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The space charge of intense unbunched ion beams can be compensated by the ions created when the
beam ionizes the residual gas, which creates a source of secondary particles inside the beam pipe. For
negative ion beams, the effect of the beam electric field is to expel the electrons to the beam pipe walls,
while the positive ions are trapped and start to be accumulated. In this paper, we report on experiments to
study this space charge compensation (SCC) in a 45 keV H™ unbunched beam in the CERN Linac4
low-energy beam transport. Beam size and emittance were measured for different gases injected into the
beam region to control the degree and speed of the SCC. These results are compared with beam simulations
that include the generation and tracking of secondary ions leading to a unique understanding of the

transport of the ion beam in some specific cases.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Beam space charge compensation (SCC) is crucial to
overcome the transports limits of high intensity ion beams
in the low-energy beam transport (LEBT) region of particle
accelerators.

For negative ion beams, the SCC occurs when the
positive secondary particles created by the ionization of
the residual gas by the beam are trapped by the beam
potential, leading to a decrease of the local charge density
and therefore the electric field inside the beam.

The SCC characteristic time (7) corresponds to the time
required for the SCC process to reach a steady state and is
inversely proportional to the residual gas pressure. During
the time ¢t <7z, SCC is not constant, which leads to a
variation in the beam transport properties [1]. The degree to
which the space charge is compensated in the steady state
depends on the loss mechanism of the secondary particles
from the beam potential well. CERN’s Linac4 [2] has a
beam pulse length comparable to 7, and therefore it is
necessary to understand the beam dynamics during and
after the SCC buildup to improve the matching to the next
accelerator stages.
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Measurements of negative ion beams show how the
beam is not fully neutralized after the compensation time
[3], and it is necessary to understand the neutralization level
in the Linac4 LEBT to improve the matching of the next
acceleration section.

This work presents the results of an extensive campaign
of measurements and simulation of the H™ beam at CERN’s
Linac4 installations, using a time-resolved slit and grid
emittance meter [4] to measure the beam properties. The
beam line contains externally applied electric and magnetic
fields necessary to transport the beam from a source to a
radio frequency quadrupole accelerator. In addition, there is
the possibility to inject different gases into the transport
region, to control the secondary ion generation.

II. SPACE CHARGE COMPENSATION OF
A PULSED H- BEAM

The secondary ion production is determined by the
residual gas density (n,) and the cross section for residual
gas ionization by primary ions [¢(E)], which is a function
of the primary ion kinetic energy E.

These parameters are combined to give the mean free
path for a beam ion to produce a secondary [Eq. (1)] and
divided by the beam velocity (v;) to give the time required
to have an equal density of primary ions to secondary ions
(assuming none are lost) in Eq. (2), also known as the
compensation time:

L=—— (1)
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T=—. (2)

For the Linac4 LEBT, the required time to accumulate
sufficient secondary ions at the baseline pressure of
5 x 1077 mbar of H, is comparable to the 400 s beam
pulse length. When different gases are injected to com-
pensate the beam, the compensation times are determined
by the sum of all gases present, as given in Eq. (3), where
ny, and n, are the residual gas densities of H, and other
gas, respectively, and oy, (E) and o,(E) are the respective
cross sections [5]:
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The SCC degree (7) is defined in Eq. (4) as the ratio of
the potential in the center of the compensated beam (¢p) to
the equivalent potential created by an uncompensated beam
following the same trajectory (¢y¢). Both ¢pg and ¢ can
be calculated from simulations, whereas from measure-
ments only ¢ can be measured using the four grid analyzer
technique [6]:

¢B(Z’ )
¢NC(Z t)

The condition 5 <1 is fulfilled below the critical
pressure P, defined by the residual gas density n,
[Eq. (5)] [3], where v; is the average secondary ion speed
and r, is the beam radius. Above the critical pressure,
overcompensation can occur (n > 1) where the secondary
ion density is higher than the beam density:
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When the SCC reaches a steady state, the loss rate for the
secondary ions is equal to the production rate per unit
volume (72) [3], defined in Eq. (6), where n;, is the beam
density:

=10 (6)

For negative hydrogen beams, the electrons created by
the ionization process do not contribute to the overall
SCC, because they are quickly expelled to the walls by the
beam potential (in approximately 1 x 1077 s [7] fora 1 V
potential difference).

