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Abstract

Purpose: Longitudinal polarization is an important design aspect of the future 100 km-scale
Circular Electron Position Collider (CEPC). Spin rotators are needed in the CEPC collider
rings to make the beam polarization along the longitudinal direction at the interaction points
(IPs). This paper focuses on the design of spin rotators for CEPC at the Z-pole (45.6 GeV).
Methods: The design of spin rotators in the CEPC at the Z-pole is based on
solenoid magnets and horizontal bending magnets sections. The coupling of transverse
motion introduced by solenoids is compensated with quadrupole lenses. Adjustments
have been made to the layout to implement the spin rotators into the collider rings.
Results: Longitudinal polarized beam can be achieved at the IPs with the spin
rotators. High degree of polarization is attainable, while the effect of spin rotators
on orbital motion is acceptable. The detailed simulation results will be presented.
Conclusion: A solenoid-based spin rotator configuration is designed and integrated into the CEPC
collider ring lattice. According to the simulation results, the polarization requirements can be satisfied.
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1 Introduction

As a future lepton circular collider, the Circular
Electron Positron Collider (CEPC) is proposed for
testing the underlying fundamental physics prin-
ciples of the Standard Model (SM) and exploring
physics beyond the SM [1]. In the Conceptual
Design Report (CDR) [2], the CEPC is designed
as a 100-km double-ring collider with two inter-
action points (IPs). The operated beam energies
are 120 GeV as a Higgs factory, 80 GeV as a W
factory and 45.6 GeV for the Z-pole.

Particle physics experiments with longitudi-
nally polarized beams in the CEPC is an impor-
tant design aspect for an accurate check of the

Standard Model. High longitudinal beam polariza-
tion (>50%) is required in the interaction points of
the CEPC without sacrificing luminosity. In this
paper, we focus on the realization of longitudinal
polarization at the Z-pole. The possibility at even
higher energies will be addressed elsewhere.

To realize longitudinally polarized colliding
beams, we need to address two major issues, polar-
ized beam generation and proper spin rotations
in the collider ring. A highly polarized electron
beam (> 80%) can be generated by a polar-
ized electron gun [3], accelerated to full collision
energy by the Linac and the Booster. There will be
polarization decay during the acceleration in the
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Booster. A preliminary design of Siberian snakes
is under investigation to overcome the depolar-
ization in the Booster [4]. It is an independent
research topic and therefore it will be not cov-
ered here. Finally the polarized beams are injected
into the collider rings. Technically speaking, polar-
ized positron sources are costly or less matured
to be applied to CEPC-Z at the moment [4–6].
And in the vast majority of cases, single beam
polarization is sufficient, since annihilation occurs
when the particles are of opposite helicity, like
in the measurement of polarized lepton asym-
metries at SLC [7]. An electron with a certain
helicity will find a partner for itself. Therefore,
it is sufficient to have only one of the colliding
beams longitudinally polarized, for example, an
electron beam. But there may be technological
innovations in the future, which can provide a
positron beam with a high degree of polarization
and meet the bunch intensity requirements. Then
the scheme of electron beam polarization mainte-
nance in the Booster also applies to the polarized
positron beam. Hence, we design the longitudinal
polarization scheme for both e− and e+ beams. In
this paper, spin rotators are designed for e+/e−

beams in the CEPC collider ring at the Z-pole, to
realize the longitudinal polarized beam at the IPs
in the collider rings.

A spin rotator is a device which can rotate
the particle spins from vertical to longitudinal
or vice versa in storage rings. A pair of rota-
tors around each IP are required to keep the
polarization vertical in the arcs and to realize
longitudinal polarization at the IP. Spin rotators
have been successfully employed at HERA for elec-
tron and positron beams [8]. The design of the
HERA spin rotators is known as the ‘mini rota-
tor’ [9] which consists of a sequence of alternating
vertical and horizontal dipoles. In addition, Spin
rotator schemes based on helical dipole magnets
have been adopted in RHIC to achieve longitu-
dinal polarization at the interaction points [10].
However, the beam orbit excursion may be large
in those spin rotators with pure transverse mag-
netic fields. Hence the magnet bore must be large
enough to accommodate the excursions. Besides,
vertical bending magnetic fields in the spin rota-
tors also introduces vertical dispersion and thus
an increase in the vertical emittance. This can

lead to a reduction of the equilibrium beam polar-
ization, and might not be compatible with high-
luminosity e+/e− circular collider designs which
favor very flat beams. In addition, a combination
of solenoids and horizontal bending magnets can
also form a spin rotator, hereafter referred to as
“solenoid-based spin rotators”.

