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Abstract
This paper gives an overview of the beam injection and extraction principles
for accelerators. After a brief general introduction, it explains different meth-
ods of injecting the beam for hadron and lepton machines. It describes single-
and multi-turn hadron injection, charge-exchange H− injection, then betatron
and synchrotron injection for leptons. For extraction, it presents single- and
multi-turn extraction, as well as resonant extraction methods. Finally, the re-
quirements for linking several accelerators by a transfer line are presented.
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1 Introduction
Today’s accelerators are often very complex machines which are a series of different accelerators where
the beam is transferred from one to another. Typically, you inject from a linear accelerator into a circular
accelerator, or you transfer the beam from one circular machine into another one in order to accumulate
a bigger beam intensity and/or accelerate the beam to higher energies. The reason for this is for example
that each accelerator has a limited dynamic range due to magnetic field limitations or that you want to
periodically fill a storage ring or a synchrotron light source. Finally, you also need to extract your beam
in a controlled way to a physics experiment or a beam dump. So a beam transfer in an out of accelerators
is necessary, in which you also have to make sure to preserve the beam quality and avoid beam loss.
Many different injection and extraction schemes exist, depending on the particle types and purpose of
the transfer, whether to preserve the transverse and time structure or to modify it. The following sections
will give an overview of the most common schemes. Much more detailed descriptions can be found in a
dedicated CAS course on this topic [1].

2 Injection methods
When injecting the beam in a circular machine, the main goal is to put the injected beam on the closed
orbit of the ring. Also the shape of the transverse distribution has to match the beam optics of the receiving
machine. This will be dealt with in section 4. The longitudinal aspect of the injection is covered in [2].

The basic scheme of the injection is shown in Fig. 1. The beam needs to be brought close to the
path of the circulating beam in order to minimise the deflection angle required to put it on the closed
orbit. This is why typically a ’septum’ is used to deflect the injected beam, where the part separating
the injected from the circulated beam is very thin. A septum can be a magnetic or electrostatic element.
Fig. 2 shows the basic layout. More detailed information can be found in [3].

When the injected beam reaches the closed orbit, it needs to be deflected to be put on the proper
circulating path. This is done by a ’kicker’, a fast pulsed magnet with a very short rise time (from a few ns
- few µs). Fig. 3 shows a schematic view of a kicker magnet. Ferrite material (permeability µr ≈ 1000)
reinforces the magnetic circuit and the field uniformity in the gap. For fast rise-times the inductance
must be minimised, and often only one turn of coil is used. In order to reach the desired total deflection,
kickers are often split into several magnet units, powered independently. More details about kickers can
be found in [4].
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Fig. 2: Schematic view for a magnetic septum (left) and an electrostatic septum (right)
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Fig. 3: Schematic cross-section for a C-core geometry kicker magnet
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2.1 Single-turn hadron injection
The single-turn injection is the simplest of the injection schemes. It follows the scheme shown in Fig. 1.
The septum deflects the incoming beam onto the closed orbit at the centre of the kicker, and the kicker
compensates for the remaining angle. Typically, septum and kicker are on either side of a defocusing
quadrupole magnet to minimise the required kicker strength. The betatron phase advance between septum
exit and kicker in the plane of the deflection (more common is the horizontal plane) has to be 90◦ for
a beam that is parallel to the closed orbit at the septum exit. In addition, a set of three or four dipole
magnets can be used to create a closed orbit bump to approach the closed orbit to the septum in order to
reduce the kicker strength.

The pulse length of the kicker is such that the whole incoming beam pulse is deflected, while the
field of the kicker is not present when the circulating beam passes, so that this one rests unperturbed. In
this way, several beam pulses from the injecting accelerator can be accumulated in the ring longitudinally.
The transverse emittance of the beam is ideally preserved, the total intensity can be increased by the
successive injections.

