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Nonperturbative algorithm for the resistive wall impedance of general cross-section beam pipes
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We present an algorithm for calculating the impedance of infinitely long beam pipes with arbitrary cross
section. The method is not restricted to ultrarelativistic beams or perturbative approximations with respect
to the wall surface impedance or skin penetration depth. We exemplify our algorithm with a calculation
of the impedance for rectangular metallic beam pipes. Unlike the situation in the perturbative regime,
where the beam pipe geometry modifies the metallic resistive wall impedances by only a multiplicative
factor, the beam pipe geometry has a more complex influence on the impedance when nonultrarelativistic
effects are significant and in the ultrarelativistic regime at both small and large frequencies. Since our
algorithm requires the boundary conditions at the beam pipe wall to be provided as linear relations
between the transverse components of the electromagnetic field, we discuss a general algorithm to

calculate these boundary conditions for multilayer beam pipes with arbitrary cross section.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Impedance plays an important role in the beam dynamics
of high intensity accelerators, being a leading cause for losses
and instabilities. There is vast literature addressing imped-
ance calculations in accelerators. See, for example, [1-3] and
the references therein. With a few exceptions, the vast ma-
jority of impedance studies address cylindrical [3—12] and
parallel-plane [13—16] beam pipes. Since these systems are
highly symmetric, characteristic modes can be decoupled
and analytical expressions for the impedance can be derived.
Of particular interest is the calculation of impedance in
multilayer beam pipes; the problem has been addressed in
the literature for both cylindrical [8—12] and parallel-plane
[14,15] geometries. Beam pipes of general cross section have
also been addressed in the literature [17-19], but only in the
ultrarelativistic approximation and for single-layered metal-
lic pipes in the frequency region where perturbation theory
with respect to the penetration skin depth is valid.

In this paper, we present a method for calculating the
resistive wall impedance for infinitely long beam pipes with
general cross section. Unlike previous investigations, our
method works for systems with large wall surface imped-
ances and in the nonperturbative regime for metallic pipes at
both small and large frequencies. Another important differ-
ence from the existing literature is that our method does not
impose an ultrarelativistic approximation. The ability to
calculate the impedance for nonultrarelativistic beams and
for systems with large wall surface impedance is extremely
important for machines like the Fermilab Booster synchro-
tron, which has laminated magnets characterized by very
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large surface impedance [13,16] and an injection energy of
400 MeV (y = 1.42).

To illustrate our algorithm, we calculate the impedance
of a rectangular metallic beam pipe, for both ultrarelativ-
istic and finite-y cases. The ultrarelativistic perturbative
regime is in perfect agreement with the work of Yokoya
[18], which showed that the rectangular beam pipe imped-
ance has a behavior similar to that of the circular and the
parallel-plane geometries, the difference being only a re-
normalizing factor. However, we find that this simple
renormalization is not valid at small and large frequencies,
nor is it valid in the frequency regions where the non-
ultrarelativistic effects are noticeable.

The algorithm assumes that the electromagnetic field
boundary conditions at the pipe walls are known and are
provided as linear relations between the field transverse
components. An example is the boundary conditions pro-
vided via the wall surface impedances. We discuss how the
boundary conditions can be calculated for multilayer beam
pipes of arbitrary cross section, using a similar numerical
method to that used for calculating the impedance.

In order to check the correctness of our code, we compare
the simulations with the analytical results for the parallel-
plane pipe impedance. Since, to our knowledge, the expres-
sions for the nonultrarelativistic parallel-plane impedance
as a function of wall surface impedances were never pub-
lished, we present briefly their calculation in here.

The paper is organized as follows. The impedance algo-
rithm is derived in Sec. II. In Sec. III the impedance of the
rectangular beam pipe is calculated. Conclusions are pre-
sented in Sec. IV. In Appendix A an algorithm designed to
calculate the electromagnetic field boundary conditions in
multilayer beam pipes of arbitrary cross section is dis-
cussed. In Appendix B we present a derivation of the
nonultrarelativistic impedance for the parallel-plane
beam pipe. Appendix C presents a modified version of
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the impedance calculation algorithm which might be use-
ful for numerical optimization.

II. FORMALISM

Inside the vacuum beam pipe, the electric and magnetic
fields are given by

-

N 0A

E=-Vb - or @))]
and

ZO = Cv X A (2)

where ® and A are the electric and magnetic vector poten-
tials, respectively. The equations for the potentials in the
vacuum beam pipe are

1 0P o
Vip—— — = -5 3
C2 81‘2 €p ( )
-1 92 +
V2A - 29z M) 4
> 1 0@

Equation (5) is the Lorentz gauge condition. Within the
Lorentz gauge constraint, the potentials can undergo a
gauge transformation,

A=A —Vy, (6)
o' =0 + 7
a g (7
with the gauge field satisfying
1 9%y
Viy ——=—2=0. 8
X~ 252 3)

The impedance describes the response of a witness
particle to the electromagnetic field created in the accel-
erator walls by a source particle. We assume a source
particle with a transverse offset (x, o) moving in the z
(longitudinal) direction with velocity Bc. The charge
density and electric current are given by

px,y, z1) = plx,y,z — Bet)
= pd(x — x0)8(y — yp)e' @ k), (9)

;(x’ ¥ 3 t) = j(x! y,Z— Bct)
= p&(x — x0)8(y — yo)Beze'@ ™. (10)
We are looking for synchronous solutions

E(x,y, 2z 1) = E(x, y)el@ ), (11)

H(x,y, z, 1) = H(x, y)ei@ k), (12)

where k = %

The impedance terms are defined as a derivative of a
given order of the electromagnetic force acting on the
witness particle with respect to the source or/and witness
particle displacement. Here we consider only the zeroth-
and first-order terms.