A spin rotator including a dedicated horizontal
bending magnet section and a dedicated solenoid
section, was an alternative design first studied
for HERA [11], where the spin matching condi-
tions were first derived for solenoid-based spin
rotators. Later, similar concept was also applied
for eRHIC [12]. Koop also discussed this kind of
spin rotators for the SuperB project [13, 14] later.
Nikitin first pointed out such a scheme could be
modified and applied in the CEPC at the Z-pole
energy [15, 16], using the fact that the inter-
action region design features a S-shaped twisted
orbit in median plane, i.e., the spin rotators can be
arranged in an “anti-symmetric” manner, which
cancels most of the depolarization effect due to
quantum fluctuation [11]. Recently, a solenoid-
based spin rotator for the electron polarization in
the electron-ion collider (EIC) is under study [17].
The spin rotator scheme for the electron polar-
ization uses two pairs of solenoid magnets and
associated dipoles on each side of the interaction
region. And the design of spin rotators for the
electron storage ring allows to realize the exact
longitudinal orientation of electron spins in the
whole energy range from 5 to 18 GeV, via adjust-
ment of solenoid strengths without changing the
machine geometry [18, 19]. For SuperKEKB, a
very compact spin rotator design is under study
that consists of solenoid-dipole combined function
magnets [20].

In order to avoid those problems introduced
by transverse magnetic fields, we will study a
solenoid-based spin rotator configuration in this
paper. Then its integration into the CEPC col-
lider ring is investigated. In this study, we used
the CEPC CDR lattice at the Z-pole. The SAD
code [21] was used in the design of the spin rotator
and evaluation of its influence to orbital motion.
The Bmad/PTC code [22, 23] was used to evaluate
the performance of the spin motion and polariza-
tion. It has been verified that lattice translations
between SAD and Bmad/PTC provide consistent
results by Zhou et al [24].
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The theories of spin dynamics are reviewed
in Section 2. Section 3 presents the designs of
solenoid-based spin rotators. In Section 4, the
insertion scheme of the spin rotators is stud-
ied, and the simulation results for spin motion
and orbital motion are presented. Finally, poten-
tial optimization of the spin rotators insertion is
analyzed qualitatively.

2 Theory

A beam is polarized if there exists a direction for
which the two possible spin states are not equally
populated. Polarization is the statistical average
of an ensemble of the spin of particles in the
beam. Consider a beam consists ifN electrons, the
polarization degree along a specified axis is given
by

P =
N↑ −N↓

N
(1)

where N↑ + N↓ = N . N↑ and N↓ are the num-
ber of electrons in the up state and down state
respectively.

The precession of the spin vector S of a
charged particle with the velocity v and spin- 12
in an electromagnetic field is determined by the
Thomas-BMT equation [25, 26]:

dS

dt
= Ω× S

Ω = −
e

m0γ

[

(1 + aγ)B⊥ + (1 + a)B‖

+ (aγ +
γ

1 + γ
)
E× β

c2

]

(2)

where B = B‖+B⊥ , B‖ = (β ·B)β/β2. β = v/c.
m0 and e are the mass and charge of the particle,
respectively. a is the anomalous magnetic moment,
a = 0.00115965 for electron and positron. γ is the
relativistic factor. c is the speed of light.

When t is replaced by the azimuthal angle θ,
one special solution of Eq.(2) is the invariant spin
field [27, 28], n(u; θ), satisfying the periodic con-
dition n(u; θ + 2π) = n(u; θ), u is the phase
space coordinate in terms of canonical variables
of the orbital motion. The rate of spin precession
around n is described by the amplitude dependent
spin tune νs [27, 28]. On the closed orbit, n(u; θ)
and νs reduces to n0(θ) and ν0, respectively. In a
planar storage ring, n0(θ) is close to the vertical

direction. And ν0 ≈ aγ0 where γ0 is the relativistic
factor for the design energy.

The spin motion may be perturbed in a res-
onant manner when the following condition is
satisfied,

νs = k+kxνx+kyνy+kzνz, k, kx, ky, kz ∈ Z (3)

where νx, νy, νz are the horizontal, vertical beta-
tron tunes and synchrotron tune, respectively.
Spin resonances with νs = k, k ∈ Z are called
the integer spin resonances. Spin resonances with
|kx| + |ky| + |kz | = 1 and |kx| + |ky| + |kz | >
1 are called the first-order spin resonances and
the higher-order spin resonances, respectively. In
particular, synchrotron sideband spin resonances
ν0±νu+mνz = k, with | m |> 1 and u = x, y, z are
considered very important in high-energy electron
storage rings [29].

