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Abstract

The formation of a double-horn current profile is a challenging issue in the achieve-
ment of electron bunch with high peak current, especially for high-repetition-rate X-
ray free-electron lasers (XFELs) where more nonlinear and intricate beam dynamics
propagation is involved. Here, we propose to correct the nonlinear beam longitudi-
nal phase space distortion in the photoinjector section with a dual-mode buncher.
In combination with the evolutionary many-objective beam dynamics optimization,
this method is shown to be effective in manipulating the longitudinal phase space
at the injector exit. Furthermore, the formation of the current spike is avoided after
the multi-stage charge density modulation and electron bunch with a peak current
of 1.6 kA is achieved for 100-pC bunch charge. Start-to-end simulations based on
the Shanghai high-repetition-rate XFEL and extreme light facility demonstrate that
the proposed scheme can increase the FEL pulse energy by more than 3 times in
a cascading operation of echo-enabled harmonic generation and high-gain harmonic
generation. Moreover, this method can also be used for longitudinal phase space
shaping of electron beams operating at a high repetition rate to meet the specific
demands of different researches.
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1. Introduction

As a leading-edge scientific instrument, X-ray free-electron lasers (XFELs) can
provide coherent X-ray pulses with high brightness and femtosecond duration [1, 2],
enabling new scientific research in physics, chemistry, biology, and materials sci-
ence [3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. Over the last decade, there is a growing demand for XFELs
to achieve better performance. Therefore, the beam dynamics quality of the elec-
tron beam needs to be continuously improved to satisfy the demand from various
scientific communities. Moreover, many different experiments have a specific desire
for the spectral and temporal structure of the X-ray pulses, which can be obtained
by accurate manipulation of bunch longitudinal phase space at the entrance of the
undulator.

Typically, electron beams with ultra-low transverse emittance are generated in the
photoinjector and further accelerated in the linac. The magnetic chicane, consisting
of four dipole magnets, is used to compress the electron bunch to obtain a high peak
current. However, current horns can often be found in the current profile after strong
bunch longitudinal compression, resulting in several severe problems [8, 9], especially
in high-repetition-rate XFELs [10, 11, 12, 13]. For instance, the current horn can
generate strong coherent synchrotron radiation (CSR) that can spoil the transverse
emittance, i.e. causing a nonuniform transverse tilt along the bunch, leading to the
transverse misalignment between the bunch slices and projected emittance growth
[14, 15, 16]. Moreover, an undesired additional longitudinal energy modulation is
exerted due to the wakefield effect and longitudinal space charge (LSC) effect, both
of which can largely jeopardize the FEL performance in the undulator, especially
in seeded FELs which require accurate superposition between the laser and electron
bunch[17, 18, 19].

Therefore, the mitigation of the undesired nonlinear density modulation in the
bunch compressors is critical for linac-driven FEL radiation performance [9]. In addi-
tion to the no-spike shape in the current profile, the so-called “flat-flat” distribution
in the longitudinal phase space is preferable, especially for the seeded XFELs [20].
This beam property indicates that there exists a flat-top shape in the current profile
as well as the flat energy distribution along with the bunch core longitudinally, which
can improve the FEL performance enormously on the stable output pulse energy and
facilitate the controllable spectral bandwidth [21].

As the cause of the current horn formation, the intense nonlinear effect consists
of both the nonlinear correlated energy chirp in the bunch longitudinal phase space
and the high-order longitudinal dispersion coefficients in the magnetic chicane. The
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nonlinear energy spread is mainly induced from the off-crest RF field curvature in the
cavities, collective effects like the longitudinal wakefield and the intense space charge
effect in the low-energy region where the relativistic factor β of the bunch is not close
to 1 [22]. For the purpose of relieving the nonlinear effect in the beam propagation
through the dispersive section, many methods have been applied. The widely-used
approach is the harmonic RF cavity that can linearize the longitudinal phase space by
removing the quadratic correlated energy spread [23]. However, the high-order parts
of the longitudinal phase space correlation are left uncompensated, usually leading
to the generation of current spike under the strong electron distribution modulation.
A direct approach has been attempted in Linac Coherent Light Source, a collimator
was utilized in the dispersive region to directly truncate the double-horn current
horns at the beam head and tail [8]. However, this method can hardly be applied to
high-repetition-rate XFEL facilities because of the high beam loss radiation on the
collimator [8, 24].

