a 3 GeV beam, and for 4, = 0.12 nm, we plot as
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vs A,, compare h = 5 with 1 = 1, showing the advantage of higher 4. We compare two points with the same gap of

g = 3.9 mm, the first factor is 8.4 for & = 1, while it is 21.2 for 2 = 5, even though this gap is too narrow to be practical. Another pair of

points has the same gain factor w
we considered a monochromatic radiation beam at 0.12 nm
with a Gaussian transverse profile in physical and angular
space expected at the steady-state XFELO. Since angular
filtering from Bragg-crystal in the reflecting plane domi-
nates power loss in the cavity, we stabilized cavities under
consideration by placing two Be lenses [15] with the same
focal length at either side of the undulator. The first lens
after the undulator collimates the diverging radiation beam
ensuring a parallel transverse profile of the radiation beam
while propagating through all crystals before the second
lens; the second lens then focuses the radiation beam at the
undulator center. Our analysis for monochromatic x rays
indicates highly transmissive Be refractive lenses with focal
lengths greater than 1 m are feasible for hard x rays [16].
We further confined crystal choices to symmetrical Bragg
reflection cases for simplicity and convenience and then
identified a few diamond Bragg crystals with very low
power losses. Our studies and the recent SLAC and ANL
articles [17-20] show the loss in each mirror is less than 1%
and two compound-refractive lenses (CRL) together con-
tribute less than 0.25% loss for focal lengths greater than or
equal to 20 m if the effective aperture of the CRL is bigger
than 3 times the rms size of the x-ray beam at the steady
state [16]. So, the total power loss in the optical cavity is
less than 4.5% and we can consider out-coupling up to
0.5%, then the total cavity loss including out-coupling is
less than 5%. As a result, we set the lower limit of the
required FEL gain to 6% to get some margin above the
lasing limit of 5%.

212

First, we consider the factor KTh in the 1D gain.

Figure 1(a) shows the advantage of higher h. The
examples show for the contribution to the first factor,
for the same gap, a higher harmonic number has a
higher gain, while for the same gain, a higher harmonic
number has a larger gap. The magenta points in Figs. 1

b 8.4, the gap is 3.9 mm for & = 1, while for 4 = 5, the gap is 6.1 mm. (b) Gap vs 1,.

and 2 are the working points we use in the following
sections.

However, the contribution from the third factor -& (S22)2
is more complicated. With a maximum of 0.54 at
® = —1.3, the term 2yhzN, = 2yzL, % in @ has a spread
proportional to i/4,. After averaging over energy spread
o, the increased spread would reduce the average value of
the third factor. To see its effect on the spread of ®, we plot
h/2, as a function of 4, in Fig. 2(b). For the pair of points in
Fig. 1(a) with the same first gain factor 8.4, we see the ratio

% increases from 1.2 for h =1 to 2.6 for h = 5. This

reduction is significant, hence the main question in the
following discussion is whether the gain reduction due to
the large energy spread can be mitigated by TGU and
dispersion sufficiently to maintain the required gain.

In the formulation developed in [5,6,12] about the 3D
gain, if we assume the gradient is in the vertical direction,
then the undulator parameter K = K(1 + ay), the energy
is y =yo(1 +1n), for ay < 1,7 < 1, the resonance con-
dition becomes

q N K?
2y%h 2
2
A TR+ ay)?
275 (141n)?

i K3 2K3
~ 1+-2) (1 -27). (4
2y5h< + Mo (4)

If we assume the dispersion D is in the vertical direction,
the vertical distribution in Gaussian takes the form

exp(—%). The centroid of the electron beam with

2
y

/1:

energy is shifted to Dn. For small 6,, y~ Dn and the
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FIG.2. (a) K vs4,,(b) ﬂﬁ vs A,. For the pair of points in Fig. 1(a) with the same first gain factor 8.4, we see the ratio % increases from

1.2 for h=11t0 2.6 for h = 5.

deviation from the resonance condition due to the spread in

2K2 24K
2+K%aD17 —-2n. If aD = Ko
reduction due to large energy spread is mitigated. However,
there is a trade-off with increased vertical beam size. The

n is given by then the gain

2K _ ..
term causes a deviation from resonance condition

2
Tlgg‘wy
in Eq. (4) and Do, increases the transverse beam cross
section X in the gain formula [Eq. (1)]. Both effects reduce
the gain and both are determined by the emittance and
focusing in the undulator.

To study the beam quality required for an x-ray FEL
working in the medium energy range, we apply the gain
formula developed by Kim [12] for optimization, with the
3D effect of diffraction, beam divergence, and betatron
motion taken into account, and in particular, with addition
to include harmonic lasing. We note that the “brightness
function” based gain formula was obtained with “no
focusing” approximation in Ref. [12] and extended to
the TGU case for fundamental radiation [5,6]. The no
focusing approximation essentially neglects the undulator
or external beam focusing effect. We realized that nonzero
focusing was required to optimize the gain with TGU for
harmonic lasing. During the optimization, we often arrived
at parameters that violated the no focusing approximation.
Hence, it is desirable to develop an approach to calculate
the gain without taking the no focusing approximation. In
this paper, we present a derivation of the gain formula
without taking the no focusing approximation and some
examples of the required parameters for a medium energy
storage ring such as NSLS-II.

In the following, we present a derivation of the gain
formula with harmonic lasing and without taking the no focu-
sing approximation, and some examples of the required para-
meters for a medium energy storage ring such as NSLS-II.
In Sec. II, we first follow [12] to describe the general 3D
gain formula that resembles 1-D Madey theorem, Eq. (23)

in [12]. This general gain formula is our starting point, which
is also the last step in [5,6,12] right before taking the no
focusing approximation. Although the equation does not
require a specific distribution, below we use a Gaussian beam
because it allows us to solve the equation analytically. Then
in Sec. III, we consider a focusing lattice interlaced with the
undulator, the system has nearly constant beta and dispersion
functions and hence has nearly constant transverse beam
profile in the undulator, this allows us to carry out a
multivariable Gaussian integration without taking the no
focusing approximation and reduce the gain formula to a
double integral, similar to the result of [5,6,12]. In Sec. IV, we
present some examples of gain optimization using the
formula to study the required parameters for an x-ray FEL
oscillator in a medium energy storage ring such as the
upgrade being considered at the NSLS-II. In Sec. V, we carry
out gain optimization with collective effects taken into
account. The result indicates the feasibility of XFELO for
a 3 GeV storage ring at NSLS-II. In Appendix A, in order to
clarify the notations in this paper and in particular to include
the harmonic number % in the formulation, we briefly describe
the steps that lead to the general 3D gain formula in Sec. I,
starting from the combined Maxwell-Vlasov equations.

