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Analysis of shot noise suppression for electron beams
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Shot noise can affect the performance of free-electron lasers (FELs) by driving instabilities
(e.g., the microbunching instability) or by competing with seeded density modulations. Recent papers
have proposed suppressing shot noise to enhance FEL performance. In this paper we use a one-
dimensional (1D) model to calculate the noise amplification from an energy modulation (e.g., electron

interactions from space charge or undulator radiation) followed by a dispersive section. We show that, for
a broad class of interactions, selecting the correct dispersive strength suppresses shot noise across a wide
range of frequencies. The final noise level depends on the beam’s energy spread and the properties
of the interaction potential. We confirm and illustrate our analytical results with 1D simulations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In a bunch of random (uncorrelated) electrons, the
longitudinal density contains white noise fluctuations,
commonly called shot noise. While shot noise drives
self-amplified spontaneous emission (SASE) free-electron
lasers (FELs), the same density fluctuations may adversely
affect FEL operation. For example, the microbunching
instability, thought to originate from shot noise, can inca-
pacitate diagnostics and degrade FEL performance [1-7].
Shot noise also competes with external modulations in the
operation of seeded FELs [8,9]. Recent papers have pro-
posed schemes to decrease the noise level below that of
shot noise to aid the FEL process or for other applications
[10-12]. In this paper we use the approach of [13] to study
the evolution of noise as the beam travels through a system
with interactions between the electrons as well as disper-
sive regions. To simplify the analysis, we consider a
one-dimensional (1D) model system of a generic self-
interaction &, which changes the particle energies,
followed by a dispersive region Rsq, which converts the
change in energy to change in position (Fig. 1). We show
that, for a broad class of interactions, it is possible to
suppress density fluctuations below the shot noise level,
and we provide 1D simulations to confirm the result.
Future theoretical and numerical work will extend these
results to 3D models, and explore the feasibility of
demonstrating shot noise suppression experimentally.
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II. ANALYTICAL MODEL

A. Noise factor

To characterize the level of noise at a wave vector k, we
define the noise factor

1 .
F(k, s) = — elk[Zj(S)*Zl(S)]’ 1

(ks) = % ()
where z;(s) is the longitudinal bunch coordinate of particle
J at position s in the accelerator, and N is the number of
particles in the beam. We note that the noise factor can
equivalently be defined by F(k, s) = N|b(k, s)|?, with the
bunching factor b(k, s) = 3 ; explikz;(s)]/N.

The noise factor F(k, s) is a measure of the correlations
between particle coordinates at wave vector k. If the par-
ticle positions are uncorrelated, we find the expectation
value of shot noise, (F(k, s)) = 1. On the other hand, if the
positions are strongly correlated at wave vector k, we find
(F(k, s)) ~ N, with N > 1 generally; such correlated (or
“bunched’”) beams are found at the output of an FEL, and
as the result of the microbunching instability [6,7]. We may
also consider the case of an anticorrelated (or “quiet’)
beam, with (F(k, s)) < 1, below the shot noise level. In this
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FIG. 1. Schematic of our model system. Starting with an initial
electron distribution function f,(z, 1), the interaction and
dispersive regions produce a final distribution function
f¢(Z 7). The dispersion may be positive or negative.
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paper, we investigate the possibility of producing quiet
beams.

Though the noise factor is defined as a function of
accelerator position s, we are particularly interested in the
noise level at the output of our system, F(k, s;). Starting
from an initial distribution function at s,, we would like to
determine the resulting final noise level at s.

To facilitate an analytical solution, we will study the
simplified system of Fig. 1. We assume the particle
distribution is a function of position in the bunch, z(s),
and relative, normalized energy, 1(s) = [E(s) — Eyl/Ey,
with average beam energy E,. Though both z and 7 are
functions of s, we are primarily interested in the initial and
final coordinates, so for brevity we define z, n =
2(s0), (o), 2 ©) = 2(sy), n(sy), and F(k) = F(k, s¢). We
can then describe the system as follows. We start with a
simple N-particle initial distribution of particles,

fozi, -y 2w M1, -+, My). After an interaction period,
the energies are modified, giving distribution f,(z;, ..., Zy,
N1, ..., Niy). A dispersive region (assumed to have zero

interaction), then changes the longitudinal positions,
giving final distribution f (2, ..., Zy, 1, ..., fy).

B. Expectation value of noise factor

To calculate the expectation value, we break (F(k)) into
incoherent (j = /) and coherent (j # [) portions. First, we
treat the incoherent portion. With j = [, the phases cancel
and we find N terms, all equal to 1, giving

(F(k)sy = 1, 2

which is simply the noise level due to shot noise.

Next, we calculate the coherent portion. To find the
expectation value at the final accelerator position, we
integrate F(k) over the final particle distributions,
frZi ..o, 2y, My o, fiy). In general, f may be a com-
plicated function of all 2N variables. However, if we
assume the electrons are initially uncorrelated, then we
can write the initial distribution function as

N

folz ooz omy) = [T/ PG m), 3

with the single particle distribution functions for a beam
with Gaussian energy spread of o, and uniform longitu-
dinal density of length L given by

|

—n? /2031

0

elsewhere.

f(z,m) = )

We then express the final coordinates in terms of the initial
coordinates (Z, ) — z, 1), and integrate over the product of
N simple initial distributions, f(.

In the interaction region, we assume the bunch is
longitudinally frozen (z, n — z, 7)), and likewise in the
dispersive region we assume there is zero interaction
(z, 7 — %, 7). To further simplify the calculation, we
ignore any transverse effects. (The validity of the 1D
approximation will depend on the interaction of interest.)
Our resulting map from initial to final coordinates
then is

N
n;— ﬁj= n; + Zh(Zj,Z,-) Zj—’ﬁj =z +R56ﬁj, (5)
i=1

with dispersive strength Rsq, and /(z;, z;) the change in
energy of particle j due to the interaction with particle i.
We can now write the coherent portion of F(k) in terms of
the initial coordinates, and integrate over each single
particle distribution, f; = f(z;, 1,), to find the expecta-
tion value,

L/2 L/
(F(K))e =N [ dzyd, -+ [
-L/2

2
dzydmyfi-
/2
X fNeik{Zl ~ 2 Rss(m1 = m2) +Rsgl DY hlz1,z) =3 h(22>zm):|}’

(6)

where we have assumed the N> — N = N2 > 1 coherent
terms of the sum in Eq. (1) are identical, and we have
chosen j = 1, [ = 2 without loss of generality.