In an electron storage ring, a spontaneous
buildup of radiative polarization may occur via the
emission of spin-flip synchrotron radiation. This
process is called the Sokolov-Ternov effect [30].
However, the stochastic photon emission also leads
to the spin diffusion effect [31]. The equilibrium
polarization [32] is a balance between the Sokolov-
Ternov effect and the spin diffusion effect, its
direction is along 〈n〉θ, which is an average over
phase space at the azimuthal angle θ. Generally
speaking, 〈n〉θ is very nearly aligned along n0(θ).
The degree of the equilibrium polarization can be
approximated by

Peq ≈
P∞

1 +
τp
τd

(4)

where P∞ equals to 92.4% in an ideal planar ring.
And the equivalent polarization build-up time is

1

τtot
=

1

τp
+

1

τd
(5)

τp and τd are the time constants for the Sokolov-
Ternov effect and spin diffusion effect, respec-
tively. For the CEPC collider ring at the Z-pole.
τp ≈ 260 hours. According to Eq.(4) and (5), if
the equilibrium polarization equals to 50%, we can
get τd ≈ 310 hours and the equivalent polarization
build-up time τtot ≈ 141 hours.

For the CEPC collider rings, top-up injection
mode will be used to maximize the integrated
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luminosity [2]. Time-averaged beam polarization
in an electron storage ring during the top-up
injection is [33]

Pavg =
Peq

1 + τtot/τb
+

Pinj

1 + τb/τtot
(6)

Here Pinj is the injected beam polarization, τb is
the beam lifetime. For colliding beams at the Z-
pole, the beam lifetime is about 2 hours, mainly
limited by the radiative Bhabha effect which is
correlated to the luminosity. Hence, if the equi-
librium polarization is larger than 10%, τtot is
longer than 28 hours, still significantly longer than
the beam lifetime. In this case, if the polarization
of the injected beam is very high (for example,
more than 70%), then the time-averaged beam
polarization is approximately the injected beam
polarization. In other words, to maintain a high
time-averaged beam polarization, it is essential to
realize a high injected beam polarization, while it
is only required to achieve a modest equilibrium
beam polarization in the collider ring.

3 Solenoid-based spin rotators

According to Eq. (2), the rotation angle of an elec-
tron spin vector in a solenoid can be described
by

ϕsol =
e(1 + a)

m0cβγ

∫

B‖ds (7)

And the axis of rotation is along the longitudinal
direction. In a horizontal bending dipole, the spin
rotation angle is

ϕdip =
ea

m0cβ

∫

Byds = aγθ (8)

where θ is the deflection angle of the orbital
motion. And the axis of the rotation is along the
vertical direction.

We use one typical design of solenoid-based
spin rotators that consists of a solenoid section
and a horizontal bending dipole magnet section.
In the spin rotator upstream of the IP (RotatorU),
the solenoid section rotates the spin vector from
the vertical direction to the radial direction with
a rotation angle of π/2. Then the horizontal bend-
ing magnet section rotates the spin vector by an

odd multiple of π
2 , i.e.

ϕ = (2K + 1)
π

2
, K ∈ Z (9)

which can rotates the spin vector from the radial
direction to the longitudinal direction at the IP.
Rotation of a spin vector from the longitudinal
direction at the IP, to the vertical direction in
the arc can be realized by a spin rotator down-
stream of the IP (RotatorD), with a similar setup
of RotatorU, but in a reversed order. Such a
pair of spin rotators can realize longitudinal beam
polarization at IPs, while retaining vertical beam
polarization in the arc regions.

There are two possibilities of arrangement of a
pair of spin rotators around each IP [11], in terms
of whether the spin rotators on both sides of the IP
have the same polarity (symmetric arrangement,
Fig. 1(b)) or opposite polarities (anti-symmetric
arrangement, Fig. 1(a)), as illustrated in Fig. 1.
Compared with the symmetric arrangement, the
anti-symmetric arrangement can exactly rotate
the spin vector back to the vertical direction in
the arc even when not running at the designed
energy. In addition, the anti-symmetric structure
also matches the geometry of the CEPC collider
ring in the interaction region (IR). Therefore,
the anti-symmetric arrangement is preferred when
the spin rotators are placed near the interaction
region.

To rotate the spin vector by π/2 at E = 45.6
GeV, the required integrated field strength of the
solenoid magnets is about 240 T ·m. For example,
if we consider a superconducting solenoid mag-
netic field of 8 T, the total length of the solenoid
magnet is about 30 m. This requires a series of
solenoid magnets.