II. GAIN FORMULA

The gain in small signal, low-gain regime taking into
account the 3D effect of diffraction, beam divergence, and
betatron motion, is given in the following Eq. (5), which is
Eq. (23) of [12], with a minor elaboration of introducing the
transverse gradient and dispersion for TGU as in [5,6]. For
convenience, we adopt nearly identical notation as [12],
with only a few exceptions to unite with the notations in
[5,6,12] and the notations we used in the early development
of the coupled Maxwell-Vlasov equations for high-gain
FEL [21-24]. The gain expression has multiple integrations
to be carried out for application as given by
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[ dndxdpF(x,p,n;0

%| qusAS’) (@.0)Us(n. ¢, p. %)

J 1A%

G =—c¢y
where x = (x,y), p= (vapy)’ ¢ =
We assume
. 9 e/ (207) (
X,P.102) = -—35———Xp
(2”)3/20px0py6’l

The electron beam density n, is given by ny=
[ dndp,dp,F(x, p,n;z), independent of z. ng is normal-
ized such that when D = 0, i.e., before entering into the
dispersion region, the peak density at x =y =0 is ny,
so [dndp,dp,F(0,0,p,,p,.n:0)[p_g = 1. We assume
the electron beam in the undulator is approximately
matched with constant betatron functions such that ¢, =
kpOy =01/ Prs Opy = kpyoy = 0y/By, Py = Z_)zc Py = 22
Here /3 represent betatron function and kj is its inverse.

A, (¢y. ¢y, z) is the angular representation of Fourier
transform a, of the horizontal electric field component £
at frequency ® = vw;, while the resonance harmonic
frequency is w; = hw, in Eq. (2), where w; = 2zc/; is
the fundamental frequency for fundamental wavelength 4,.
We have

1 , ,
Eley.z0) = —\/271/ e~k gmivhii=o) g (x v, 7)o dv
1 .
A (¢, }yiz 7) = Az/dxa (X,Z)e’k(x'/’ﬁy(/)y)’ (7)

where detuning from a harmonic frequency w; is given
by (0 — w,)/ws; = (v—h)/h = Av/h. The corresponding
|

2
A (s by 2) = \/%GXP (ik(z + izgy) %) LeXP ( ik(z + izgy) b’ ) =AY (¢, ¢,.,0) exp ( —

v

with A (qﬁx,qby,) 1

20'x

1 2
L (e k),

: 5
)P (5)

(¢xs y). F is the averaged smooth electron beam background distribution.

2
DPx
2

207,

X (y=Dn)?
20'_%

(6)

exp (— P2 P
P 26%,)"
|

wave number for frequency w is k = w/c = 2n/A = vk;.
Likewise, the undulator wave number is k, = 2z/4, for a
given undulator period 4,,.

We assume the input radiation a,(,o) (x,y,z), the solution
of the Maxwell equation in free space, is a Gaussian beam

aw?

2
2

Zry = 4%, where w, = 20,, and w, = 20, are correspond-

ing waist sizes in x and y, respectively; o,, and o,, are

respective rms sizes of the input laser beam. Since the

with frequency v and Rayleigh ranges zz, = and

factor A,(,())AZ(O) appears in both the numerator and the

denominator of Eq. (5), we shall take the constant coef-

(0)

ficients as 1 in a,” (x,y,z) wi in G. In other words,

1
E(x,z) ~ a,(, )(x v, z)exp(—ikz) =
Va:(2) Vay(z
x2 y?
x exp | —ik — ik lkz>,
( 29.(z)  2q,(z)

for q,(z) = z + izg,, and ¢,(z) = z + izg,. Then Eq. (7)
gives the angular representation of input radiation
A (¢, ¢,.0) in Eq. (5) as follows:

¢’ +¢)°

: (8)

Thus, the angular divergence rms values are 64, = 6,./2g, and oy, = 0,,/2g,. Similarly, the undulator radiation

amplitude in Eq. (5) is given by

L/2
U;(d.n.x.p;2) =/

-L)2
2

2Kj
(Av =2k, + v—-—s

where &,(¢, 1, x,p; s) = 2+ K

dse—ikx.d)ei ﬂ; ds &, (¢.n.x.pss1)

where X((s; X, p), Po(s; X, p) are solutions of the equations of betatron equation of motion

dXO o

ds = Px0»
dpyo

as e

k
akuyo +5((Por = 92 + K55 + (Poy = 4,)° + K5,38). - (9)
v _
ds Yo
dpyO 2
ds = _kﬁy)’O (10)
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with the initial condition xy(s = 0;x,p) = X, po(s = 0;
X, p) = p. Here we neglect the focusing introduced by the
gradient a, and we assumed the focusing comes from the
natural focusing and the external focusing by quadrupole
magnets and approximate the beta functions by constant
values.

About Eq. (9) representing the FEL phase, for the
introduction of the focusing terms k2 x3, we refer to [23],

as it is important for the development of Maxwell-Vlasov
equations in high-gain FEL theory, in particular, this term
allows the emittance condition € < %} to be relaxed for
sufficient gain in the early design of LCLS, and it is also
important for this paper itself. The derivation details can be
found in, for example, Ref. [25]. The ¢, in (pox — ¢, )?> was
introduced in Ref. [12] when Kim introduced the angular
representation into the low gain formula.