We assume the following definitions: The zeroth-order
longitudinal impedance is

F

= x=y=x=y=0. (13

qpBc
The first-order horizontal transverse impedances are

1 oF

Zy = —- fx=y=x=y=0, (14
igpBc dx
1 oF

Zy=— “(x=y=x=y=0, 15

igpBc dxg

where ZY (Z3) describes the effect proportional to the
displacement of the witness (source) particle. It is custom-
ary to define the transverse impedance with a factor of i [4].

For beam pipes with low symmetry it is possible that a
vertically displaced source particle kicks the witness par-
ticle in the horizontal plane or that a vertical displaced
witness particle is kicked horizontally by a term propor-
tional to its vertical displacement [20]. Correspondingly,
the following transverse impedances can be defined:

' 1 oF
Vo= ~(x=y=x0=yy=0), (16)

igpBc dyg

wy 1 JoF,
Zy = — x=y=xg=y=0. (17

igpBc dy

Similar equations can be written for the vertical
impedances.

A. Potential field equations

In Fourier space (x,y, k, ), for the charge and the
current given by Egs. (9) and (10), the potential equations,
Egs. (3) and (4), read

2 R

- +— — 2D = ﬁﬁ(x —x0)8(y — yo),  (18)
axr 0y’ €

2 A >

PA LA A= B L s sl — )2 (19
oz 9y ¢ €

where
w? K
=1 -2 =0 - p) = ot (20)

It is convenient to eliminate the calculation of the z
component of the vector potential by fixing the gauge
such that
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r=fo

21

This, together with the Lorentz gauge constraint, Eq. (5),
yields the following equation for the remaining compo-
nents of the vector potential:

9, A, + 9,A

WA, =0,

(22)

By employing Green’s Theorem [21], the solution for
Egs. (18) and (19) can be written formally as

®uw=%mw+fnmwm@mw

—fGMwM%®MML (23)

Ax,y(x’y) = fD(x’y;rl)Ax,y(rl)dl _f-G(x’y;rl)énAx,y(rl)dl’
(24)

where the one-dimensional integrals are taken along the
beam pipe contour in the transverse plane and

1
G(x’ s xl? yl) = - _KO(krR)»

25
2 25)
R=yx =2+ (=) (26)
is the Green function satisfying
2 °G
I TT G =8k x)oy—y). @D
ax? 9y

K is the modified Bessel function of the second kind, ®, is
the free space (i.e. no beam pipe) solution

! N,/
Dy (x, y) = — f G(x, y; X/, y')de/dy'
€o
= 2: EO Ko(k/x = 50 + (v = 0)?). (28)

and

D(x,y;r) = 9,G(x, y; ), (29)

where the normal derivative d,, is taken in ry, i.e., on the
wall contour, and outward.

1. Discretized equations

Equations (23) and (24) show that the solution is deter-
mined once the potentials and their normal components on
the beam pipe’s wall are known. Our algorithm finds the
solution numerically, by taking N points at position r; on
the contour. The discretized equations for the surface
potentials ®(r;) = ®; and 9,P(r;) = 9P, are

- - N71 -
D, =Dy + > (D;;®,

=0

—G,;;0D)), (30)

N—1

Ay = Z(Di,ijj — G, j0A,)), (3D
j=0

Ayi = Z (Di,jij - G,JGA“) (32)
j=0

The bars over the potentials indicate in our notation that
they are evaluated on the surface contour. The equations
can be written in a compact matrix form:

b =P, + DD — GaD, (33)

A, =DA, - GaA, (34)

A, = DA, - GiA, (35)

We have 6N variables, ®;, A, A,;, dD;, 9A,;, 0A,;,

i=1,N, and 3N equations, Eqgs. (30)—(32). The gauge
fixing condition, Eq. (22), and the field boundary condi-
tions provide the other set of 3N equations required to
solve the problem. A straightforward way to solve the
problem is to consider all 6N independent variables and
to reduce the problem to a system of 6/N complex linear
equations, as described in Appendix C. However, it is
possible reduce the problem to a set of 2N linear equations.
From Egs. (30)—(32) one can write the potentials’ normal
derivatives as function of the potentials,

D =UD + 9d™, (36)
0A, = UA,, 37)
A, = UA,, (38)
where
U=GYD-1I (39)
and
D> =G D, (40)

9™ is the normal derivative of the potential of a perfectly
conducting beam pipe (with conductivity o = 0).

So far the 3N surface potentials (®;, A,;, A,),i=T1N,
have been considered as independent variables. The gauge
fixing constraint, Eq. (22), eliminates one more set of N
variables. Equation (22) can be written as a function of the
normal and tangential derivative of the vector potentials.
By considering the discretized tangential derivative of the
potential to the surface to be

- D, —q
3 D; = —+1 (41)
where 2h; is the distance on the surface between the
points r;,; and r;_, one can write the tangential derivative

matrix as
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G j) = %(51',#1 —0ij-1) (42)
l

However, depending on the surface characteristics, a more

suitable discretization of the tangential derivative can be

chosen. At any pomt s | the surface is characterized by a

tangential Vector f; le + 1y ] and a surface normal vec-

nx,z + ny, ]. Equation (22) on the surface reads

(1,0 + nd,)A, + (1,0 +n,d,)A, =0.  (43)

tor ii; =

Employing Egs.
becomes

(37) and (38) the gauge constraint

(t,0 + n,U)A, + (1,0 + n,U)A, = 0. (44)

Equation (44) allows us to write A, and Ay as a function of
single independent variable A, thus

A, =LA 45)
A, =LA (46)

For example, one can choose A, as the independent vari-
able and express A, as a function of A,:

A=A, 47)
L. =1 48)
—([ya|| + nyU)_l(txan + nxU). (49)

However, other choices might be more convenient, de-
pending on the particular problem.

