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The positrons produced with the electron beam impinging on a conversion target, possess wide
energy spectrum and large sweep of the angle of trajectories to the system axis. Accommodation of
the positron bunch to the acceptance of an ajacent accelerator, mandates the reduction of angular
spread. One of the most appropriate devices for transforming the phase portrait of a positron bunch
is Adiabatic Matching Device (AMD). The paper presents an abridge theory of AMD. It is shown
that the transformation of the transverse phase phase volume aimed at decrease the angular spread
causes prolonging the bunch. Both the longitudinal and the transversal probability density functions
are derived. The analytical results are validated with numerical simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Future Electron–Positron Circular Collider (FC-
Cee) requires intense positron beam, [1, 2]. The positrons
produced with the electron beam possess wide energy
spectrum and large sweep of the angle of trajectories to
the system axis, at the same time a small transverse and
longitudinal sizes. Accommodation of this bunch to the
acceptance of an ajacent accelerator, mandates the re-
duction of angular spread.

One of the widely employed devices for the beam trans-
verse portrait transformation is Adiabatic Matching De-
vice (AMD), [3] and references therein. This kind of
the matching device also is intended to employ in the
positron sources of other machines and projects, see [4–
7].

II. ADIABATIC MATCHING DEVICE

The solenoidal magnetic field, which magnitude grad-
ually decreased along the system axis z, is employed in
AMD. Snapshots of projections of a positron trajectory
on the transverse plane are presented on Fig.1 and projec-
tions of trajectories on the longitudinal planes on Fig.2.

As it may be seen from these figures, the trajectories
of positrons (and electrons as well) are more strighten at
the exit of AMD while the amplitudes increased.
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FIG. 1. Initial, intermediate, and final projections (Larmor
rings).

A. Brief Theory of AMD

Principle of the AMD operation is described in [8–10].
Transformation of a positron bunch is processed while the
positrons emitted from the conversion target are passing
through the tapered solenoidal magnetic field.

The magnitude of the field gradually decreases along
the beam’s passage. Magnetic field on the AMD axis z
is usually taken in a form, see [3].

Bz(ρ = 0) =
B0

1 + αz
, (1)

where α is the tapering parameter, z is the axial coor-
dinate, B0 is the field magnitude at the front end of the
AMD, z = 0. This field in the cylindrical frame can
be associated with a vector potential A having only a
nonzero θ component, [7]:

A = Aθ = B0
ρ

2(1 + αz)
,
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FIG. 2. Trajectory (top) and its projections upon (x, 0, z) –
blue – and (y, 0, z) – yellow – planes; short AMD.

from which the radial component of the field yields

Bρ(ρ, z) =
B0αρ

2(1 + αz)2
.

Here ρ is the radial coordinate.
The positron trajectory in such a field is helical (spring-

like), which presents a uniform motion of the Larmor
rings along the system axis. In the tapered field (1), the
Larmor radius increases with the distance traveled.

Two parameters are used as the basics for studying
AMD. They are: (i) the cyclotron frequency of positrons
in the field magnitude B,

ωc =
eB

γm
=
eB

γm
, (2)

and (ii) the radius of gyration (the radius of the Larmor
ring)

r =
γmc sin θ0

eB
, (3)

where c is the speed of light, e is the positron charge, m
is the rest mass, γ is the Lorentz factor, θ0 is the initial
angle between the positron trajectory and z axis.

B. Adiabatic Approach

Since the positron oscillates many times on its way
from the front end to the exit of the AMD, the adiabatic
approach can be implemented, see [11]. (The Bursch
theorem, see, e.g., [12], is a particular case of the general
adiabatic theory.) Thus the cyclotron frequency (2) is
taken as decreasing with the field magnitude:

ω = ω0/(1 + αz) ,

where ω0 is the frequency in the field magnitude B0.
The adiabatic theory, [11], provides that the adiabatic

integral invariants remain constant when the system pa-
rameters vary slowly. We assume the rotational fre-
quency of the positron in a slowly decreasing magnetic
field varies slowly, for many periods (the period, in turn,
varied as well).