2
The second term v%akuyo in Eq. (9) is related to the
0

resonance condition [Eq. (4)], where ay represents the K
value change due to the vertical gradient a and vertical
displacement y in the transverse gradient undulator. This
extra term is discussed in Ref. [5]. It represents the detuning
due to the change of K value induced by the energy-
correlated vertical displacement. The first term in Eq. (9)
represents the detuning of the radiation and the detuning
due to the energy spread x. Thus the first two terms
combined represent the detuning due to the energy spread
being compensated by the detuning due to the effect
induced by the transverse gradient and vertical dispersion.
We can see this compensation effect also in Eq. (4).
K2[1J)ng
8mcleyy A%’
density, ng, at the peak is determined by current I =
ecnyX = 2rno.6yecng (the current of an approximately
flattop bunch with transverse Gaussian distribution). To
write the gain G into a form convenient for scaling with A
and 1, as shown in Eq. (1), we have (with Alfvén current
1, = 4xmciey/e)

The constant ¢;, = where the electron beam

IR R SIFA A
B Iy 73

(11)

C 4zmxay/12 '
To calculate the gain G, we need to carry out the multi-
variable integral in Eq. (5). Before the multivariable inte-
gration, the approach in [5,6] is to first take a “no focusing
approximation” by neglecting the terms kj xg + k5,5,
following the step prescribed in [12]. With this approxima-
tion, a gain formula can be transformed into a form where the
integrand becomes a convolution of the distribution function
|

k
§D(¢’ n, X, p’s) = 51(10)(11’)(7 P’S) - pr(S)¢ +§¢2

with the radiation brightness and undulator brightness.
This form is appropriate for a Gaussian integration which
finally leads to a double integral convenient for numerical
calculation.

The condition for neglecting k3 x3 in (po, — ¢,)* +
k5,5, because p, and kyx are about the order of kg,o,,
corresponds to require o, > kg0, This condition
becomes 64, > kj,0, in y. We found our optimization
often leads to a set of parameters that violate this condition,
in particular, when emittance is not very small and we need
to increase kg. In fact, in the example we developed in
Sec. IV, for ¢, = 80 pm, the optimized S, = 6.6 m and
Rayleigh range Zg, = 4 m give kyo, /04, = 2.3.

Hence, we would like to try to take into account the
effect of the betatron motion in the gain optimization
without the limitation imposed by this condition. For a
lattice of the undulator section with quasiuniform focusing
and constant dispersion, we consider a segmented undu-
lator interleaved with quadrupole doublets providing
almost constant beta functions and dipole correctors next
to the quadrupoles to keep the beam trajectory almost
straight for an approximately constant dispersion in the
transverse gradient undulator. We also need to include
proper phasers to match the wavefront propagation through
the segmented undulator. Although we have a preliminary
example of such a lattice, this work is still in its early stage,
and more studies are needed to work out all details and
determine the tolerances for the deviation from constant
beta functions and dispersion. This paper is only the first
step in this direction, the detailed lattice design and study of
its effects on the FEL performance is a separate R&D
project, which is outside the scope of this article.

When the beta functions and dispersion are kept approx-
imately constant, the beam transverse profile is approx-
imately invariant along the undulator, and the interaction
between the effects of the betatron motion, the dispersion,
and the FEL embodied in the integral in Eq. (5) is
significantly simplified. Under this circumstance, it turns
out that without neglecting the focusing, the multiple
integrals are still possible to be reduced to a double integral,
mainly because the integrations over x, p.,y, py, 1, ¢y, Py
are all Gaussian in nature, as shown in Sec. III.

III. GAIN CALCULATION BY GAUSSIAN
INTEGRATION

To write the integrand in Eq. (5) into a Gaussian integral,
we first separate the variable ¢ in Eq. (9) as follows:

2

2K k
where & (. x, p15) = &,(p = 0.0, x. pi5)) = (Av = 2up)k, + v ——L ak,yo + = (p? + kg + py kg v, (12)

2+ K3 2
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Because the last term in §£0> is invariant independent of s, X, and p, are replaced by their initial values x and p, and the

only term dependent on s is %akuyo(s). Since x + [3dspo(s) = x¢(s), we have Uj(¢.n.x.p;z) =
0

fL/2 dse=kxopib?s oi [ dsi! nxpis)) 4 Eq. (9), so the gain in Eq. (5) becomes

=—cply, (/ |A |2d¢> )

L/2 s (0) .
where Ile_///dndxdpF X, P, 7; ) |/ dsl,,e'Jo dsi&y (n,x.p,sl)|2

L/2

with I,,(s) = / ApAO) (¢p)e—kxo(5)b+i54s (13)

Substituting Eq. (8) into 1,,.(s) and using xo(s) = xcos( ) + B.p, sm( ) yo(s) =y cos( ) + pypy s1n( ) assuming the

constant beta approximation, we find

I 8) = i Pl )5+ 2y (357, (9 PIe8Dle ()5 + 2, 5157, + 0]
B cos? (i) | Bsin(y) _ Breos(p)sin(y)
where Cx(S)I—km, CPX(S)z— m, Cxp<S)=— m,
cos? ) Bisin®(;) By cos() sin(;;)
R e R bt T Al covemrr

</ |A© |2d¢> = 27w, Wy,

_ o [L/2 [L)2 P () o
Ilez///dndxdpF(x,p,n;O)an/ / dsdz|l, ()17, (2)] e Jo i wmsn i Jan el eps) (1)

-L/2J-L)2

Now substituting [ ds;y(s) into Eq. (12), we get

K k
s o pisn) = (v =2+ 5
0

2K2 2K
+v 7y K2 ak,pyy [sm( }) - s1n< V)} - 1/2 n K2 akuﬁ)p\ {cos (ﬁy> —Cos (ﬁy>:| (15)

Finally with £ lfo dslfy (n,x, p,sy) ——l dslé,, (n,x, p,s1) = —2ivk,(s — z), we have

L/2 [L)2 _ (s (0) . N (0) .
”_/ / ds‘”/ / / dndxdply, ()T, (2) F(x. pr 0)e! Jo 458" rsrisn) g1 Jy el (v (i ) (s — ).