3.1 Design of the solenoid section

Solenoids introduce transverse coupling which is
detrimental to both the orbital and spin motion,
which must be compensated locally. There are dif-
ferent compensation schemes using quadrupoles
lens [34]. A solenoid compensation unit which con-
sists of two solenoids with 7 normal quadrupoles
in between has already been studied in our early
work [35]. However, the compact design of the
solenoid compensation unit requires high mag-
netic field gradient of the decoupled quadrupoles.
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(a) Anti-symmetric arrangement.

(b) Symmetric arrangement.

Fig. 1 Two possible arrangements of the spin rotator
magnets . The red arrow represents the direction of polar-
ization. Here ex, es, and ey are the radial, longitudinal,
and vertical unit base vectors, respectively.

Reducing the high gradient of quadrupoles would
inevitably take up more space.

In this paper, we designed another possible
solenoid compensation unit (SCU) for the CEPC
following the concept proposed in Ref. [11], as
shown in Fig. 2. SCU consists of 6 solenoids inter-
leaved with 8 normal quadrupoles, with a spin
rotation angle of ϕ = π

4 . The main parameters of
the solenoids and quadrupoles and the lengths of
drifts, as well as the 4-dimensional transfer matrix
of a SCU are also shown in Fig. 2.

Then, a solenoid module is designed which con-
tains 2 SCUs in the middle, to rotate the spin
vector by π/2, as well as optics matching sections
(OM) at both ends, to match with the optical
parameters of the CEPC collider ring lattice. Its
whole structure is

OM+SCU +D+QF+D+QF+D+ SCU+OM

Here “QD” and “QF” mean the defocusing and
focusing quadrupoles, respectively. “D” is an
abbreviation for drift. Each OM contains three
normal quadrupoles to fit into the optics of the
ring lattice. If the solenoids are turned off, the
quadrupoles in the SCU need be retuned to create

Fig. 2 Solenoid compensation unit. Magnet parameters
are listed in each subfigure. M is the transverse transport
matrix for each unit.

a normal uncoupled optics with designed phase
advances.

The OMs and the quadrupoles are adjusted
to match the optics at the entrance and exit of
solenoid modules. Lattice structures and the twiss
parameters in the solenoid module are plotted in
Fig. 3.

Fig. 3 Twiss parameters and lattice structures for the
solenoid module. Green and red boxes represent normal
quadrupoles and solenoid magnets respectively.

4 The insertion scheme

According to Eq.(9), the spin rotation around
the vertical axis from IP to the solenoid mod-
ule must be (2K + 1)π2 , K is an integer, to
enable the longitudinal polarization at the IP.
This requires adjustments to the layout of the
collider ring between the solenoid module inser-
tions. We studied different insertion schemes to
implement the solenoid module insertions into the
lattice. At the beginning of this investigation, two
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different insertion schemes were studied, either
inserting the solenoid sections into a short straight
section inside the IR [35], or placing the solenoid
sections in the adjacent long straight sections in
the “symmetric arrangement”, both schemes how-
ever yield unsatisfactory results. The first scheme
introduces strong perturbation to the layout of the
IR and the optics performance, though the depo-
larization effect is moderate. The second scheme
introduces less perturbation to the optics, but
suffers from strong depolarization, because the
polarization direction rotates many turns by the
horizontal bending magnets between the IP and
the solenoid section, which enhances the spin dif-
fusion effects. Finally, based on the pros of both
insertion schemes, an optimized insertion scheme
was found. The solenoid sections are placed adja-
cent to the IR in Fig. 4, forming an anti-symmetric
arrangement. This on one hand eliminates the per-
turbation to the IR optics, on the other hand
reduces the depolarization contribution between
the IP and the solenoid section. This optimization
scheme can achieve high level of beam polariza-
tion at the IP without affecting the stability of the
beam orbital motion.

As shown in Fig. 4, a pair of spin rotators are
implemented around each IP, which enables longi-
tudinal polarization of the beam at both IPs. The
polarity setting of the solenoid magnetic field in
the spin rotators ensures that the directions of n0

in the two arc regions on the left and right of the
IP are the same, and ν0 ≈ aγ0 still holds, which
does not affect the beam energy measurement
based on resonant depolarization. Fig. 4 takes the
positron ring as an example. The spin rotator set-
tings in the electron ring and the positron ring
are just symmetrical around the IP as plotted
in Fig. 5. The helicity of the colliding polarized
beams could be adjusted by varying the helicity
of the injected polarized beams from the polarized
particle sources, which will be studied separately.

