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Abstract

The undulator line of the Shanghai soft X-ray Free-electron Laser facility (SXFEL)

has very tight tolerances on the straightness of the electron beam trajectory.

However, the beam trajectory cannot meet the lasing requirements due to the

influence of beam position, launch angle and quadrupole offsets. Traditional

mechanical alignment can only control the rms of offsets to about 100 µm,

which is far from reaching the requirement. Further orbit correction can be

achieved by beam-based alignment (BBA) method based on electron energy vari-

ations. K modulation is used to determine whether the beam passes through the

quadrupole magnetic center, and the Dispersion-Free Steering (DFS) method is

used to calculate the offsets of quadrupole and BPM. In this paper, a detailed

result of simulation is presented which demonstrates that the beam trajectory

with rms and standard deviation (σ) less than 10 µm can be obtained.
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1. Introduction

The XFEL uses relativistic electron beams as the medium to generate X-

rays, supporting many cutting-edge researches in various fields[1]. The free-

electron laser facility is a device that utilizes relativistic electron beams as the

gain medium to amplify the initial electromagnetic field. A normal-conducting

linear accelerator is employed to generat,e relativistic electron beams that prop-

agate through undulator systems to produce intense coherent radiation pulses.

The FEL pulse comes from the strong and continuous interaction between an

electromagnetic wave and the relativistic electron beam in undulator line[2].

The Shanghai soft X-ray Free-electron Laser facility (SXFEL) based on self-

amplified spontaneous emission (SASE) and seeded FEL principles is the first

fourth-generation light source in China. At present, the SXFEL is under com-

missioning to provide 2 ∼ 10 nm lasing by the end of 2021. There are two

undulator lines for the SXFEL user facility. One will be operated with either

a cascaded HGHG or EEHG-HGHG mode[3, 4] and named seeded line, while

the other will be operated in SASE mode and named SASE line. The seeded

line has 18 3-meter-long undulators and includes a structure which containing

corrector, quadrupole, BPM, profile and corrector located in the space between

every two undulators. The seeded line consists some functional segments such

as a seed laser system, three modulators, two radiator sections, and a couple

of chicanes serving for laser injection, dispersive section, and fresh bunch delay

purposes. The total length of the SASE line is 52 m, including 10 4-meter-long

undulators. At front of each undulator, there is a quadrupole with length of 0.1

m, and behind each undulator, there is a BPM with resolution of 1 µm. There

is also a quadrupole and a BPM in the front of the SASE line. In this paper,

we perform BBA simulation on SASE line.

The magnetic center of the quadrupole and the electrical center of the BPM

will have positional deviations relative to the desired trajectory due to instal-

lation errors, natural settlement and other reasons. When the beam enters the

undulator line which has offset of quadrupoles, there will be position and di-
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rection deviations between the true trajectory and the desired trajectory. As

results, the following adverse effects will be produced:

• The beam can not pass through the magnetic center of the quadrupole,

which will produce dispersion effect and then cause the increase of beam

emittance.

• The transverse dipole field generated by the quadrupole deflects the beam

trajectory, which cannot meet the requirement of alignment in the undu-

lator part.

• BPM reflects the position of the beam with error.

The SXFEL puts very tight tolerances on the straightness of the trajectory[5]

and the emittance of the beam. The offset of the quadrupole can be adjusted

by the mover, and the offset of the BPM can be eliminated by processing the

readings by the software. How to realize fast and efficient automatic beam

alignment on SXFEL is still worth studying.

This trajectory can be achieved by the beam-based alignment (BBA) technique[6]

which was proposed in 1980s. The BBA technique has achieved great success

on LCLS FEL undulator line[7], SACLA undulator line[8], FLASH-I Undula-

tor line[9], European XFEL SASE1 line[10] and PAL-XFEL undulator line[11]

in 1999, 2011, 2013, 2014 and 2015 respectively. The most widely-used BBA

method is the electron beam-based alignment (e-BBA), which mainly includes

ballistic alignment (BA)[12], corrector pattern (CP)[13], Dispersion-Free Steer-

ing (DFS)[6]. In the DFS method, the singular value decomposition (SVD)

method is always used to solve the problem of non-square matrix, in which “soft

constraint” is used to prevent the emergence of non-convergent solutions[14].