In order to describe the injection, it is useful to use normalised phase space coordinates. In this
normalization, the phase space contours, which are generally ellipses, transform into circles all along the
accelerator. This normalisation is given by(

X̄

X̄ ′

)
=

√
1

β(s)

(
1 0

α(s) β(s)

)
·
(
x

x′

)
, (1)

where α and β are the Twiss parameters. The betatron phase advance µ becomes the independent variable
for the normalised variables:

X̄ =

√
1

β(s)
x =
√
ε cos(µ− µ0) (2)

X̄ ′ =

√
1

β(s)
α(s)x+

√
β(s)x′ = −

√
ε sin(µ− µ0) =

dX̄

dµ
. (3)

Fig. 4 depicts this transformation, and the injection process in this normalised phase space is shown in
Fig. 5.
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Fig. 5: Injection process in normalised phase space. a) The septum deflects the incoming beam (blue circle) parallel
to the closed orbit. b) The 90◦ phase advance puts the beam on the closed orbit position. c) The kicker deflects the
beam onto the closed orbit.

2.2 Injection errors, filamentation and blow-up
It is important for the injection that the beam gets injected onto the closed orbit of the receiving acceler-
ator with the correct position and correct angle. Any difference will lead to a betatron oscillation of the
beam around this closed orbit. As practically any accelerator has some higher-order field components,
there will be an intrinsic spread in the betatron tune for the particles, depending on their oscillation am-
plitude. This decoherence of the betatron oscillation results in a larger beam size and effective emittance.

The effect is best visualised in phase space (see Fig. 6). The phase advance depends on the initial
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Fig. 6: Injection with position error in normalised phase space. a) The beam is injection with an error in position.
b) Due to non-linearities, the phase advance is different for different initial conditions and the distribution spreads
out after a turn. c) The spreading continues after another turn. d-e) Over many turns, the phase space contour will
further spread and the particles are distributed in an overall larger phase space area. f) Finally, particles are filling
a much larger phase space area than the initial distribution.

4



condition due to non-linearities. So the phase space distribution of the injected beam gets distorted if it
is not on the closed orbit. This distortion over many turns leads to ’filamentation’ of the beam, the beam
spreads out over a larger phase space area, resulting in an increased effective emittance.

When these orbit oscillations are observed with a turn-by-turn beam position monitor (BPM) sys-
tem, it could give you the impression that the oscillation is damped (see Fig. 7). Nevertheless, since the
BPMs measure just the centre of gravity of the transverse beam distribution, this effect is explained by
the decoherence and filamentation, since the individual particles oscillate with different frequencies. The
decoherence is faster for a larger tune spread, i.e. larger non-linearities and a larger chromaticity.

The injection can be optimised by observing the oscillation of the injected beam on the BPM
system, either with respect to the closed orbit, or the difference between the first and second turn trajec-
tories. Since angular errors from septum and kicker show a different orbit oscillation pattern (remember
the 90◦ phase advance between them), the correction can be analytically calculated from the difference
orbit when you have an optics model of your accelerator.

In order to mitigate residual injection errors, a transverse feedback (TFB) or ’transverse damper’
system is often used in hadron machines. This measures the injection oscillation turn-by-turn and applies
a kick to the beam to damp the oscillation before the beam filaments.
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Fig. 7: Typical time evolution of an injection oscillation measured on a beam position monitor (BPM) in case of
trajectory errors. The oscillation is clearly visible initially, but will become invisible on the BPM, as the individual
oscillations decohere due to a tune spread.

2.3 Multi-turn hadron injection
When the beam density at injection is limited either by the injector capacity or by space charge effects,
the multi-turn injection process allows to accumulate more bunches in the same bucket. It is not possible
to inject into the same phase space area, as we would kick out the beam already present there. But if the
acceptance of the receiving machine is larger than the delivered beam emittance, we can fill the phase
space from the inside to the outside by successive injections over several turns. Multi-turn injection is
often performed in the horizontal plane due to the usually larger acceptance.

The multi-turn injection is performed by the combination of a septum with a set of three or four
bumpers (dipole magnets), as shown in Fig. 8. The bumpers initially bring the orbit close the the septum
blade, and their kick is reduced in time in a programmed way, such that the first beam occupies the central
region and the later bunches the periphery of the transverse phase space acceptance (Fig. 9).