Our approach (following [13]) will be to explicitly sepa-
rate the zy, 7, terms. We assume the interaction depends
only on the distance between the particles, h(z;, z,) =
h(z, — z»), so we change variables, zj, 2z, 25 2 —
LZ o, withl =2 — 2, Z= (2 + 25)/2,and 7, =
Z;m — 2. Finally, we assume that the interaction is nonzero
only within a characteristic distance L;,, which is much
shorter than the bunch length L. We can then integrate over
Z and n; ... ny to find

0 1 .
(F(k))e = nge R f dg[_LN_z f drs -+ [ dTNe:k{ﬁRsc[h(;)—h(—mmsaz,”zg[h«w;)—h(—n)]}], )

—00

where we have defined the 1D particle density n, = N/L and we have used L, << L to both ignore edge effects and set the
{ integral limits to infinity. First, we note that the N — 2 integrals over 7; are separable and identical. Second, we assume

kRsqh << 1 so we can linearize the exponentials, yielding

2p2 2 [ : 1 -
(FO)e = moe i [~ agerei Ty @ 1+ 0] ®)

with definitions
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I'1({) = ikRsg[W({) — (=) + - -
I',() = ng [_oooo dT(ikRsﬁ[h(—q- + &) — h(—7)]

kPR3
2

[h(-7+ O —h=0P +--), O

where we have expanded I'; and I'; in powers of the small
parameter kRsgh. For I'}, the term linear in kRsh is non-
zero, so we drop all higher order terms. However, from our
assumption of a long bunch, the linear order terms in I,
cancel after the integration, so we must also keep the
quadratic term for I';. Combining the two square terms,
Jdrh(—7)*> = [drh(—T1 + {)?, we find

I'1({) = ikRse[h({) — h(={)]
L0 =nok R [ dlh(=r+ Oh=7) = h(=?). (10)

We may be tempted to drop I',, because it is second order
in kRs¢h. However, I'; is also raised to the power of N, and
with N > 1 generally, I, may even be the dominant term
(as for the microbunching instability, see e.g. [6,7]). In this
paper, we keep both terms, and will see that noise suppres-
sion occurs when I'; and I', are comparable.

C. Analytical expression: Weak interaction

If we consider a weak interaction under the stronger
assumption I'y < 1, we can solve for the noise level
analytically. Adding in the shot noise term again and
expanding Eq. (8), we find

(F) = 1+ nge PRl [7 agetry@) + D)

+ 277-8(k)}. (11)

We are interested in k # 0, and so will drop the 6 function.
(The o function arises from our assumption of L — oo. For
finite L, we will have a term that is nonzero for k < 1/L,
but even so our focus is on much shorter wavelengths.)

We can now identify the three regimes for (F(k)). For
zero interaction, we are left with only the leading shot
noise term (F(k)) = 1, which is simply the white noise of
an uncorrelated bunch. The I', contribution is positive
definite, so for I', > I'|, we find a correlated beam with
(F(k)) > 1. Finally, for I'; ~I',, the term linear in Rsg
cannot be neglected. If Rsq is chosen so that I'; <0, it is
possible to create an anticorrelated beam, with the noise
factor suppressed below the shot noise level (F(k)) < 1. In
this paper we consider the third regime.

Identifying the { integral as a Fourier transform (FT), we
rewrite the noise factor as

(F(k)) = 1 + ingkRsg[A(k) — h(—k)]e ¥R
+ n%k2R§6FT{ f Y drlh(~Dh(~7 + {)
_ h(—T)z]}e_szgﬁ‘T%, (12)

where A(k) denotes FT{A(7)}. We drop the second term in
the remaining integral because it has no { dependence, and
so its Fourier transform is nonzero only for wavelengths
longer than the bunch (k < 1/L). The first term is the
autocorrelation of #(7), which has Fourier transform
|(k)|?, yielding

(F(k)) = 1 — 2nokRsgIm[A(k)Je %R
+ n%k2R§6|ﬁ(k)|2e_sz§6f’%. (13)

If the energy spread is small (o, — 0), and the interaction
has purely imaginary Fourier transform /(k), we can write

the noise factor as a perfect square

(F(k)y = (1 = Y)* with Y = ngkRse Im[A(k)].  (14)

We suppress the noise factor below the shot noise level
when the suppression parameter is in the range 0 <Y <2
and the noise disappears completely for Y = 1. (We note
that partial noise suppression is possible even if the inter-
action contains a real component.) We are particularly
interested in interactions that can be approximated as
step functions near { = 0: h({) — AH({) + const, with
Heaviside function H, and interaction strength A. For
such interactions, we find A(k) « 1/k for high frequencies,
so that Y is independent of k. We are then able to simulta-
neously suppress bunching at a wide range of frequencies.

We can draw a broad lesson from Eq. (13); a quiet beam
is attainable from any interaction with primarily imaginary
Fourier transform, e.g., from step-function interactions (for
k # 0). We will treat the special cases of space charge and
undulator interactions later, but here emphasize that any
interaction with imaginary Fourier transform will suffice.
For example, the wake from a linac with periodic structures
also satisfies these conditions [14]. We have assumed neg-
ligible energy spread here; see Appendix C for a discussion
of the effect of energy spread on noise suppression.