Photon beam based alignment (p-BBA) as a complementary tool for e-BBA

has been applied on SACLA[15] and SDUV-FEL[16]. After e-BBA, p-BBA

is used for optimization of undulator magnetic gap, phase match of adjacent

undulator segments or taper of the entire undulator.
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In this paper, we initially introduce two undulator lines of SXFEL. Then we

analyze the theory of e-BBA and propose a new automation procedure of e-BBA

for the SXFEL SASE line. The two-to-two correction structure is established

to change the deviations of position and direction of the beam entering the

undulator line with “K modulation” method. The DFS method is used to

eliminate the offsets of quadrupole and BPM and the “beam info constraint”

is introduced to replace “soft constraint”. Ultimately, we give the process and

result of simulation.

2. Theory of BBA

2.1. K Modulation

The K modulation method[17] is used to measure the relative deviation of

the BPM from the quadrupole magnetic center. Under the influence of the

transverse dipole field generated by the quadrupole, the beam receives a kick

angle and its forward direction is changed when it does not pass through the

quadrupole magnetic center. The kick angle is proportional to the focusing

intensity K of the quadrupole, so modulating the K of the quadrupole can

cause changes of the downstream beam position. At the same time, the kick

angle is proportional to the distance between the position where the beam passes

through the quadrupole and the quadrupole magnetic center. The change of the

downstream beam position can be expressed by[18]:

∆y ∝ ∆K ·∆l (1)

where ∆y is the change of the beam position measured by downstream BPM,

∆K is the change of the focusing intensity of quadrupole, ∆l is the distance

between the beam position and the center of quadruple.

After adding a fixed modulation to the K of quadrupole, the downstream

beam position change is only related to ∆l. When the beam passes through

the center of quadrupole, ∆l is zero and ∆y is also zero. At this time, the

downstream BPM reading is the offset between the quadrupole and the BPM.
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It may give inaccurate results if the beam trajectory has a pronounced angle at

the quadrupole[19], but this does not affect the judgment of the beam passing

through the center of quadrupole.

In this paper, the K of quadrupole is added the ac modulation which is

expressed as:

K = ∆K · cos(2π · t
T

) +K0 (2)

where ∆K is the change range of the focusing intensity, t is the current time, T

is the period, and K0 is the designed focusing intensity of the quadrupole.

2.2. Dispersion-Free Steering

The lattice of the SXFEL SASE line is shown schematically in Fig. 1. In BBA

progress, the influence of the undulator on the beam trajectory can be ignored

when the undulator gap is open. The undulator located between Q1 and BPM1

and the correctors which are put at undulator ends are not shown in the figure.

In Fig. 1, x0(x
′

0) is the beam initial position (launch angle), ∆q(∆b) is the offset

of the quadrupole (BPM), xBq(x
′

Bq) is the beam position (launch angle) before

passing through quadrupole, xAq(x
′

Aq) is the beam position (launch angle) after

passing through quadrupole, and x1(x
′

1) is the beam position (launch angle) at

BPM1.

Through the principle of transfer matrix, it is easy to solve x1 and x
′

1.

However, it is worth noting that when the beam passes through the quadrupole,

we need to use the position of the beam relative to the quadrupole magnetic

center to perform matrix operations. The beam position xBq should be replaced

by xBq−∆q. The position obtained by matrix calculation is also relative to the

quadrupole, and then q needs to be added to obtain the real position xAq. The

value of x1 can be expressed by the Eq. 3.

x1 = (1 +
l1
f

)x0 + (l0 + l1 +
l0l1
f

)x
′

0 −
lq
f

∆q (3)

where l0, l1 and lq are the length of D0, D1 and Q1 respectively. 1
f is the (2, 1)

component of the transfer matrix of quadrupole with thin lens approximation.
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Figure 1: The lattice of the SXFEL SASE line.

Actually, the beam position can only be known by the BPM reading. Due

to the existence of BPM offset, the BPM reading is given as:

xread = x1 −∆b (4)

At the same time, the greater the beam energy the smaller the influence of

the magnetic field on the beam trajectory. In summary, the BPM reading xread

is affected by the initial beam position x0, initial launch angle x
′

0, quadrupole

offset ∆q, BPM offset ∆b and beam energy. For the relationship between the

BPM readings in the entire SXFEL SASE line and its influencing factors, we
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can use Ep. 5 to express.



xread1,E1

...
xreadN,E1
xread1,E2

...
xreadN,E2
xread1,E3

...
xreadN,E3


=



L11,E1
L12,E1

0 0 0 0 R11,E1
··· R1N,E1

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

... −INN
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0 0 R11,E2
··· R1N,E2

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

... −INN

0 0 LN1,E2
LN2,E2

0 0 RN1,E2
··· RNN,E2

0 0 0 0 L11,E3
L12,E3

R11,E3
··· R1N,E3

...
...