Several attempts have been conducted to compensate the longitudinal phase space
for high-repetition-rate operation. The corrugated structure was placed to provide
a passive wakefield for energy modulation upstream the bunch compression chicane
in order to reduce the high-order energy spread in longitudinal phase space[25, 26].
Moreover, the nonlinear optics of the magnetic chicane can be adjusted by inserting
an optics corrector like sextupole or octupole[27, 28], similar optical linearization
method is applied to remove the quadratic energy chirp in a compact FEL design[29].
Nevertheless, achievement of this target is always troublesome, especially for XFEL
facility operating at the frequency of 1 MHz, which involves more complicated beam
dynamics properties evolution along the beamline transmission [25, 30].

In this work, a dual-mode buncher cavity is utilized as a new effective approach
to compensating the nonlinear longitudinal phase space that mainly results from the
space charge effect and the nonlinear velocity bunching in the photoinjector section.
This alternate method has been adopted to the Shanghai High repetitioN rate XFEL
and Extreme light facility (SHINE) injector beam dynamics design. Combined with
the global optimization, the longitudinal phase space distribution at the end of linac
can be improved distinctly to achieve the high peak current with no appearance of
current spike under strong bunch compression. Section 2 shows the principle of the
compensation method and the evolutionary many-objective beam dynamics opti-
mization. In section 3, the start-to-end optimization results of SHINE are presented
to demonstrate improvement in electron beam quality and FEL performance. Sec-
tion 4 gives the discussion about the whole research and presents a conclusion for
it.
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2. Nonlinear longitudinal phase space compensation in the injector

2.1. Principle of the compensation method

In this work, we first concentrate on the beam longitudinal properties improve-
ment in the photoinjector, whose layout is shown in Fig. 1. It is deployed to generate
electron bunch with low emittance and high brightness. As the APEX-type electron
gun cavity works at a relatively low frequency compared with the common rf-band
gun, the beam dynamics properties evolution is intricate [31, 32, 33]. The relatively
low energy of the beam at the exit of the gun cavity induces a strong and domi-
nant space charge effect during the beam delivery, causing the nonlinear emittance
growth that can not be compensated. Hence, suppression of the space charge effect
is a priority for generating a bunch with low transverse emittance. Therefore, the
bunch at the cathode is lengthened as the cigar regime so that some of the nonlin-
ear space-charge effects can be eliminated [34, 35]. As a trade-off, the laser pulse
is much longer than required for driving the FEL radiation in the undulator, which
in turn necessitates a relatively larger bunch longitudinal compression ratio in the
downstream beam delivery.

VHF gun

Solenoid1

Duel-mode 
Buncher

Single-cavity 
cryomodule

Multi-cavity 
cryomodule

Solenoid2 Solenoid3

Figure 1: The conceptual schematic of the SHINE injector section. The 216.7 MHz VHF gun is
followed by the dual-mode buncher, both of them are normal-conducting cavities while the single
9-cell cryomodule and eight 9-cell cryomodules are superconducting. Three sets of the solenoid are
deployed along the beamline to compensate for the linear emittance growth mainly induced by RF
field and space charge effect to achieve ultra-low transverse emittance.

The velocity compression method is commonly applied in the injector which is
running out of RF crest to create the energy chirp in the buncher [36, 37]. The β
= v/c cannot be treated as a perturbation in this low-energy region, which causes
the differences in β value along the bunch longitudinally. However, strong nonlinear
velocity modulation combined with the nonlinear space-charge force is induced during
the beam delivery, both of which lead to the nonlinearity in the beam longitudinal
phase space. This results in the obvious asymmetric current profile and the nonlinear
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time-energy chirp, contributing to the difficulty to achieve a desirable plateau-like
current profile with a high peak current at the end of the linac.

Figure 2: The fundamental (orange) and the harmonic (blue) electric field along the longitudinal
axis in the buncher cavity.