For a physical interpretation of the requirement for
imaginary Fourier transform, we consider a test particle in
front of localized density spike of width 1/k. If A(7) > 0 for
T > 0, the test particle will receive positive energy change.
A positive dispersive region then causes the test particle to
move forward and away from the dense region. Likewise, a
test particle at the back of a dense region (7 < 0) loses
energy relative to the front particle for /(k) imaginary, and
moves backward and away in a positive dispersive region.
The end result is a reduction in the density spike and thus a
reduction in the noise. If 2(7) < 0 for 7 > 0, as is the case
for an undulator, we have the identical argument, but
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FIG. 2. Schematic of an interaction near a density spike (solid
green line). At left, for the space charge case, particles in the
front half of the spike gain energy, while particles in the back
half lose energy, and in positive dispersion, the density spike
shrinks (dotted green line). We have a similar result for an
interaction due to undulator radiation (right). At high frequency
(spike much shorter than undulator resonant wavelength), all
particles lose energy, but following a dispersive region with
negative Rsq we still find a reduction in the density spike (dotted
green line).

require negative dispersion. The process is illustrated in
Fig. 2.

D. Numerical approximation: Strong interaction

For stronger interactions, we may not be able to approxi-
mate I, < 1. If it is not possible to evaluate Eq. (8) analyti-
cally for an arbitrary h, we can carry out the integrals
numerically. Using the less stringent approximation
I'; < N (satisfied even for simulation parameters with rela-
tively small N), we take (1 + I',/N)N = exp(I',) to obtain

(F(k)) =1+ nge R f T Azt O[T 4T, ()] (15)

For physical interactions, I';y — 0 as { — o0, so the second
term, eFZ(Z)Fl (£), converges and can be integrated numeri-
cally. We cannot directly integrate the first term exp[I',(¢)],
because the 4#%(—7) in Eq. (10) has no £ dependence; in the
limit £ — oo, we find I',() — [, # 0, and the integral
diverges. However, the divergence occurs only for k = 0;
otherwise, I', exp[ik(] integrates to zero [which is why we
dropped the h*(—7) term from Eq. (12)]. Following the
same reasoning here, with

)= —nyk?R2, fo drh(—1)2, (16)

we explicitly remove the constant term exp[I’] to find

(FIO) = 1 + nge PR / " dL[(e"O — o) cos(k?)
+ ie" T () sin(kd)], (17

where we have used Eq. (10) to see that I'; () and I',(¢) are,
respectively, odd and even functions of /. We can then
integrate Eq. (17) numerically.

III. SPACE CHARGE CASE

A. Space charge interaction

So far we have not specified the interaction term, con-
straining only that the energy change # is a function of Z,
the distance between the particles. We now consider the
Coulomb interaction between two particles. We assume the
interaction occurs over a distance L, in the accelerator,
during which the particles are frozen longitudinally. We
consider a 1D system, treating the particles as uniform,
rigid sheets of charge with radius a, valid in the limit a >
v/k [15]. To calculate the relative change in energy due to
the longitudinal E field (E,), we integrate over the sheets of
source and test particles,

sgn(d) ¢°L, 2m (27

ym, 624776052f ff [
rldrlrzdrzdﬁldﬁz(yé’)

(2P +R+73- 07

with average particle energy ymc?, electron charge e, area
of sheet S = 7a?, and

1
sgn ({) = {0
~1

One of the 6 integrals trivially gives a factor of 27, and the
remaining integrals can be solved numerically to produce
the interaction /,.(/) shown in Fig. 3. We note that the
interaction will go to zero for ¢ > a/y, as required in
our derivation of Eq. (7). In the limit of infinite sheets
(a — o0), the E, field is simply

h({)=

18
2r rycos(0, (18)

>0

(=0 (19)
£ <0.

\ . . . . .
1 1
@ *
*g 1‘,/}‘ —— Average h (0)
s OBI\% - == h_() atr=0 |
5 ‘\ sc
E 0.6+ \\ EEREE hsc(f;) atr=a/2 1
= .
S 04t
=
2
2 021
=
0 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

Distance between sheets (y(/a)

FIG. 3. Space charge from a source sheet produces a change in
energy (h,.) in a test sheet located at a distance {. We calculate
the energy modulation to the test sheet by averaging over the
entire sheet (solid blue curve). Though E, (and thus A,.) is not
constant everywhere in the test sheet, we note that there is
relatively little variation near the center of the sheet, as can be
seen from K, evaluated at radius r = O (dashed green line) and
r = a/2 (dotted red line).

060710-4



ANALYSIS OF SHOT NOISE SUPPRESSION FOR ...

Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 14, 060710 (2011)

e

) 20
2SE() ( )

|E | =

so that the interaction causes an energy change per charge
e, of

e’L, 27r,L,

5sgn({) = Sy

YeaSym.c sgn({),  (21)

h.YC (g) =

with classical electron radius r, = e?/4meym,c>.

B. Space charge Fourier transform

In the simplified case of infinite sheets, the step function
at { = 0 dominates h(k), and we find a purely imaginary
Fourier transform,

~ 1A
Al = £, (22)
k
with definition
L
A, = h (23)
Sy

Following Eq. (14), we then define the suppression
parameter for space charge, Y. = nyRscA,., and we
expect broadband suppression for Y, = 1.

In the finite sheet model, when ¢ > a/y the interaction
falls off as 1/{2. The cutoff for () as { — oo determines
the noise suppression at low frequencies; the approxima-
tion of A(k) « 1/k breaks and we expect suppression to be
frequency dependent for small k. Averaging the energy
modulation across the disk gives (see e.g. [16,17]1)

() = 0 = 21, (0K W) 24)
with modified Bessel functions 7, (x), K;(x). As k — o0, we
find /(k) — iA,./k, reproducing the result for the infinite
sheet [Eq. (22)]. However, as k — 0, we find h(k) — 0, and
we expect weaker noise suppression.