The layout and the optics of IR will remain
unchanged. Just upstream of the IR, we insert
a bending angle compensation section ∆θ1, a
straight section (SS) of the same length as the
solenoid module, a bending angle compensation
section ∆θ2 and the solenoid module (rotatorU)
in sequence. Just downstream of the IR, we insert
a bending angle compensation section ∆θ1, the
solenoid module (rotatorD), a bending angle com-
pensation section ∆θ2 and a SS in sequence.

Fig. 4 The insertion scheme for spin rotators, taking the
positron ring as an illustration. Black arrows represent the
direction of beam movement. Red arrows represent the
direction of n0. Red lines are spin rotators, while “rota-
torU” and “rotatorD” represent the spin rotators upstream
and downstream of the IP, respectively. The black curve
represents the arc area.

More details of the optimized insertion scheme are
plotted in Fig. 5.

Fig. 5 Geometry of the e+/e− rings with spin rotators of
the insertion scheme around the IR.

In Fig. 5, the default parameters in the inter-
action region (IR) of the CEPC lattice are

• θc = 16.50 mrad, half of the crossing angle
between e+ ring and e− ring at the IP;

• θu = −19.21 mrad, the total horizontal bending
angle from the IP to the end of the interaction
region “MIRU”;

• θd = 13.79 mrad, the total horizontal bending
angle from the IP to the end of the interaction
region “MIRD”;
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Then the longitudinal polarization condition
requires

aγ0(θu +∆θ1 +∆θ2) = −
π

2

aγ0(θd +∆θ1) =
π

2
. (10)

We can get ∆θ1 = 1.39 mrad, ∆θ2 = 2.65 mrad
when aγ0 = 103.5.

The lattice structure of SS is basically the
same as that of the solenoid module. However,
the solenoid magnets are replaced with drifts of
same length. And the quadrupoles inside the SS
are retuned to create a normal uncoupled optics
which is matched to the collider ring.

The angle compensation sections ∆θ1 and ∆θ2
are designed as achromat modules. Each section
consists of 4 identical FODO cells with π

2 phase
advances for both planes, to ensure that the dis-
persion function inside the solenoid module is zero.
The dipoles in these FODO cells are as long as the
dipoles in the arc FODO cells. However, the mag-
netic field strength is about an order of magnitude
weaker than the arc dipoles.

We then retuned several quadrupoles to
recover the fractional part of the betatron tunes
of the lattice. And the deflection angles of the
dipoles in the rest part of the collider ring are
reduced accordingly to ensure the total horizontal
deflection angle of the entire ring is 2π. Next, we
evaluate the performance of this lattice design via
detailed simulations.

4.1 Polarization simulation by
Bmad/PTC

Spin rotators can drive betatron sideband spin
resonances and lead to a lower equilibrium polar-
ization in the nearby region even for a perfect
storage ring. The electrons and positrons exe-
cute betatron oscillations, and they are subjected
to additional magnet fields as they go through
quadrupoles and solenoids. And their spin preces-
sion acquires a small additional orbit-dependent
component. In particular, between the solenoid
sections around each IP, n0 is in the horizon-
tal plane, the horizontal betatron oscillations
in quadrupole magnets, lead to spin precession
around the vertical direction, perpendicular to n0.
Hence, this drives first-order betatron sideband
spin resonances ν0 = k ± νx.

In a realistic storage ring, the solenoid mag-
netic field may be not perfectly compensated
due to magnet errors. These magnet errors also
drive spin resonances and lead to a reduced equi-
librium beam polarization. Assuming that these
magnet errors follow a Gaussian distribution in
the solenoid compensation unit, we introduced rel-
ative field errors for solenoids and quadrupoles
with a root-mean-squared value of 0.05%, and
relative roll errors for quadrupoles with a root-
mean-squared value of 0.01%.
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0.9990
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 w/o err
 w/  err

n z
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102 103 104 105
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Fig. 6 The longitudinal projection of n0 at the IP for
different beam energies, for the lattices with and without
magnet errors.
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Fig. 7 The equilibrium beam polarization at different
beam energies, for the lattices with and without magnet
errors, simulated using SLIM in Bmad.
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Fig. 8 The equilibrium beam polarization for the lattice
without magnet errors, simulated using SLIM in Bmad and
Monte-Carlo method in PTC, respectively. The step size
∆aγ0 = 0.02.

