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Cumulative beam breakup in linear accelerators with time-dependent parameters
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A formalism presented in a previous paper for the analysis of cumulative beam breakup (BBU) with
arbitrary time dependence of the beam current and with misalignment of the cavities and focusing
elements [J.R. Delayen, Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 6, 084402 (2003)] is extended to include time
dependence of the focusing and coupling between the beam and the dipole modes. Such time dependence,
which could result from an energy chirp imposed on the beam or from rf focusing, is known to be effective
in reducing BBU-induced instabilities and emittance growth. The analytical results are presented and
applied to practical accelerator configurations and compared to numerical simulations.
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L. INTRODUCTION

The cumulative beam breakup instability (BBU) in lin-
ear accelerators results when a beam is injected into an
accelerator with a lateral offset or an angular divergence
and couples to the dipole modes of the accelerating struc-
tures [1]. The dipole modes that are excited in a cavity by
the previous bunches can further deflect the following
bunches and thereby increase the excitation of the dipole
modes in the downstream cavities. In the case of bunches
of finite length, a particle will also experience the wake-
field generated by all the particles ahead of it within the
same bunch. In this process the transverse displacement
can be amplified and lead to a degradation of beam quality
and possibly beam loss. This instability is cumulative since
the transverse deflection of a particular bunch or particle
results from the additive contributions from all the pre-
vious particles whether in the same bunch or in previous
bunches.

Cumulative BBU has been studied in the past mostly in
the context of high energy electron accelerators where the
beam current profiles were comprised of periodic trains of
pointlike bunches [2-8] or for high-current quasi-dc
beams [9-13]. Growing interest in high-current supercon-
ducting ion accelerators for spallation sources, where the
bunches have a finite length, motivated an investigation of
cumulative BBU in linear accelerators with periodic beam
current profile [14]. BBU in recirculating and energy re-
covering linacs is also very much of interest but is not
addressed here; studies of multipass BBU to date have
been limited to beams comprised of pointlike bunches
[15,16].

More recently a general analysis of BBU with arbitrary
time dependence of the beam current and injection offsets,
as well as random displacement of cavities and focusing
elements, was developed [17,18]. This analysis is extended
here to include time dependence of the focusing and of the
coupling between the beam and the dipole mode in order to
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control or suppress the BBU instability and the resulting
emittance growth. This can be accomplished either with rf
focusing or by introducing an energy spread within a single
bunch as originally proposed [19], or, more recently, by
introducing an energy spread between the bunches [20].

Several analyses of what is often referred to as BNS
(Balakin-Novokhatsky-Smirnov) damping have been made
before [21-30], usually under simplifying assumptions for
the current profile, wake function, or time dependence of
the parameters. We present here an analysis that provides
an exact solution for arbitrary beam current profile, wake
function, offset parameters, misalignment of cavities and
focusing elements, and time dependence of focusing and
BBU coupling strengths. The analytical results are com-
pared to numerical simulations and are found to be in
complete agreement.

II. FORMULATION AND GENERAL SOLUTION

In a continuum approximation, the transverse motion of
a relativistic beam in a misaligned accelerator under the
combined influence of focusing and coupling to the dipole
modes can be modeled by

02 2
mx(oz 0) + k[x(0, §) — dy(o)]

= Sfio w(l — L)F()x(o, &) — d(o)]dg. (1)

In this expression o = s/ L is the distance from the
entrance of the accelerator normalized to the accelerator
length L; k is the normalized focusing wave number; { =
w(t — [ds/c) is the time made dimensionless by an an-
gular frequency @ and measured after the arrival of the
head of the beam at location o; F({) = I({)/1, the current
form factor, is the instantaneous current divided by the
average current, w({) is the wake function of the dipole
modes; € is the coupling strength between the beam
and the dipole modes; and d/(0) and d. (o) are the
lateral displacements of the focusing elements and the
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cavities, respectively, as a function of location along the
accelerator.