-L/2 J-L)2

pi + kg X+ p3 kg y?)s

_ . (s (0) . . [z (0) .
Collecting all the exponential factors in I,(s)I%,(z) F(x, p,n;0) and in ¢ Jodne tncp ) o7l Jo &8T5 o 0ether
[see Egs. (6), (14), and (15)] and defining
2) = /Zre — i57/ZRy — 15\ ZRe + 127/ZRy + 12, (16)

we find
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:/L/Z/L/2 ( i2yku)(s—z)exp[iA1/k( -2)]

-L)2J-L2 Dg(s,z2) (27)*26,.0,,0,

>Ix(s,z)ly,7(s,z),
where 1,(s,z) = / / dxdp, exp(—®,)

and 1,,(s,z) = //dndydpyexp(—QDW) (17)
with
O .=A x —|—A,,xpx + B, pxpy,
A, 2;% D,, D, = 1=20¢[c,(s) + ci(2)] = ikkj,0%(s = 2),
A =gz Dpes D= 1= 203leuls) + ()] = hols =),
By = —2[cyy(s) + ¢3,(2)] (18)
and

A2 2 2
Dy, = Ay + Ayy” + Apypy + Byyyn + Bypyn + By + Byy + By py,

1 D? 1
A =—+—, A . =——D D, . =1-26% s — iko? —-2), 19
n 26’2’ +20§ py ZG%y Py Py opylepy(s) + cpy(2)] = ikop (s — 2) (19)
1 ok,
A, 52—§ [ey(s) + c3(2)] = likﬂy(s -2),
D ) ,
B, = — By, = =2[cy,(s) + c;,(2)]. B, = 2ivk,(s — z),
Oy
0 2K}
B, = —B,c,(s.2), B,, = Byfyc.(s,2), B, = Yo K2 ak.fy,

where ,(s.2) = [sin( ) sin( )} ce(s.2) = feos ﬂy) eos( )] (20)

®, and @, are quadratic polynomials in x, p, and in 7, y, p,, respectively. Their coefficients are functions of s, z only. By
linear transformation, they can be transformed into diagonal quadratic form. Hence I,(s,z) and I,,(s, z) are Gaussian
integrals. We give a brief description of the process of transforming to Gaussian integration in Appendix B. The result is

7 - 276 5,0,
X k]
\/(DxD — 0%6%,B2,)
3
I, = (27)2 0,040y exp <%03102> (21)
Dpy /Dy Dyy
where D,,D,.,D,,, B,, are given in Egs. (18) and (19) and
D —1 20 p2s2) (24 1 prB,%p
ny — JF("y+ 0,7) ) ,
y Py
Nny = CSSC?(S’ Z) + CO + Cscs(s’ Z) + Csccs(s’ Z)Cc(s’ Z) + CCCC%(S’ Z) + CCCC(S’ Z)' (22)

The sinusoidal functions ¢,(s, z) and c.(s, z) are given by Eq. (19). Their coefficients in N, (s, z) are also functions of
s, z given by
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BZ
) 2 —
C,=B2A, Cy=B (A i, ) C, = B,B,B,,.
2 2
C.. _m C. = ‘B (AA —1B2> C.:M. (23)
‘ Apy Apy 47" 24,y

With these provisions we find the gain G as adouble integral over s, z. First substituting Eq. (22) into Eq. (17) to find /., then
substituting 7, ([ |A©)(¢)|>dgp)~" from Eq. (14), and the constant ¢, in Eq. (11) into Eq. (13), with v ~ h, we finally have

hK2[JI2N (1 7? 2w w
c——<—><,ﬂz>~w> -

L2 L/2 _ A _
with I3 = / / —i(s — z) expliAvk (s 2)
—L/2J-L)2

D.D /D /D
N,y are given by Bgs. (22) and (23). The L2
, are expressed by the coefficients 3D = L2

(24)

N,, 1
o0 (52
px O'xpr ny r(s.2)

where D,,, L/2

coefficients in Dm N,

dsdz{—i(s — z) exp[iAvk,(s — Z)”‘)
L/2

Ay Ay Ay, By, B, Bm,B”,,B and Dy, D, D, of the
polynomlal (Dx, ®,, in the Gaussian integral, as given by ﬁ
' TEWEwy

Egs. (18) and (19). The expressions in these coefficients,
ce(8), cxp(5). Cpe(s). cy(5). ¢y p(s). cpy(s), are given in
Eq. (14). The sinusoidal functions c(s,z),c.(s,z) in
N,, are given in Eq. (19).

Because of the effect of the betatron motion, the structure
of the factors in /I3 is more complicated than the
corresponding double integral in [5,6]. However, the
numerical calculation of the double integral is simple, so
it is appropriate for optimization.

As a check, in the 1D limit, D

3 1 d (sin®)?2 2
2dd () ®d=Avk,L/2 77:2W2W2

Then G becomes the Gp given by Eq. (1).

IV. AN EXAMPLE OF GAIN CALCULATION

D,=D,, Equation (24) is the main result of this paper. As an

7? w)w)

o = LBy, =0, Dp(s.2) = 2pe2gy = The radla—
tion beam size is the same as the electron beam size
Oy =Wy/2 =0,, 6,,=w,/2 =0, If energy spread is

example, we apply this formula to explore the possibility of
a hard x-ray FEL oscillator for a light source at energy as
low as 3 GeV and explore the required electron beam
quality and undulator for an upgrade option of NSLS-II

negligible, 6, = 0, we have with an XFELO.