The effect of space charge compensation on the beam
transport can be included into the cylindrically symmetric
envelope equation [Eq. (7)]. For the beam outer radius r,
with current I, traveling in the z direction, in a focal
channel where kj is the focal lens strength and €*/r° is
the beam emittance term, the space charge repulsion is

determined by the perveance K and is reduced by a factor
1 — f.(#) due to space charge compensation:
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where the current I is defined by 4zeym,c?/q, with e, the
vacuum permittivity, m,, the beam ion mass, ¢, the beam
ion charge, and ¢ the speed of light. The beam variation of
SCC leads to a time dependence of the final envelope in the
focal channel. We can estimate the beam properties in this
regime by taking into account this time dependence with a
linear fit to f,(¢) described in Eq. (9):

£ul6) = {‘ i< ©)
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where for t < v Eq. (7) becomes

@ o ¢ Ko(l——):o, (10)
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leading to a solution of the beam radius that is dependent
on time. It is possible to get good approximations using
numerical solutions to Eq. (10); however, such a simple
model neglects many important aspects, like the nonlinear
distribution of the SCC within the beam region in both
space and time and the final space charge compensation
factor being an input to the model.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

Beam measurements were performed at the Linac4
source test stand, where the H™ beam was provided by a
2 MHz 1f ion source enhanced with cesium to improve the
negative ion surface production. It delivered a 35 mA H~
beam at 45 keV, with 600 us beam pulses spaced by
1.2 s [8].

The transport system (Fig. 1) used for the experiments
consists of a multistage 45 kV extraction system, one
solenoid with a nominal focusing strength of 9 T2 mm and
total length of 304 mm, and horizontal and vertical
trajectory correction magnets. Beam properties are mea-
sured using a Faraday cup for beam current, grid profile
measurement for beam sizes, and a slit-grid emittance
meter [4] for the beam phase space. The beam signals from
these instruments are sampled with a resolution of 6 us,
allowing the measurements of intensity and phase space to
be made as a function of time.

The emittance meter slit is grounded to suppress the
secondary electrons generated when the beam hits the slit,
forcing the secondary electrons to come back immediately
to the slit and not disturb the beam.
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup for beam properties measurements
at the Linac4 test stand.

The gas injection into the ion source, necessary to
generate the plasma, leads to a H, baseline pressure of
5 x 1077 mbar in the LEBT. The LEBT gas density can
be independently adjusted with a continuous gas injection
system, which also allows a different type of gas to be
injected for space charge compensation.

The gas injection into the ion source is pulsed, and, as the
beam is produced quickly after this injection, the gas has
not propagated to the LEBT, so the residual baseline
pressure in the LEBT is actually formed by the gas left
from the previous pulse.

Three gases were injected into the LEBT in separate
tests: krypton, nitrogen (N,), and hydrogen (H,). H, is the
same gas used in the source, N, is safe and easy to pump,
and Kr is a noble gas with a high mass and ionization cross
section compared to H, [5], which has been preferred for
space charge compensation in other laboratories [9]. The
injection of these gases generates a residual gas mixture
of H, plus the injected gas.

The low vacuum conductivity between the LEBT and
source means that only a negligible fraction of the injected
gas reaches the ion source and hence should not affect its
properties; however, the long term performance of the
cesium-enhanced source with these added gases is still to
be investigated.