We reduced the number of independent variables to 2N,
(®;,A,), i=1,N. They are to be determined from the
continuity conditions of the tangential fields at the wall.
Using the potential equations, Eqgs. (36)—(38), (45), and
(46) in Eqgs. (1) and (2), the fields at the wall become

E.= Ll D, (50)
Y

E, == ® —iw(t,L, +t,L)A, (51)

ZyH, = c[(1,0) + n,U)L, — (1,9, + n,U)L,JA, (52)

ZoH,= B X it) , UD + ikc(t,L, —
(53)

Our algorithm assumes the boundary conditions form of a
system of 2N linear equations,

E,=R;H,+R\H, 54

Et == RZII:IZ + RQQFII, (55)

where the matrix R elements depend on the wall geometry
and on the electromagnetic properties of the medium out-
side the beam pipe. Often the boundary conditions can be
determined as an independent problem. We present an

t,L)A+ B(i X 7i), 9D,

algorithm for determining the boundary conditions for a
multilayer beam pipe with arbitrary cross section in
Appendix A.

As an example, assume that the wall surface impedances,

R .=

Z

(56)

m||ND1I

ml‘frjl

R, , (57)

Z

are known at every point on the surface. This would corre-
spond to Ryy;; = 6;;R,, R, =Ry =0, and Ryy;; =
8;;R,. These boundary conditions are specific to metallic
beam pipes characterized by large conductivity. The equa-
tions for (®, A) become

- R
)P + I:iw(thx +1,L,)+ Z—’c(zxan +n,U)L,
0

—(l‘y(')”‘i‘nyU)inIA:O, (58)
kR, . _ . R -
(i—2 — 2 B(f X n)ZU) lkc z (t L, —t,L)A
Y 24
R R -
= 5 B(E X 1), 5D, (59)
Zy
The problem reduces to the linear equation
MP =S, (60)

where M is a complex 2N X 2N matrix and P = (P, A)

and § o O™ o« ®, are vectors of size 2N. For our choice

of the boundary conditions given by Egs. (56) and (57),
= (0% 7: BG™Dy).

For beam pipes with specific symmetries, the number of
independent variables can be reduced by a factor equal to the
number of symmetries. For example, for the calculation of
the longitudinal impedance in a rectangular beam pipe, the
size of the problem can be reduced by a factor of 4. For the
calculation of the rectangular transverse impedances, which
require an off-centered source along one transverse direc-
tion, the size of the problem can be reduced by a factor of 2.

Many applications, such as numerical beam dynamics
simulations, require knowledge of the contribution of the
wall finite conductivity to the impedance. For this it is
necessary to subtract the contribution corresponding to
the perfectly conducting wall. For an ideal conductor

D(x,y) = Po(x, y) = > Glx, y;r)a®F.  (61)
J

The wall
potential is

finite-conductivity contribution to the
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D (x, y) = P(x, y) = *(x, y)
= Z[D(x,y; r)®; — Gx, y; 1) (9P, — 0D7)]
J

(62)

We would like to highlight a subtlety in the calculation
of the discrete Green function matrices G and D. These
matrices connect points along the wall surface and should
be derived from Eq. (23) by taking proper limit when the
wall is approached from inside. Since G(R) is singular for
R =0, and at small R

G(R) « —Ky(k,R) = In— (63)
where y, = 0.57721 is the Euler’s constant, we take
k.h;
Gu=—gon [Fasktie =21} o

A careful examination of
> N |
lir% D(¥ — iie, ¥)O(r)dr' = E(I)(?) (65)

when 7 is on the integration contour shows that

1

D;; = —. 66
iP5 (66)

B. Impedances

The forces acting on the witness particle are

k
F.=qE, = qi—®, 67)

Y
Fo= gE = BZoM,) = = 50,0, (69
F, = q(E, + BZ,H,) = — %aycb. (69)

The impedances defined in Eqgs. (13)—(17) become

k
7l — —iZOTﬁ(D(x —y=xo=y,=0), (70)
YBp

=y=x=y=0), (1)

i € 9°D

ZS = — - =
* "¥’B p axdx,

(x=y=x0=y0=0), (72)

" i 2P
7 =—2Zp——- 2
Y°B p 9xdy

x=y=xy=yy=0), (73)

wy i € azq)
Ze = Ly Hn—
Y B p dxdy
The calculation of Z? and Z,” requires the derivatives of
the potential at the witness particle position

(x=y=xg=yo=0). (74)

92D (82D(x,y; r) = PG yir) — )

- = — P - 76(13 75

ax2 Z ax2 J ax ( )
and

92G(x, v;r;) —
B, Maq)j)_ 76)
0xdy

0xdy g( dxay
Note that only the solution of Eq. (60) for a centered source
is required, as is the case for the longitudinal impedance.
Thus, the calculation of the transverse impedance due to
the witness particle displacement requires very small extra
computational effort after the longitudinal impedance has
been calculated and (®, 9®) determined.

Calculation of Z3 requires the derivation with respect to
the source particle position

G(x, y; Vj) a(ﬁj)>
dx0x '

7 0x dxg 0x dxg
(77)

Since the potentials on the contour are found by solving a
linear equation, the derivative with respect to x, can be
found by solving

JaP S
M =22 (78)
aXO aXO

where 3P — (BlI’ dA

dxg” dxg
ayo Wthh is required for calculating Z3’. The calculation of

94) Similar equations can be written for

the transverse impedances caused by the source particle
displacement requires solving 2N linear complex equa-
tions which are different from the one corresponding to
the longitudinal impedance.