(a) (b) ©) () 000
0.0600 0.060
0.06
0.0575 0.059 0.055
© 0.0550 S © 0.058 ©
0.050
0.0525 0.02 0.057
s o 112 13 0.025 0.050 0.075 0.100 2 4 6 8 2 4 6 8
LAY D (m) Zax (M) Zay (M)
(e) ®) (9) (h)
0.060 0.060 0.060 0.06
0.058 0.055 0.055 0.04
(U] O (U] ]
0.056 0.050 5,050 002
0.054 0.045
0.045
0.00
5 6 7 8 4 6 8 10 -0.2 -0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0 20 40
Bx (m) By (m) (a = ao)/ao L (m)
FIG. 3. Maximum gain resulted from the iterative scan of detuning (a) Av, (b) vertical dispersion D, the input radiation Rayleigh

ranges (¢) Zgy, (d) zgy, beta functions (e) By, (f) By, (g) the transverse gradient (a — ay)/ g, and (h) the undulator length L. The variables
were scanned one by one taking the optimal value from the previous variable scan. All of the figures except the last one are calculated at
undulator length of 42 m where the gain reaches the maximum.
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TABLE 1. Parameters for maximum G.

E (GeV) I (A) 2, (em) h G (%) Ky e (pm) ¢, (pm) D (m) f, (m) B, (m) zg, (M) zg, (M) @ (m™") o, (kM) o, (pm)

3 73 226 5 60 129 80 1.7

0.05(V) 6.6 6.9 4.0 6.3 49 23 35

First, taking collective effects into account, we assume
a 3 GeV FEL at 0.12 nm, approximate the bunch as a
flattop pulse, and the current / = 73A for a bunch length of
180 ps. For this example, we assume a local coupling
correction in the undulator section to minimize the local
vertical emittance and to blow up the vertical emittance in
the rest of the ring for mitigation of the intrabeam
scattering. The revolution period is about 2.6 ps, so the

bunch current is 5 mA. As discussed in Sec. I, we plot the

K*[JJ)2h
A

of 4, in Fig. 1(a) and plot the gap ¢ vs 4, in Fig. 1(b). For

h =5, as a compromise between larger gain and gap, we

K*[JJ2h
Au

first factor in the 1D gain formula as a function

choose 1, =2.26 cm and =4.96 m~!, with gap
g="T75mm, Ky =1.29.

We assume the emittance e, = 80 pm, €, = 1.7 pm,
energy spread o, = 1073, and undulator length L =
42 m and scan the seven variables: detuning Av, dispersion
D, focusing beta functions f,, f,, the input radiation
Rayleigh ranges zg,,zgy, and the transverse gradient a
to find maximum gain. During the scan, we find the
transverse gradient a should be allowed to deviate from
24K}

K
close but larger than «.

The plot of the scan in the last scan cycle is given in
Fig. 3. The maximum gain is 7% in the last cycle for
dispersion at 8 cm. However, we limit the vertical
dispersion to 5 cm and the gain is 6.0%. In the subplot
of G vs L, the maximum gain is reached at L = 42 m. The
parameters for this setting are given in Table 1. In Table I,
the energy spread is o, = 1073, the undulator length is
taken as L = 42 m, the x-ray wavelength is A, = 0.12 nm

ag (Where apD = ). Actually, we find the optimized «

(@) 007

oos | =%

0.05

0.04

Gain

0.03

0.02

0.01

0 10 20 30 40 50
Ly (m)

FIG. 4.

and gap ¢g = 7.5 mm. For dispersion D, (V) is vertical
dispersion.

Although the vertical emittance of 1.7 pm seems quite
small, it is within the achievable range for a fourth-
generation synchrotron light source. A few projects already
consider operations with the vertical emittance of the same
order, e.g., for APS-U with 10% coupling, the vertical
emittance is about 4 pm [26], and for Elettra 2.0, it is
2.5 pm with 1% coupling [27]. During the commissioning,
ESRF-EBS demonstrated the measured vertical emittance
below 1 pm with full coupling correction [28]. For a ring-
based XFELO study assuming PETRA-IV parameters, the
vertical emittance of 2.7 pm is considered [29]. Note that
we consider the possibility of local coupling correction
to provide 1.7 pm vertical emittance within the XFEL
undulator section only.

We remark that no meaningful comparison can be made
between the formula derived in this paper and other
approximate formulas discussing higher harmonic gain
under similar conditions. First, because the 3D no-focusing
gain formula cited in the introduction does not consider
higher harmonics, and second, because the 1D gain formula
is too inaccurate and does not allow for comparison.
However, in Fig. 4, we provide a comparison with the
1D gain using the same set of parameters in Fig. 3 and use
this as a justification for the necessity for the newly derived
3D harmonic gain approximation.

The 1D gain does not take the diffraction and betatron
oscillation into account; thus, it should be much larger than
the 3D gain that considers those factors. However, when
we added the effect of the energy spread, which is large for
a storage ring, into the 1D gain estimation, the 1D gain
became much smaller (3 orders’ magnitude). Since in the

(b) 0.1
| —— —3Dat[,=42m
——1DatL,=42m
c
‘T 0.01
(O]
0.001
0 50 100 150

N, Av

1D gain compared with 3D gain formula derived in this paper. (a) Gain vs L,, (b) gain vs detuning at L, = 42m.
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3D case, we apply the optimized transverse gradient scheme
to mitigate the large energy spread of a storage ring, the 1D
gain has become smaller than the 3D gain, as shown in Fig. 4.
This can be understood via how the 1D and 3D gains are
influenced differently by the detuning. Because of these, the
1D calculation can change between either very high gain or
very small gain as we vary the different parameters, and none
of the results can be trusted, let aside whether it will provide
information about where the maximum gain is.

V. GAIN OPTIMIZATION WITH COLLECTIVE
EFFECTS

As one can see in the previous section, XFELO requires
quite a high peak beam current and small emittance. The
emittance of synchrotron light sources has been continu-
ously reduced in past decades. Implementation of the
multibend achromat (MBA) technology resulted in the
development of a new generation of synchrotrons with
much lower emittance. Recently, three new MBA-based
rings have been commissioned [30-32] and a few upgrade
projects are being developed worldwide [26,27,33-36]. We
consider an XFELO option for a lattice based on the
recently developed complex bend approach for the future
low-emittance upgrade of NSLS-II [37]. This lattice pro-
vides a horizontal emittance of 25 pm at a beam energy of
3 GeV fitting the present NSLS-II tunnel with a circum-
ference of 792m. We propose to place the 42m long
XFELO undulator in a straight section with a vertical
dispersion bypassing 3 out of 30 achromat cells.