Filamentation, often space-charge driven, will at the end lead to a quasi-uniform charge density.
The finite thickness of the septum blade makes it necessary to keep a certain distance of the different
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Fig. 8: Schematic view of the injection region for multi-turn injection.
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Fig. 9: Transverse painting in normalised phase space over fifteen turns assuming a fractional tune Qh=0.25. The
injected pulse is shown in green. Note that the closed orbit (indicated by the +) moves to the left away from the
septum over the different turns.
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beamlets of the injected beam, so that the resulting emittance εr in the receiving machine is:

εr & 1.5N εi (4)

where εi is the emittance of the injected beam and N the number of injected pulses. Even though multi-
turn injection is essential to accumulate high intensity at low energy when space charge plays a dominant
effect, it presents several disadvantages. The width of the septum blade reduces the available aperture,
leading to high losses (up to 30% - 40%) from the circulating beam hitting the septum, and due to the
limited acceptance, the injection can be performed over a maximum of 10 - 20 turns.

2.4 Charge exchange H− injection
An elegant alternative to avoid the mentioned disadvantages of conventional multi-turn injection is charge
exchange injection [5, 6]. In particular, charge exchange injection overcomes the limitation of not being
able to inject into an already populated area of the transverse phase phase.

It consists of converting H− ions into protons by using a thin stripping foil inside a magnetic
chicane, allowing injection into the same phase space area, as the negatively charged H− ions can be
brought onto the same orbit at the foil as the already circulating protons (see Fig. 10). Another magnet
chicane can be used to create a decaying closed orbit bump and paint uniformly the beam in the transverse
phase space. The thickness of the stripping foils has to be carefully chosen to maximise the stripping
efficiency while minimising emittance blow-up and losses. Typical foils are made of Carbon and have a
thickness of 50 - 200 µg/cm2 for energies varying between 50 MeV and 800 MeV. The chicane is switched
off at the end of the injection, to avoid excessive foil heating and further emittance blow-up. In some
cases, longitudinal phase space painting can be performed by varying the energy of the injected beam
turn-by-turn by scaling the voltage of the linac accordingly. A chopper system in the linac is used to
match the length of the injected batch to the bucket.

The absence of the septum and the nature of this method allows reducing the injection losses to
a few percent. Moreover the process can continue over tens up to hundred turns allowing to accumulate
significant charge densities and produce a higher brightness beam. Also in this case, the final particle
distribution is determined by the painting and the filamentation due to space charge.

Circulating p+

Stripping foil
H -beam

p +

H0

H-

Injection chicane dipoles

Displace orbit

Circulating p+

Fig. 10: Principle of H− charge exchange injection. A magnetic chicane, together with a thin stripping foil, allows
to inject the beam into an already populated area of the transverse phase space.
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2.5 Lepton injection
The big difference of leptons with respect to hadrons is that the oscillations are strongly damped by
synchrotron radiation damping [7]. So injection errors are much less critical, as they will not lead to an
emittance growth like in the hadron case.

The injection scheme can be similar to the hadron injection with kickers or bumpers (see Fig. 11).
The beam is injected with an angle with respect to the closed orbit. So the injected beam performs
damped betatron oscillations about the closed orbit and will finally merge with the already circulating
beam, asymptotically reaching the equilibrium emittance of the receiving accelerator. Like this, a larger
intensity can be accumulated in the same phase space area. As this method relies on the damping of the
betatron oscillations, it is also called ’betatron injection’.

The damping in the longitudinal phase space is typically twice faster than in the transverse. This
fact can be used to derive the synchrotron injection scheme with this faster damping, shown in Fig. 12.
The beam is injected with a given momentum difference ∆p with respect to the beam circulating with
a momentum of p0. The beam is injected parallel to the circulating beam, onto a dispersion orbit for
a particle having the momentum p = p0 + ∆p/p0. The injected beam needs to have the position
xs = Dx ∆p/p0, where Dx is the dispersion function at this location. The injected beam makes damped
synchrotron oscillations but does not perform betatron oscillations. So the orbit difference with respect to
the closed orbit will be x(s) = Dx(s)∆p/p0, which vanishes for locations with zero dispersion. As the

Septum magnet

Closed orbit bumpers or kickers

Injected beam

Circulating
beam

Fig. 11: Principle layout of betatron injection for leptons.