III. RECTANGULAR PIPE IMPEDANCE

A. Discussion

The metallic beam pipes are characterized by large
conductivity and, implicitly, by small surface impedance

R =114y "’(":, (79)

where 0 is the penetration skin depth. Therefore the first-
order approximation in R, works very well in the ultra-
relativistic limit in the frequency region relevant for most
beam dynamics problems. In this approximation the im-
pedance is proportional to R ,. The approximation fails at
small frequencies when
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R

e A k=<t 80
Zokb or wocob? (80)
and at large frequency when
1
Rob=1 or k=[(PC) 81)
ZO bzILLr

as can be deduced from the analytical expression of the
impedance for the circular and parallel-plane geometries
[13,16]. For typical metallic pipes the small-frequency
regime is relevant for distances larger than z =
10°~107 m, while the large frequency regime is relevant
at short range, z = 10-100 wm. One might argue that
these length scales make only the perturbative region of
interest for beam dynamics. However, note that the short
(long) length scale is proportionally increased (de-
creased) by the increase in the wall surface impedance,
as can be inferred from Eqgs. (80) and (81). The wall
surface impedance can easily be increased by orders
of magnitude by increasing the magnetic permeability
and/or by reducing the conductivity. More complicated
structures, like laminated chambers, are also character-
ized by orders of magnitude higher wall surface
impedance [13,16].

The small-frequency regime is relevant for large dis-
tance effects such as coherent tune shift in chambers with
low symmetries [22]. The methods for impedance calcu-
lations for beam pipes with arbitrary cross section de-
scribed in [17] and in [18] do not address this region.

The large frequency regime is relevant for short
bunches; it is called the short-range resistive wall regime
in the literature [23]. For circular chambers in the ultra-
relativistic limit, Bane [23] showed that the impedance in
the large frequency regime can be modeled by a low-Q
resonator. The method described in [17] does not address
this region. Yokoya’s algorithm [18] addresses the large
frequency regime but neglects the contribution of the tan-
gential surface impedance R,. While the contribution of
R, to the coupling impedance is small in the ultrarelativ-
istic limit, it becomes important in the nonultrarelativistic
regime at large frequencies. By inspecting the analytical
results for the parallel planes [Egs. (B35) and (B36)] and

circular [Eq. 20 in [10]] geometries, one can see that the

first-order R, correction is O(kﬁ’), similar in magnitude to

the R, correction term [which is O(kR)].

Our algorithm calculates the impedance at small and at
large frequency and in the perturbative region, for both
nonultrarelativistic and ultrarelativistic regimes, as we
show in the next section.

B. Results

We present results for a rectangular steel beam pipe with
the conductivity o = 0.23 X 107 Q' m~! and dimension
2a X 2b. The longitudinal surface impedance R, is given
by Eq. (79) and R, = —R.. Ultrarelativistic, y = 1000,

and nonultrarelativistic, y = 1.42, cases are considered.
The vertical dimension is kept constant » = 3 cm while
the horizontal one is varied such as the ratio § increases
from 1 to 3. For a = 2b we find that the impedance is
already close to the corresponding parallel-plane limit.

First we benchmarked our algorithm by comparing
the simulations for a parallel-plane beam pipe with the
analytical results. The parallel-plane problem can be solved
analytically as shown in Appendix B. We find that the
algorithm converges to the exact results for N of order of
thousands.

In the ultrarelativistic regime and in the perturbative
region defined outside the range of validity of Egs. (80) and
(81), the longitudinal impedance is proportional to w?
while the transverse impedances are proportional to .
The same behavior is known for circular and parallel-plane
impedances. We define the proportionality coefficients c;,

Cwys Cwxs> Csys Cox by

R
A=z (82)
w oW 7S 7S\ — RZ
(Zy ’ Zx; Zy, Zx) — (cwy’ Cywxs Csy: Cxx) 7ka3 > (83)

as in Yokoya’s paper [18]. Our results agree with those
presented by Yokoya [18], as can be seen in Fig. 1. Here
we plot the coefficients on top of Fig. 8 from Ref. [18].
Note that the longitudinal impedance for a square

_________ o g s
WL(C|) _;
g i
s I /857 (o)
X Ly 4
5 05 [~ 490W/0x, (Csx) -
= \\ o"*-«‘-ﬁl S R P P 9
aw_/ay,. (C J
0’: \\ ¥ ( wy) i
X N oW, /dx,+8W,/8x,
U 00 9% B e —
- o i
|9 L
i o _..awx/axw (CWX) )
- ‘I‘.. o.,_[..o N R R 4
-0.5 ‘i e L S s
0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
(a—b)/(a+b)
FIG. 1. Perturbative region defined outside the range of

validity of Egs. (80) and (81). Ultrarelativistic limit, y =
1000. The longitudinal impedance is proportional to w? while
the transverse impedances are proportional to 2. The propor-
tionality coefficients defined by Eqs. (82) and (83), ¢; (cross), ¢y,
(plus), ¢, (star), c,, (diamond), and c,, (circle), are plotted
on top Yokoya’s [18] Fig. 8 Note that the impedances
for % =2 (% = (.33) are very close to the parallel-plane limit
(2 =1).

atb
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FIG. 2. Large frequency regime, v = 1000. The perturbation approximation fails when f> = 60 GHz. The real (imaginary) part of
the impedance is plotted with solid (dashed) lines. At large frequencies the longitudinal impedance (a) decreases with increasing ¢,
while the transverse impedances caused by the witness particle displacement (b) increase with increasing # . The transverse impedances
caused by the source displacement (c) and (d) decrease with increasing 7.

pipe, i.e., for a = b, is equal to that corresponding to a
parallel-plane chamber, i.e., for a >> b. Starting from a
square pipe and increasing ¢, the longitudinal impedance
decreases slightly until £ =~ 1.35 (Z—;Z =~ 0.15) where ¢, =
0.94, and then increases asymptotically back. The trans-
verse impedance caused by the witness particle displace-
ment increases from zero to the value corresponding to
the parallel-plane chamber when 4 (Z%Z) is varied from 1
to 2 (0 to 0.33). Because of the Panofsky-Wenzel theorem,
ZY = —ZY in the ultrarelativistic limit. The zero value of
ZY and Zy for a square pipe is a consequence of the
large degree of symmetry [20]. The vertical transverse
impedance caused by the source particle’s displacement,
Z3, has a small dependence on { while Z3 decreases to
half of its initial value when § (%) is varied from 1 to 2
(0 to 0.33).