We compared the longitudinal projection of
beam polarization at the IP and the equilibrium
polarization at the Z-pole. As shown in Fig. 6, the
longitudinal projection of n0 at the IP is symmet-
rically distributed on both sides of the designed
energy, aγ0 = 103.5. The influence of the magnet
errors is negligible. Fig. 7 shows the comparison
between the equilibrium beam polarization simu-
lated with SLIM inside Bmad, for the cases with-
out magnet errors and with magnet errors. The
equilibrium polarization degree can be very high
when the beam energy is far from spin resonances.
The magnet errors enhance the depolarization
near spin resonances. However, they have negligi-
ble effect on the degree of polarization when the
fractional part of aγ0 is near 0.5. This shows the
robustness of the design against machine imper-
fections. Besides, Fig. 8 shows the influence of
higher-order spin resonances on equilibrium beam
polarization, relative to the simulation results
with SLIM. Here, depolarization effects of the
higher-order spin resonances are simulated by a
Monte-Carlo method based on PTC [36]. The spin
resonance regions where the equilibrium polariza-
tion level is low becomes wider and higher-order
synchrotron sideband spin resonances are visible.

Other kinds of machine imperfections also
affect the orbital motion and the degree of equilib-
rium polarization, a systematic approach of error
correction is under development [37]. Evaluation
of the influence of these errors on the equilibrium

polarization for a CEPC lattice without spin rota-
tors is reported in [38], which shows a relatively
high beam polarization is achievable at the Z-pole
energy after the error correction. In future stud-
ies, we will introduce machine imperfections for
the whole collider ring with spin rotators and eval-
uate the performance after a dedicated correction
scheme.

The time-averaged beam polarization is deter-
mined by the equilibrium polarization and the
injected beam polarization according to Eq.(6),
which can also be expressed as

Pavg =
Peq

1 +
Peq

P∞

τp
τb

+
Pinj

1 + P∞

Peq

τb
τp

. (11)

For the CEPC at the Z-pole, τp ≈ 260 hours
and τb ≈ 2 hours. If the injected beam polariza-
tion degree is 70%, the equilibrium polarization
only needs to be greater than 1.8% to main-
tain the time-averaged polarization larger than
50%. There is quite a large margin from the cur-
rent simulation results of the equilibrium beam
polarization, which reserves tolerance for other
potential depolarization mechanisms, for example
the influence from beam-beam interaction [39],
which will be evaluated separately. The above
simulations indeed confirm the analysis that depo-
larization effects could be largely suppressed in
such an anti-symmetric structure in Ref. [15, 16].

4.2 Influence to orbital motion

The optics of the spin rotator insertions rotatorD
and rotatorU are shown in Fig. 9. The optics of
the collider ring before and after insertion of the
spin rotators are shown in Fig. 10. The betatron
motion is only locally coupled in the spin rotators,
while the optics of the rest of the collider ring
remains undisturbed.

To evaluate the influence of the spin rotators
on the orbital motion performance. We consider
three different cases. The first is the CEPC CDR
lattice without spin rotators (denoted as CDR
lattice), the second is the CEPC CDR lattice
with spin rotator insertions to realize longitudinal
beam polarization (denoted as Solenoid On), the
third is the CEPC CDR lattice with spin rota-
tor insertions, but the solenoids are turned off
and quadrupoles are retuned to recover the lattice
(denoted as Solenoid Off).
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(a) Near the rotatorD.

(b) Near the rotatorU.

Fig. 9 The optics of the lattice region near spin rotator
insertions.

Table 1 compares the key orbital parameters
between these three cases. There is an increase in
the integer parts of the betatron tunes of the latter
two cases, and some tiny differences in the momen-
tum compact factor and U0. The circumference of
the collider ring increases by approximately 2.8
kilometers in the presence of the spin rotators.
There is no difference in the orbital parameters
between Solenoid off and Solenoid on.

Furthermore, we examine the effect of the spin
rotator on the nonlinear performance of the lat-
tice. The leading orders of the chromaticity have
been corrected by adjusting the sextupoles in the
arc sections with SAD. We tracked the parti-
cles for one transverse damping time (about 2600
turns) to obtain the dynamic apertures, are shown
in Fig. 11. Spin rotators in the collider ring leads to
a moderate shrink of the dynamic apertures. Since
the requirement on dynamic aperture at the Z-
pole is 17σx×9σy×0.49% according to the CEPC
CDR, the shrink is still acceptable. The change
in the dynamic aperture for Solenoid Off is tiny
compared to that for Solenoid On. This means

(a) Collider ring lattice w/o spin rotators

(b) Collider ring lattice with spin rotators.

