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Edge imaging in intense beams
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The appearance of rings of charge observed near the edge of beams from high-perveance guns is
described with a simple ray tracing technique inspired by the particle-core model. We illustrate the
technique, which has no analog in light optics, with examples from experiments employing solenoid fo-
cusing of an electron beam. The rings of charge result from the combined effects of external focusing and
space-charge forces acting on paraxial fringe particles with relatively large initial transverse velocities.
The model is independent of the physical mechanisms responsible for the fringe particles. Furthermore,
the focal length for edge imaging in a uniform focusing channel is derived using a linearized trajectory
equation for the motion of fringe particles. Counterintuitively, the focal length decreases as the beam
current increases.
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I. INTRODUCTION different than the corresponding distance for particles

The optics of charged-particle beams has been the Sut())_ngmatlng nhear the_ bea“.“ core. Although edg_e imaging
Can be reproduced in particle-in-cell computer simulations

ject of extensive study for many years [1]. In these studies;,_ .. . - ) . o
a close analogy with ray optics has been used, which iStartlng with a semi Gaussian (SG) partlc_le distribution
,8], we focus our attention here on experimental results

justified by the relatively weak beam currents or the hig and on a simple model that illustrates the role of space

energies of most relevant applications. Charged-particle : . o
optics that include the effects from self-fields, on the otherc?ar?e e_md tge scallr?gfof t?? focz;l fdlsta:jnce._ In t_he I_|m|t
hand, has been the subject of more recent investigationos a laminar beam, the focal length for edge Imaging in a
[2]. Two theoretical advances have played a major roleumforlm fOﬁusmg cShannlﬁl IS E_c?ualdto o_ne-hglf tge plasma
in understanding the effects of self-fields, thus faci|itatingmg‘i’setiﬁ”g}sﬁ‘ggle(frgrcﬁ ), whtle edge Imaging becomes
the design of low-energy, high-current beam transport SYSh the I?mit of zero space charge. In this case thegfo%al

tems: the Kapchinskij-Viadimirskij (or KV) particle dis- distance is equal to one-half th.e undepresséd betatron
tribution [3] and the concept of equivalent beams [4]. The

N . . . .“wavelength,\y/2.
KV d_lstrlbutlon, charactenzeo_l by_ unlf_orm particle densi We present in the next section results from experiments
ties in both space and velocity, is widely used to model|

. . , with a short solenoid, along with corresponding edge-
intense beams. The concept of equivalent beams, in turri1ma ina constructions inspired by the PCM.  Section I
states that a KV distribution can be used to approximate ging P y '

S Y . X ntroduces edge imaging in the context of the smooth ap-
any distribution if the beam boundaries and emittances o o : : : :
A . roximation, concluding with a simple expression for the
the two distributions are the same in a root-mean-squa

(rms) sense. On the computational front, the 2D particle-ocal distance. The last section is devoted to conclusions.
core model (PCM) £5,6] emeloys a K\/ dlstrlbutlon_for Il EDGE IMAGING WITH A SHORT SOLENOID
the beam core and “external” test particles for studies of
beam stability and halo formation in focusing lattices, un- The main experiment setup is illustrated in Fig. 1. A
der various conditions of beam matching and current. 5 keV electron beam with a pulse length of about 100 ns is
We have used a construction inspired by the PCM tdocused by a short solenoid placed 16.1 cm from the beam
model the emergence of rings of charge in experimentwaist, or about 19 cm from the thermionic, planar cathode
and simulations [7,8]. These rings are to be distinguishe@ mm diameter) of a Pierce-type gridded gun. A rotatable
from those resulting from spherical aberration [9], or theplate with a number of apertures is employed to collimate
spatial structures reported in connection to wave breakinthe beam near the beam waist, close to the gun exit plane.
in phase space [10]. We present in this paper newVe used four apertures with radii equal to 8 (full beam),
experimental results and theoretical insights to support th2.85, 1.5, and 0.875 mm. Table | summarizes the beam
existence of “edge imaging.” The phenomenon involvegparameters. The effective (i.e., 2 rms) beam radius of the
the focusing of fringe particles at a distance significantlyfull beam at the aperture plane is 3.2 mm; it is obtained
from a study of fluorescent screen pictures of the freely
expanding beam. A Pearson transformer is also employed
_ for beam current measurements.
*Also at Department of Electrical and Computer Engineering, The beam parameters and solenoid’s strength are cho-
University of Maryland. sen in a compromise to reduce possible effects from the
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FIG. 1. Solenoid experiment setup. The cutout on the electron gun shows the cathode (C), Pierce focusing electrode (PE), and
anode (A). The gridded electron gun has a mesh (not shown) in front of the cathode. In the setup for the convergent-type gun, a
gasket with a 1/4-in. (diam) hole is used to collimate the beam at the downstream side of the gate valve.