In order to solve this problem, a dual-mode buncher cavity is proposed to com-
pensate for the RF curvature in the single fundamental mode, as is shown in Fig. 2.
To be precise, the third harmonic mode is fed in the buncher to not only improve the
linearity of the RF field but also compensate for the nonlinear longitudinal bunching
which leads to the asymmetric current profile. The two types of RF modes will be
supplied by each power source, and their voltages and phases can be set respectively.
The field distribution of the dual-mode is presented in Fig. 3. With the harmonic
mode occupied, both the energy and density modulation in the buncher cavity are
more linear, corresponding to a more symmetric current profile at the exit of the
photoinjector. Furthermore, the longitudinal distribution can be adjusted by chang-
ing the amplitude and RF phase of the individual mode, which will be a more flexible
and achievable approach to beam shaping at the entrance of the linac.

The photoinjector physical design involves many parameters. The amplitude and
phase of each cavity are essential for the energy gain and longitudinal distribution of
the bunch, and the strength and position of each solenoid set determine the precise
compensation of the transverse emittance. Also, many nonlinear effects, such as
velocity bunching, space-charge field, emittance compensation, and coupling between
the transverse and longitudinal beam dynamics are highly correlated with each other,
having a nonlinear and intricate impact on the final beam dynamics. Therefore, it can
hardly get the optimal parameters with parameters scanning or adjusting manually
through each simulation. Consequently, the global optimum searching algorithm is
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(a) (b)

Figure 3: Schematic of the electromagnetic field distribution in the cavity. (a) The 1.3 GHz
fundamental mode. (b) The 3.9 GHz harmonic mode.

requested in the beam dynamics design.

2.2. Many-objective photoinjector beam dynamics optimization for SHINE injector

As is mentioned above, every working point of the cavities and solenoids together
with their exact positions should be designed and settled elaborately to achieve
the high-quality electron bunch at the entrance of the main accelerating section.
Additionally, more beam longitudinal phase space properties other than bunch length
should be taken into consideration. Together with the transverse emittance, this
becomes a beam dynamics optimization with more than three objectives.

The optimization with more than one objective is called a multi-objective opti-
mization problem which has been encountered in accelerator science for a long time.
In the beginning, most of these kinds of problems are solved through large-scale pa-
rameter scanning simulation to determine the final value of each control parameter.
It is not only time-consuming but also difficult to find the global optimal solution.
Moreover, the multi-objective problems are usually converted to single-objective ones
by means of distributing each objective with corresponding weight. However, the op-
timal weight values are difficult to determine and this method is not feasible to study
and analyze the relationships between each objective parameter. In 2005, Bazarov
conducted a multi-objective optimization to the photoinjector beam dynamics de-
sign with a multi-objective evolutionary algorithm and demonstrated its efficiency
and reliability [38]. From then on this method becomes a popular and typical ap-
proach in accelerator beam dynamics design [39, 40, 41]. With the rapid develop-
ment of computer science and high-performance cluster, many improved algorithms
are accessible and the Non-dominated Sorting Genetic Algorithm III(NSGA-III) is
selected to be applied to this beam dynamics optimization strategy. NSGA-III is an
evolutionary many-objective optimization algorithm using the reference-point-based
non-dominated sorting approach, which keeps it efficient in optimizing more than
three objectives simultaneously compared with NSGA-II [42, 43, 44]. Based on it,
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the beam dynamics simulation of the injector section is conducted using ASTRA,
which is a space charge tracking algorithm widely used worldwide to simulate beam
dynamics in injector sections [45].

In this optimization, there exist 18 variables containing the RF phase, the ampli-
tude of each cavity, and the detailed layout of the whole injector section. Meanwhile,
the beam dynamics properties should be accurately calculated and treated as the op-
timization objectives. The population size of one generation is set to 400 and the
total number of generations is 200. The result of the optimization algorithm is a
population of solutions rather than a single one. Therefore, the accurate tradeoff
and offset can be evaluated with respect to each other and lays the foundation for a
more profound theoretical analysis.