The ultrarelativistic impedance in the high frequency
regime is presented in Fig. 2. For our parameters the
perturbation theory fails when f> =~ 60 GHz. At large
frequencies the longitudinal impedance and the vertical
impedances caused by the source displacement decrease
with increasing ¢, while the transverse impedance
caused by the witness particle displacement increases
with increasing 7.

Nonultrarelativistic effects dramatically change the im-
pedance at high frequency. In Fig. 3 we show the imped-
ance for y = 1.42. The w? behavior of the longitudinal
impedance is valid up to only = 0.4 GHz. Above this
frequency the impedances corresponding to different val-

ues of § are not proportional to each other. Above 1 GHz

the longitudinal impedance decreases with increasing
7. The transverse impedances caused by the displacement
of the witness particle increase with increasing 7. Note that
for the square beam pipe the transverse impedances ZY and
Zy' are nonzero, unlike in the ultrarelativistic case. Unlike
the ultrarelativistic case, ZY # —Z} as can be seen in
Fig. 3(b). The horizontal transverse impedance caused
by the source displacement, Z$, Fig. 3(c), decreases
with increasing § while Zj, Fig. 3(d), show negligible
dependence of £.

The small-frequency nonperturbative regime for y =
1.42 is shown in Fig. 4. At small frequencies the non-
ultrarelativistic corrections are negligible aside a multi-
plicative factor of 8 for the transverse impedance [14].
For our beam pipe parameters, this regime is effective for
f< =100 KHz. An increase in the value of the wall
surface impedance will, however, increase the character-
istic frequency of this regime by a similar order of magni-
tude. The longitudinal impedance has a similar behavior to
the one characteristic of the perturbative regime, i.e., a
small decrease followed by an asymptotic increase when
going from the square beam pipe to the parallel-planes
limit. However, the longitudinal impedance has no perfect
w? behavior and the difference between the real and the
imaginary part is noticeable. The transverse impedances
caused by the witness particle displacement, —ZY = ZY,
increase from zero to the value corresponding to the
parallel-planes limit. The horizontal impedances caused
by the source displacement Zj decreases to half when
going from the square beam pipe to parallel-plane limit.
The vertical impedance Zj shows a small decrease
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i . % approx =10 N
0
I
008 0.08 ~
o o
) )
+ S
< 0.04 0.04 =
N N
0 0
0

f (GHz) f (GHz)

FIG. 3. Nonultrarelativistic impedance, y = 1.42. The real and the imaginary part of the impedance fall on top of each other. Finite
v effects show for f> =~ 0.4 GHz. The impedances corresponding to different values of § are not proportional to each other.
(a) Longitudinal impedance. At large frequencies (above 1 GHz) the longitudinal impedance decreases with increasing §. (b) The
transverse impedances caused by the witness particle displacement, —ZY (dash-dotted line) and Z} (solid line), increase with
increasing £ . The plots for § = 2 (blue) and § = 3 (orange) are on top of each other. Note that —ZY # ZY, unlike the ultrarelativistic
case. (c) The horizontal transverse impedance Z3 decreases with increasing 7. (d) The vertical transverse impedance Z3 shows
negligible dependence on .

f (MHz) £ (MHz)
0 0.01 0.02 0 0.003 0.006
(@) alb=1 T 17 by T T
300 —ab=1.05 AT \\( ) e
R a/b=1.33 _ \ .
- F ——a/b=2 > N 20 <
£ <
K 10 =
N ey
E
N
0
60
o o
g a0 £
2 2
(=] (=]
N N
oo 20 <.
N N
om \ \ 10O \ \ 0
0 0.003 0.006 0 0.003 0.006
f (MHz) f (GHz)

FIG. 4. Small-frequency nonperturbative region, f<< = 100 KHz. y = 1.42. The real part (solid line) and the imaginary part (dashed
line) of impedances do not coincide. (a) Longitudinal impedance. (b) The transverse impedance caused by the witness particle
displacement increases with increasing ¢ . (¢) The horizontal impedance Z} decreases with increasing ¢ . The parallel plane Z is about
half of the square beam pipe Z3. (d) The vertical impedance Zj shows a slight decrease with increasing .

with increasing . Note that our algorithm captures well IV. CONCLUSIONS

the low frequency features of the transverse impedance,

namely that the real part goes to zero and the imaginary We present an algorithm for calculating the impedance
part goes to a finite value when the frequency approaches  in beam pipes with arbitrary cross section. The method is
zero [13]. nonperturbative, works at small and large frequencies, and
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does not assume the ultrarelativistic approximation. The
equations for the electromagnetic potentials are discretized
and the solution is obtained after solving a system of linear
algebraic equations.

The impedance algorithm assumes that the electromag-
netic field boundary conditions at the beam pipe wall are
known and are provided as linear relations between the
field transverse components. We describe an algorithm to
calculate the boundary conditions for the general case of
the multilayer beam pipe of arbitrary cross section.

Our simulations are checked against the analytical re-
sults for the parallel-plane beam pipe. We present an
analytical derivation of the nonultrarelativistic parallel-
plane impedance as a function of wall surface impedance.