Septum magnet

Closed orbit bumpers or kickers

Bumped circulating beam

xs = Dx · Δp/p0

xsp = p0

p = p0 + Δp
Injected beam

Fig. 12: Principle of synchrotron injection. The beam is injected with an energy offset at a location with dispersion.
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beam optics around physics experiments is often designed to have vanishing dispersion, the synchrotron
injection will not affect the orbit there and will result in lower background in the detectors from the
injection process.

3 Extraction principles
Depending on the requirements, different extraction techniques exist:

– Fast extraction, ≤ 1 turn
– Non-resonant (fast) multi-turn extraction, few turns
– Resonant low-loss (fast) multi-turn extraction, few turns
– Resonant (slow) multi-turn extraction, many thousands of turns.

The extraction energy of the beam is usually higher than at injection and consequently requires stronger
elements to reach the necessary deflection. So at high energies many kicker and septum modules may
be needed. In order to reduce kicker and septum strength, the beam can be moved near to the septum by
a closed orbit bump. With a higher energy, the beam size is smaller than at injection, as it scales with
1/
√
γr (with γr the relativistic gamma).

3.1 Single-turn extraction
The single-turn extraction is basically a mirror image of the single-turn injection. The scheme is depicted
in Fig. 13. A set of bumpers move the circulating beam close to septum to reduce kicker strength. The
kicker deflects the entire beam into the septum in a single turn. It is most efficient (with the lowest
deflection angle required) for 90◦ phase advance between kicker and septum. The rise time of the kicker
should be short enough that it can reach its nominal deflection during a time when no beam is passing,
otherwise part of the beam will be lost. This might require to leave a gap in the longitudinal distribution
of the bunches.

Single-turn extraction is used for the transfer of beams between accelerators in an injector chain,
for secondary particle production (like neutrinos or radioactive beams) at a target, or for extracting the
beam to a beam dump at the end of a fill in a storage ring (like the LHC).

Septum magnet

Kicker magnetClosed orbit bumpers

Extracted beam

F-quad D-quad

Circulating
beam

t

kicker field

intensity

Fig. 13: Principle of single-turn extraction.
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3.2 Non-resonant fast multi-turn extraction
Some filling schemes require a beam to be injected in several turns into a larger machine. In this case,
a part of the beam can be extracted each turn, leading to a longer beam pulse after the transfer. Fig. 14
shows the principle layout and Fig. 15 shows the extraction process in normalised phase space. Fast
closed orbit bumpers deflect the beam onto the septum, such that a part of the beam gets into the extrac-
tion path. The beam extracted in a few turns, with the machine tune rotating the beam in phase space.
This is intrinsically a high-loss process; a very thin septum is essential to minimise the losses. Often very
thin electrostatic septa are combined with magnetic septa. Nevertheless, about 15% of the beam was lost
in the so-called Continuous Transfer (CT) from the CERN Proton Synchrotron (PS) to the Super Proton
Synchrotron (SPS) for SPS fixed target beam. Furthermore, it is difficult to get equal intensities per turn,
and one gets different trajectories and different emittances for each turn.

3.3 Resonant fast multi-turn extraction
To overcome the aforementioned difficulties of the non-resonant multi-turn extraction, a resonant fast
multi-turn extraction was developed. This method is based on adiabatic capture of part of the beam
in stable “islands”, as illustrated in Fig. 16. Non-linear fields (sextupoles and octupoles) create islands
of stability in phase space. A slow (adiabatic) tune variation is applied to cross a resonance and to drive
particles into the islands (capture), with the additional help of a transverse excitation (using the transverse
damper in an excitation mode). A variation of the multipole field strengths separates the islands in phase
space further from the core, such that the separation avoids losses on the septum blade (except during the
rise time of the kicker which deflects the beam into the extraction region of the septum).

So the losses are significantly reduced, and the phase space matching is improved with respect to
the non-resonant multi-turn extraction, as the ‘beamlets’ have similar emittance and optical parameters.
This method replaced the earlier Continuous Transfer from the PS to the SPS.

3.4 Resonant multi-turn slow extraction
Also for this ’slow’ extraction method, non-linear fields excite resonances, but here they are used to
slowly (at the timescale of up to several seconds) drive the beam across the septum. The principle layout
of the extraction is basically the same as in Fig. 14, except that the orbit bumpers (which do not need to
be fast) just move the beam near the septum, the particles will be moved across the septum by excitation
of oscillations by the resonance.