solenoid’s nonlinearities while obtaining a suitable beam
size and good dynamical rangein the fluorescent screen di-
agnostic. The latter consists of a2.5 cm (diameter) screen
with P-43 phosphor coating. The screen can be moved
from 5 cm to amost 30 cm out from the plane of the aper-
ture plate. An intensified charge-coupled device (CCD)
camera, computer video capture, and associated software
for image processing are also used. Issues related to lin-
earity and calibration are discussed in Ref. [11].

Figures 2a—2d show the evolution of the beam over
30 cm, starting at 6.4 cm (Figs. 2a—2c¢) downstream from
the plane of the apertures (the closest distance made pos-
sible by mechanical constraints). The bottom parts of the
figures display the normalized, “straight cut” horizontal
beam profiles as well as the equivalent KV profiles. It is
clear from Fig. 2athat the sharp-edged full beam yieldsthe
maximum hollowness in the vicinity of z = 29 cm, before
the beam waist. In contrast, Figs. 2c and 2d show that hol-
lowness is small or absent for the smallest beam currents.
In Fig. 2d, the pictures appear equally intense because the
optics were adjusted in each case to operate near saturation
of the CCD sensor. The beam profilesin Fig. 2d, however,
are normalized to the profile corresponding to the last pic-
ture on the right.

In another experiment, employing a convergent-type
Pierce gun, a 4 keV, 175 mA electron beam (5 us pulse)
is passed through an aperture 6.4 mm in diameter, placed

12.4 cm from a thermionic concave cathode (25.4 mm
diameter). The aperture is roughly 1/3 of the full beam
size at that plane and results in an amost uniform, 17 mA
beam entering the transport pipe. In this second experi-
ment, the same short solenoid as in the first experiment
is used, but placed 12.5 cm from the aperture. This time,
and as seen in Fig. 3, the initially uniform profile of the
collimated beam remains fairly uniform for a relatively
long distance, becoming moderately hollow at about
z = 43 cm from the aperture.

To further illustrate the effect of solenoid focusing,
Figs. 4a and 4b show the calculated envelope evolutions
as well as the experimentally determined beam radii for
experiments with the two electron guns. The differentia
equation for the beam envelope R(z) is given by (see, for
example, [2])

82

K p—
R(z)  R3(2)
where K = 2(1/1,) (1/B83v?) isthe generalized beam per-
veance, Iy = 17 kA, approximately, for electrons, and
B =uv/c,y = (1 — B?)~12 (cisthe speed of light, and
v is the particle's velocity). The solenoid on-axis peak
fields are By; = 84.2 G (gridded gun experiment), and
By, = 63.5 G (convergent gun experiment), correspond-
ing to peak focusing ko; = 17.6m ™!, and kg, = 14.9m ™!
for an effective solenoid’s length equal to 4.5 cm. The

R"(z) + ki(2)R(z) — 0, (@

TABLE I. Beam parameters in solenoid experiments.
Beam radius,® R Beam current Emittance,” € KR?/€2¢
(mm) (mA) (um)

Full beam 1¢ 3.2 42.6 £ 5% 71 = 10% 3.7
Aperture 1 2.85 235 68 18
Aperture 2 15 6.5 30 0.69
Aperture 3 0.875 19 20 0.15
Full beam 2¢ 3.2 17.0 67 2.2

@At aperture plane, z = 0.
b4 rms, unnormalized.