The dimensionless BBU coupling strength ¢ is given by

. W07€ £2

ymetw’
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where wy is the wake amplitude. With these definitions the
wake function w({) is a dimensionless function of a di-
mensionless variable and includes only the functional de-
pendence on (.

The continuum model assumed in Eq. (1) relies on a
number of approximations that are addressed in [17].
Equation (1) also assumes a coasting beam in a uniform
accelerator but, as shown in Appendix A of [17], an
accelerated beam can, under general assumptions, be re-
duced to a coasting beam with the introduction of appro-
priate variable and coordinate transformations.

A. Time-independent parameters

When « and ¢ are constant (independent of ) Eq. (1)
can be solved through the use of the Laplace transform
with respect to o: xt(p, £) = &,[x(o, £)]. The Laplace-
transformed Eq. (1) is

P>t (p, O) = pxo() = x(O) + ¥Ixt(p, O) — df(p)]

= o [* W~ @R 0 &)~ g,

(€)]

and the solutions for xt(p, ¢) and x(o, {) are [17]
x+(p’ Z 2)"+1 [xOph ({) + -x()gn(g)]

+ K21 (p) Z %z)nﬂf,,(z)

- dT(P) Z 2)n+1fn+1(§) 4)
and

X(O', g) = Z Sn[xohn(g)jn(’(’ 0-) + x6gn(§)in(K: O-)]
n=0
+ K2 Z Snfn(é,)in(K: U) * df(o-)
n=0
= > & fun1(Qiy(k, 0) # d (o). (5)
n=0

The functions f,(¢), g,({), and h,({) are defined by
identical recursion relations

fn+1(§) 4 fn(gl)
g () | = [ ¢(2) VE@OW(E — Qd,, (©)
hn+1(§) - hn(gl)

with

fold) =1, (7a)

/ /= i i
2l =x(@)/3 = G x@ D] D

ho(0) = x0(0)/x0 = x—loxw ~0,2) (70)

where x(({) and x{({) are the lateral displacement and
angular divergence, respectively, of the beam at the en-
trance of the accelerator. The normalizing constants x, and
x{, are introduced to make the functions 4y({) and g¢({)
dimensionless.

The functions i,(k, o) and j,(k, o) are defined in terms
of Bessel functions of order integer plus one half

. _ 1

1 o\l [mko
:E<ﬂ> ;\/;Jnm/z)(lﬂf), (8a)
—el|l— P

v [(p2 + KZ)HH}

1 o\ [mko
= i(5e) {2 ). @)

and
i (k, o) * d(or) = ﬁ T (o wdlo — wdu ()

is the convolution of i,(k, o) and d(o).
Applications of these results were presented in [17,18].

B. Time-dependent parameters

When the strengths of the focusing and of the coupling
between the beam and the dipole modes are time depen-
dent [&(¢) and k({)] the beam displacement governed by
Eq. (1) is not given by Eq. (5) any more and the procedure
for solving Egs. (1) and (3) needs to be modified since, as
shown in Appendix B of [17], to obtain Egs. (4)—(6) € and
k were assumed to be independent of { in order to be taken
out of the integrals. This can be done by splitting the
focusing strength x(¢) in two parts, one constant and one
time dependent, such that

K*(0) = kgl + Ax(O)] = k5 + K7(). (10)

As shown in the Appendix, the displacement x(o, {) and its
Laplace transform xt(p, £) are then given by
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xt(p. ) = Z
—dT(p)Z

x(o,{) =

where the functions f({), gx(£), hx({), and k}({) satisfy
identical recursion relations

2)n+l [Pxoh*(g) + xog ({)] + K%dT(P) Z

z[xowo OIE(E) + xhin(, D)g5(D] + 13 Z kA (

1
kaf({)

)n+1{f:+1(§) + wlkn () = fr( DI}, n

)in(Ko, ) * dy(0)