Within paraxial approximation – the transverse mo-
mentum is sufficiently less than the longitudinal one –
the ‘action’ variable is an adiabatic invariant:

J =

∫ τ

0

E⊥ dt =

∫ τ

0

1

2
γmr2ω2 dt = const ,

where τ is the period of rotation.
Since τ ∝ 1/ω, we are concluding that

r2ω = r2 ω0

(1 + αz)
= const⇒ r(z) = r0

√
1 + αz . (4)

Since the period is increasing as 1/ω ∝ (1 + αz), the
angle between the trajectory direction and z-axis is de-
creasing as

θ(z) = θ0/
√

1 + αz (5)

Expressions (4) and (5) prove the main goal of the
AMD: decreasing of the angular spread at a mutual in-
crease of the bunch radius (adiabatic focusing).

C. Trajectories Lengthening

Adiabatic focusing has a side effect – trajectory length-
ening – which causes the positron bunch to smear longi-
tudinally.

For arbitrary emitting angles, 0 ≤ θ0 < π/2, and under
the assumption of the AMD straightening of the angle,
(5), the first fundamental form reads√

1 +

(
dy

dz

)2

=

√
1 + tan2

(
θ0

1 + αz

)
= sec

(
θ0√

1 + αz

)
.

Therefore, the trajectory started at the angle θ0, by
the rear end of the AMD is longer as compared to the
reference, θ0 = 0, by

ζ(θ0;L) ≡ ∆L =

∫ L

0

sec

(
θ0√

1 + αz

)
dz − L , (6)
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FIG. 3. Trajectory lengthening vs. initial angle for L = 60 cm
(blue) and L = 120 cm (yellow).

where L is the AMD length.
A plot of the trajectory lengthening by the AMD

L = 60 cm, 120cm, α = 48.3, 24.15 (reduction of the field
magnitude from 15 T to 0.5 T for both cases) is presented
in Fig.3.

As follows from the figure, a shorter AMD produces a
shorter bunch length. On the other hand, the applicabil-
ity conditions of the adiabatic approach become worse.

D. Probability Density Functions

Evaluation of the longitudinal and the transversal
PDFs for the bunch at AMD rear end will be performed
under the assumption of the Rayleigh distribution for the
initial angles θ0 with the dispersion σ as a natural:

g(θ0;σ) =
θ0

σ2
exp

(
− θ2

0

2σ2

)
. (7)

1. Longitudinal Bunch Profile

In real devices, the angular spread reasonably accepted
for further processing is relatively small, θ0 � 1. There-
fore, the integrand in (6) can be expanded in series
around 0:

sec

(
θ0√

1 + αz

)
≈ 1 +

θ2
0

2(1 + αz)
,

and (6) is reduced to

ζ =

∫ L

0

θ2
0

2(1 + αz)
dz =

θ2
0

2

log(1 + αL)

α
. (8)

For this case taking into account the Rayleigh distri-
bution of θ0, see (7), the PDF for ζ casts into

f(ζ;α,L) =
α

σ2 log(1 + αL)

× exp

[
− ζα

σ2 log(1 + αL)

]
. (9)

A positron bunch having δ distribution at the AMD
front end, acquires an exponential longitudinal density

distribution with the rate parameter λ at the rear end:

f(ζ;λ) = λe−λζ ; λ =
α

σ2 log(1 + αL)
.

Convolving (9) with an initial longitudinal Gaussian
bunch profile, we get

glong(ζ; s, λ) =
1

2
λ exp

[
1

2
λ
(
λs2 − 2ζ

)]
×
[
F

(
ζ − λs2

√
2s

)
+ 1

]
, (10)

where s is the Gaussian dispersion in the initial bunch
shape, and F(·) is the error function.

Being Gaussian at the AMD front end, the bunch di-
lutes later to: the mode (maximum) offset, and the back-
ward tail becomes thicker. In figure 4 the final PDFs for
the two Rayleigh dispersions are presented.
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FIG. 4. Longitudinal probability density functions: initial
PDF (blue), final PDFs: σ = 0.1 (yellow) and σ = 0.2 (green).
s = 0.002 m, α = 48.3 m−1, L = 0.6 m.

2. Transverse Bunch Profile

Since the radius of the Larmor ring is directly propor-
tional to the initial angle θ0,

r0 = θ0
γmc

eB0
;⇒ σr = σ

γmc

eB0
,

the initial radius also possesses the Rayleigh distribution
with the dispersion σr.