C. Space charge simulation

To check our analytical result, we simulate the interac-
tion between particles in a 1D code. We load N particles
randomly within a bunch length L, with initial energy
spread o,. A particle at location z, interacts with all
particles within the range zo — L, <z <zy + Lj, and we
choose the interaction distance L, so that L > L;, > a/7y.
To avoid edge effects from a finite bunch, we enforce
periodic boundary conditions on the interaction.
Following the interaction, the longitudinal positions shift
according to Z = z + Rss17), where the relative energy 7 is
solely determined by the interactions of the first stage. We
can then calculate the noise factor (or equivalently the fast-
Fourier transform) of the resulting distribution, though

n Eq. (2) of Ref. [17], the Bessel function should be K, not K.

70 70
> 60 > 60
2 2
§ 50 S 50 YW i e
Qo [m)]

40 40

30 30

0 20 40 0 20 40

Initial Position,yz/a Final Position,yz/a

FIG. 4.  On the left we show a histogram of particle density for
particles loaded with random longitudinal positions. At right,
following the interaction and dispersive regions, we find a
reduction in noise in the equivalent histogram. (The example
has nga =5 X 10>, Y = 1.)

even by eye it is apparent we have suppressed high
frequency noise (Fig. 4). In the limit of a cold beam, the
1D space charge interaction results in regularly spaced
particles, each separated by the local inverse density
1/n, (Fig. 5).

We check the analytical solution [Egs. (13) and (24)]
against the simulations in Fig. 6. For all space charge
simulations, units of length are normalized to the sheet
radius a, and for now we assume zero initial energy spread
o, =0.

D. Validity of 1D model

Throughout the paper we use a 1D model of sheet
particles (sheets distributed with random longitudinal
positions), so we would like to check that the resulting
interaction, Eq. (24), is a reasonable approximation of a 3D
distribution of particles. We may look to Ref. [15], which

J«mmmmxmmx AHAK KA M X X)J

% Shot Noise (uncorrelated)

® Quiet Beam (n a=5x10%Y=1)

0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1
Longitudinal Position (yz/a ,yz/a)

FIG. 5. Longitudinal distribution of particles in simulation
before (X) and after (*) the noise suppression process. For
oy, X1 /Rs¢ny and a 1D beam, it is possible to show that the
initially uncorrelated distribution gives way to a regularly spaced
beam with interparticle spacing 1/n, (see Appendix B). The
regular structure amplifies bunching at very high frequencies
k = 2arng and its harmonics, while suppressing F(k) at frequen-
cies below 2mn.
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FIG. 6. A comparison of simulation and analytical results
shows noise suppression as a function of frequency. With
Y =~ 1 at high frequency, we find strong suppression. At low
frequencies (k < 27r/a), we no longer have h,(k) = 1/k, so
suppression is weaker for the given parameters.

studies the difference between 1D and 3D models of
longitudinal space charge in the high frequency limit.
Though the 1D and 3D distributions of longitudinal fields
diverge at high frequency [see Egs. (9),11-13 from
Ref. [15]], we find that when averaged transversely, the
two models give approximately equal results.

The assumption of rigid 1D sheets may also overesti-
mate the noise suppression. Past work on noise suppression
resulting from plasma oscillations has found that 3D mod-
els lead to weaker noise suppression [10,11]. In our 1D
model we assume a rigid sheet of charge that moves
uniformly due to the average longitudinal field, whereas
in reality each particle moves independently. To check the
validity of our 1D model, we have written a 3D version of
the space charge simulation. We confirm the existence of
noise suppression for Y = 1, but with somewhat weaker
level of suppression. The 3D theory and simulations will be
published elsewhere.

IV. UNDULATOR RADIATION CASE

A. Undulator radiation interaction

As a second example, we consider the case of a beam
traveling through an undulator. In the 1D limit, we can write
down a simple, closed form solution for the interaction due
to a helical undulator [18], providing a convenient system
for studying noise suppression. For this reason, we neglect
the space charge component in the following analysis,
though we will see that in the absence of an amplifier [12]
the space charge effect is generally dominant. We then find
the undulator interaction (see Appendix A 1 for a derivation)

_ _ L
h(Q) = [ Au(l Nm) coskol 0L <N Ao (5
otherwise

with definition

reLu K2
Sy 1+K2 (26)

2 K2 N )\2
A, =2t =
Sy m,c” A
undulator strength parameter K, length L,, period A,, and
resonant wavelength Aq. This 1D expression is valid in the
limit
a>—Y 27

1+ K2

with a the transverse beam size [see Eq. (A20)].

B. Undulator Fourier transform

From Eq. (13), noise suppression originates from the
imaginary component of the Fourier transform. For the
undulator case,

i = [ azein, (o)

= —A,N, A, j : dZ(1 — &) cosale™i  (28)
0

with definitions / = {/N,Ag, @ = 27N, and m = k/k,.
Integrating gives
m
(m? — Da
B i(l + m?)(1 — eim“)]
(m2 — 1)2a? g
with N, assumed to be an integer. At high frequencies

(m > 1), we neglect the second term, and find a purely
imaginary FT:

l:i u(k) = _iAuNu)‘OI:

(29)

- A
h (k) =~ —i—=. (30)

k
As in the space charge case, we use Eq. (14) to define the
suppression parameter Y, = —A,nyRse. In general, i, (k)

is not purely imaginary, as stipulated in Eq. (13). However,
at high frequencies, the undulator interaction looks like a
step function [with the purely imaginary Fourier transform
in Eq. (30)], and the physical picture in Fig. 2 applies here
as well. Again, Y, has no k dependence, so we expect
broadband suppression.

At low frequencies, the approximation in Eq. (30) fails
and the Fourier transform will be complex. If we take the
limit of m — 1, then from Eq. (29) we find

k= k) = ~ANA(+ ) 6D
o

which is approximately real. We then find (F(k)) ~ 1 +

|, (ky)|* and consequently expect bunching to increase at

low frequencies. Note that |4, (k)| = (N,7/2)Y,, so for

N, > 1, we can expect an enhancement of ~N272/4 at
the fundamental when Y = 1.

It is interesting to note that at high frequencies, the

undulator interaction is strictly weaker than space charge
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[Eq. (26) vs Eq. (23)]. Because the interactions have
opposite sign, the undulator would only act to dampen
the noise suppression from space charge.