Fig. 10 The optics of the collider ring without and with
spin rotators. The red arrows mark the position of spin
rotators.

that the effect of the solenoid magnets on the non-
linear performance of the lattice is compensated
by the quadrupoles in the solenoid compensation
unit. The dynamic aperture can be further opti-
mized using more families of sextupoles, which is
a conventional step in the lattice optimization.

According to the CEPC CDR, the CEPC will
work at three different energy zones. In this paper,
the spin rotator presented is specifically optimized
for the Z energy, but not capable to realize longi-
tudinal polarization at the W and Higgs energies.
The possibility of a spin rotator design covering
a larger energy range (for example covering the
W energy and even the Higgs energy as well) is
beyond the scope of this work. Here, we tenta-
tively assume the solenoid magnets in the spin
rotators will be turned off when working at the
W and Higgs energy zones. Then, the quadrupoles
in SCUs need to be retuned to create a normal
uncoupled optics. Note that the same machine
layout is maintained for different beam energies,
while a fine adjustment of the optics is needed, for
example in the IR region to achieve different β⋆
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Table 1 The comparison of several key orbital parameters between the insertion scheme and the CDR lattice at the Z-pole .

CDR Lattice Solenoids On Solenoids Off
Tunes νx/νy/νz 363.11/365.22/0.028 381.11/383.22/0.028 381.11/383.22/0.028
Emittances ǫx/ǫz 0.18 nm/0.886 µm 0.18 nm/0.886 µm 0.18 nm/0.886 µm
Momentum compact factor αp 1.11× 10−5 1.07× 10−5 1.07× 10−5

Circumference (m) 100016.35 102841.95 102841.95
SR energy loss per turn U0 (MeV) 35.47 35.91 35.91
β-function at IPs β⋆

x/β
⋆
y 0.2/0.001 0.2/0.001 0.2/0.001

(a) DA in the horizontal direction.

(b) DA in the vertical direction.

Fig. 11 Comparison of the dynamic apertures between
the CDR lattice and the CDR lattice with spin rota-
tors (solenoid on/off). The green arrows represent the
requirement on dynamic apertures at the Z-pole.

at IPs. Based on the above considerations, we also
studied the influence of these spin rotators for the
W and Higgs energy zones.

Table 2 shows the comparison of several key
orbital parameters between the CDR lattice and
the CDR lattice with rotators at W and Higgs
energy zone. And the differences of those param-
eters are acceptable. The influences of these rota-
tors on the dynamic apertures for W and Higgs
energy zones are shown in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13,
respectively. Here, the leading orders of the chro-
maticity have been corrected by adjusting the

sextupoles in the arc sections with SAD. Spin rota-
tors in the collider ring leads to a shrink of the
dynamic apertures for W and Higgs, in particular
the momentum acceptances are smaller than the
requirements. Hence, more comprehensive opti-
mization of the dynamic apertures is foreseen,
using more faimilies of sextupoles.

(a) DA in the horizontal direction.

(b) DA in the vertical direction.

Fig. 12 Comparison of the dynamic apertures between
the CDR lattice and the CDR lattice with spin rotators for
the CEPC at the W energy zone. The requirement on the
dynamic aperture is 15σx × 9σy × 0.9%.
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Table 2 Comparison of several key orbital parameters between the CDR lattice and the CDR lattice with rotators at W
and Higgs energy zone.

W Higgs
CDR CDR+Rotators CDR CDR+Rotators

Tunes νx/νy/νz 363.11/365.22/0.039 379.11/381.22/0.039 363.11/365.22/0.065 379.11/381.22/0.065
Emittances ǫx/ǫz 0.54 nm/1.94 µm 0.53 nm/1.95 µm 1.21 nm/2.66 µm 1.21 nm/2.65 µm
Momentum compact factor αp 1.11× 10−5 1.07× 10−5 1.11× 10−5 1.07× 10−5

Circumference (m) 100016.35 102841.95 100016.35 102841.95
SR energy loss per turn U0 (GeV) 0.34 0.34 1.73 1.72
β-function at IPs β⋆

x/β
⋆
y 0.36/0.0015 0.36/0.0015 0.36/0.0015 0.36/0.0015

(a) DA in the horizontal direction.

(b) DA in the vertical direction.

Fig. 13 Comparison of the dynamic apertures between
the CDR lattice and the CDR lattice with spin rotators for
the CEPC at the Higgs energy zone. The requirement on
the dynamic aperture is 13σx × 15σy × 1.35%.