- ZUIM() + kilkx () — fr( D in(ko, o) * do(0), (12)
n=0
[
[ _ h, , &n 5t Ky
xT(Pr {) = nz()[xo p2rf~€? + X0 i25£2:| + szjt nzopbffl
=2
d’l‘( )z n+1(§)2—:+’2< k (g)] (16)
0 0_2n+1
x(0,0) = ZO[ SO+ 3y 8310
_ g . 0_2n+l *df(O')
i Kznzzok”(g) @n +1)!
00 . . 0.2n+1 *dC(O')
- l;o[fnﬂ(z) + K2kn(§)]w, (17)

i@ fn(é“l)
gn1(Q) (&)
— 0)F(4)d
o 1m0 [ P - R
ky i 1(0) k(&)
@)
YN E-11%)
ki({) w0 [ (13)
k3 (£)
and
fo () =1, (14a)
26() = xo(0)/xp, (14b)
h(£) = xo(£)/xo, (14c)
k(L) = 2(5) =1+ %(2§)=1+AK(g), (14d)
0 Kp

1o\ 1 [mkyo
in(Ko, 0) —;<2—K0> K_OW,TOJ"HI/Z)(KOU)’ (15a)
. 1 /0o TKoO
Jn(Ko, o) = E<27K0> "Tjn—(1/2)(’<00')~ (15b)

Equation (12) gives the transverse displacement, at lo-
cation o and time ¢, of a beam of arbitrary current F({),
entering the accelerator with lateral offset xy({) and angu-
lar divergence x(({), experiencing transverse forces due to
coupling &(¢) to cavity dipole modes of wakefield w(¢)
and to focusing «({), and with displacement along the
accelerator d (o) of the cavities and d (o) of the focusing
elements.

There is some arbitrariness in the way the focusing
strength «(¢) is split in two parts according to Eq. (10).
For example, it could be assumed that x() has no constant
term (k, = 0) and only a time-dependent term. In this case
xT(p, ¢) and x(o, ) would be given by

where the functions [ (Z), g7 (£), hy({), and kg ({) satisfy
identical recursion relations

Jae1() £2(8)
gn1(Q) gn (&)
w(l — §)F({)d
o [ =0 [ e = aora
kni1(0) k; (&)
In (@)
e gn(0) 8
DN [ (18)
k; (£)
and
fo0) =1, (19a)
86() = xp(0)/xp, (19b)
hg(8) = x0(£)/xo, (19¢)
2
kg ({) = (5) (19d)

The arbitrary constant & is introduced only to make the
function k§({) dimensionless—similar to f§(<), g3({),
and hg({)—and the final result given by Eq. (17) is inde-
pendent of its choice.
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While the expressions (11)—(15) and (16)—(19) for
xT(p, ) and x(o, ) look very different, they are mathe-
matically equivalent and represent the same solutions of
Egs. (1) and (3). They differ significantly, however, in their
rate of convergence, with expressions (16)—(19) converg-
ing very slowly. For expressions (11)—(15) to be of prac-
tical use, the separation of x?({) in two parts, as given by
Eq. (10), needs to be done in such a way that the time-
dependent part Ax(¢) is kept as small as possible. Since, in
practical applications, the focusing strength will change
only by a small amount, natural choices for 3 would be
the value of «x?({) either at the beginning, the end, or its
average value while the beam is in the accelerator.

Equations (11)—(15) are very general. For the remainder
of this paper, in order to simplify the equations, we will
assume that the accelerator is perfectly aligned [d/(c) =
d.(o) = 0], that the injection offsets are time independent
[x5(0) = x{, x0({) = x0], and that the beam was turned on
at £ = 0 [F(£ <0) = 0]. Extension of the following re-
sults to time-dependent injection offsets and misaligned
accelerators is straightforward by applying the results of
[17,18].

With these assumptions xt(p, {) and x(o, £) are given
by

(o]

OUEPWE ot Y
x(a,§) = [x0julko, @) + xpin(ko, D5, (21)
n=0
fi(Q) =1, (22a)
4
* () = &) fo W({ = QF() A
— & Of5). (22b)

From Egs. (22) we see that

F2) = &) ]0 ‘Wit — OF()dg — Q). (23)

Thus, by choosing

() = e(0) ﬁ CW(C - QFQ)AG, 24

we have

Irs0od) =0, (25)

and

x(a, §) = xojo(koo) + xpio(Ko0)
/
XO .