C. Undulator simulation

To check our analytical result, we again run the simula-
tion code but with the undulator interaction [Eq. (25)]
instead of space charge. We load N particles randomly
within a length L > N, A, and for the undulator case a
particle at location z; interacts with all particles within the
range zo — N,Ag <z < zp.

The simulations confirm both the analytical solution
[Eq. (13), valid for I'; << 1] and the numerical integral
[Eq. (17)]. In all undulator simulations, we normalize units
of length to the resonant wavelength Ay, and we assume
zero initial energy spread o, = 0. (In Appendix C, we
consider the effects of initial energy spread and energy
modulation to the beam.)

D. Undulator numerical integration

While we already know the noise factor in the weak-
interaction limit from Eq. (14), we would like to calculate
I', explicitly to evaluate the numerical integral. For Y = 1,
we find the weak interaction limit is equivalent to ny >
k*’L,. While the weak approximation is valid for many
realistic examples, to facilitate simulations we use low
particle numbers, where the approximation fails. For that
reason, we use the numerical integration, Eq. (17), to check
our simulations without the assumption of weak interaction.

Plugging the undulator interaction into Eq. (10) yields
(see Appendix A 2)

k*R2 1 1

6 12 12a 3{“(1_0
X [ozz(Z2 + ¢ —2) = 3]cos(al)

4321 - §) - 1]sin(a5)}).

r(“)(g) 56 A2N )‘0<
(32)

Plugging into Eq. (16) gives constant term for the undu-
lator interaction

'—Jl

_ moako(mRseA, )2[ 1 ]
_— |-+ 33
6 4da (33)

N
and then from Eq. (17) we find

()

(F(k)) =1+ 2ngae* Rse”n[A mRsg f die N2 (1 - )

X cos(a) sin(mad) + ki dZ(e MY

0

e~ NIy )cos(ma{)] (34)

which can be integrated directly. Simulations for the case
of N, = 1 show good agreement with both the analytical
result, Eqs. (13) and (29), and the numerical integration of
Eq. (34), though as expected the analytical result fails for

T T T T T T T

*  Simulation, N =1,n A =10°Y=1 ]
= = = Analytical Estimate (Weak limit)

é\ 251 —— Numerical Integral b
A7 R 4 S S Shot Noise Level
= 2r k
<}
g
15 1
2
g ) SRR LR R KRR AR RRRRREKRRRRRRREARRE

0.5 B

0t oot
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Harmonic Number (m)

FIG. 7. A comparison of simulation, analytical result and
numerical integral shows noise suppression at high frequency
for Y = 1. At low frequencies (m ~ 1), we find £, (k) is ap-
proximately real [Eq. (31)], and bunching increases to F' (k) =
1 = 2ngkoRse Im[11,,(ko)] + (nokRse)*|h, (ko) 1> = 3.

T T T T T

0.5 ]
% Simulation, N =1, n A =10%,Y=1

04r - - - Analytical Estimate (Weak limit) 1

o3t Numerical Integral |

02r

Noise Factor (<F>)

0.1r

== —_ e EAia

2 3 4 5 6
Harmonic Number (m)

FIG. 8. A close-up of Fig. 7 shows agreement with the ana-
Iytical expression starts to fail for m = 2, but the numerical
integral matches well everywhere.

% Simulation, N =10, n A =10°,Y=1

= = = Analytical Estimate
—— Numerical Integral 1
- Shot Noise Level

Noise Factor (<F>)

10

Harmonic Number (m)

FIG. 9. A simulation example for ten undulator periods shows
good agreement with the numerical integral.
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T T T T

61 o Simulation, N =1, nA=10% m=5.5 i
Numerical Integral (same parameters)
51 o Simulation, N=10, n %,=10°, m=20.5 %’ 1
- = =Numerical Integral (same parameters) ,
4 2 4 1
(1-Y) ;

Noise Factor (<F>)

Suppression Parameter (Y)

FIG. 10. Simulations show the noise factor for both N, = 1
and N, = 10 as a function of Y. When the approximation
k*N,Ag/ng > 1 is valid, the noise scales as (1 — Y)?. We
have chosen m so that &, (k) is approximately imaginary.

ng ~ k*L,, (Figs. 7 and 8). For a case with a longer undu-
lator (N, = 10), the numerical integration is essential for
comparison with simulations (Fig. 9). Simulations confirm
the noise factor’s quadratic dependence on Y [Eq. (14)]
when in the weak interaction limit (Fig. 10). At this point
we can also explicitly confirm the result from Sec. II C by
plugging A (k) and F(Z”)(Z) back into Egs. (8) and (10) (see
Appendix A 2).

V. EXAMPLE PARAMETERS

Though the focus of this paper is strictly theoretical, we
calculate the interaction strength for SLAC’s Next Linear
Collider Test Facility to illustrate the scale of parameters
involved. For the case of space charge over a length of
L,~ 10 m with beam cross section S~ 107 m? and
energy y ~ 100 MeV, we find A, = % ~2X107°.
A beam of 20 A (ny = 4 X 10" m™!) then needs Rs; ~
2 mm to produce Y = 1. We note that we are within the 1D
limit even for optical wavelengths (koo /vy = 25).

For the undulator radiation to dominate over the space
charge interaction, we may use an amplifier, as proposed
by Litvinenko [12]. The increase in the interaction strength
also has the benefit of decreasing the required dispersion
Rs¢, allowing for larger energy spreads and higher fre-
quency suppression. However, the larger modulation may
increase the beam energy spread (see Appendix C).