°At aperture plane, z = 0; K defined below Eq. (1).

dGridded gun.
fConvergent gun.
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FIG. 2. (Color) Solenoid focusing of a5 keV electron beam for different currents (see Table I). The fluorescent screen pictures and
normalized horizontal intensity profiles are shown for (&) full beam (43 mA), (b) 2.85 mm (radius) aperture, (c) 1.5 mm (radius)
aperture, and (c) 0.875 mm (radius) aperture. The distance z is measured from the aperture plate (see Fig. 1). The solenoid is
located at z = 16.1 cm and has a pesk on-axis field B, = 84.2 G. The vertical scales on the beam profiles are in units of a gray
scale where O is black and 256 is white. The dotted rectangular plots represent the equivalent KV profiles.

solenoid focusing is implemented with a smooth profile
that is a close fit to the actual square field (see Fig. 4).
The effect of space charge relative to thermal effects can
be estimated as the ratio of the last two terms in Eq. (1).
The measured beam current is approximately proportional
to the aperture size sguared, while the emittance scales
linearly with aperture size. Thus, and as tabulated in the
last column of Table I, the effect of space charge at the
aperture plane scales with the current, making the first two
beams and the last one (full beam 1, aperture 1, and full
beam 2 in Table |) space charge dominated at z = 0.

064202-3

As pointed out in the Introduction, beam hollowness
similar to the one reported here is observed in solenoid
focusing with spherical aberration (SA) [9]. However, the
nonlinear character and scaling are completely different
from the phenomenon reported here. Typically, when SA
is appreciable, ahollow space distribution is observed near
the beam waist, before and not far from the paraxial focal
point. In contrast, the rings reported here occur at a dis-
tance from the solenoid that is significantly larger than
the paraxia focal length. A simple calculation shows that
these focal lengths are f; = 8.0 cm, and f, = 10.9 cm,
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FIG. 3. (Color) Fluorescent screen pictures (top) and normalized horizontal intensity profiles (bottom) of 4 keV, 17 mA (5 us)
electron beam from a convergent-type gun. (See Fig. 2 for additional explanation.)

for the 5 and 4 keV beams, respectively (the solenoid peak
fields are given above). Thus, taking the plane of the
apertures as the object plane (z = 0), the paraxial images
occur at z; = 24.1 cm and z, = 23.4 cm, instead of the
observed 29 and 43.2 cm for the rings.
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FIG. 4. (Color) KV envelope calculations and experimental
(2 rms) radii for () full beam and smallest current beam
(aperture 3 in Table I) from the gridded electron gun, and (b)
full beam from the convergent-type gun. The focusing function
kj(z) (dashed line) is proportional to the solenoid B field
squared.
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An initial guess of the role of the beam density profile
in the formation of the ring can be extracted from Fig. 2a.
From the latter, it appears as if the excess particles at the
beam center eventually “diffuse” towards the edge giving
rise to the hollow profile of the last pictures. However,
the situation presented in Fig. 3 shows that a beam with a
fairly uniform density profile can also give way to a hol-
low profile. Therefore, the particular shape of the initial
gpatial beam profile is not necessarily correlated with the
appearance of hollowness: the phase space at z = 07 is
required for a complete picture of the initial beam particle
distribution. In other words, the current density profile
must be complemented with the initial transverse velocity
profile. In the absence of such detailed information, how-
ever, a model can be constructed whereby the equivalent
KV distribution of the beam (at z = 0™) is complemented
with fringe particles moving with initially steep trajec-
tories. The tracking of these ad hoc non-KV particles
reproduces correctly the appearance of rings of charge.
The agreement found in every case is excellent, despite
differences in electron gun configurations and some
experimental conditions. Additional examples involving a
focusing lattice with three solenoids and ancther one with
six quadrupoles were reported before [7,8]. In what fol-
lows we describe the particle-core calculations and apply
them to the solenoid experiments with the two elec-
tron guns.