IV. SIMULATIONS

The simple model for beam transport with space charge
compensation presented in Sec. II cannot reproduce or
predict with great accuracy the beam measurement results
due to the missing effects of a strongly nonuniform beam
and the simple linear compensation model (whereby the
space charge electric field is reduced by a constant fraction
in the radial direction called the net current model). To
further improve the accuracy, we choose the code Ion Beam
Simulator (IBSimu) [10], which is a suite of calculation
libraries for low-energy particle tracking in electric and
magnetic fields with space charge, is valid for unbunched
beams, and has already been used to simulate the extraction
system of the ion source [11].

For high space charge beams simulations, IBSimu cal-
culates the potential distribution by solving the Laplace
equation (V2¢ = 0) on a mesh including the boundary
conditions given by biased electrodes and the beam pipe.
Charged particles are tracked through this potential field,
as well as any magnetic field, and their space charge used
to find the potential distribution by solving the Poisson
equation. The starting conditions for the primary charged
particles can be taken from a preceding simulation. This
process is repeated iteratively until the result converges to a
self-consistent solution.

For the Linac4 LEBT solenoid magnetic field, the code
OPERA-3D from Vector Fields [12] was used to generate the
field map and imported into IBSimu, where the field map is
set to zero once the magnetic flux density is less than 0.7 mT.

The IBSimu results for the full space charge regime
have been cross-checked with the code Travel [13] for the
Linac4 LEBT (which tracks bunches of particles through
electric and magnetic fields and includes the space charge
interaction between the particles).

The interaction between the beam and the secondary ions
(Fig. 2) created by the beam collision with the background
gas along the trajectories of the beam is added to the model
via their additional space charge contribution (we call this
model the beam plasma model).

Starting from the solution of the full intensity net current
model, we calculate the SCC effect in four steps.

1. Track the beam through the electric and magnetic
fields from the last potential solution, and the space charge
density distribution p;, is calculated.

2. Use a Monte Carlo generator to create the secondary
ions along the trajectories of the primary beam randomly
but taking into account the mean free path of the beam with
the residual gas. The mean free path calculation includes
both residual H, and the injected gas.

3. Track the secondaries through the electric and mag-
netic field of the last solution for the time Af,, and
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FIG. 2. Flow diagram of the beam plasma model in IBSimu for
space charge compensation simulations using secondary particles
instead of a reduced beam net current.
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evaluate the space charge density distribution contribution
of the secondary particles (p,) along their full trajectory.
The final positions of the secondary ions are saved in order
to reintroduce these particles together with the new
particles created in the next iteration in step 2.

4. Create a new electric potential by solving
V2¢ = —(p, + pp)/€o and return to step 1 until the total
beam pulsed length has been simulated by the number of
iterations times the secondary tracking time.

A constant density of the gas inside the beam pipe has
been considered, any scattering and stripping of the beam
has been neglected, and the initial energy of the secondary
ions (less than 1 eV) is given in a random direction for
the ions.

Because there are no ionization cross section data
available for H™ with residual gases, we use instead the
ionization cross section for H" with residual gases [5].

Multiple time steps must be considered for the simu-
lation, and they are listed below from the shortest to longest
time. Charged particle tracking through a constant mag-
netic and electric field distribution is handled internally by
IBSimu, where the shortest equivalent time step is domi-
nated by the cyclotron frequency inside a magnetic field,
which is approximately 10~ s for slow H, ions in the
LEBT maximum integrated solenoid magnetic field
strength(24 T2 mm), or to maintain an accurate response
to the spatial variation of the fields by evaluating them
approximately once per mesh (107'° s for the H primary
ions).

If the charged particles are trapped, their tracking is
stopped after a time limit is reached. This time limit
Aty = 1 us is chosen to be shorter than the shortest
compensation time for all the cases studied in this work.
This also means the electromagnetic field distribution is
considered to be constant over this time scale. Iterations of
the space charge calculation are then continued until a
steady state is reached or until the beam pulse length is
reached (500 us).

After some tests, it was found that, as long as Afy, is
below 10 us, the solutions converged to a steady solution.