Since the final goal of this optimization is providing the electron bunch to drive
the high-brightness FEL lasing, the four beam dynamics properties that are influ-
ential to the FEL performance are selected as the objectives in the optimization.
Primarily, the transverse projected emittance and the bunch length are the two ob-
jectives usually settled in the previous injector optimization. However, to achieve
more effective optimization and thus high-quality FEL performance, more longitu-
dinal phase space characteristics should be taken into account. Nonlinear energy
spread has a vital impact on the longitudinal compression in the magnetic chicane.
Though a 3.9 GHz RF harmonic cavity is appointed as the harmonic linearizer lo-
cated in the linac section that aims to mitigate the second-order correlation in the
longitudinal phase space, the uncompensated third-order and above term will accu-
mulate along with the beam delivery and result in the intense nonlinear distortion
in the multi-stage chicanes. The correlated energy distribution can be fitted under
the least square method as follows:

Efit = E0 + f1zi + f2zi
2, (1)

where E0, f1, and f2 are the constant, first and second terms of the fitted energy
distribution polynomial in the longitudinal phase space. Thus, the definition of the
high-order energy spread of each macroparticle is:

EH.O. = Ez − Efit = Ez − E0 − f1zi − f2zi
2, (2)

where Ez is the actual value of energy for each macroparticle. Based on it, the root
mean square (RMS) value of the high-order energy spread is defined as

√
< E2

H.O. >,
which is the third objective in the optimization strategy.

In addition to the high-order energy spread, the nonlinear effects also result
in the large asymmetry in the current profile at the exit of the injector, which is
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(a) (b) (c)

Figure 4: The current profile of three cases with positive skewness(a), nearly zero skewness(b) and
negative skewness(c). The current profile is plotted with the red line and the fitted current profile
with skew-normal distribution is plotted with the black line. The head of the bunch is on the left
of the coordinate.

susceptible to the current-spike formation and leads to the current profile with a
long-tail shape. The long-tail bunches are the potential to cause beam loss in the
successive components along the beamline. Based on the shape of the current profile,
the concept of skew-normal distribution is introduced to describe the profile. The
skewness is the parameter of the distribution that reflects the degree of deviation
from a normal distribution. The definition of skewness is:

S = E[(
X − µ

σ
)3] =

µ3

σ3
=

E[(X − µ)3]

(E[(X − µ)2)])3/2
, (3)

where X is the random distribution, µ is the mean, σ is the standard deviation and
E is the expectation operator, µ3 is the third order central moment of the electron
distribution. With this parameter introduced, the current profile can be fitted with a
skew-normal distribution and the skewness parameter S can reflect the approximate
shape of the profile shape. The three typical current profile cases with different
values of skewness are shown in Fig. 4. In Fig. 4(a), the positive skewness reflects
that the tail part of the bunch on the right side of the probability density function
is longer than those on the left side and the majority of electron lies to the head
half of the bunch. Instead, Fig. 4(c) shows the distribution with negative skewness,
which denotes the current profile whose majority tilts to the bunch tail. The slight
asymmetry of these two kinds of the current profile is potential to be magnified by
the strong density modulation in the downstream dispersive regions.

The longitudinal charge distribution ρz is influential to the wakefield-induced en-
ergy modulation in beam delivery passing the accelerating cavity. The wake potential
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function is [46]:

W (z) = −
∫ ∞
z

ρz(z
′)w(z − z′)dz′, (4)

where w(z) is the Green’s function of longitudinal wake potential of a point particle,
and ρz indicates the density of the longitudinal electron distribution along with the
longitudinal position z. When the skewness value comes to almost zero, it signifies
the current profile is nearly symmetric, which results in the more linear longitudinal
energy modulation induced from the wakefield effect. Hence, the absolute value of
the calculated skewness is treated as the fourth objective in the optimization.

Figure 5: The parallel coordinate plots of the 200 solutions in the final population of generation
showing the objectives value path. 100 of them with the lowest transverse emittance (dashed line)
and the other 100 lines present the solutions with the shortest bunch length (solid line). The four
ticks in the objective value coordinate refer to the four objectives in the optimization.