The relevant differential equations for the PCM calcu-
lations in an axisymmetric (i.e., solenoidal) system are the
equation for the beam envelope R(z) given above [Eq. (1)]
and the associated single-particle trajectory r(z) (see, for
example, Ref. [2]):

) + ke = | FEr@ @ =R@.
%, if r(z) = R(2),
where all gquantities were defined before.
The results of beam edge particle tracking are shown

in Figs. 5a—5e. The darting (z = 0) radial location,
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FIG. 5. (Color) Tracking of beam-edge particles [see Egs. (1) and (2), and Table I]: (8)—(d) 5 keV electron beam from gridded gun;
(e) 4 keV electron beam from a convergent-type gun. The vertical dashed line indicates one of the planes where phosphor screen
pictures were taken (see Figs. 2). In (a)—(d) the initial slopes of particle trgjectories are O, 5, 10, 15, and 20 mrad; in (€) the initial
slopes are 30, 35, 40, 45, and 50 mrad. The inserts in (a) and (€) show the equivalent KV elipsesat z = 0.

ro, Of the test particles inside the beam is chosen to be
0.1-0.25 mm from the effective beam edge. (For compari-
son, the Debye length is <1 mm in all cases, using the
uniform density of the equivalent KV distribution.) This
choice of ry, together with the assumed initial values for
the slopes of the trajectories, r( (see below), assures that
a crossover is obtained at a location that reproduces the
experimental results. The fact that the observed internal
ring is not perfectly sharp but has a perceptible width
could be accounted for by varying slightly the value of
ro. However, if the values of ry, and/or r}, are too small,
corresponding to particles starting deep inside the beam
and/or with small initial slopes, the resulting trajectories
are essentially laminar, as motion occurs mostly inside
the beam. This is shown in the dotted trgjectories of
Figs. 5a—5e.

064202-5

The largest value of the initial slope used for the tra-
jectory calculations is close to the maximum slope in the
equivalent KV beam ellipse at the z = 0* plane (inset in
Fig. 5a). This plane is close to the location of the beam
waist in the experiment employing the gridded gun. Thus,
the maximum value of the trajectory slope in this case is
given simply by o’ = ¢/a. From Table |, this value is
closeto a’ = 20 mrad in all cases employing the gridded
gun (Figs. 5a—5d), so we choose r} = 0, 5, 10, 15, and
20 mrad as the values for the initial dopes. In the sec-
ond experiment (Fig. 5€), on the other hand, the beam is
expanding at the aperture plane. The envelope slope at
the downstream side of this plane, or thez = 0" plane, is
32 = 2 mrad, as derived from measurements of the freely
expanding beam. Further, the maximum slopein the equiv-
aent KV dlipse (shown in the inset of Fig. 5€) is close

064202-5
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to 40 mrad. Thus, for purposes of illustration, we go 10 — ; ‘ — T
slightly above and below this value when choosing the ini- Envelope— - — - |

tial slopes: r, = 30, 35, 40, 45, and 50 mrad in Fig. 5e.

