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Optical Effects of Parasitic Crossings with
Nine Trains of Bunches

Introduction

In a colliding beam machine with a single ring and n bunches/beam, there
are 2n — 1 parasitic crossings of the counterrotating bunches. The guide
field of one beam depends on the charge per bunch in the opposing beam
via the long range interaction at each of the parasitic crossing points. In
the CESR crossing angle configuration there are nine trains of two to five
bunches in each beam. The bunches within each train are either 14ns or
28ns apart. We find that the closed orbits, the betatron tunes, beta-functions
and chromaticities of one beam are distorted as a result of the multiple long
range interactions. The details of the distortion depend on the transverse
separation of the bunches, and the betatron functions at each of the crossing
points.

The bunches in each beam are not evenly spaced about the circumference
of the machine. Therefore each bunch in one beam will interact with the
bunches in the counterrotating beam at a bunch dependent combination
of locations around the ring. The (-functions and the separation of the
closed orbits varies from one crossing point to the next. Because of the
uneven spacing, the distortion of optical functions and closed orbits is not
the same for all of the bunches. The combined effect of all of the long range
interactions is bunch specific. The bunch and current dependence of the
tunes, (; and (3;, the crossing angle, and the chromaticities are computed
for various configurations of bunches.

The Model

The long range beam-beam kicks are incorporated into a model of the CESR
lattice that includes design quadrupoles and sextupoles, CLEO experimental
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solenoid and rotated IR quad compensation, and the four horizontal and two
vertical separator kicks. A beam-beam kick is added at each of the parasitic
crossing points. The location of the kicks depends on the number of bunch
trains and the spacing of the trains, and the number of bunches per train
and spacing within the train.

Long range beam-beam kick

A line charge approximation is used to characterize the long range beam-
beam interaction. The charge distribution is gaussian but because the beams
are always separated by at least several horizontal beam sizes, the line charge
approximation is appropriate. In particular if Ax’ is the kick experienced
by an electron in the field of the stored positron beam then,

Xy — X

AXL = 2TON (1)

Vxy = x|
ro is the classical electron radius, N the number of particles in the positron
bunch, and x the transverse coordinates of the positron closed orbit and x_
the coordinate of the electron at the crossing point. Note that the effective
dipole kick scales inversely with the separation, the quadrupole kick inversely
with the square of the separation, etc. The long range kick is always horizon-
tally defocusing and vertically focusing for horizontally separated, oppositely
charged beams. The effective focal length is given by

Ax' 1 1

—— =2rgN—————— = — 2

Axo TV g xS )
Now x_ refers to the coordinate of the closed orbit of the electron beam and
Ax_ displacement with respect to the closed orbit. The tune shift is

a b
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The beam-beam kick can also be treated more generally, as due to a two-
dimensional gaussian charge distribution that depends on local beam size.
As shown below, the line charge approximation turns out to be a good one.



Procedure

The procedure for determining the effect of the parasitic kicks is to first
compute the closed orbit (including separator kicks) of the strong beam.
Then a single bunch in the counterrotating beam is introduced in a weak
strong scenario where we assume no effect of weak beam on strong beam.
At each of the parasitic crossings witnessed by the particular weak beam
bunch, the position of the weak beam with respect to the closed orbit of the
strong beam yields the beam-beam kick. The closed orbit and transfer map
of the weak beam is derived from the computed change in the phase space
coordinates in a single turn. The beam-beam kick at the interaction point is
not included.

Train and bunch spacing

Spacing of the trains around the circumference of the ring is not uniform.
During Phase I bunch train operation, the spacing of the nine trains was
relatively uneven. There were 280ns between train 1 and 2, 280ns between
train 2 and 3, ... , and 280ns between train 8 and 9. Then there were 322ns
between train 9 and 1. The two bunches within each train were spaced 28ns
apart. The electron and positron closed orbits and the parasitic crossing
points are shown in Figure 1. There is a unique set of parasitic crossings for
each bunch.

In Phase II operation, the nine trains are spaced somewhat more evenly
around the ring. There are 280ns between train 1 and 2, 280ns between train
2 and 3, and 294ns between train 3 and 4. Then the pattern repeats so that
there are 280ns between train 4 and 5, 280ns between 5 and 6 and 294ns
between 6 and 7. Finally there are 280ns between trains 7 and 8, 280ns
between 8 and 9 and 294 between 9 and 1. The closed orbits and parasitic
crossings for trains with two bunches spaced 28ns apart are shown in Figure
2. Note that in Phase I the parasitic crossings fill a slightly larger fraction
of the machine circumference than in Phase II due to the more uneven train
spacing. As a result, in Phase II there tend to be fewer parasitic crossings
far from the pretzel maxima than in Phase I.