VI. CONCLUSION

We present a longitudinal 1D model of shot noise sup-
pression for a simplified system of an interaction region
followed by a dispersive region. In the limit of small
energy spread (|kRsg anl < 1), interactions with primarily
imaginary Fourier transforms can suppress the noise factor
below the shot noise level. We work out the specific cases
of undulator and space charge interactions, and confirm
both results with a 1D simulation. We note that a wide

range of imaginary impedances (e.g., linac wakefields)
may also reduce shot noise. In the 1D limit with small
energy spread, the suppression process may amplify
bunching at very high frequencies near the interparticle
spacing 1/ny.
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APPENDIX A: DERIVATIONS FOR
NOISE SUPPRESSION FOR THE
UNDULATOR INTERACTION

1. Helical undulator interaction in the 1D limit

In this Appendix we will derive Eq. (25) for the inter-
action of two slices of a bunch separated by distance ¢
during passage through a helical undulator and obtain an
applicability condition for our 1D approximation. For now,
we only consider the transverse field E | ; the contribution
from the longitudinal space charge field E_ is given in

Sec. III, with y replaced by y, = y//1 + K?/2 due to
the presence of the undulator [19].

Our derivation is based on the paraxial approximation
for the field of a relativistic particle from Ref. [20]. The
Fourier component (indicated by hat) of the field of a point
charge g (which we call a source charge) at a point with
coordinates x, y, z is given by the following formula [see
Eq. (28) in [20] ]:

a iwg [~ d7 L R
Einzno)="%" [T ot e 51 + i)

0z 2
(A1)
where
_ Is@) 7z 1) am
<I>—w|: v ;+E]+2c(z—z'){[x %o(2)]
+ [y =y (A2)

and H is the step function. In these equations v (z) is the
transverse component of the particle’s velocity as a func-
tion of coordinate z, xo(z) and yy(z) define the particle
trajectory, s(z) is the length of the trajectory as a function
of z, and v is the absolute value of particle velocity that is
assumed constant. The vector d(z’) is
x—x@E) . y—yl@).
—X—c —,

2=z 72—z
with X and y the unit vectors in corresponding directions.
The step function under the integral [Eq. (A1)] is missing
in Eq. (28) of [20]—a mistake that was corrected by the
authors in a later publication [19].

Let us consider a helical undulator of length L,. Inside
the undulator, 0 < z < L,, the transverse velocity of the
particle and its orbit are

a(z)y = —c (A3)
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cosk,z,

. cK . . -
v,(2) =7(xs1nk,,z +ycosk,z), xo(z)=—

u

Yo(z) =——sink,z, (A4)

u
where K is the undulator parameter, 7 is the Lorentz factor,
and k, = 27/, with A, the undulator period. Note that
since the transverse velocity of the source charge is zero
outside of the undulator, the integration over z’ in Eq. (A1)
is actually limited to the interval 0 < 7/ < L,.

Let us now consider a test particle of charge e traveling
in front of the source particle on a parallel trajectory shifted
in the transverse direction by vector XX + Y3 in such a way
that it passes through each point z earlier than the source
particle by time 7 > 0. The current density associated with
the test particle is

Jy. 2 = - 5(@)80x = x0(2) = XI6Ly = yo(2) = ]

z
(1)

s(z
6<() - (AS)
v
We can calculate the energy change U of the test particle
due to the interaction with the source one as the product
E - j integrated over the space and time

00 00 0 L, > -
U=l dtf dxf dyf dzE | (x,y,2,0) " j(x,y,2,1),
—00 — 00 — 00 0

(A6)

where we limited integration over z from 0 to L, taking
into account that E - j = 0 outside of the undulator, where
the transverse component of the test particle velocity is
equal to zero. Substituting Eq. (A5) into Eq. (A6) and
expressing the field E | (x, y, z, 1) through its Fourier trans-

form E, (x,y,z 1) = 2m)~ fdwe“”’EJ_(x Yy, Z, @) using

Eq. (A1), one finds

U=e[ El(xo(z)-i-X vo(z) +Y,z,—= ( ) T) v, (z)—— dz
0 v,(2)
so [ do [ [y (2) + X, (2
277'(:
+Y,z,0] v, (2)dz
_ieq [ Ludzd?
_27Tc4.[—oowdw,[0 Z—Z’H(Z 2
X[v,) () +a()] vy (2)e'®, (A7)
with

B S(Z/)_Z'_@
CIJI—a)I: Dt -I—C+T] 72( FHX #5002

—x0(&) P +[Y +yo(2) = yo (") P, (A8)

where we approximated v, = c.
Let us now assume that instead of a source point charge
q we are dealing with a thin uniformly charged disk of

radius ¢ moving in the undulator according to Eq. (A4).
This disk represents a thin slice of an electron bunch. We
assume that the radius a is much larger than the orbit
deviations from the straight line, a > |x,(2)l, |yo(z)|. To
calculate the energy change U of the test charge due to the
interaction with the source disk ¢, we need to average
Eq. (A7) over the disk surface, that is to calculate

_ 1
U=- f Udxdy, (A9)
SJs

where S is the cross section area of the disk and the subscript
S at the integral sign indicates integration of the surface of
the disk. Note that this integration cancels the term involving
d(z') in Eq. (A7), because it is an antisymmetric function of
X and Y [in the limit X > |xy(z)] and Y > |yy(2)|].
Calculation of U involves the following integral:

I= [ dXdYexp[ {[X + xo(z) = x0(2) P
s

2c(z —

Y + yo(2) — YO(Z/)]Z}} (A10)

If the factor w/2c(z — z') can be considered as large, that is

wa?

— > 1,
2¢(z — 7)

(A11)

integration over X and Y can be extended from —oo to o0
with the result

2ime(z — 7/)

1= (A12)

w

We assume that this is the case, and postpone discussion of
the condition Eq. (A11) toward the end of this section. We
then have

Sc?
Xexp(ia)[ (j/)—z—l S(Z)—i- +T])

C C

U=— eqf dw[ dzd7H(z—7)v ()7 (z)

(A13)

Using y >> 1, itis easy to find that in the helical undulator

Lo =2+ a+x) (A14)
v c  2cvy
and
K2
v,() v,z = " cosk,(z — ), (A15)

which gives
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U=

K? [« L,
_f4 5 [ dwf dzd7'H(z — 7') cosk,(z — Z')
SC’)/ —0o0 0

[z 7 )
X exp| —iw 707 (1+K*)—-T

2meqK? (L.
= — 77eq2 f dz /Z dz' cosk,(z — 7')
Scy 0 0

)

% 6<Z S+ K2 - T). (A16)
2cy

Noting that the integral over the § function can be written in

terms of step functions,

I
f dz’5<z S+ K- T)
0 2cy

2cy?