From Figs. 5a and 5e, it is seen that the three edge tra-
jectories with the steepest initial angles (solid lines) evolve
completely outside the (full) beam edge, except at the sharp
crossover point which occursinside and close to the effec-
tive beam edge. As the current is reduced with the first
aperture (Fig. 5b), the trgjectory with initial slope equal to
10 mrad evolves mostly inside the effective beam edge; the
same appliesto the caseillustrated in Fig. 5¢for the second
aperture. For the smallest beam current (Fig. 5d), though,
only the trgjectory with the steepest initial angle lies out-
side the effective beam edge and only up to aplane closeto
the solenoid middle plane. Thus, no crossover is seen near
the beam edge in this case. Also from Figs. 5a—5d, the
value of z for the crossover point is shifted downstream
as the current is reduced. In other words, the focusing
distance for edge imaging is shorter for larger currents.
Thisisnot easily discernible in Fig. 2, because of the lim-
ited number of pictures. However, close examination of
the last two picturesin Figs. 2aand 2b (i.e,, for z = 29.2
and 35.2 cm) reveds a difference in the progression of the
ring inside the beam. In Fig. 2a, the ring is blurred faster
than in Fig. 2b, consistent with the way trajectories di-
verge after the crossover in Figs. 5aand 5b. Furthermore,
additional pictures not included in Fig. 2aindicate that the
sharpest ring for the 43 mA beam may actually occur at
z = 28 cm instead of z = 29.2 cm. In conclusion, edge
imaging is best defined for the largest currents, for which
the focusing distance is shortest.

We emphasize that the model makes no assumption
whatsoever about the origin of the nonlaminar trgjecto-
ries associated with the edge particles. Although we claim
that space charge is a key factor that provides a lensing
effect, as explained in the next section, the origin of the
fringe particles is a separate matter. Further, the equiva-
lent KV distributions include the beam-edge particles, so
these particles are externa to the beam only for the PCM
calculations. This and the fact that the PCM constructions
reproduce well the onset of the rings prove that the flow
of edge particles corresponds to a small fraction of the to-
tal beam current. Thus, the lack of self-consistency of the
PCM calculation is not critical.

Additional trajectories are shown in Fig. 6 for the first
experiment. The solid lines represent trgjectories with ini-
tial dopes equal to the maximum values consistent with
the KV ellipse (inset of Fig. 5a). The dotted lines illus-
trate trgjectories starting at r = 0, the beam center, with
slopes r' < 22 mrad. The plot shows how the KV tra
jectories can yield only a uniform beam profile (families
of trajectories starting at » > 0 with initial slopes other
than the maximum were omitted for the sake of clarity).
Furthermore, the existence of a wide range of slopes at
r = 0, but a single value of slope at the beam edge, is
simply amanifestation of the parabolic temperature profile

064202-6
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FIG. 6. (Color) KV tragjectories: tracking of core particles with

solenoid focusing in the gridded gun experiment. The solid
lines correspond to trajectories with initial slopes equal to the
maximum values consistent with the KV elipse at z = 07 (see
inset in Fig. 53). A uniform density profile at every z plane
can be constructed if other trajectories (e.g., dotted lines) are
included. These additional trajectories illustrate the existence of
temperature in the beam.

that characterizes the KV distribution. The edge trgjecto-
ries that yield the crossovers (Figs. 5a—5€) are non-KV,
i.e, they are outside the KV model. The experiments and
the PCM calculations presented show that real beams have
nonzero temperature at the effective beam edge. In other
words, the emergence of aring of chargein spaceisamani-
festation of a nonuniform profile in velocity.

[1l. EDGE IMAGING AND THE SMOOTH
APPROXIMATION

Further insights can be gained if the ray tracing is
applied to the uniform focusing case, which can be con-
sidered the smooth approximation of a periodic focusing
lattice [2]. In this approximation, the constant radius of
the matched beam is equa to

1 [k . (k"
= — | — + 2 + [ =
a k0|:2 &%k; <2>:| , ©)

where al quantities were defined above. In addition, an
intensity parameter can be defined [12] as

—1
K 2kos>2
= =2| 1 +4/1+ , (4
T Rae [ ( K } “)

which is essentiadly the ratio of space charge to external-
focusing forces [see Eq. (1)]. For given constant focus-
ing ko, x increases as the ratio K/e increases. Thus,
the intensity parameter can be varied with collimation,
since the current scales with the aperture size squared,
while the emittance scales linearly with the same quantity.
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Deviations from this scaling may occur in practice because
of the nonuniform current density profiles encountered. In
our case, some deviations are apparent (see Table 1).