— — — electrons
positrons

® horizontal separators
» electron injection point
< positron injection point

Figure 1: Closed orbits for electrons and positrons and all parasitic crossing
points are indicated for the Phase I “uneven” spacing. Note that each of the
18 bunches in one beam encounter a near miss with the opposite beam at a
unique set of 35 of the crossing points.
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Figure 2: Closed orbits for electrons and positrons and all parasitic crossing
points are indicated for the Phase IT “even” train spacing. Note that each of
the 18 bunches in one beam encounter a near miss with the opposite beam
at a set of only 35 of the crossing points. Trains 1,4 and 7 share the same
set, of parasitic crossing points, as do trains 2,5,8 and trains 3,6,9.



Results

The current dependence of the weak beam bunch #1 closed orbit, tunes, (-
functions and chromaticities is computed as a function of the current in the
strong beam. Then for a fixed strong beam bunch current of 10mA /bunch,
the optical functions are computed for each of the weak beam bunches. The
crossing angle is +2.3mrad and the vertical separator kick is £1mrad The
results are shown for a variety of configurations.

The current and bunch dependence of optical functions is computed for
the Phase I on resonance optics N9A18A600.FD92S_4S with 9 2-bunch trains.
The trains are distributed according to the “uneven” Phase I spacing de-
scribed above and the bunches within each train are 28ns apart. The beam-
beam kicks are based on the line charge approximation. The results are
shown in Figure 3 and Figure 4

We see from Figure 3 that horizontal tune falls with increasing current in
the opposing beam. This is consistent with our experience during electron in-
jection. As the electron current increases the horizontal tune of the positrons
decreases. In practice, the positron tune is initially just above a synchrotron
side-band and the falling tune is manifested as deteriorating lifetime and
increasing radiation. In order to preserve the positrons it is necessary to
increase the horizontal tune.

The vertical g-function at the interaction point is very nearly independent
of current in the strong beam while the horizontal 3* suffers a 25% reduction
with 10ma/bunch of positrons. This is presumably due to the fact that the
parasitic crossings are all nearly 180° apart in horizontal betatron phase and
add coherently. The vertical phase relationship is more nearly random. Also,
the proximity to the horizontal half integer tune magnifies the effect of the
quadrupole errors on the horizontal -function.

The dependence of crossing angle of the weak beam on current in the
strong beam characterizes the distortion of the closed orbit around the ring.
We see that the crossing angle, (and presumably the closed orbit in general),
changes by about 10% with 10ma/bunch in the opposing beam. The change
in vertical displacement at the IP is due to the parasitic crossing at the L3
symmetry point where the beams are vertically separated.

The variation in tune from one weak beam bunch to the next is shown
in Figure 4(a). There is very little bunch dependence of the horizontal tune
and dependence of the vertical tune is limited to a range of of 2kHz. Note
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that the vertical tune is different for each and every bunch. The pattern
reflects the much larger 324ns spacing between trains 9 and 1 as compared
to 280ns spacing between all the other sets of trains. Bunch dependence of
B is somewhat greater than that of 37 but the variation is small in both
cases. (See Figure 3(b).)

Figures 4(c) and (d) indicates the horizontal displacement and angle
of the weak beam at the interaction point. The difference in horizontal
displacement is nearly 0.1mm for bunch 15 as compared to bunch 18. The
bunch to bunch variation in closed orbit at the IP corresponds to an imperfect
overlap of counterrotating bunches. Keep in mind that the bunches in the two
beams are displaced in the opposite directions. If for example, the separators
are tuned so that bunch 15 overlaps its counterpart exactly then the centers
of bunches 18 will be separated by about 0.2mm or ~ %am.

There is also a ~ 6urad difference in the vertical crossing angle of the
bunches in each train (Figure 4(d)). The effect of crossing angle on beam-
beam dynamics is characterized in terms of the “badness” parameter x =
%. For a horizontal crossing angle of +2.5mrad, horizontal beam size
of 0.4mm and bunch length of 2em, k, ~ 0.13. The vertical “badness”
Ky, ~ 0.02 for a vertical crossing angle of 6urad and vertical beam size of
6pm. We find that the variation in vertical “badness” is very small compared
to the horizontal.