Extracted beam

Bumped circulating beam

Magnetic
septum

Fast closed orbit bumpers

Electrostatic 
septum

Fig. 14: Principle layout of non-resonant multi-turn extraction.
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Fig. 15: Normalised phase space evolution of non-resonant multi-turn extraction for a tune of Qh = 0.25 for five
successive turns. Note that the bump amplitude needs to be increased to extract the core of the beam in the fifth
turn.

The tune has to be adjusted close to an nth-order betatron resonance. Corresponding multipole
magnets are excited to define a stable area in phase space. When the stable area is slowly made smaller,
the unstable particles get driven across the septum.

In the case of 3rd-order resonances (see [9]), sextupole fields distort the particles’ circular nor-
malised phase space trajectories. The stable area is defined, delimited by the unstable Fixed Points, with

R
1/2
fp ∝ ∆Q

1

k2

Rfp

(5)

where ∆Q = Q−Qr, withQ the betatron tune of the accelerator andQr the tune of the resonance, and k2
the sextupole strength. The sextupole magnets are arranged to produce a suitable phase space orientation
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Septum wire

Fig. 16: Population of the resonant islands [8]. a) Unperturbed beam, b) increasing non-linear fields, c) beam
captured in stable islands, d) islands separated and beam kicked across septum. The beam is then extracted in five
turns (also here the core needs to be kicked by a stronger kick, similar to the non-resonant case).

of the stable triangle at the thin electrostatic septum. The stable area can be reduced by increasing the
sextupole strength k2, or by scanning the machine tune Q (and therefore the resonance) through the tune
spread of the beam. The slow extraction mechanism is illustrated in Fig.17.

4 Linking accelerators
When beams need to be transported from the extraction of one machine to a fixed target or the injection
into the next machine (see Fig.18), obviously the trajectory must be matched in all six geometric degrees
of freedom (x,y,z,θ,φ,ψ).

But not only the geometry of the line is important, also the beam optics parameters of the injected
beam have to be properly adapted to the beam optics of the receiving accelerator or the beam size at
the target. This implies that we need to “match” eight variables: αx, βx, Dx, D

′
x and αy, βy, Dy, D

′
y.

Linking the optics is a complicated process due to the large number of parameters and often other con-
straints from the geometry of the line or aperture restrictions. The matching is achieved with a number
of independently powered (so-called “matching”) quadrupoles. Along the transfer line, maximum β and
dispersion values are imposed by magnetic apertures, and further constraints can exist, like phase con-
ditions for collimators, insertions for special equipment like stripping foils, etc. So matching is done in
practice with computer codes relying on a mixture of theory, experience, intuition, and trial and error.
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Fig. 17: Phase space evolution for resonant multi-turn extraction by a third-order resonance: a) ∆Q is large, there
is no phase space distortion. b) Sextupole magnets produce a triangular stable area in phase space, with ∆Q

decreasing, a phase space distortion appears first for largest amplitudes. c) Largest amplitude particle trajectories
are significantly distorted, the locations of fixed points are noticeable at the extremities of phase space triangle.
d) ∆Q small enough that largest amplitude particle trajectories are unstable, unstable particles follow separatrix
branches as they increase in amplitude. e) Stable area shrinks as ∆Q becomes smaller, separatrix position in
phase space shifts, the circulating beam intensity drops since particles are being continuously extracted. f) As ∆Q

approaches zero, the particles with very small amplitude are extracted.
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Fig. 18: Beam transfer from one accelerator to another. In addition to the proper geometry of the transfer line, also
the optics functions need to be matched in both transverse planes.

When the optics parameters are not properly matched, i.e. the shape of the injected beam in phase
space does not correspond to the phase space contours of the closed optics solution, the different tunes
for the individual particles will lead to filamentation and emittance growth, as in the case of a steering
error for the injection (see Fig. 19). The same way, also an error in the dispersion functions and their
derivatives will lead to an emittance growth.
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Fig. 19: Effect from optics mismatch where the phase space distribution of the incoming beam (in solid black)
does not correspond to the shape of the phase space ellipses of the receiving accelerator (in red). Due to non-linear
forces, the distribution will filament, leading to an effective emittance growth.
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