...
...

...
...

...
. . .

... −INN

0 0 0 0 LN1,E3
LN2,E3

RN1,E3
··· RNN,E3





x0,E1

x
′
0,E1

x0,E2

x
′
0,E2

x0,E3

x
′
0,E3

∆q1

...
∆qN
∆b1

...
∆bN


(5)

where xread1,E1
is the beam position reading at the 1st BPM when the electron

beam energy is E1. N is the number of the quadrupoles and BPMs. The

calculation method of other elements in the matrix can be found in Ref.[11].

The Eq. 1 can be rewritten as:

X = RO (6)

where R is the full response matrix of 3N × (2N + 6) size.

According to the knowledge of linear algebra, there are multiple matrices

O that make the equation true. In order to obtain a realistic solution, “soft

constraint” is usually added to Eq. 1. A new constraint which named “beam

info constraint” is proposed in this paper. It requires that the initial position

and initial launch angle of the beam remain unchanged when obtaining BPM

readings under two different energies. This constraint is expressed as:



x0,E1
− x0,E2

= 0,

x
′

0,E1
− x′

0,E2
= 0,

x0,E1 − x0,E3 = 0,

x
′

0,E1
− x′

0,E3
= 0.

(7)

After adding constraint to the Eq. 1, the size of R becomes (3N + 4) ×

(2N + 6). Since R is not a square matrix, SVD needs to be used to obtain the

7



generalized inverse matrix:

R = USV T (8)

The matrix O can be written as:

O = R−1X = V S−1UTX (9)

If the initial beam position and the launch angle are ignored, the Eq. 1 can

be written as:



xread1,E1

...
xreadN,E1
xread1,E2

...
xreadN,E2
xread1,E3

...
xreadN,E3


=



R11,E1
··· R1N,E1

...
. . .

... −INN

RN1,E1
RNN,E1

R11,E2
··· R1N,E2

...
. . .

... −INN

RN1,E2
RNN,E2

R11,E3
··· R1N,E3

...
. . .

... −INN

RN1,E3
··· RNN,E3




∆q1

...
∆qN
∆b1

...
∆bN

 (10)

The Eq. 10 can be rewritten as:

X = rO (11)

where r is the response matrix of 3N×2N size. When two energies are selected,

r can become a square matrix, but for calculation accuracy, three energies are

still used for calculation.

The offsets of quadrupole and BPM from the straight-line orbit determined

by beam initial position and launch angle can be obtained by solving the Eq. 10

by SVD method. According to this solution, the quadrupole center can be

moved to the beam orbit, that is, the beam passes through the quadrupole

magnetic center.

2.3. Alignment steps

Step 1: Using the full response matrix to solve the offsets of quadrupole

and BPM from the ideal orbit. This step can be named “ideal orbit-based

alignment (IOBA)” in this paper.
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Step 2: Using two-to-two correction to change the initial position and

launch angle of beam. This step can be named “beam info alignment

(BIA)” in this paper.

Step 3: Using the response matrix to solve the offsets of quadrupole and

BPM from the straight-line orbit determined by beam initial position

and launch angle. This step can be named “beam orbit-based alignment

(BOBA)” in this paper.

3. Simulation result

In order to simulate the beam transmission process, a simple simulation pro-

gram is written using Python and PyQt. The program can construct a system

model based on the transmission matrix of the element and calculate the beam

position. Compared with the traditional simulation software ELEGANT[20]

and GENESIS[21], the simulation program used in this paper has a visual in-

terface. Through the simulation program, the offsets of quadrupole and BPM

can be changed and the real-time changes of the beam orbit can be displayed

on the interface.

In the actual BBA, the gap of the undulator is enlarged, and the influence on

the beam orbit is ignored. Therefore, the undulator is used as a drift section for

calculation in the simulation. In the second step of the alignment method, a two-

to-two correction structure is needed to change the position and launch angle of

the beam entering the undulator section, so we add the two-to-two correction

structure as shown in the Fig. 2 in front of the SASE line. The kick angles that

the two correctors ultimately need to provide are inversely proportional to the

distance of the drift section between the components. In this simulation, the

length of each drift in the two-to-two correction structure is set to 0.5 m. The

error range of the various components we used in the simulation is shown in the

Tab. 1.