2;2 (1+K?) — T), (A17)

we calculate the last integral in Eq. (A16) as

( 2¢y’T ) 2¢vy*k,T
— cos :
L,(1+K?) 1+ K?
(A18)

Observing that ¢ = cT, Ay = A,(1 + K?)/2cy?, and
h = U/ymc?, it is easy to see that Eq. (A18) coincides
with Egs. (25) and (26).

Let us now discuss the applicability condition Eq. (A11).
The frequency w in this inequality we can estimate as 7!,
and characteristic value of z — 7' is 2c¢y?*T/(1 + K?),
which gives

_4aeqL, K?

=
S 1+K?

wa2

2¢(z — 7')

a*(1+ K%  a*(1 +K?)
2y T? V2
Equivalently, since we use the Fourier transformation of

the function £ [see Eq. (28)], with k = w/c, we can write
the applicability condition as

> 1. (A19)

k*a*(1 + K?)
Y

> 1. (A20)

2. Quadratic term (I',) for helical undulator

We calculate I', explicitly for use in the numerical
integral [Eq. (34)]. Plugging Eq. (25) into Eq. (10) gives

L) = o] [

—N, A

— fo drh,(—1 + {)hu(—T)], (A21)
=Ny, Ao+{

drh,(—1)?

where we have used h,(x) =0 outside of the range
0 <x <N,Aq to choose the integration limits. Plugging
in for h,, defining normalized variables 7= 7/N,A,,
[ =({/N,Ay, and @ = 27N, we have

_ 0
Ty(0) = noszgf)AﬁNu)\ol: [ d7(1 + )2 cos(a?)
-1

—[° ara+7-Da+9
F-1

X cos[a(F — {)] cos(aq")]. (A22)

We can then integrate to find

_ 1 1
rz(g) = n0k2R§6A3Nu)\0|:6 + m

+ o fall = @@ + £ = 2) ~ Heos(ad)

T 3[a2(1- ) - 1]sin(a5)}], (A23)
where we have assumed an integer number of undulator
periods N, to simplify the trigonometric functions. Note
that this expression is valid only for 0 </ < 1; while
Eq. (A23) does not look symmetric about ¢ = 0, from
Eq. (10) we know that I, is an even function of /.

In the main text, we use I', to evaluate Eq. (17). We can
also use I', to explicitly confirm the result from Sec. I C
for the high frequency undulator case by plugging
Eq. (A23) into Eq. (11). With I', an even function, we
can write the third (quadratic) term from Eq. (11) as

(F>(K)) = 2npe PRIIN2A L " dZ cos(mad)NTS(Z).

(A24)

We are interested in k # 0, so as in Eq. (17), we subtract
off the two constant terms. By definition, the product of
interactions must disappear for { > 1 (when at least one of
z; and z, cannot interact with the test charge), so we set the
upper limit to 1 and integrate to find

1
4at(m?—1)*
X {2m2a?(m? — 1)2 +4(m? + 1)*[cos(ma) — 1]
+4ma(m* — 1)sin(ma)}. (A25)

(Fy(k)) = =213k RZALN  Age s

In the limit m >> 1 the result simplifies to

2 1

m?a?

2

= Yﬁe_szgf»”ﬁ.
(A26)

Adding in the first two terms of Eq. (13) and taking the limit
of m > 1 and o, = 0, we confirm (F(k)) = (1 — Y,)*.

(Fy(k)) = n2k*R2,AZN2 )26 < K5

APPENDIX B: BUNCHING AT THE AVERAGE
INTERPARTICLE SPACING

In the cold, sheet-beam limit (treating each particle as a
sheet), we show that an interaction 4(/) results in nearly
full bunching factor at the intersheet spacing if there is a
step function at { = 0 (Fig. 5). To facilitate the calculation,
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we number our particles (sheets) such that z; <z
if i <k. The energy change for particles k and k + 1 is
given by

N N
AEk:Zh(Zk_Zi)’ AEk+1=Z/’l(Zk+1_Zi)- (B

i=1 i=1

To find the difference in energy modulations, AE, . — AE,,
we rewrite AE; . in terms of AE,,

N
AEi 1 =h(zjp1 —2) + D bz — 25+ 20— 24)
i7k

N N
~h(Az)+ Y h(ze—z) + Az > Wz —2)

i*k i*k

N
=AE, +[h(Az) = h(=Az)]+ Az D W'z — 2)),
ik

(B2)

where we have defined the initial distance between
particles, Az, = 7,1, — 7, and assumed that the average
spacing (Az) is small to make the Taylor expansion
in the second step. {Specifically, we assume [A({+ A) —
h()]/h({) < 1, everywhere except at the step function. }
Hence, the energy difference between the two neighboring
particles is

N
AEp ) — AE =[h(Azp) = h(=Azp)]+ Az > W (2 = z,).
i#k

(B3)

To compute the last sum, we replace the summation by an
integration (assuming, as before, a uniform longitudinal
distribution of particles in the beam). Skipping over the
region where we have explicitly assumed there are no
particles, for a longitudinally uniform beam we find

oj dzh'(z; — z)]

L+

N _
Zhl(Zk —z)= no[[Zk dzh' (z, —z2) +
i=1 —oo

=l [} caomo+ [ aome)]

~ —no[h(07) = h(07)], (B4)
where we have approximated h(Az;) = h(0~). For an in-
teraction with a step function at { = 0 of amplitude A =
[2(0%) — h(07)], we can rewrite
AEk+l - AEk = A(] - VloAZk). (BS)

The energy difference AE;,, — AE; depends linearly on
the initial distance between the particles (Fig. 11).