In a typical simulation we use 7 x 10* beam particles, the
number of secondary ions tracked can reach 3 x 10°, and a
cubic mesh size of 0.5 mm was used.

V. TRANSPORT SYSTEM WITH SCC

Full beam transport simulations with secondary particles
show that significant emittance growth can already be
attributed to the nonuniform space charge compensation in
a simple drift space [7]. In the following example, a 35 mA
H~ Gaussian beam of 6 = 12 mm (1 rms) at 45 keV with
0.2 mm mrad normalized rms emittance, in a 0.7 m drift
space, is transported through a region with a residual gas
pressure of 2 x 107% mbar H,. The boundary conditions
are ¢p(z =0) =+100 V (simulating the beam emerging
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FIG. 3. Drift example: beam density (top) and secondary ion

density (bottom).

from an ion extraction region), ¢(z = 0.7 m) = 0, and the
beam pipe ¢(r = 0.05 m) = 0.

Figure 3 shows the beam and the secondary ion
distributions, when the SCC has reached a steady state;
the secondary ions follow the beam Gaussian distribution
except in the regions close to the boundaries.

The time evolution of the normalized emittance value
and beam size at the end of the drift (Fig. 4) shows a
dramatic variation during the SCC buildup, which finally
converges to a steady value. If we compare the emittance
value in the steady state with the emittance at the start of
the drift, the emittance growth is 30%, and, by using the
standard method of net current SCC where n = 80% gives

0.5 - 25
E 0.4 "-"\ —— Emittance L 50
E P == Beam size E
ER 031 ——mm ==l 15 E
Z E T.ET
¥}
e E 021 - 10 =
g~ =
E 0ay -
0% 20 40 60 80 100"

Time (ps)

FIG. 4. Normalized emittance and beam size evolution in time
after a 0.7 m drift; the input emittance is 0.2 mm mrad.
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FIG. 5. Beam phase space from the 0.7 m drift simulation,
using the net current model of space charge compensation at 80%
(left) and secondary ions to compensate the beam (right).

us the closest results between simulation and measurements
in the LEBT measurements, the emittance growth is less
than 1%. Figure 5 shows a clear difference in the two phase
spaces due to the nonlinearity of the space charge created
by the secondary ions.

Adding the solenoid magnetic field generates an emit-
tance growth of 50% using secondary particles and 10%
with the net current space charge method. To explain the
differences between the two methods of simulation of the
SCC on the beam transport, it is necessary to understand
the behavior of the secondary ions.

A. Secondary ion dynamics

Secondary ions are created with an initial energy that is
negligible in comparison to the potential at the center of the
beam ¢p at t =0 (i.e., E; < q¢pp). SCC simulations show
how the beam potential initially captures the ions at a
constant rate (Fig. 6) during the SCC buildup, until a
saturation level is reached and the steady state is achieved.
This linear accumulation of secondaries during the first
50 pus agrees with the hypothesis that z > electron lifetime
and only positive ions will stay in the system. To know how
this linear evolution takes place, it is necessary to under-
stand the secondary ion dynamics, and the analysis will be
divided into two components.

o
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in simulation

+
2

(Arb. Units)
e
&

Number of H
=
(]

Time (lis)

FIG. 6. A number of secondary ions trapped in the system
as a function of time for the beam-line gas pressure of
2.0 x 107% mbar.

B. Radial dynamics

The grounded beam pipe and the negative beam potential
trap the ions in the system. The ions must fulfil the
condition E; > ¢[¢p(r) — ¢p(R)] to reach the vacuum pipe
at radius R. For ¢ < 7, only some ions created in the beam
edges are able to escape, whereas the ions created at the
radius r that do not fulfil this condition will oscillate around
the beam center until the SCC reduces the potential
sufficiently to allow the ions to escape radially.