The current and bunch dependence of optical functions in the Phase II
on resonance optics n9al18a900.fd93s_4s with 9 3-bunch trains is shown in
Figure 5 and Figure 6. The trains are distributed according to the “even”
Phase II spacing. The bunches within each train are 28ns apart and the
beam-beam kicks are based on the line charge approximation. The number
of parasitic crossings is increased (as compared to 9X2) from 35 to 53, but
because of the more nearly “even” train spacing and reconfigured IR optics,
the current dependence and bunch to bunch variation of the tunes has not
significantly increased. Variation in both horizontal and vertical 3* are now
at the few percent level. There is about a 1kHz spread in horizontal tune
and 2kHz spread in vertical tune. Variation in horizontal displacement at
the IP is again close to 0.1mm.

Figure 7 and Figure 8 show the change in closed orbit and g-function
through the arcs of the machine corresponding to the Phase IT 9X3 conditions
of Figures 5 and 6. The change in the vertical closed orbit is less than
10pm and almost certainly negligible. The horizontal orbit has a 2mm peak
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distortion. The zero current closed orbit peak displacement is about 20mm
so the current dependent change amounts to 10%. The distortion of the
functions through the arcs is quite significant, and vertical and horizontal
comparable and at about twice the level that we typically can correct the
zero current optics.

In order to assess the effectiveness of the line charge approximation of
the long range interaction, the bunch dependence of optical functions are
recomputed with a beam-beam kick based on the generalized 2-dimensional
charge distribution. The nine 3-bunch trains of positrons are distributed
according to the Phase II train spacing in the optics n9a18a900.fd93s_4s.
Bunches within the trains are spaced 28ns apart. The results are shown in
Figure 9. As in Figure 6 the trains are distributed according to the “even”
Phase II spacing and the bunches within each train are 28ns apart. The
differences are slight.

We also explore the effect of reducing the length of the 3-bunch train by
spacing the bunches within each train by 14ns. The machine lattice and pret-
zeled orbits are the same as for the Phase II conditions described previously.
The trains are distributed according to the “even” Phase II spacing and the
bunches within each train are 14ns apart. The beam-beam kicks are based on
the line charge approximation. The current and bunch dependence of optical
functions for the case of 14ns spacing is shown in Figure 10 and Figure 11.
The most significant difference in the 14ns and 28ns 3-bunch/train results is
with respect to angles and displacements at the IP. The bunch to bunch vari-
ation in horizontal displacement at the IP that was on the order of 0.1mm
in the case of 28ns spacing is reduce to ~ 0.03mm for the 14ns spacing. We
therefore anticipate more effective overlap of the counterrotating beams

The variation in vertical crossing angle is much greater for the more
closely spaced bunches to about 20urad or k, ~ 0.07. The variation in verti-
cal angle as noted above is due to the parasitic crossings where the bunches
are vertically separated. If the horizontal separation is much greater than the
vertical separation (as is the case for the crossings to either side of L3), then
the vertical kick is proportional to the vertical separation (see Equation 1).
If the bunches are spaced 14ns apart, then the parasitic crossings adjacent to
the L3 symmetry point occur in a region of greater vertical separation than
for 28ns spacing.

Figure 12 shows the effect of increasing the vertical separator kick from
+1lmrad to £1.3mrad. The conditions are otherwise as for Figure 11, 9X3
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Figure 7: Change in the closed orbit of bunch #1 of the weak beam. There
are 27 bunches in 9 trains in the strong beam. The bunches are spaced 28ns
apart within the train and there are 10mA /bunch. The interaction point is
at z=0 and 768m
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Figure 8: Fractional change in the S-function of bunch #1 of the weak beam.
There are 27 bunches in 9 trains in the strong beam. The bunches are spaced
28ns apart within the train and there are 10mA /bunch. The interaction point
is at z=0 and 768m

14



“(p) ur yueurede[dsIp pue o[3ue JFUISSOID [RITLIIA
pue ‘(0) ut jusweoR[dSIp [RIUOZLIOY pUR S[3UR FUISSOID [RIUOZLIOY ‘(q) Ul ¢ ‘suoryisod Jo saypunq Lz I0J
JUeLIND YpuUng uoIsod jo uonounj e se (v) [# YoUNQ WRD] YeoM JO oUN) [RDILIOA PUR [RIUOZIIOY YOI
Wed(-weo( [RUOISUSWIP-7 “surer) oY) urgimm uorjeredads sugy -Suroeds urer) [[ oseyJ "¢X6 :6 oINS