= X COSKoO + — Sinkyo. (26)

Ko
As a result the beam progresses in the accelerator as
though it were only experiencing a constant focusing
force without interaction with the deflecting mode.
Equation (24) is the general condition for complete sup-

pression of BBU by imposing a time dependence on the
focusing or the coupling strength. This condition is often
referred to as autophasing [23].

It should be noted that the autophasing condition
Eq. (24) that eliminated the BBU instability was obtained
in the case of a perfectly aligned accelerator with time-
independent injection offsets. As can be seen from
Eq. (12), the autophasing condition would still be effective
with time-independent offsets and identical displacements
of cavities and focusing elements [d (o) = d(c)] but
would not be effective if the injection offsets were time
dependent, or if the misalignments were different for the
cavities and the focusing elements.

III. SINGLE VERY SHORT BUNCH

The results of the previous section will be first applied
to the case of a single, very short bunch. In this case the
wake function is assumed to be linear [w({) = /] and the
current density along the bunch is assumed to be constant
[F(¢) = 1]. We will further assume that the BBU coupling
strength is constant.

If the time dependence of the focusing is assumed to be
quadratic

K*(0) = wgl1 + nd?) 27)

then the functions f;({) can be easily calculated:

f5=1
() =

(28a)

o)l ]D][s — (2k — 1)(2k)k3n].  (28b)
This, together with Eq. (21), defines completely the dis-
placement x(o, ¢). If the focusing modulation parameter 7
is chosen such that n = &/(2«3), then f*_({) = 0 and the
coupling between the beam and the dipole mode is com-
pletely suppressed.

In the case of a linear time dependence of the focusing,

K*(0) = wgl1 + ] (29)

the functions f7({) can be obtained through the recursion
relations

2n
i) = Z a, L, ago =1,
- (30)
a _ €an—1k—2 _ 2na
nk = 7]{(]{ 1) 077 n—1,k—1-
In particular,
@) =1 (31a)
F1@Q) =58 = e, (31b)
f§(§)=—§4——8Kon§3+K0n £ (3lo

These results are illustrated in Fig. 1, which shows the
shape of a bunch of length {, at the exit (o = 1) of an
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FIG. 1. (Color) Bunch shape at the exit of the accelerator as a function of focusing modulation for a quadratic (left) or linear (right)
time dependence of the modulation. The parameter 7 is the amount of focusing modulation defined by Eqs. (27) and (29). See text for

the other parameters.

accelerator for quadratic (left) and linear (right) time de-
pendence of the focusing modulation. The parameter 7
represents the rate of modulation of the focusing as defined
by Eqgs. (27) and (29). The focusing strength is set at kg =
100.57r; this implies that, since o = 1, the lateral displace-
ment is due entirely to the coupling with the deflecting
mode and to the focusing modulation, and not to the

betatron motion without focusing modulation. The strength
of the coupling to the dipole mode is assumed to be & =
0.8 and the length of the bunch is assumed to be {;, = 1.
Figure 1 illustrates how the right amount of quadratic
modulation can cancel the effect of the coupling to the
dipole modes, while a linear modulation can reduce it but
not eliminate it.
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Such modulations could be provided by rf focusing; a
linear modulation would be obtained by operating the rf
focusing elements sufficiently far off crest with respect to
the beam, while a quadratic modulation would be obtained
by operating the focusing elements on crest. A similar
effect could be obtained by introducing linear or quadratic
energy modulations along the bunch [31] .