In this simulation, the initial electron beam position was set to 5.66 µm and

the launch angle of the electron beam to the design orbit was set to 1.52 µrad.
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We select beam energies of 1.0 GeV, 1.2 GeV and 1.5 GeV in the simulation for

the SXFEL SASE line. The initial beam parameters are randomly generated

according to the gaussian distribution. The beam trajectory in Fig. 3 shows

that the electron beam with energy of 1 GeV, 1.2 GeV and 1.5 GeV can be max

about 30 µm off from the ideal orbit. Then quadrupoles and BPMs are added

with random offset as shown in Fig. 4(a). The rms value and Standard Deviation

(σ) of quadrupole positions are 66.54 µm and 59.50 µm. For BPM, those values

are 66.20 µm and 59.49 µm. The beam orbits are shown in Fig. 4(b). The initial

beam orbits under energy of 1 GeV, 1.2 GeV and 1.5 GeV have rms of 415.43

µm, 300.76 µm and 207.43 µm respectively, which cannot meet the requirement

of X-ray laser generation in the undulator line.

Figure 2: The lattice of the SXFEL SASE line.

Table 1: Errors Used in the BBA Simulation

Errors (rms) Value Unit

Quadrupole offset 100 µm

BPM offset 100 µm

BPM resolution 1 µm

Beam launch position 10 µm

Beam launch angle 10 µrad
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From the comparison before and after adding the offset for quadrupoles and

BPMs, it can be seen that the existence of quadrupole offset greatly increases

the beam orbit deviation. In order to get lasing, the offset of quadrupole must be

eliminated, and then the simulation was carried out according to the alignment

method mentioned in Section. 2.

Figure 3: Beam trajectory with no position offsets of quadrupole and BPM.

3.1. Step 1: IOBA

IOBA is used to adjust the position of quadrupoles from about 60 µm rms

to 10 µm rms. Firstly, we need to solve the full response matrix of the entire

undulator line including the two-to-two correction structure. In the simulation,

the model of the undulator entire line is constructed according to the principle of

transmission matrix. Fig. 5 illustrates the response matrix at different energies.

After three iterations of IOBA, the randomly distributed quadrupoles and

BPMs are aligned with a line shape as shown in Fig. 6(a). After IOBA, the rms

and standard deviation (σ) of quadrupole positions become 13.28 µm and 13.49

µm. For BPM, those values become 9.23 µm and 10.73 µm. Compared with

the initial position, the rms of quadrupole position and BPM position decreased

by 80.04% and 86.06%, and the standard deviation decreased by 77.33% and

81.96%. It shows that the IOBA can well reduce the offsets of quadrupole and
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Figure 4: (a) is the position of quadrupoles and BPMs after adding offsets. (b) is the beam

orbit after adding offsets to quadrupole and BPM.

Figure 5: The response matrix for 1.0 GeV (orange), 1.2 GeV (green) and 1.5 GeV (blue).

BPM and greatly improve the horizontal alignment of their centers. Fig. 6(b)

shows the beam orbit after IOBA. After moving the quadrupole, the rms of the

beam orbit at 1.0 GeV, 1.2 GeV and 1.5GeV is 22.86 µm, 19.23 µm and 15.53
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µm, respectively. The beam orbit can be restored to the level when there is no

position offsets of the quadrupole and BPM. The σ of the beam orbit at 1.0

GeV, 1.2 GeV and 1.5GeV drops from 403.25 µm to 16.77 µm, from 299.66 µm

to 14.25 µm and from 206.12 µm to 11.45 µm, respectively. The simulation

results show that the max offsets of electron beam orbits are improved from 100

µm level to 10 µm level for each beam energy and the σ of electron beam orbits

are improved from 100 µm level to 1 µm level. But the beam orbits are not

straight enough.

Figure 6: (a) and (b) are the position of quadrupoles and BPMs and beam orbit after IOBA.