5 Potential optimization of
the spin rotators insertion

In the above study, we present a complete spin
rotator design and its insertion scheme. However
the insertion scheme still has the potential for fur-
ther optimization, especially in terms of the total
length.

As we described earlier, the dipole length in
the bending angle compensation sections is the
same as the arc dipole, while the magnetic field
is an order of magnitude weaker. Hence, we can

reduce the length of the bending angle compensa-
tion sections. For example, if we reduce the length
of this sections by a factor of five, from 250 meters
to 50 meters. Then the beta functions at the begin-
ning and end of the sections will also be reduced
by five times. We can insert triplet cells at both
ends of the section to match the optical param-
eters to the rest of the collider ring. According
to a simple calculation, each triplet is about 40
meters long with regular quadrupoles. The length
of one bending angle compensation section can be
reduced from 250 meters to 130 meters. There-
fore, the increase of the lattice circumference can
be reduced to about 1.8 kilometers.

Based on the assumption that both electrons
and positrons can be generated by polarized par-
ticle source, we design spin rotators for e+ and e−

rings for the CEPC. However, it is also beneficial
for physics programs if longitudinal polarization is
only achieved for electrons, if matured polarized
e+ source is still not available. In this case, spin
rotators are not needed in the e+ ring. Fig. 14
shows the geometry of the e+/e− rings with spin
rotators only in the e− ring. Upstream of the
IR of the e− ring, the bending angle compensa-
tion section ∆θ1 and ∆θ2 are needed following
the spin rotator (rotatorU). Downstream of the
IR, only the bending angle compensation section
∆θ1 is needed prior to the spin rotator (rotatorD).
Considering the length reduction potential of the
bending angle compensation sections, the increase
of the circumference can be further reduced to 1.18
km.

In addition, the bending angle compensation
section ∆θ1 can be incorporated into the IR, in
case of a redesign of the CEPC lattice. Thereby,
the increase of the circumference can be further
reduced to 660 m for longitudinal polarized e−

beam alone or 1.28 km for longitudinal polarized
e−/e+ beams.
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Fig. 14 Geometry of the e+/e− rings with spin rotators
only for e− beams.

If the crossing angle at the IP can be changed
on the assumption that the CEPC collider ring
lattice will be redesigned for running with longi-
tudinal polarization in the future. The following
formulas need to be satisfied

aγ0(θu +∆θ) = −
π

2

aγ0(Cdθd +∆θ) =
π

2
θ′′IR = −θ′c + Cdθd +∆θ = θ′c + θu +∆θ (12)

Here, θ′′IR is the angle between the end direction
of the IR and the horizontal coordinates of global
geometry. All the bending angles of the dipoles in
the downstream of the IR need to be multiplied by
Cd, which equals to 0.808. And the crossing angle
is 2θ′c = 30.35 mrad. Here the bending angle com-
pensation section ∆θ = 4.04 mrad, which can be
incorporated into the IR. In this case, the increase
of the collider ring length is only contributed by
the four spin rotators. Hence, the increase can be
reduced to about 400 m for longitudinal polarized
e− beam alone or for longitudinal polarized e−/e+

beams.

6 Summary

As a key research topic in implementing longitudi-
nal polarized beams for the CEPC at the Z-pole,
the designs of solenoid-based spin rotators for the
CEPC collider rings are discussed in this arti-
cle. We presented an optimized insertion schemes
with a complete spin rotator design in the CEPC
CDR lattice. Simulation results shows that high
longitudinal beam polarization can be achieved at
the IP and the influence to the orbital motion is
acceptable.

At this stage our models do not have mis-
alignments for the whole collider ring. And the
detector solenoids are not included either. How-
ever, the simulation of realistic misalignments, the
modelling of the correction of the orbital imperfec-
tions and the depolarizing effects of the detector
solenoids are very important for beam polariza-
tion at ultra high beam energies. These topics will
be studied in the future on the basis of this sim-
ulation framework, and will be an integral part of
investigation of feasibility of attaining high beam
polarization at the CEPC.

There is still room for further optimization of
the dynamic apertures and the length of spin rota-
tors. As we discussed in Chapter 5, the length
growth of the collider ring can be reduced to
1.8 km for e+/e− longitudinal polarization and to
1.18 km for e− longitudinal polarization based on
the current CEPC CDR lattice design. In case of a
redesign of the CEPC lattice, if the crossing angle
can be modified to 30.35 mrad and the IR region
are adjusted accordingly, the total length occupied
by the insertion of the spin rotator can be reduced
to about 400 m for longitudinal polarized e− beam
alone or for longitudinal polarized e−/e+ beams.
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