Following the dispersive section of strength Rsg, the new
distance between particles k and k£ + 1 is

x 107

—_
(=]

o ) 4 6 8 10
Initial z—step of neighbors (Az/A), |73

Energy step between neighbors, (AE,-AE, , )/E;

FIG. 11. The relative modulation between neighboring parti-
cles, E;+1 — Ey, is proportional to the initial distance between
the particles (sheets), Az. Simulation is for the undulator inter-
action, with Y = 1, ngA, = 10°. Particles that are closer (far-
ther) than the interparticle spacing, Az < 1/ng, lose (gain)
energy relative to the previous particle, and move away (closer)
in negative dispersion.

AZr];ew = AZk + R56(AE]<+| - AEk)

= R56A + (1 - R56n0A)AZk. (B6)
At full suppression Y = RssngA = 1, we obtain
1
Agiey = — (B7)
no

giving a uniform structure with interparticle spacing of
1/ny, as in a quasicrystalline beam [21].

The increase in noise at low frequencies [Eq. (31)] leads
to variation in local density, and thus variation in particle
spacing. From simulations we confirm Az}®" = 1/7,,
where 7, is the local density over a region of length L,
with 1/ny < L, < Ay/N,. In reality, the beam is not
transversely uniform as assumed in the 1D sheet model,
so we do not expect a rigid quasicrystalline structure.
However, we still expect to find an amplification of the
bunching factor at the inverse of the interparticle spacing.
Though the uniform beam is an intriguing theoretical
result, due to the requirement of cold beam (o, <
1/nyRs¢) and a true step-function interaction, practical
applications may prove elusive.

APPENDIX C: EFFECTS OF ENERGY SPREAD
AND MODULATION

In the main text we have treated only the case of vanish-
ing energy spread, o, — 0. When kRsqo,, = 1, the energy
spread factor exp[ —k?R%,0%] washes out noise suppres-
sion; at high enough frequencies, noise suppression fails.
To suppress noise for larger k we must decrease the dis-
persive strength Rss. However, from Y = RssnpA = 1,
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T T T

3+ l + Simulation, N =10, n A,=200, R, =-10%, Y=1 | 4

=

Final Relative Energy (1)

Final Longitudinal Position (z/})

FIG. 12. Phase space of the particles following both the inter-
action and dispersive regions. The example is for the undulator
case with uniform initial energy o, = 0.

weak dispersion implies a strong interaction A, which in
turn heats the beam. To determine an upper limit on the
interaction strength, we consider how the energy modula-
tion in the suppression process affects the energy spread of
the beam.

1. Energy modulation from noise suppression

The noise suppression process (interaction and disper-
sive regions) changes the particle energies, 1 — 1)
(Fig. 12). For the undulator case, the expected amplitude
of the resulting energy modulation for a single particle is

w2y = [ Niio () = A2 [0 'aE( — Preostal

_A§<4+ 6 _251n2a)

24 a? o’

(ChH

With « = 27N, = 27, we drop the final two terms. We
can then guess that if a particle interacts with on average

0.07
o Simulation, N =1

;]:‘_ 0.06 Analytical, N =1
: O Simulation, N =10
g 0.05r .
= Analytical, N =10
£ 0047
s}
=
z 0.03r
5}
(=]
=0.02r m\\m\q.\_r\‘—\

0.01 . : : : p

50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450
Particle Density (n )

FIG. 13. Energy modulation (A7) induced by the interaction
[Eq. (C3)] is compared to the result of repeated simulations for
the undulator case. The final energy spread is given as a function
of the particle per wavelength nyAy for N, =1 and 10, and
initial energy spread o, = 0.

T T T T T T T T

(98]

*  Simulation, N =1, n0l0=104,?»n/<An>=4
= = = Analytical Approximation
—— Numerical Integral ]
“““ Shot Noise Level

\S}

Noise Factor (<F>)

._.
I
E

0 N L L L

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Harmonic Number (m)

(=)

FIG. 14. Noise suppression for the case N, = 1 with (An) =
0,/5. For the parameters given, Ay, = Ag/8. With higher
charge density n,, suppression extends to shorter wavelengths.
N = nyN, A, particles, the expected energy spread will be
approximately

= noN, A
(Am) = JNEO) = 2204, (€2)
Combined with the suppression condition Y =
_noRsﬁAu ~ 1, we have
N, A 1
An)y = —[———, C3
(Am) ‘/ b1y Roc (C3)

for the case of maximum suppression (Fig. 13).

2. Suppression wavelength limit

The energy spread washes out noise suppression for
wavelengths below A, ~ 270, Rss. Expressing Ap, in
terms of the energy modulation, we find

N, Ay O
6ny (An)

From Eq. (C4), we note that suppression is possible even
when the modulation amplitude is small compared to the
beam’s natural energy spread, (An) < o, (Fig. 14).
Decreasing Rsq extends suppression to shorter wave-
lengths, but heats the beam. If we require that the interac-
tion has a negligible effect on the energy spread, then we
find a lower limit on Ay, when (An) ~ o,.

(C4)

)\min =

3. Energy spread for FEL

Our goal is to create a quiet beam, so we would like to
consider the extent to which reducing shot noise will
amplify energy noise. For example, FELs require energy
spreads smaller than the Pierce parameter p, giving
(Am) = 1073 for current x-ray FEL designs [22].

Quiet beams may be useful for controlling FEL start-up,
which is driven by noise, F(k), for SASE FELs, and from an
external radiation field for seeded FELs. However, there is
also a contribution to the FEL start-up from the energy noise
(23],
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Fo (k) = %Z % eME 2] (C5)
il

We note that F,(k) scales as 77, which is always
small. However, if #;(z) is longitudinally periodic (as can
be seen in Fig. 12 for k = ko), F (k) will also scale as the
number of particles N, which is generally very large. To
claim a quiet start-up for an FEL, we must ensure that
F, (k) < F(k).
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