3.2. Step 2: BIA

In this step, K modulation is applied to the two quadrupoles in two-to-

two correction structure to determine whether the beam passes through the

quadrupole magnetic center. We adjust the kick angle θ1 and θ2 provided by

the two correctors to make the beam roughly pass through the center of the

two quadrupoles and ensure that the sum of θ1, θ2 and the initial beam launch

angle x
′

0 is zero. In this way, we can ensure that the beam position does not

deviate too much from the design orbit and the beam launch angle is close to

zero before the beam entering the undulator line. After adjustment using the

automation program, when θ1 is -16.58 µrad and θ2 is 15.07 µrad, the beam

passes through the center of two quadrupoles and the launch angle is close to

zero, as shown in Fig. 7. We find that the deviation of the beam orbit has also
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been improved, but the most important thing is that the beam launch angle

before entering undulator line is changed.

Figure 7: Beam orbit under different energies after BIA.

3.3. Step 3: BOBA

We use BOBA to correct the offsets of quadrupole and BPM again. We take

the structure behind the corrector C2 in the two-to-two correction structure as

the new overall structure for the corresponding matrix calculation. The main

purpose is using the beam position and angle adjusted by the two correctors

as the initial position and angle of the beam entering the undulator line. The

offsets of quadrupole and BPM with respect to the beam straight-line orbit

determined by the initial beam position and beam angle are calculated by the

response matrix which does not consider the initial information of the beam.

Fig. 8(a) shows the position of quadrupole and BPM after BOBA. The rms

and σ of quadrupole positions become 6.54 µm and 5.49 µm. For BPM, those

values become 6.63 µm and 4.58 µm. Compared with the beam orbits obtained

by IOBA, the rms of the quadrupole and BPM positions have both increased

slightly, but the σ has been very small, that is, the centers of these devices have

been basically on the horizontal line. After adjustment, the beam orbits under

three energies basically coincide to eliminate the dispersion effect, and the beam
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orbits in undulator line are very collimated, that is, the beam passes through

the magnetic center of quadrupoles. The rms of the beam orbit is 6.63 µm and

the σ is 4.20 µm, which is better than the beam orbit when the quadrupoles

don’t have offset. The final beam orbits after BOBA are shown in Fig. 8(b).

Figure 8: (a) and (b) are the position of quadrupoles and BPMs and beam orbit after BOBA.

Fig. 9 and Tab. 2 respectively show the schematic diagram and detailed

parameters of the electron beam trajectory before and after BBA. The result

indicates a significant improvement of the beam orbits.

The applicability of the method is verified by using 5 sets of randomly gener-

ated beam initial position, beam initial launch angle, offsets of quadrupole and

BPM. Fig. 10 shows the change of beam orbit rms under 1.5 GeV and we can

see that rms of different beam orbits are around 10 µm. This shows that after

three steps alignment operation, a better beam trajectory can be obtained.

4. Summary

In this paper, we proposed putting a two-to-two correction structure before

the undulator line and using three steps to collimate the beam trajectory. In

order to verify the accuracy of the method, we conducted a simulation. In the

first step, we proposed to add a new constraint named “beam info constraint”

to the SVD calculation of the full response matrix. Finding by the simulation

which applying this constraint that the offsets of quadrupole and BPM can be
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Figure 9: The beam orbits before and after BBA.

Table 2: Parameters of beam orbits before and after BBA

Description Initial(µm) Final(µm)

1.0 GeV
rms of orbit 415.43 6.69

σ of orbit 403.25 4.29

1.2 GeV
rms of orbit 300.76 6.64

σ of orbit 299.66 4.20

1.5 GeV
rms of orbit 207.43 6.63

σ of orbit 206.12 4.20

Desipersion η
max 2795.80 1.44

rms 1360.06 0.65

corrected to about 10 µm. In the second step, we applied the K modulation to

the quadrupoles which are in the two-to-two correction structure to adjust the

beam passing through the quadrupole magnetic centers. The main purpose is to

16



Figure 10: Results with 5 random seeds. The rms of orbit after alignment.

change the position and launch angle of the beam entering the undulator line. In

the third step, we used the response matrix to calculate the offsets of quadrupole

and BPM relative to the straight-line orbit determined by the position and angle

of the beam entering the undulator line and adjust the positions of quadrupole

and BPM. After multiple sets of simulation verifications, a highly collimated

beam trajectory with rms and σ at the level of 1 µm can be obtained. For

further optimization, the method will cooperate with p-BBA to introduce to

SXFEL undulator lines and has great helpful for FEL lasing.
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