During the SCC buildup, the beam potential distribution
leads to the highest secondary ion concentration at the
beam center, meaning the space charge is not compensated
uniformly across the beam volume in this period. Figure 7
shows the sum of the beam and secondary ion space charge
at a time during the buildup of SCC; this hollow density is
the cause of the emittance growth in the first 60 us in Fig. 4.

Once the secondary ions reduce the potential sufficiently
(and therefore the electric field), ions oscillate around the
beam center at an increased amplitude, spreading the
secondary ion density across more of the beam (Fig. 8).
Because of their lower velocity at the edges of the beam, the
secondary ions increase their contribution to the compen-
sation charge density, and the total space charge can
become inverted in this region (this does not create a
positive potential, because the total space charge is still
negative). This creates a nonlinear electric field that can
increase the emittance of the transported beam during the
steady state, in comparison to the net current model where
the space charge map is smooth.

C. Longitudinal dynamic and ion losses

Studies that take into account only the radial dynamics of
the SCC [7] (equivalent to assuming a constant longitudinal
potential) show that the secondary ions will fully suppress
the beam space charge and the final potential in the steady
state will be almost equal to the initial energy of newly
ionized secondary ions. The results of our simulations show
how the space charge and the beam potential at r > 7 still
differ from zero in large part of the beam volume, as seen
in Figs. 9 and 10(d).

In the simple test case, ions are trapped in the longi-
tudinal direction by the potential formed by the beam and

X (mm)

FIG. 7. Total space charge density (beam and secondary ions)
during the SCC buildup. ¢ = 0.4r.
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FIG. 8. Evolution in the time of space charge density (beam and
secondary ions) and electric field. SCC 7 = 90 pus.
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FIG. 9. Total space charge density (beam and secondary ions)
when SCC has reached the steady state.

the boundary conditions of the extraction high voltage
system at z = 0 and the grounded boundary at z = 0.7 m.

Once the number of secondary particles in the system
suppresses a large fraction of the beam space charge, local
variations in the density of secondary ions can lead to
plasmalike waves that can propagate in the longitudinal
direction. Secondary ions that move at the same phase
velocity as the wave can gain sufficient energy to leave the
beam potential and reach the grounded plate at the end of the
beam line (either the emittance meter input plate or the radio-
frequency quadrupole input flange) and be lost. This effect is
more pronounced longitudinally in comparison to the radial
coordinates due to the longer distance over which the electric
field of the wave can act. In the pressure regime p < p,,,,

- Time 5 us |

-100

-80
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: 0
100 200 300 400 500 600 700

Z (mm)
"Time 55 us | 100
E
E
o
- 0
100 200 300 400 500 600 700
Z (mm)
Time 105 us| i
40 .
-80
20 (Volts)
) -60
E 0
-40
= 20
20
-40

100 200 300 400 500 600 700
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Time 155 us|

100 200 300 400 500 600 700 °
Z (mm)

FIG. 10. Beam potential evolution in time in the X — Z plane
under the effect of SCC at 2.0 x 107 mbar.
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FIG. 11. A number of macro secondary ions captured in the

system for different gas pressures.

the voltage amplitude of this plasma oscillation wave is of
several volts [14] and leads to longitudinal losses that
prevent the system from reaching a full degree of space
charge compensation. In terms of the number of secondary
ions, the longitudinal losses will limit the final number
of ions that the system can trap ONCe Tiyduction =
’:llosses (Flg 11)

When the solenoid field map is included in the simu-
lations, the magnetic field reduces the radial movement of
the secondary ions, and the solenoid fringe field acts like a
mirror magnet in the longitudinal direction, reflecting some
secondary ions, but there is no appreciable difference in
the final number of secondary ions accumulated after the
SCC buildup.

VI. EXPERIMENT AND SIMULATION
COMPARISON

A. Input beam Linac4 and full space charge solution

During measurements at the Linac4 test stand, the source
and extraction system delivered a 35 mA H™ beam into the
LEBT. The extraction of the beam from the source was
simulated with IBSimu, and the results served as the input
distribution for these SCC simulations. Although per-
formed with the same code, the two regions are not coupled
into one single simulation due to the smaller mesh size
required in the source extraction calculation (IBSimu uses a
fixed size, cubic mesh). The beam handover takes place in a
plane inside the Linac4 source extraction system where the
electric potential (13000 V) suppresses the SCC by rapid
removal of secondary particles.