We show results for a rectangular metallic beam pipe,
for both ultrarelativistic and finite-y cases. The ultrarela-
tivistic perturbative regime is in perfect agreement with the
work of Yokoya [18]. The rectangular longitudinal beam
pipe impedance is proportional to w? while the rectangular
transverse impedances behave as 2. This behavior is
similar to the one characteristic of the circular and the
parallel-plane beam pipes, the influence of the beam pipe
geometry being captured by a renormalization factor. We
find that this simple renormalization is not valid when the
nonultrarelativistic effects are important or in the ultrarela-
tivistic approximation at small and at large frequencies.
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APPENDIX A: ALGORITHM FOR THE
WALL BOUNDARY CONDITIONS OF
MULTILAYER STRUCTURES WITH

ARBITRARY CROSS SECTION

Our algorithm for the impedance calculation assumes
knowledge of the wall boundary conditions in a form given
by Egs. (54) and (55). For an infinitely thick metallic beam
pipe, the large wall conductivity limit makes it possible
to use the boundary conditions in Egs. (56) and (57).
Nevertheless, in general one needs to calculate the bound-
ary conditions by solving the electromagnetic problem
outside the vacuum beam pipe. Here we present a numeri-
cal algorithm for calculating the wall boundary conditions
for multilayer beam pipes with arbitrary cross section.

Let us assume that the medium outside the beam pipe is
characterized by Ohm’s law,

-

j=oE. (A1)

By choosing the gauge

- ad
VA+ S8 2 4 jod =0, (A2)
c- ot
the equations for the potentials can be written as
2 P
TELED _ro=o (A3)
ax*> 9y
and
27 92A .
PALIL A=, (A4)
ax? dy
where
A=k - eu,B? +iopo. (A5)

The solution for the potentials can be expressed as before,

®mw=fummwmwmw—fm@mnm9me

(A6)
and analogously for A. Fixing the gauge such that
2
A, = e,,u,,ﬁ(l S )q), (A7)
c GVMV

the same constraint as in the vacuum is implied for A, and A,

9,A, + 3,4, = 0. (A8)

Following similar reasoning to that described in
Sec. IT A, one can consider two sets of independent varia-
bles (P, A) to completely determine the solutions:

A, =gd, (A9)
0D = U, (A10)
9A,, = UA,,, (Al11)
A, =L, A (A12)
where
2
g = E,M,E<1 Y i ) (A13)
c erll’(‘r

The matrices U and L, are determined by the medium’s
properties and surface geometry.

Let us assume that the medium outside the beam pipe
extends to infinity, i.e., that we have a one-layer problem.
Only the surface potentials at the beam pipe wall are
present in the field equations. Note that these surface
potentials are different from the ones inside the beam
pipe with only the tangential electromagnetic fields being
continuous across the surface. The tangential fields at the
surface read
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E, = ik(1 — Bcg)®, (A14)

E, = —3”&) —iw(t,L, + tyLy)A’ (Al5)

w,ZoH, = c[(t,9) + n,U)L, — (t,3, + n,U)L,]A, (A16)

wrZoH, = B(f X ii),UD + ike(t,L, — t,L)A. (Al7)

By inverting the set of equations given by Egs. (A16)
and (A17), one can write

D\ _ H,
(3)- (%)
where HH is a 2N X 2N complex matrix. Using Eq. (A18),
Egs. (A14) and (A15) can be written as

(&)~ =(i)
E, H,
Since the tangential fields are continuous across the sur-
face, this equation represents the boundary condition used
in Egs. (54) and (55). Note that finding the boundary
conditions for one-layer problem implies calculating the
inverse of a 2N X 2N complex matrix.

Next we consider a two-layer problem, where medium 1
outside the vacuum beam pipe has as its inner surface the
vacuum beam pipe and as its outer surface medium 2. We
assume that medium 2 extends to infinity. We denote the
fields and potentials inside medium 1 at the outer surface
E..,E, H,,H,, ®, and A, and at the inner surface &,;,
e, hyy, s ¢, and @,. Equations (A10) and (A11) can be
rewritten for the potentials at the outer surface as

%1 = Ulci)l + Mlg{_)l,

(A18)

(A19)

(A20)

a_Ax‘yl = U1Ax,y1 + Mlc_lx,yl’ (A21)

where U; is a N, X N, matrix and u; is a N, X Nj matrix.
N, is the number of points at the outer surface while N, is
the number of points at the inner surface.

The boundary condition at surface 2 (the outer surface of
medium 1), is given by the equation

E_'zl ) — (I__Izl )
(E,l o\ iy )
where R, can be calculated for medium 2 in the same
way as R in Eq. (A19) was calculated in the previous
one-layer example. The system of equations given by
Egs. (A20)—(A22) and the fixed gauge condition Eq. (AS8)
is similar to that given by Egs. (36)—(38) and (22). One can
regard the inner surface potentials p, = (¢, @) as the
source for the electromagnetic field inside medium 1.

Therefore, for the outer surface potentials P, = (d,, A;)
one gets an equation similar to Eq. (60):

M,P, =S5,

(A22)

(A23)

where M, is a complex 2N, X 2N, matrix containing
information about the electromagnetic properties of me-
dium 2. S| elements are proportional to p; just as § is
proportional to the source potential ®, in Eq. (60).

By inverting M, one can write the solution as

Py = Bpy, (A24)
where B is a 2N, X 2N; matrix. Using Eq. (A24) and the

equation for the derivative of the potentials on the inner
surface deduced from Eqgs. (A10) and (A11),

i, =Vi® + v, (A25)
wl = VIAI + Ula_l, (A26)

one can write
Ip = up;. (A27)

Since the outer potentials (®;, A,) have been eliminated,
Eq. (A27) corresponds to Egs. (A10) and (All) for the
one-layer problem. From this point one can proceed as in
the one-layer problem.

Calculating the boundary conditions for a two-layer
beam pipe requires inverting two 2N, X 2N, and one
2N| X 2N, complex matrices. In general any extra layer
will add a new surface and will require inverting two extra
2M X 2M complex matrices, where M is the number of
points necessary to describe the fields at the new surface.