However, collective effects of beam dynamics signifi-
cantly affect electron beam parameters in medium-energy
(34 GeV) storage rings because the beams are small in all
three dimensions and the particle density in the bunch is
quite high. The main adverse effect impeding the achieve-
ment of the required combination of beam parameters is
intrabeam scattering (IBS). To mitigate the collective
effects, higher-harmonic rf cavities are used for bunch
lengthening. The other strong intensity-dependent effect is
the bunch lengthening due to potential well distortion by
the longitudinal impedance of the vacuum chamber.

For a realistic assessment of a ring-based XFELO, we
carried out multiparameter optimization of the FEL gain
[Eq. (24)] assuming the vertical dispersion of 5 cm,
emittance, energy spread, and bunch length determined
by the lattice model taking into account the effect of IBS
together with the impedance-driven bunch lengthening and
higher-harmonic cavities. For the low-emittance synchro-
trons, the light-generating insertion devices make a major
contribution to the total energy loss per turn U, determin-
ing the radiation damping, so we include them in the lattice
model. We optimized the detuning Av, beta functions f,, f,,
the input radiation Rayleigh ranges zg,, zgy, and the trans-
verse gradient a to find the maximum gain. We optimized
these six variables using a gradient-based method imple-
mented in MATLAB [38] that is designed to work on problems

where the objective and constraint functions are both
continuous and have continuous first derivatives.

We applied the high-energy approximation of the IBS
theory [39]. The equilibrium emittance ¢, , and relative
energy spread o, are expressed as

2
8x0,y0 2 O-pO

Epy =T, oy =—""7,
1- Tx.y/Tx.y 1- TP/TP

where ¢, o and o are the emittance and energy spread,

respectively, at zero beam current; 7., 7,, and 7, are the

radiation damping times. T, and T, are the IBS growth

times given by

1 r5eN < €.y >‘/4 (0,)7%€,

— In————, 25
T, e eod \Gg)) " ney @
(A

! 26,,< X'y>1 (26)

- 9
Ty, ey Tp

ro is the classical electron radius, o, is the rms bunch
length, o, is the vertical beam size, and 77, , is the lattice
function given by

H = B + 2am0 + 70, (27)

where f, is the amplitude function of betatron oscillation
_ 1+a,

(beta function), a, = —f./2, 7, = 5
dispersion function and its derivative, respectively. As one
can see, the IBS strongly depends on the beam energy, so
its effect is not so significant for high-energy rings.

n, and 7, is the

ey/ex =3%; HHC:3; Z"/n =0.50 @

12+ 3.0 GeV i
3.5 GeV
4.0 GeV
10+ k
~ 8r T
ot
.E 6 - -
O
4+ i
2 - -
0 . . . .
0 1 2 3 4 5
I, (mA)
FIG. 5. FEL gain optimized for the beam energy of 3, 3.5, and

4 GeV, taking collective effects into account. Here, we assume a
constant coupling of 3%, a factor of 3 bunch lengthening by a
higher-harmonic cavity (HHC:3), and an inductive longitudinal
impedance 7 = 0.5Q.
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E=3GeV; HHC:3; Z”/n =0.50
12 T T T T
€ le =1%

X

Gain (%)

0 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5

I, (mA)

FIG. 6. FEL gain optimized for the beam energy of 3 GeV,
taking collective effects into account. Here we assume a local
coupling of 1%, 2%, and 3% in the undulator section and 100%
everywhere else, a factor of 3 bunch lengthening by a higher-
harmonic cavity (HHC:3), and an inductive longitudinal imped-
ance Z) = 0.5 Q.

The bunch lengthening caused by the beam interaction
with the longitudinal impedance was calculated using the
modified Zotter equation [40] in differential form.
The effect of higher-harmonic cavities was simply modeled
by a multiplication of the zero-intensity bunch length by a
factor of 3.

As aresult of the optimization, Fig. 4 shows the FEL gain
as a function of single-bunch current for the beam energy of
3, 3.5, and 4 GeV and for a low coupling of 3%. With the
constant coupling, the energy increases up to 3.5 GeV and,
especially, up to 4 GeV results in a feasible gain of 6% and
11.5%, respectively, but the gain is too small (limited to
within 2%) at 3 GeV and the XFELO looks unrealistic at this
energy. However, there is a hope to make a 3 GeV XFELO
feasible if it is possible to implement a local coupling
correction reducing the vertical beam size only in the
undulator section while keeping 100% coupling everywhere
else in the ring to mitigate the intrabeam scattering.
Although there is a theory developed a while ago [41]
and a few simulation studies, e.g., [42], the local coupling
correction is not a well-elaborated and widely used tech-
nique. So, the development of a realistic local correction
scheme needs a separate intensive study, which is out of the
scope of this article. We believe if a local coupling correction
is implemented to reduce the vertical beam size only in the
undulator section with coupling of 2% while keeping 100%
coupling everywhere else in the ring, the XFELO looks
feasible with gain reaching 6% even for 3 GeV energy. As
one can see in Fig. 5, the gain at 4 GeV is much higher with
the local 3% coupling (green curve) than the gain with global
3% coupling (red curve in Fig. 4) because of the significant
mitigation of the intrabeam scattering by keeping large
coupling outside the undulator section.

80 T T T T
———3.0GeV
70 F 3.5GeV :
40 GeV
60 b
50 b
< 40 F i
g
30 b
20 b
10+ 1
0 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5
1, (mA)
FIG.7. Peak bunch current calculated for the beam energy of 3,

3.5, and 4 GeV, taking collective effects into account. Here we
assume a factor of 3 bunch lengthening by a higher-harmonic
cavity and an inductive longitudinal impedance Z = 0.5 Q.