The optimization result is presented in Fig. 5, which shows 200 value-path plots
for the objectives in the final result. The solutions are all derived from the population
of the last generation in the optimization, 100 of them are the solutions with the
lowest transverse emittance, the other 100 ones with the shortest bunch length. The
values of each solution are normalized to the value between 0 and 1 by the following
function:

Xnij =
Xij −min(Xi)

max(Xi) −min(Xi)
, (5)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 6: The project of the Pareto front obtained from the last generation. The blue dots in each
figure represent the selected solution of which the detailed beam dynamics parameters are shown
in Fig. 7.

where Xnij is the normalized value, Xij is the ith objective of the jth solution,
max(Xi) is the maximum value of the ith objective among the whole population,
min(Xi) is the minimum value of the ith objective among the solutions. It is dif-
ficult to present the visible correlation between the objective parameters in the
Pareto-optimal front of the optimization result because of the four-dimension Pareto-
Optimal front. Some strong correlations between the optimization objectives can be
observed and the potential relevance can be figured out in the projections of the front
which is presented in Fig. 6.

The two beam dynamics properties, transverse emittance and bunch length, are
usually selected as the two objectives in the injector beam dynamics optimization
strategy [30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35]. Normally, the tradeoff between the two parameters
is obvious in particle accelerator beam dynamics design. In this task, however, as
shown in Fig. 6(a), the correlation is ambiguous and this weak negative relevance
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indicates that a relatively longer bunch is requisite for achieving the needed ultra-
low transverse emittance. This is totally due to the other two involved objective
parameters which are influential to the final multi-dimension Pareto front distribu-
tion. More detailed parameters rather than bunch length are explored and some
potential correlation can be found in Fig. 6(b) and Fig. 6(c). Regarded as one of
the main factors to the nonlinear bunch longitudinal compression, the high-order
energy spread is largely induced from the strong nonlinear space charge effect inside
the bunch and RF curvature in the cavities, especially nonuniform energy modula-
tion in the buncher cavity during the low β transporting range. It can be partially
mitigated through lengthening the bunch length, which is shown in Fig. 6(b). This
clear correlation provides helpful and effective guidance for current-horn suppression
in strong magnetic longitudinal compression. As for the current profile skewness,
the longitudinal density distribution along the bunch is largely modulated by the
harmonic RF mode in the buncher of which the voltage and phase of the mode play
the crucial roles in shaping the desired current profile after the velocity compres-
sion, which can be seen in Fig. 4. Fig. 6(c) indicates the nearly symmetric current
profile can be achieved with a small high-order energy spread if the bunch length is
relatively longer. Additionally, the results present some solutions with relatively low
emittance and low high-order energy correlation, which can be verified in Fig. 6(d).

However, as a tradeoff, the long bunch length will result in stronger magnetic
compression required in the multi-stage chicanes to realize the desired peak current.
The intense compression coefficient R56 may cause an unwanted CSR effect and
current spike formation, both of which degrade the FEL performance. In SHINE
FEL beamline design, the requirement of the electron bunch longitudinal phase space
for different FEL lasing modes differs from each other, thus a tradeoff between the
three objectives other than transverse emittance should be balanced elaboratively.
Consequently, the transverse emittance of the selected solution is 0.217 mm·mrad
with a bunch length of 1.425 mm, and the skewness of the current profile is 0.02 with
the high-order correlated energy chirp is 1.09 keV.

Based on the optimization result shown above, the detailed beam dynamics sim-
ulation result of the selected optimal setting points is shown in Fig. 7 under the
comparison with the initial physical design, which is mainly aimed at eliminating
the third and above terms of energy spread [47]. With longitudinal phase space com-
pensation by means of the dual-mode buncher, the most distinct difference comes to
the longitudinal distribution inside the bunch. Fig. 7(b) shows the original electron
distribution of which the peak current is skewed to the head of the bunch. While the
current profile shape after the compensation is demonstrated in Fig. 7(e), whose pro-
file is corrected to be more symmetric in the beam longitudinal distribution, which

11



(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 7: Beam dynamics result in comparison between the initial physical design (top row) and
optimized design (bottom row) with longitudinal phase space compensation technology applied.
The left side of the Z coordinate represents the head of the bunch. The longitudinal phase space
distribution difference at the injector exit will immensely affect the final current profile downstream
of the multi-stage magnetic chicanes.