TABLEI. Twiss parameters from the input beam distribution of
Fig. 12.

€ norm.rms
Plane (mm mrad) a s o (mm)
Horizontal 0.34 —11.05 4.85 9.91
Vertical 0.51 -7.09 3.06 9.48

30 |

10 |

Y(mm)

3030 20 a0 0 10 20 30
X(mm)

FIG. 12. Beam distribution generated by the extraction system
simulation used as input for the Linac4 LEBT simulations.

The handover beam parameters are given in Table I and
the X — Y profile in Fig. 12; the asymmetry in the vertical
plane arise from the stage where the electrons are dumped
using a magnetic field inside the extraction system. It has
been found to be crucial to have an accurate beam input
distribution to be able to correctly interpret beam mea-
surements and compare the SCC degree.

Figure 13 shows the key features of the simulation
region. The total length considered is 1.39 m with the
emittance meter slit at z = 1.39 m and a beam pipe radius
of 0.05 m, and the solenoid field map covers the first 0.57 m
in z. The beam density is plotted in this transport region for
a 35 mA beam without space charge compensation
included, where the solenoid focuses the H~ beam enough
to prevent beam losses.

B. Beam dynamics in the steady state ¢ > 7

The results of the emittance measurements at the time
t > 7 at the emittance meter position for different injected
gas types and pressures using an integrated solenoid field
strength of 9 T> mm will be compared to the simulations of
the SCC using the secondary ions. The emittances have
been calculated by integrating the signals over a time period
of 200 us, starting 300 pus after the first observed beam
from the source and using the 0.4% threshold from the

)

L Bl 0.8
20 |
E
£ o 0.6
.

=40 — Solenoid Field Map

| YA ML 1 o) I Y 1 | PO 1 |
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0
Z (mm)

FIG. 13. Beam envelope at t =0 without secondary ion
compensation, for a full beam current of 35 mA.
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FIG. 14. Emittance versus injected gas pressure for measure-
ments (top) and simulations (bottom), for different injected gas

types.

maximum recorded signal, where all the signals below the
threshold are set to zero.

The measurements show a constant emittance for differ-
ent pressures and types of residual gas within an error of
5% from the phase space measurements. However, simu-
lations show an emittance reduction as the pressure is
increased (see Fig. 14). When increasing the pressure that
approaches the 100% SCC case using Kr and N, instead of
H,, this emittance reduction is the product of the more
uniform SCC with nitrogen and Kr, thanks to the lower
secondary ion speed compared to H,.

The agreement between the phase space of the simu-
lation and experiment can be seen by the unusual features
that can be created in the beam phase space in some cases.
By increasing the H, pressure to 1 x 107 mbar above the
baseline, we can see the appearance of two distinct
components in the transverse phase space when the beam
is strongly focused (Fig. 15).

Simulation shows how this second component only
appears in the H, steady state case because of the
nonuniform SCC along the LEBT coupled to the beam
waist before the emittance meter. N, and Kr do not show
this effect, because their larger ion masses help to create a
more constant radial and longitudinal SCC distribution.

By increasing the pressure or using a Kr or nitrogen to
compensate the gas, this second component in the phase
space is less distinct (Fig. 16).
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FIG. 15. Phase space simulation (left) and measurement (right)

for 1.25 x 10~ mbar H,.
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FIG. 16. Phase space picture simulation (left) and measurement
(right) for krypton.
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FIG. 17. Beam size versus injected gas pressure for measure-
ments (top) and simulations (bottom), for different injected gas
types.