We know the peak bunch current is more familiar for the
FEL community, but here we plot the gain as a function of
the single-bunch average current [, because, in the ring
case, the peak current 7, = I, ‘/ZU—R where R, is the
average radius of the ring, depends on the bunch length
o,(I,) affected by collective effects, so it is not a constant.
This dependence is nonlinear and varies with the energy, as
shown in Fig. 6. So, it is not convenient to use the peak
current as an independent variable. For the convenience of
the readers in FEL community who maybe more familiar
with peak current as an independent variable, we present a
relation between peak current and average current in Fig. 7.

Although the gain shown in Figs. 4 and 5 is monoton-
ically growing with the bunch current, especially at higher
energies, one can see the slope is significantly decreasing at
higher currents. So, we limited the single-bunch current to
5 mA and the total beam current to 50 mA assuming a
uniform ten-bunch fill pattern, because a further increase of
the beam intensity is not so efficient for the FEL gain and
can be challenging due to shorter lifetime and possible
collective instabilities.

VI. SUMMARY

We developed a gain formula for a hard x-ray FEL in the
medium energy range between 3 and 4 GeV so that we do
not need to take no focusing approximation in the calcu-
lation, in the hope this can be of use in exploring the
possibility of x-ray FEL in this energy range. The formula
allows gain calculation with harmonic lasing and strong
focusing. We present an example to explore the limit of
stringent conditions for an XFELO at the lowest possible
energy. The example indicates hard x-ray FEL in 3 GeV is
feasible, even though it sets rather challenging conditions
for the storage ring parameters. The work presented here
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justified our future effort to make a low-energy hard x-ray
FEL possible. First, we need to develop numerical simu-
lations to confirm the analytical calculation. For example,
we need to use GENESIS code to confirm the gain calcu-
lation developed here, we need to develop a model for the
lattice in the undulator section to check the tolerances for
deviation from constant beta functions and dispersion,
undulator errors, etc. The required small local emittance
within the undulator section is the main challenge, we need
to study nonlinear dynamics, coupling correction, and
collective effects with extensive simulations and optimiza-
tion for the storage ring lattice. We need to study whether
the 1.7 pm local emittance is realistic, and if not, what
would be the lowest energy that would make it realistic if
we are not limited to 3 GeV. Actually, the 4 GeV option of
the NSLS-II upgrade is not an impossible consideration
either. In addition to these, we hope the approach of using
harmonic lasing and strong focusing to lower the energy of
hard x-ray FEL may be applied to other facilities. The
optimization procedure taking harmonic number and focus-
ing into account may also be applied to low-energy XFELO
based on superconducting linac or maybe even high-gain
single-pass XFEL. For higher energy XFEL (e.g., 6 to
8 GeV range), the optimization might also help to relax
some stringent conditions on electron beam, undulator
period, gap, etc.
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APPENDIX A: OUTLINE OF DERIVATION
OF FEL GAIN IN SMALL SIGNAL,
LOW-GAIN REGIME

The FEL gain is derived from the coupled Maxwell-
Vlasov equations, which initially was developed for high-
gain FEL theory [21-24]. Later it is used for small gain
FEL in [5,6,12]. We outline the gain formula derivation
here as given in [12] in order to clarify the inclusion of the
TGU, the dispersion, and we pay attention to the harmonic
number v % h in this paper. Many of the notations here have
been introduced in Sec. II when we introduce the gain
formula. The Maxwell equation in the notation here is
|

(; iAvk, +— V) ,(x.2)

——gn/dn/dprSF n.X,p;2),

where g, = % and noF(z,0.n,x.p) =k; Y 6(n—
17;)6(x = X;)6(p — p;)6(0 — ;) is the electron beam dis-
tribution function, 6 = (k; + k,)z — w7 is the micro-
bunching phase, and 7 is the time of electron passing
through z averaged over a period of the undulator. The
function F is separated into two parts F = F + 6F, F is the
averaged smooth electron beam background distribution in
Eq. (6) and 5F is the deviation from F including shot noise
in the beam and the microbunching due to FEL interaction.
6F,(z,0,n,x,p) is the Fourier transform of §F:

(A1)

1 .
5FD(’77X7 p’z) = \/—_/ewa(SF(Z797 7I,X, p)de (Az)

2z
The Vlasov equation is essentially the Liouville theorem
applied to perturbation theory in a small signal regime.
After Fourier transform from 0 to v, it is in the form

o .o o 0

0 — oF (n,x,p;

<az+ 0 Xox “’a) /01,%, p32)
P

2) = F(.%,p; 2),

= —h ,
hal/<x a

(A3)

where the Fourier transformed energy equation is
= [7e™d0 = ~hya,(x,y,z), with hy =4 K 5 b

2mcey
are given by betatron motion [Eq. (10)], and the phase
equation is

do Kj k
H:d—: u<2’1 OKZay> __lw(X’p)’

Z I+ 7” 2
where w(x,p) = p k/zixxz +py+ kﬂyy

To solve the coupled Maxwell-Vlasov equations with
two unknowns a,(x, z) and 6F,, we eliminate the unknown
o0F, by first solving the Vlasov equation [Eq. (A3)] to
express 6F, in terms of a,(x, z). Treating this linear partial
differential equation as a one variable linear ordinary
differential equation with 0F, as a function of z, using
the “method of variation of constants,” the result is

z 0 -
OF, (n.x.p:2) = 6F" (n.x.p:2) = h, / dsa, (xo.5) (%F(n,xax,p,z;s>,po<x,p,z;s>;s>>
0

2

vk K2 s
X exp (—Zimku(s—Z)Jri—'/ dzyw[X(X,p.2:21). Po(X. P, 25 21)] + ivk, —Kza/ dzlyo>, (A4)
z z