The radial distribution density of a ring with the radius
a offset from the axis by the same magnitude a (see Fig.1)
reads:

f(r, a) =
Θ(2a− r, r)
π
√

2ar − r2
(11)

with Θ being the Heaviside step function.
We can convolute (11) with the Rayleigh distribution,

then get:
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F(r, σr) =
1

16rσ2
r

exp (−ν)
{
r2
[
I− 1

4
(ν)− I 1

4
(ν)− I 3

4
(ν) + I 5

4
(ν)
]

+ 8σ2
rI 1

4
(ν)
}

; (12)

ν ≡ r2

16σ2
r

,

where In(·) is the modified Bessel function of the first kind.
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FIG. 5. Probability density distributions of Rayleigh (yellow)
and (12) (blue).

This PDF may be converted to the Cartesian frame.
In this frame, the RMS for one of the coordinates, say x,
yields: 〈

x2
〉

=
3

2
σ2
r .

Despite of the approximately same RMS (factor of√
3/2) PDFs differ one from another significantly, see

Fig.5.

E. Simulations on AMD

In order to validate the theory, simulations of the
positron trajectories in AMD were done. The code AS-
TRA was used, [13, 14] .

Two cases were simulated: the ‘short’ AMD, L =
0.6 m, α = 48.3, and the ‘long’ AMD, L = 1.2 m, α =
24.15, with the same initial, B0 = 15 T, and final,
Bfin = B0/(1 + αL) = 0.5 T, field magnitude.

1. Longitudinal bunch transformation

Results of the theoretical evaluations together with the
corresponding simulations are presented in the Table I.

Comparison of the theoretical predictions with the sim-
ulation results displays a good agreement between them.
Bigger theoretical RMSs may be explained by more accu-
rate accounts for the (infinite) tails in the theory, as the

TABLE I. Bunch RMS lengthening for γ = 32, B0 = 15 T,
σinitial = 0.88 mm

σθ L, m α,m−1 σ
(theo)
z , mm σ

(sim)
z , mm

0.1 0.6 48.30 1.13 1.06
0.1 1.2 24.15 1.66 1.50
0.2 0.6 48.30 2.95 2.71
0.2 1.2 24.15 5.70 5.21

FIG. 6. The angular spread envelope evolution, α = 48.3 m−1

(top) and α = 24.15 m−1 (bottom).

simulation involves relatively small number of particles,
Npart = 500.

2. Transversal bunch transformation

Simulated angular RMS spread evolutions along z-axis
are presented in Fig. 6, B0 = 15 T, γ = 32 for different α
(short and long AMD).

Corresponding analytical ‘trajectories’ of the angle
starting at θinit = σ are presented in Fig.7 .
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FIG. 7. Projection of the angle evolution, α = 48.3 m−1 (top)
and α = 24.15 m−1 (bottom). The blue curves for θinit = 0.1,
the yellow ones for θinit = 0.2.

As it seems from both the simulations and the ana-
lytics, the initial angular spread decreased by the rear
end of AMD by the factor 1/

√
1 + αL. This factor is

approximately the same for both the short and the long
AMDs.

III. RESULTS AND OUTLOOK

The study on the Adiabatic Matching Device based on
the adiabatic approach was done. The longitudinal and
transversal probability density functions were derived un-
der the assumption of the Rayleigh distribution of the
initial angles, the point-like transversal density profile,
and the Gaussian longitudinal density. Our study shows

that the device effectively reduces the angular spread in
the positron bunch, which is the main goal of AMD . The
results of study are as follows:

• The AMD provides axially symmetrical achromatic
focusing of positrons (electrons).

• Reduction of the angular spread is proportional to
square root of ratio of the initial field magnitude to
its final value. It is independent of both the particle
energy and the field magnitude.

• The transverse size of the bunch at AMD exit is
directly proportional to the angular reduction fac-
tor, the particles energy, and inversaly to the field
magnitude.

• Longitudinal profile increase of the bunch is inde-
pendent of both the energy of positrons and of the
magnetic field magnitude. For the same reduction
factor – ratio of the initial to final field magnitude –
the bunch is prolonged proportionally to the AMD
physical length.

Recommendations for the AMD design are as follow-
ing: The maximal field magnitude provides maximal effi-
ciency of operation, that is, the maximal angular spread
reduction at necessary radial dimension.

It should be noted that the longer the AMD the bet-
ter the adiabatic conditions and therefore the transverse
focusing of the bunch. On the other hand, the longer
the AMD the longer the the output bunch. Therefore,
the AMD length should be at acceptable minimum. The
latter may be evaluated by means of simulations.
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