The values for simulated and measured beam sizes as a
function of pressure [15] and gas type is shown in Fig. 17.
These show good agreement for each pressure and type of
gas, where the beam size depends of the type of gas and
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FIG. 18. Simulation results of the space charge compensation

degree along the beam center for different injected pressures and
gas types.

pressure; for pressures below 5 x 107% mbar, Kr and nitro-
gen lead to a smaller beam size than hydrogen due to a
higher degree of compensation reached with less pressure.

For Kr and nitrogen, the beam size no longer varies for
pressures above 2 x 10~° mbar; for H,, variation continues
up to 1 x 10~ mbar.

Comparing the results with the net current SCC method
simulations, the dotted lines show that all the recorded
beam sizes are between the net current SCC at 80%
and 100%.

The beam size recorded in the emittance meter is
associated with the compensation degree #(z) achieved
along the line in Fig. 18, which shows that 7 is approximated
70% for the H, baseline pressure, and for 1.1 x 10~ mbar
H, the average compensation degree is 90%, while for Kr it
is only necessary to inject 2.2 x 10~ mbar to reach nearly
full compensation.

C. Beam dynamics in # < 7

The beam parameters vary considerably during the space
charge buildup to a steady state. Measurements of the beam
sizes and simulations at the emittance meter position
(Fig. 19) show how for the baseline pressure it takes more
than 200 us to the beam size to reach the steady state.
Increasing the pressure reduces the time required to reach
the steady state and the value of the final beam size reported
in Fig. 17.

The simulations show a fair agreement of the beam size
as a function of time during this regime (Fig. 19), even
when the rise of the beam current from the source and some
uncertainties in the stabilization of the extraction system
electrodes voltages were not taken into account.

D. Stabilization time

One of the main goals of the campaign of measurements
was also to investigate when the SCC stabilizes quickly
with respect to the beam pulse, to limit losses in the beam
pulse head. An estimate of the compensation time is taken
by fitting an exponential function to the beam size recorded

-+ Baseline
15 = H, 11.5X10° (mbar)
= N -+ KF 2.25X10° (mbar)
£ ' N, 4.5X10° (mbar)
E B,
@ 10 .
E "
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| | £ e e g
e §ymani e e eag g TERARS
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FIG. 19. Beam size (rms) along the beam pulse, measured (top)
and simulated (bottom) for three different injected gases.

at the emittance meter as a function of time from
Fig. 19 and defining the stabilization time as 7 .,y through
o(t) = oge""/7ay) | where the compensation time
TR 2" Tgecay-

Our desired stabilization time is 25 us, so that full
stable conditions are found after approximately 50 us.
Using this method, we compare the pressures required to
achieve a stabilization time 74ec,y = 25 ps, as a function of
the different gases. A comparison of this measured stabi-
lization time for different gases and pressures is shown
in Fig. 20.

The results show that, in order to have a stable beam
in 7=50 us (i.€., Tgecay = 25 ps), the pressure for the

120 \ *H2
100}~ =N,
G 80 Ll
=
7 60
a
e 40
2ol e
0% 2 4 6 8 10

Pressure 10°° (mbar)

FIG. 20. Measured beam size decay time of the partial
pressures for H,, Kr, and N,. The dotted line shows the desired
stabilization time of 25 us.
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different gases are 1 x 10™> mbar for H,, 6 x 10~ mbar
for N,, and 4 x 10° mbar for Kr. The simulation values of
the stabilization time at 25 us are 1 x 107> mbar for H,,
4.5 x 107% mbar for N,, and 2.5 x 107% mbar for Kr.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

Measurements and simulations have been made of
the transport of a 35 mA H~ ion beam at 45 keV during
and after the space charge compensation buildup, by the
injection of three different gases as the source of secon-
dary ions.

The simulations reproduce very well the beam size
measured with the emittance meter, as well as many fine
details of the phase space, which do not appear in the net
current model.

Below a critical pressure depending on the gas type
(107 mbar for H,), the final compensation degree and
therefore the beam size after the SCC buildup show a
pressure dependence.