Jaquinu young Jsguinu younq
0¢ 14 0¢ Gl ol S 0 0¢ 14 0¢ Gl ol S 0

L0
£ee
861

(9) Y = (o)
- *yg o 1

80
Gee
T
\
00¢

182
T
I
c0¢

(W) =ug

oag oo oooo oo oooao [migm} oo

(w2) #ng

8"l

S%4
T
I
0¢
(zH) euny |pluoZIOY

(zrH) euny |poRUBA
o
o
[m}
[m}
[m}
o
[m}
[m}
[m}

I
244

T

I
90¢

rC o

0'¢
544
80¢

Jaquinu young Jsguinu younq
0¢ G¢ 0¢ Gl ol S 0 0¢ 14 0¢ Gl ol S 0

® (®)

ol—
[ ]
]
]
]
]
]
]
]
]

L oU0poBoofopofpobfooBoolfoofoobao

(podw) e\bup 4oy bBuissoud

L0

(poar) 31bup Buissouo |poeA
ol

0
(suouoiul) 4| o jueweoD(dsIp [DIIjIeA
(Ww) d| ¥o jusweop|dsip |pIUOZIIOY
00
T
]
]
[ ]
.
0c'c

AV o XU m
N om 0 0

a
I o < I
N

0¢

0g¢

15



“(p) ur f&yoryewronyy pue ‘(9) ut JusuroRdsIp
[e21)I0A pUR B[3UR SUISSOID [ejuozLIoy ‘(q) Ul ¢ ‘suorisod Jo seypunq )z I0J JUaLIND Ypung uoiisod jo
uonouUNy B sk (B) J# YoUNq Weaq Yeom JO 9UN) [BIIJIOA PUR [RIUOZLIOH "SI WRa(-WRaq oY) JO UOI)RU
-ixoxdde o3reys oury -surer) oy} uryimm uoryeredas sup -Suroeds urer) usAd [ 9seYJ ¢X6 0T 2IN3rq

(Pw) usINO young (pw) juewno younq
Sl ol S 0 Sl ol S 0
N o N —
&) ~ ol &
(9) g m
N N N
=L *yg o ] o N N
(0] [89] N o
>
< o
[0) 3.
- N
N o = N] N o
. |- - . O 4
§ N 0w a ¢ 22
* > - o
* — -
—~ c -
a \W/ > C
3 . INGH ® o N3
~ 40 —~ G 4 o
co o ~ o A~ o~
T ~
N T
[ N
=
- - 2 3
© - o o
) N N N
5 2 5 5
(pw)iusuno young (Pw)jusuno young
Sl o S 0 Sl ol S 0
o | >
o o S
<
@
=
o |
1o = I
oy o o
& @,
el >
o «
o Q
(9]
2 o = W
.5 3 oS
1 =3 o) 19
Sl Bl o5
0. @«
= 8 o &
-5 —~
3
T ) >3
L 4 4w
o > o
o S
Yo @ o

0¢
4
ov'¢

16



"JuaWANR[dSIP pue o[3ur SUISSOID [RIINIOA
(p) "dI oy3 jusweor[dsip pue o[due JUISSOID [RIUOZLIOH (D) “,¢ [BIIMILA pue [RIUOZLIOH (q) ‘seypung
weoq YeoM /g JO [P0 I0J 9UN) [eDILI0A PUR [RIUOZLIOH (®) ‘SYOIY Weaq-Ureaq oY) jo uolpemrxoidde
98IeTD QUIT "SuUTRI} oY) UM soypung jo uoryeredas sup] ‘Suroeds urel) uaad [T 9seYJ "€X6 1T oINS