143

where OF, ,(,0) (n, X, p; z) is the solution without FEL interaction, related to the spontaneous radiation and will be neglected in
the small gain calculation, and x¢(X, p, z; 5), Po(X, P, z; ) are solutions of the betatron motion [Eq. (10)] with an initial
condition such that at s = z, X¢(X,p, z;s = z) = X, and py(X,p,z;s = z) = p.
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Inserting Eq. (A4) into the Maxwell equation [Eq. (Al)] and neglecting the first term which contributes to the
spontaneous radiation, we get the field equation for a,(x, z)

o . i 0
<a_Z_ZAVku +2_kv2>av X, Z gn /d’/]/dp/ dSF anO p()( ) )a ( (S),S)

k [ K32 s
X exp <—2iw7ku(s —2)+ ii/ dziw[xo(21), Po(21)] + ivk, 8" / dZIyO(Z1)>-
b4 —|- b4

(AS)
We abbreviate X (X, p, z; 5) as Xq(s), and similarly for py(s). X, p, z in the argument is implied, and k = vk,. The version
of this equation with the transverse gradient @ = 0 has been used as a dispersion relation [23] to derive the gain length

formula including the effect of finite emittance, diffraction, and betatron focusing on the development in the high-gain
regime for the first time.

Later, this equation was applied to solve for small gain regime [5.6,12]. Applying the transform % [ dxe™**¢«#3%,) in
Eq. (7) to both sides of Eq. (A5) converts it to a field equation for A,(¢,, ¢,:z) given by

(5 - vk - %2)&@;@ =52
z
where b(z; ) = /12 gnh /dndp/dX/qu’ exp (Ayk 7+ z§¢2 ) (n,x, p;z) (A6)

i ikx¢ 3 Zd . : d —ikxq’ L[5 d 1 . A ' 0
X P) e eXp l Zliu(¢v n,X,p; Zl) spe eXp |1 Zlgv((p >N, X, P; Zl) l/(¢ ’ )
n 0 -L/)2 0

K} k
and &, (¢'.n.x.p;21) = (Av—Zvn)ku+vk1 Kzay()(zl)+§W(X0(Zl)»p0(zl)_¢)~ (A7)
+5 2

The input rad1at1on AL (qﬁx, ¢y, z) in Eq. (7), the Gaussian beam, is the solution of this equation with b(z) set to zero.

When substituting A (¢x, ¢,.0) as A,(¢',0) into Eq. (A6) first-order perturbation, the equation is considered as a linear
ordinary differential equation with z as variable and b(z) as the inhomogeneous term, the solution at the end z = L/2 is

A (#:L/2) = A" ($:L/2) + AV ($,L/2)
with A ((;S L/2)—exp<lAyk L/2+ ¢2L/2> (gb’,O),

1 )
A,(,l)(qﬁ):—Pghhhexp(iAykuL/2+%¢2L/2> / dndp / dx / dgy'F(n.x,p;0)

0 L/2 . s K X , s’

X — dse’kxq’eXp(—i/ dzlép(tﬁ,n,x,p;z]))/ ds'e=xd em(t‘/ dzlép(qb’,n,x,p;zl)>Ay(¢’,0)-
onJ-r, 0 —L)2 0

(A8)

Here F(n, X, p; z) in Eq. (A6) has been replaced by F (7, X, p; 0) because it is independent of z. In Eq. (A8), and in Eq. (5)
of Sec. II, the x((s; X, p),po(s; X, p) in &,(¢p’, n, X, p; z;) are solutions of the equations of betatron motion Eq. (10) with the
initial condition.

The gain is defined as
_ f(\Ay(¢-L/2)|2 (AL (3 L/2) ) dep
1AL (s L/2)Pdep

zf(Aff’)*(qb-L/z) (p.L)2) +c.c)dp
J1AY (@:L/2)]Pdgp
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where the term of the second power of %2 gnh, 1s neglected.
Upon substituting Eq. (A8) with Eq. (A9), we arrive at the
gain formula of Eq. (5).

APPENDIX B: GAUSSIAN INTEGRAL
OF SEVERAL VARIABLES

We brief on the calculation of the three variable Gaussian
integrals 1, in Eq. (21) of Sec. III. The integral /, is a
two-variable Gaussian and can be considered a sim-
plified version of I,,. The exponent in I, (s,z) =

[ [ dndydp, exp(—®,,) is
@, = An'72 + Ayyz + Apypg + Byyyn + Bypyn

+ By + Byy + Byypy. (B1)

where the coefficients are given by Eq. (19). The first step
is to transform the coefficients of the three quadratic terms

1

to 1 by a transform A, = A,/ /A, y = y/\/A,. py =
py/ A,y SO

o/
Iy = —r——— [ [ dndydp,exp(~®,,)

D, = n”+ p§ +y2 +dyn+ cypy +an + by + gp,,

2
0

where a = \/_ _A [sin(;- ) Sin(/%)]’Ba = il/zzfgg x
B,, B,y aﬂ\

ak,fy, ¢ =7 d=—7rn and g =Znleos(y) -

cos([%)].

Next, we shift the origin to the maximum of ®,,,
at 1, pyo,yo by a transform n = n+ny, p, = py+
Py0:Y = ¥ + Yo, which is found by solving three linear
equations. The result is

< 40? + (4 - c?)
exp| —

1
" JAnSA /A

D, =X"mX =1+ p+(nd+cp,)y+y*
n 103
whereX= 1| p, |. m=|0 1 §
y 251

—4abd —4bcg+ (4 — d*)g* + 2acdg
4(4 _ C2 _ d2) //dndydpy exp(_(bylﬂ)

®,, is in quadratic form and can be transformed into diagonal quadratic form using the eigenvectors V of the matrix m

Now apply transform: X = VX with determinant det(V) =

1 2Ve? + d?
1 exp

d

c . B2
v (B2)

1

to obtain

T JAALA, d

Gw+fm—

c?) —4abd — 4bcg + (4 — &) g* + 2acdg)

44-2—dP)

x//dndydpy exp<—<1 +§>n2 - (2— m)pg - <2+ Jm)y?).

The integrals over 7,y, and p, are separately carried out, and finally, with a,b,c,d, and g substituted and rearranged,

the result is Eq. (21).
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