The simulations results and Ref. [14] suggest that full
space charge compensation is not reached at lower pres-
sures due to plasmalike waves that accelerate the secondary
ions, creating a secondary ion escape mechanism from the
beam potential confinement.

Simulations predict a reduction in emittance for higher
gas injection, whereas the measurements show no signifi-
cant improvement in the emittance, and the effect of the gas
type is limited to its ionization cross section to enhance
the secondary ion production with lower pressures in the
beam line.

In the case of simulations, there is an emittance reduction
for Kr and N, that converge to the 0 beam current case. This
emittance reduction arises from the more homogeneous
SCC created for the slower ion speed of Kr and N, in
comparison to H,.

Measurements confirm that, in order to stabilize the beam
sufficiently quickly (with a 74ec,y = 25 ps), it is necessary
to run at minimum pressures of H,, 1 X 107> mbar; N,,
4.5 x 107° mbar; and Kr, 2.5 x 10~ mbar.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors thank to R. Guida, F. Roncarolo, and the
other members of the Linac4 Ion Source team. This project
was supported by Consejo Nacional de Ciencia y
Tecnologia (CONACYT) and the Universidad Autonoma
de Sinaloa (UAS).

[1] M. Reiser et al., in Theory and Design of Charged Particle
Beams (Wiley, New York, 1990), pp. 248-249.

[2] R. Scrivens et al., Rev. Sci. Instrum. 85, 02A729 (2014).

[3] I. A. Soloshenko et al., Rev. Sci. Instrum. 75, 1694 (2004).

[4] B. Cheymol et al., in Proceedings of the International
Particle Accelerator Conference, Kyoto, Japan (ICR,
Kyoto, 2010), p. 1089.

[5] M.E. Rudd, R.D. DuBois, L. H. Toburen, C. A. Ratcliffe,
and T. V. Goffe, Phys. Rev. A 28, 3244 (1983).

[6] J. Sherman, E. Pitcher, and P. Allison, H Beam Neutrali-
zation Measurements with a Gridded-Energy Analyzer,
a Non-Interceptive Beam Diagnostic, in Proceedings of
the 1988 International Linear Accelerator Conference,
CEBAF Report 89-001 (Williamsburg, 1988), Vol. 44,
p. MO3.

[71 A.Benlsmail, R. Duperrier, D. Uriot, and N. Pichoff, Phys.
Rev. ST Accel. Beams 10, 070101 (2007).

[8] J. Lettry et al. (to be published).

[91 R. Gobin, P.-Y. Beauvais, R. Ferdinand, P.-A. Leroy, L.
Celona, G. Ciavola, and S. Gammino, Rev. Sci. Instrum.
70, 2652 (1999).

[10] T. Kalvas, O. Tarvainen, T. Ropponen, O. Steczkiewicz,
J. Arje, and H. Clark, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 81, 02B703
(2010).

[11] @. Midttun, J. Lettry, and R. Scrivens, Rev. Sci. Instrum.
85, 02A701 (2014).

[12] Vector Fields OPERA (2014), http://www.cobham.com/.

[13] A. Perrin, J.-F. Amand, T. Muetze, J.-B. Lallement, and S.
Lanzone, Travel User Manual (CERN, Switzerland, 2007).

[14] I.A. Soloshenko et al., AIP Conf. Proc. 380, 345
(1996).

[15] C. A. Valerio-Lizarraga, J.-B. Lallement, I. Leon-Monzon,
J. Lettry, @. Midttun, and R. Scrivens, Rev. Sci. Instrum.
85, 02A505 (2014).

080101-10


http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4847195
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1695608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.28.3244
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.10.070101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevSTAB.10.070101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1149823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1149823
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3258608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.3258608
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4824814
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4824814
http://www.cobham.com/
http://www.cobham.com/
http://www.cobham.com/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.51302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.51302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4847196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.4847196