The ratio of wave numbers with and without space
chargek/ko, or tune depression, and theratio k,, / ko, where
k,, isthe wave number associated with plasma oscillations,
can be expressed in terms of y:

k
E-T=x, L=y ©
0 0
The foca distance for edge imaging is to zero order
equal to one-half the undepressed betatron wavelength,
Ao/2. It becomes increasingly smaller than A/2 as yx
isincreased. This conclusion can be easily understood in
terms of a linearized model for the motion of the beam
edge particles. If we denote by a the (constant) beam ra-
dius and move the radial coordinate origin to the beam
edge, sor = p + a, wehavefrom the second of Egs. (2):
K

p"(2) + ki(p + a) — G ra 0, (6)

or

p"(z) + (kg + %),)(Z) - <k§ - §>a ~ 0, ;
pla 1. "

First to be noted isthat Eq. (7) isexact for y = 0 and with
no restriction on p. Second, the solution to the inhomoge-
neous Eq. (7) is straightforward:

p'(0)

p(@) = [p(0) + Taleospez) + 7 P singez) — Ta.
®

where
pr=h(l+ 0" T=12 @

Therefore, from the first of Egs. (9), the focal length for
edge imaging is

A _
Iy = 70(1 + x) V2 (10)

Edge imaging should be distinguished from core imag-
ing. From the first equality in Eq. (2), and after setting
R = a, constant (smooth approximation), we obtain the
focal distancefor particletrajectories completely inside the
beam:

A _
le =2 (1= "2 (1)
Image formation is normally expected at integer multiples
of this distance [13]. Notice that the factor on the right-

hand side is the inverse of the tune depression.
From Egs. (10) and (11) we have

064202-7

)\0/2, if X 0,
le =1 20/2v2, if x

[)L()/Z, If X =
lc =

[
—

— O

oo, if y =

From Eq. (5), Ig = Ap/2, if x =1, i.e, in the limit of
laminar motion.

In conclusion, for constant external focusing and
matched beam conditions, the focusing of fringe particles
increases with space-charge intensity. Physically, lens
ing occurs because the repulsive force of space charge
decreases with radius outside the effective beam edge.

Furthermore, from Eq. (8), the radia location of the
focal point for edge imaging occurs at

p(lg) = —2al’ — p(0) = —2al’, (12)

from the beam edge. Thus, from Egs. (12) and (9),
p(lg) = —2a, for y =0, and p(lg) = 0for y = 1. In
the first case, fringe particles cross the beam axis and are
focused near the opposite edge, while in the second case
particles remain very close to the beam edge.

We consider two numerical examples corresponding to
space-charge dominated and emittance-dominated beam
transport. The results of PCM calculations are shown in
Fig. 7.

Theintensity parameter together with the constant beam
radius and constant zero-current phase advance per period
determines the beam dynamics in the smooth approxima-
tion. In other words, if y, a, and ko are given, then the
perveance and emittance of the matched beam are fixed
[see Egs. (3) and (4)]. The first example has y = 0.7,
a =5 mm, and oy = 76°. These parameters correspond
to K = 3.0 X 107* and € = 57 um, S0 we choose r} =
8, 10, and 12 mrad for theinitial slopes of the edge trajec-
tories. The PCM calculations employing Egs. (1) and (2)
and illustrated in Fig. 7athen give [z = 67 cmor 2.1 in
units of S = 0.32 m, the full lattice period in the Univer-
sity of Maryland electron ring (UMER) [14]. For compari-
son, Eq. (10) yields Iz = 58 cmor 1.8S. The distance for
coreimaging is/c = 1.38 mor 4.32S from Eq. (11). Al-
though no experimental evidence of edgeimagingin, e.g.,
along solenoid is available, particle-in-cell computer sim-
ulations in a uniform focusing channel with parameters
similar to those in UMER agree well with PCM calcula-
tions [7,9].