Jaquinu young Jaguinu young
0¢ G¢ 0¢ Gl 0l S 0 0¢ S¢ 0¢ Gl oL S 0
N o N —
: [od ©
wn ~ a o
AQV *>h [ ] mDv
- | x4y o 1 o S N
@ o0 o o
o
< " EE EEN EN EN EN EN EN EN ® <)
@ n n n n n n n n n o
- o % 23
= © = a3 =t
3 > = a
* —~ -
o e 5 <
3 3 N NI
N S
~ b 4 —~Q o+ 0000000000000 0O0O00O0O0ODO0D0OOO00OOd O
e o ~ © >~
T ~
OgoO o OogoO o OgoD o N =
e R =l e R T =l el R=l-g R ~ 5
- | u " ] " " n - n = | - Nl S
© = = >
>Lv ]
f o
o ~ N ]
. . ~ L o
o N T I
Jaquinu young Jaguinu young
0¢ 14 0¢ Gl ol S 0 ,Om S¢ 0¢ Gl oL S OZ
|
N T T T T T A,a o —
o n [ ] [] [ ] [ ] [} [ ] [ ] [ N o
<
@ >
® i3 )
5 4 1 0 N
3 s 9 | N Q
m.m\ o mrmw %%
S . " L] . u [ = L] n @ = @,
° o 5
(9] o = [fe]
3 1.8 g
o W o ° >
» 3 Q Q
@. 8 N
5 L 2 o | h
(@] @ N
«° > 3 © ] ] ] o2
- m a S
S Q S g =P, _abD =, _alD LY R Q
2 L] ] n n [ n n L] lw.ﬁl = ocofoognm ocofoognm oo-~oO0Ogm e
o o o o o o o o o o = o —
a
T =~ 5o v 3
Jo T 0 0o Oog Oo 0o 0o Oo Do 0o o 3. voor NS
a 4 I o —~ (SN
— -3 3
)
AV o ? 3 XU m
" N
b = G 0 o
N | o I :
o © o Y

17



with bunches within the trains 14ns apart.

Parasitic Interactions during electron injection

During electron injection the beams are separated horizontally at the inter-
action point by adding a symmetric voltage to the separators at 8E and 8W.
The intersection of the closed orbits shifts to the west, so that the horizon-
tal separation of the bunches at the parasitic crossings 2.1m and 4.2m to the
west of the IP is decreased. The orbits of electron and positron beams during
injection and luminosity conditions are shown in Figure 13. (3, 2.1m from
the IP is 80.6m in the Phase II optics, and the effective long range tune shift
is greater at the 2.1m crossing than for any other parasitic crossing in the
ring. As the separation at the IP is increased, so is the tune shift due to the
2.1m crossing in the west. The optical parameters are summarized below for
the parasitic crossings in the interaction region with 3-bunch trains and 14ns
spacing. Injection separation corresponds to PRETZING13=-1000units.

West 2 | West 1 IP East 1 | East 2
Distance to IP (m) | 4.2 2.1 0 2.1 4.2
Separation (mm) 24 10.8 2.2 19.8 40
Separation/o, 7.2 6.4 4.4 12.0 11.8
By (m) 5.6 | 138 | 12 | 138 | 56.6
By (m) 30.8 80.6 0.018 80.6 30.8

AQ, 7.0(-4) | 8.4(-4) | 1.8(-3) | 2.5(-4) | 2.5(-4)

AQ, 3.8(-4) | 4.9(-3) | 2.8(-5) | 1.5(-3) | 1.4(-4)

Table 1: Injection parameters for parsitic crossings near the IP

e F#1 | e #2 | e #3 | et #1 | et #2 | et #3
SAQ, | 5.0(-4) | 10.9(-4) | 15.4(-4) | 15.4(-4) | 10.9(-4) | 5.0(-4)
YAQ, | 1.6(-3) | 6.4(-3) | 53(-3) | 5.3(-3) | 6.4(-3) | 1.6(-3)

Table 2: Summed tune shifts from parasitic crossings in the IR for each of
the bunches in the train during injection
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Figure 13: Solid lines indicate closed orbits of electrons and positrons collid-
ing at the interaction point with a crossing angle. During electron injection
the beams are separated at the IP by superimposing a displacement bump
that extends from the separator at 8 west to the separator at 8 east. The
electrons approach the IP from the northwest (lower left of the plot) and
positrons approach the IP from the northeast (lower right).

20



Conclusions

The multiple parasitic long range interactions yield a significant current de-
pendence to tunes, beta-functions, and closed orbits. The difference in that
dependence from bunch to bunch is small except with respect to horizontal
displacement at the interaction point. For trains of three bunches spaced
28ns apart, we find that the variation in horizontal displacement at the in-
teraction point is nearly (+10), if there are 10mA /bunch in the opposing
beam. If the bunches are spaced 14ns apart within the train, then the bunch
to bunch differences in horizontal displacement become negligibly small. We
anticipate higher average luminosity per unit current if the 3 bunches within
the train are spaced 14ns apart rather than 28ns apart.
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