IV. FINITE TRAIN OF POINTLIKE BUNCHES

The results of Sec. II will be applied here to a finite train
of N identical pointlike bunches separated, in the labora-
tory frame, by 7, so that bunch M is defined by { = Mwr.
The displacement of bunch M is then given by

00

xy(o) =Y fRMoT)[xojo(ko, 0) + x{ig(Kko, 0)], (32)
n=0

M
FoMor) = ore(MwrT) Zf,’:(kwT)w[(M — ko]
k=0

— KBAk(MoT)ff(MwT). (33)

As an example, the analytical results expressed by
Egs. (32) and (33) will be applied to a beam representative

x(o=1)xp x(o=1)/xp
2 2
15)  Q=eo, =0 s 15} Q=eo,m=0.01
! LAt 1
Bpmnn S50 M Oonmmas s n sl M
05 20 40" %64 - 80 05 200 VW60 80,
-1 R -1 ce
-15 : -15
x(0=1)/x9 x(o=1)/xp
2 2
1.5} 0=10000,n=0 1.5t ©=10000, n=0.01
1 .. 1
s = *
0.5 ™, .'o.«.d\. .‘:,‘:. " 0.5 A~ n s s e a N
05 20 40 60 ‘8¢ 05 20 TW¥ b'og';.’-‘,bg'-
—1 _1 .
-15 -15
x(o=1)/xp x(o=1)/xp
2 2
15} 0=5000,m=0 15} 0=5000,1=0.01
1 1
O'SWM““"“'.".""“ 0.5
VASSASS i - y
05 20 40 60 80 05 20 BT
-1 .y
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x(o=1)/xg x(o=1)/xgy
2 2
1.5} 0=2000,m=0 15} 0=2000,=0.01
1 1
05 0.5
M b M
05 20 40 60 8 05 20 40
—7 .y
-1.5 -1.5

TABLE I. Nominal top-level linear-collider design parameters
[17,18,28,29].

Parameter Value
Total initial energy y(0)mc? 10 GeV
Total final energy y(1)mc? 1 TeV
Linac length £ 10 km
Number of betatron periods 100
Bunch charge 1 nC
Number of bunches in train N 90
Bunch spacing 7 2.8 ns
Deflecting-wake frequency w/27 14.95 GHz
Deflecting-wake amplitude wy 10 vCc!m™!

of a linear collider. For comparison we will use the same
parameters as those used in [17,18,28,29] and listed in
Table I. Since this is an accelerated beam, the transforma-
tions described in Appendix A of [17] will be used.
Converting the parameters in Table I to those used in this
paper we have &(o=0)= y(v(”)‘;fniecf; =38.02, k(o=
0) = 11007, s(o = 1) = 2/11, and w7 = 263.014. The
wake function is assumed to be of the form w({) = u({) X

sin{ exp[—¢/(20)].
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FIG. 2. (Color) Normalized lateral displacement of a finite train of pointlike bunches at the exit of a representative linear collider for
different values of the Q of the deflecting mode and of the modulation of the focusing strength. See Table I for the choice of

parameters.
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This example illustrates the relative effects of a finite Q
of the deflecting mode and of a time-dependent focusing
strength of the form

K(MowT) = K%|:l + n%} (34)

where M (from M = 0 to M = N — 1) is the bunch num-
ber and N is the total number of bunches.

The transverse displacement at location o for bunch M
is given by Eq. (32), where the functions ff(Mw7) are
calculated using the recursion relation of Eq. (33). The
transverse displacements of the bunches at the exit of the
accelerator for the beam and accelerator parameters of
Table I are shown in Fig. 2. The rows are (top to bottom)
for a Q of the deflecting mode of co, 10000, 5000, and
2000. The columns are (left to right) for modulation pa-
rameter 7 of 0, 0.01, 0.02, and 0.03.

The top right-hand plot in Fig. 2 (Q = o, 3 = 0.03),
which was obtained analytically, is identical in all details to
Fig. 4 of [29], which was obtained numerically by tracking
successive bunches as they progress along the same
accelerator.

While this example assumes a linear time dependence of
the focusing strength and a simple wake function, other
more complicated profiles and wake functions can be as

easily accommodated by the recursion relations [Eq. (33)].
|

2 w0, 0 % R 0~ ] = o(0) [ wld = DPEI, £) ~ dlo)ldn

V. SUMMARY

This paper presents a formalism to address analytically
cumulative beam breakup in linear accelerators with time-
dependent parameters. Such time dependence, which could
result from an energy chirp imposed on the beam or from
the use of rf focusing, can be effective in reducing the
coupling between the beam and the dipole modes.