APPENDIX B: ANALYTICAL SOLUTION FOR
NONULTRARELATIVISTIC PARALLEL-PLANE
BEAM PIPE IMPEDANCE

For a beam pipe with parallel-plane geometry, due to the
translational symmetry along the horizontal direction, the
different horizontal modes are decoupled and the problem
can be solved analytically.

Consider a beam with a vertical offset y = y; moving
along the z direction between two parallel plates along the
x direction. The distance between the parallel plates is 2b.

The spectral decomposition along the horizontal direc-
tion can be written as

[D(x, y), Ay (x,y), A, (x, y)] = /j;[q)(n,y),Ay(n, ¥),A(1,y)]

X cos(nx)dn,

Axy)= j_m Ay (n,y)sin(nx)dn, (B1)
[H,(x, ), Ey(x, y), E.(x, y)]
= [7 (0. B30 E-(n. ) cos(noan,
[E(x, y), Hy(x, y), H,(x, y)]
= [ (En. ). Hyn ), B ) sinGrodn. B2)
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In Fourier space, (1, y, k, ), Egs. (3) and (4) read
?e

> —m® = =25 - y), (B3)
(?y €o
(:)214) 27 A
Fa m°A = —poBecpd(y = yo)i (B4)
where
2 k2
m=m - =t (B5)
c Y
The solution for the equation
92 5
—— —m?|G(y) = 8(y — yo), (B6)
ay
is
| .
G(y) = — =—— e~ Imb=y)l, (B7)
2|ml
The potential equations are
p e~ mlo=yol
o= + a,, coshmy + a,, sinhmy, (B8)
2¢ m
A, = mb,, coshmy + mb,, sinhmy, (B9)
A, = —nb,, coshmy — nb,, sinhmy, (B10)
A, = E(D, (B11)
c

where we have imposed the gauge condition Eq. (22).
The electromagnetic field components are

k —m|(y=yo)l
E = i—2<iei +a,,coshmy + a,, sinhmy),
v-\2¢ m
(B12)
. =P ooyl 4 (na,, — ikBcmb,,)coshmy
m2eg
+ (na,, — ikBcmb,,) sinhmy, (B13)
Ey = Sgn(y - yo)zL;Oe_me_)’o)l - (ma_m - lk,BC”flb_m)
X coshmy — (ma,, — ikBcnb,,) sinhmy, (B14)
= — - P —mly=yo)l
ZoH, = —sgn(y = yo)B5_—e "V
260
+ (mpBa,, — ikcnb,,) coshmy
+ (mpBa,, — ikcnb,,) sinhmy, (B15)

ZyH, = Zn—'B 2L;Oe”"|(>’*y°)| + (nBa,, — ikemb,,) coshmy
+ (nBa,, — ikemb,,) sinhmy, (B16)
K -
ZyH, = —c— (b,, coshmy + b,, sinhmy). (B17)
Y

The coefficients a,,, d,,, b,,, and b,, are to be determined
from the boundary conditions at the chamber walls.
The boundary conditions are given by the surface wall
impedance,

Ez(n)

_ - Em)
R.(n) = ) | s (B19)
which imply
E.(b) + E(=b) = R [H,(b) — H(=b)]  (B20)
E.(b) - E.(=b) = R[H,(b) + H(=b)]  (B2D)
E(b) + E(=b) = —R,[H.(b) - H(=b)]  (B22)
E(b) — E.(=b) = —R,[H.(b) + H(=b)]  (B23)

These equations yield two systems of two independent
linear equations. From Eqs. (B20) and (B22), one has

k R
am(—i—2 coshmb + —= Bm sinhmb)
Y Zy

R
— b, ikcy == sinhmb
Zy
p coshmy, 7mb(, k TRZ>
=———¢ i— ,

—+ <
2¢€ my? A

Z (B24)

2

R, kK
a,,m coshmb — bm<ik,80m coshmb + Z_X c— sinhmb)
o v

pcoshmy, _ . m
- _ emb T

= B25
2¢€ m (B25)

with solution
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& pcoshmyon—zﬁisechzmb + {#[z%—i—(i—é— 1)?71— i%RZR” tanhmb] % tanhmb} —mbgechmb
f” = 1_207” 2 . R k
Y €0 1 +ig+(£ —2)tanhmb +R *tanhzmb — L 2= £ tanhmb
BZy\m v BZy
(B26)
Equations (B21) and (B23) yield
k R R, inh k R
a m(—i—2 sinhmb + —= Bm coshmb) b, iken —% coshmb = Me"”b(i—z + B—Z), (B27)
Y Zy Zy 2¢ my Z
R, Kk inh
a,m sinhmb — bm(ikﬁcm sinhmb + —% ¢ coshmb) — PV oy T (B28)
ZO Y 260 m

with solution

"—ZB& sch®mb + {%[ % + (ﬁ - 1)[320 L RR, cothmb] %Ik— x cothmb} mbeschmb

: ko __ psinhmy, m_ 7 BZ,
=g =
ooy 2€ B&(ﬁ m) mb —# Z-;Ecothmb
(B29)
Note that the longitudinal component of the electric field is
k
= ¢, coshmy + &, sinhmy + — 2p e Im= wﬂ'm (B30)
For an ideal conducting beam pipe (R, = R, = 0), the electric field is
o Zoo [P =y K
= &5 coshmy + &7 sinhmy + — —— 7"Vl —, (B31)
v? 2€ |m|
where
k h
g = —j—— PEO0 pmmbgechymb, (B32)
v:m 2¢
- k h
Fo— _; K PSINMYO b, (B33)
K y’m  2e
The finite-conductivity contribution to the electric field is
E? = E, — E? = £% coshmy + £7 sinhmy, (B34)
where
R, 1R (K2 _ i RRsk
o _ _ Ppcoshmy, 5 70 m T+ [/32 (— 1) 2w tanhmb]
£ =¢, — & =—""—""sech’mb R , (B35)
2€g 1+ i,BZ (% )tanhmb + *tanhzmb - # A £ tanhmb
and
R 1R, (& i RRk
. psinhmy, R Tt [ x. (— — 1) S k cothmb]
Eg=§&,— & =——-——csch mb R . (B36)
2¢ ( )cothmb + RRe coth?mb — 4 Re £ cothmb
y? BZy m
1. Longitudinal impedance
The resistive wall longitudinal impedance is
ESx=y=y,=0 1 o0
Zlw) = - E x=y=y=0__ [ dnes, (B37)
pBc mpBc Jo
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2. Horizontal transverse impedance