The second example has y = 0.10. If the focusing
strength is unchanged, the new intensity parameter is con-
sistent with a current amost 20 times smaller than in
the first example and a constant beam radius equal to
3.0 mm (see Fig. 7b). In this case, which corresponds
to emittance-dominated transport, the focal distance be-
comes very close to one-half the undepressed betatron
wavelength, Ag, or about 76 cm. This is expected as par-
ticle motion is now determined almost exclusively by the
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8.0 IV. CONCLUSIONS

6.0 Although the KV distribution is a good model for the

= evolution of the rms envelope of any beam, it does not

E, 40 I correctly model the actual transverse velocity profiles. In

“ 20 real distributions, a significant number of particles may

g » exist around the effective (2 rms radius) beam edge with

~ 0.0 [ trgjectories as steep as those at the beam core. (We em-

E 20 phasize that this is plausible especially near the source,

§ ' 1 where departure from equilibrium conditions is more pro-

E 40 e l nounced.) Therefore, the equivalent KV distribution of a

60 | 4 real beam can be supplemented by assuming the existence

' 1 of paraxia but nonlaminar trajectories near the beam edge,

B0 10 20 30 20 50 starting at or near the output plane of the source. This is

' ' Cgs ' ' equivalent to introducing a nonzero temperature at the ef-

fective beam edge which, as the experiments and the PCM

80 calculations presented show, leads to the appearance of a

» ring of charge in space. We call the phenomenon edge

80 imaging as it involves linear external focusing and lensing

E 40 | from linearized space-charge forces outside the effective

= beam edge. The semiempirical model provides a visual

£ 20 understanding of commonly observed nonuniformities in

E 00 k experiments involving beams from high-perveance guns.

P » Furthermore, the use of an ideal uniform focusing chan-

g 20 nel (or the smooth approximation of areal periodic lattice)

‘S .40 makes possible the derivation of a simple expression for

& » ] the focal length of edge imaging as a function of intensity

-6.0 |- . parameter. The scaling found is contrasted with the corre-

80 L sponding one for the better known core imaging. Finally,

0.0 10 20 30 40 5.0 the ray tracing of the model depends on the existence of

gS

FIG. 7. (Color) Examples of edge and coreimaging in auniform
focusing channel for (a) space-charge dominated transport, y =
0.7, a = 5 mm, and (b) emittance-dominated transport, y =
0.1, @ = 3 mm. The channel is the smooth approximation of a
lattice with full lattice period S = 0.32 m, and oy = 76°. The
solid lines correspond to PCM calculations [Egs. (1) and (2)]
while the dotted curvesin (a) are plots of Eq. (8). The horizontal
broken lines in both (a) and (b) represent the beam edge.

external focusing. As before, however, edge imaging
would depend on the existence of a significant number of
fringe particles with steep trgjectories at z = 0", i.e,, on
the existence of a temperature profile. Thisiswhat is as-
sumed for the calculations leading to Fig. 7b where the
initial slopes of the edge trgjectories are ry, = 4, 8, and
12 mrad, the last value being closeto a’ = &/a, the maxi-
mum trajectory slope at r = 0.

Finally, PCM calculations in the smooth approximation
for values of y around 0.5, i.e., when the space charge and
emittance terms in the rms envel ope equation have compa-
rable weights, also yield trgjectory crossovers. However,
the crossovers take place deep inside the beam, so the lack
of self-consistency in the calculations becomes an issue.
Thus, edge imaging is better defined and visualized in the
regime of strongly space-charge dominated transport.
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space charge and, therefore, has no counterpart in light op-
tics. Questions remain on the origin of the fringe particles,
i.e., on the emergence of nonuniform temperature profiles
in real beams, on the implications for the long term evolu-
tion of the beam, and on possible uses of the phenomenon
for beam diagnostics.
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