This formalism allows, in principle, direct calculation,
for any time and any position in an accelerator, of the
transverse displacement of a beam of arbitrary current
profile, entering the accelerator with arbitrary time-
dependent lateral displacement and angular divergence,
and with random displacements of the cavities and focus-
ing elements.

When applied to a colliderlike accelerator, the analytical
results presented here reproduce exactly the numerical
simulations that were done previously.
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APPENDIX: GENERAL SOLUTION OF THE
EQUATION OF MOTION

The equation of motion for the transverse displacement
is

We separate the focusing in two parts, one constant and one time dependent, such that

K*(0) = wg[1 + Ax(D] = &g + k(0.

and we apply the Laplace transform with respect to ¢ to obtain

2t (p, O —

pro() = xp(@) + w3t (. O)
=20 [* ¢~ D@L 3. 6) - dl ()

By analogy with the time-independent case [where K%(f ) = 0], we assume that xt(p, £) is of the form

H(p. ) Z

n=| 0

z)nﬂ [pxoh(0) + x4g5(0)] + K3dL(p) ZO

(A)

(A2)
dHp)]+ R (p, ) — dF(p)]

(A3)
ﬁ MO z)nﬂ B (),

(A4)

where the functions g ({), h (), ki ({), and [ ({) are to be determined.
We see from Eq. (A4) that the transverse displacement is a linear combination of the displacements caused by the

injection offsets and the misalignments.

To determine g;({), we assume that x(£) = 0, and d¢(o) = d.(o) = 0, so that xT(p, &) reduces to

xf(p’ g) = xo Z

and must satisfy

Wg:(f)

(A5)
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[+ e (.0 + GO .0 = @) = o0) [* wld = QFE (9. £)des (A6)
This implies that

°° 1 0(()

> o a0+ g0~ el J{ we - oreg@an + g5 - =0 @

which leads to
g (&) = xlo(f), (A8a)
g0 = 8(0) ffw W(Z — LF(E)EE(E)dE — K(DgE (D). (ASh)

The functions £, ({) are determined in a similar fashion by assuming x(,({) = 0, and d/(o) = d (o) = 0. They satisfy
the same recursion relation as g;(£) but with h5({) = xo({)/xo.
To determine k() we assume that xo(¢) = x)(£) = 0 and d (o) = 0, so that xT(p, o) reduces to

xt(p, o) = Kod*(p)z 2)n+1 kx(2), (A9)
and must satisfy
[+ e (.0 + (O (.0 = (O} (p) = o(©) [* W& = £)F G . G (A10)
This implies that
* 2 * _ * * Z(éu)
Z — o k1 (§) + k1(DE; Q) 8(5)] w({ = QDF(§)ky(L)d ] + kg(4) — =0, (All)
n= 0(p T K ) 0
which leads to
k() = Oy K%(f) =1+ Ax(2), (A12a)
K5 Ko
G0 = o) [* wid = F@QRG)IEG ~ GOk, (A12b)
To determine [;;({) we assume that x(({) = x;({) = 0 and d/(o) = 0, so that xT(p, o) reduces to
xt(p, o) = —d! (P)Z 2)n+l i (D), (A13)
and must satisfy
[+ 1 (.0 + (O (.0 = 2(0) [* i = F@ . &) — al (), (A14)

This implies that

Z(,, | OO @) [* we= 0F @@ |+ 10 ~e0) [ e coFenas =

(A15)

which leads to
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1@ =@ [* e~ foF@as,
110 = 2(0) [* wid = FQIE@G ~ BOIEE)

If we define the functions () by

then

5@ =1,

£ = o0) [ W= QPG ~ RO,

15 = 1) + 3D = 1) + &3[k§ () — 5D

(A16a)

(A16b)

(A17a)
(A17b)

(A18)
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