The derivative of the horizontal Lorentz force, F,, with
respect to the witness particle’s displacement is

1 oF 1
S 2 = "—E (B38)
q ox v? k
The horizontal impedance is
1 OoF
78 = =7V = X =y = =0
X X lqp,BC ox X y Yo )
1 0
= — dnn? B39
7p Bk L nn-&, (B39)

Finally, the ideal conducting beam pipe impedance is

Ze = - Wplﬂck f: dnn*&y
= % ;T—OB 0°° dn %2 eMsechmb.  (B40)
Note that for large y, when m = 7,
75 = —Zv° = —2 ﬂ.[ dnme "’sechnb

in agreement with Laslett’s calculations [24], while the
resistive wall horizontal impedance is

1 (]
750 = =7V = — dnn?&9. B42
x X e /0 nn-&5 (B42)
3. Vertical impedance
The vertical Lorentz force is
F, 1 i
L= 9 Dd=-0E
q ,),2 Yy k y=z
_im =
= 7(5 sinhmy + &, coshmy)
L P im0
+sgn(y —yo) 5 5 —e "L (B43)
Y 26
The source transverse impedance is
1 oF
zy =~ —Sa=y=0=y,=0)
’ igpBc dayo ’
00 aé?
= — dnm —- =0). B44
Wpﬁckjo ] ayo(yo ) (B44)

Finally, the ideally conducting beam pipe impedance is

75 = £5 (3 =0
e Bck f nm (yo )
. m ZO 772
S 2mB f dnme "Pcschmb = —2 1B 12
(B45)

again in agreement with Laslett’s calculations [24].
The witness transverse impedance is

1
tquc ay

zy =~ e=y=0=3=0

= — dnm? B46

- ﬁck [0 nm-§, (B46)
Note that in the ultrarelativistic limit, i.e., when m = 7,
Zy = —ZY¢, in agreement with the Panofsky-Wenzel
theorem.

APPENDIX C: 6N INDEPENDENT
VARIABLES ALGORITHM

Although it is not necessarily the most efficient way to
calculate the potentials, we present here a straightforward
approach which considers all 6N variables, ®;, A,;, A
aD;, IA,;, aA},, i=1,N, to be independent. This ap-
proach offers a broader view of the equations’ structure
and might turn to be useful for numerical optimization and
parallelization for problems where large N is required for
convergence.

The fixed gauge condition, Eq. (22), on the surface reads

Ixa”Ax + l’lXa_Ax + lya”Ay + nya_Ay =0. cn
The electromagnetic fields at the wall reads
k-
E,= z?CD, (C2)
E.=—10,® — n,o® — iwA, (C3)
E,=—1,0y® — n,0® — iwA,, (C4)
ZoH, = Bt,0® + Bn,0® — ickA,, (C5)
ZoH, = — Bt ® — Bn,o® + ickA,,  (C6)
ZyH, = c(1,0)A, + n0A, — 1,0A, — n,dA,). (C7)
The boundary conditions [Egs. (56) and (57)] imply
fR — R, - -
l—q) ——=B(tyn, —t,n,)0® — ike —=(1,A, — 1,A,) =0,
' Z o
(C8)
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= R _ R -
—0)P— (ja)tx ——tctyaH)Ax - (ja)l‘y +—tctx8”)Ay
Zy Zy

R _ —
+c(n,0A, — n,0A,)=0.
Z

(€9)

The equations (C1), (C8), and (C9), together with

Egs. (30)-(32) yield

MP =S (C10)
. [1]
with
Mo My 0 0 0 0\[® ~d (2]
( 00 Mo \ @ [~ Do
0 0 M12 M13 0 0 oD 0
0 0 0 0 MyM;s|lA | | o S}
0 0 My My My Mss || 9A, o [
My O My My My, Mys A,y 0 5]
Msy Ms; Ms, 0 Ms, 0O ) ﬂy) 0/
(C11)

where P=(D,0P,A,, A, A, 0A,) and §=(—®,,0,0,
0,0) are vectors of length 6N. M,,, represents a N X N

block matrix, with the specific values

(6]
(71
(8]

My =My =My =D — 1, (C12)
= - - _ [9]
My, = M3 = M35 G, (C13)
. [10]
M5 = t,;9) (0, j), (C14)
[11]
M33ij = nxi‘s(i: ])’ (C15)
[12]
M34ij = tylaH(lJ J)) (C16)
. 13
M;s;; = "yi5(l, i) (C17) {14}
Myoij = =)@, j), (C18)  [15]
My = —jorgdl. )+ Zreroy(i. ). €19y 1O
Ry .
Myzij = — = cnyid(i, j), (C20) [17]
0
- .. R, . [18]
My = —jor,;: 60, j) — Z—Octx,-a”(z, ) (C21) [19]
R, . [20]
Mys;j = — Z_tcnxi(s(l’ i (C22)
0 [21]
ko,
Msy;; = 1?5(% i (C23) [22]
[23]
Ms,; = —&B(t — t,iny)8(i, j) (C24)
S1ij ZO xznyz yznxz L J]) [24]
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R_.
Msy;; = ika—;lty,»S(i, i, (C25)

R..
M54ij = _l.kCZ—;ltxi8(l., J) (C26)
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