is preferable for the longitudinal compression in the downstream magnetic chicanes.
In addition, Fig. 7(d) presents the transverse projected emittance is slightly lower
with the slice emittance less than 0.2 mm·mrad in the core of the beam. This ultra-
low slice emittance facilitates the transverse matching with the machine lattice in
the undulator, which is vital for FEL lasing performance. Also, the bunch length
property is shorter slightly in consideration of the balance between the achievable
compression strength and maintenance of the residual high-term correlated energy
chirp. Additionally, as shown in Fig. 7(f), with the proposed dual-mode buncher
applied, the curvature in the high-order energy spread can be optimized to a more
symmetric and reverse shape compared with the original design which is shown in
Fig 7(c). This improvement facilitates compensation of the nonlinear compression
and prevention of the current spikes.
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3. start-to-end optimizations

3.1. Longitudinal dynamics optimization for bunch compression

Laser 
Heater L1 L2 L3 L4Harmonic 

Linearizer
BC1 BC2

Dechirper

Injector

Figure 8: The conceptual schematic of the SHINE linac section, accelerating the beam to 8 GeV
with a peak current of 1.5 kA. The 3rd harmonic cavity is deployed as the linearizer of bunch
longitudinal phase space. The two sets of bunch compressor chicane (BC1 and BC2) are both
4-dipole chicane which converts the energy distribution in the bunch into density modulation. The
corrugated structure is employed to provide a wakefield-induced energy compensation to linearize
the energy chirp in the bunch.

In the last section, the detailed approach and optimization in the photoinjector
are described and demonstrated. The final goal of the optimization is improving
the longitudinal phase space distribution after the multi-stage bunch compression
at the exit of the linac. Considering the balance between the accuracy and time
efficiency, the one-dimensional longitudinal tracking code LiTrack [48] is introduced
in this section. The main optimization objective is the shape of the current profile
which is preferred to be a flat-top shape. The optimization result is verified by the
ELEGANT [49] simulation program. The layout of the main accelerating section is
shown in Fig. 8.

The relative energy deviation δ, correlates with the position Zi, and it leads to
the differences in transmission path length between the electrons in the process of
longitudinal density modulation. The definition of the relative energy deviation δ is:

δ = δ0 + c1zi + c2zi
2 + c3zi

3 +O(zi
4), (6)

where δ0 is the initial uncorrelated energy spread, c1, c2 and c3 are the first-, second-,
and third-order coefficient of the energy chirp, respectively. The magnetic chicane
compressor is usually approximately defined by its first-, second-, and third-order
dispersion coefficient values of R56, T566, and U5666. In the 4-dipole chicane, the final
longitudinal position zf of the electron is given by:

zf = zi +R56δ + T566δ
2 + U5666δ

3 +O(δ4), (7)
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R56 ≈ −θ2(2D +
4

3
Lb), (8)

T566 ≈ −3

2
R56, (9)

U5666 ≈ 2R56, (10)

where the zi is the initial position of the particle, θ is the bending angle of dipoles
in the chicane, D is the longitudinal distance between the first and second dipoles
(also the third and fourth ones), Lb is the length of each rectangular dipole.

Substituting the Eq. 6 into the Eq. 7 gives:

zf = (1 + c1R56)zi + (c2R56 + c21T566)z
2
i

+ (c3R56 + 2c1c2T566 + c31U5666)z
3
i +O(z4i ).

(11)

This analytical expression indicates that the nonlinear (especially third-order term
c3) energy chirp in the bunch longitudinal phase space is not the only cause for
the nonlinear compression, for a normally-used 4-dipole C-shape chicane, even the
linear chirp (the first-order coefficient c1) can result in the high-order effect after
being squared and cubed in the Eq. 7. Actually, the detailed term values of the
longitudinal phase space and the bunch compressor chicane are highly interacted
with each other, which results in the nonlinear deformations of the phase space after
the compression, together with the formation of spike in the current profile.

Here, the multi-objective optimization algorithm NSGA-II is introduced together
with the one-dimensional longitudinal beam dynamics tracking code to conduct the
optimization. The numbers of generation and population within each generation are
set to 150 and 200. The final bunch length is chosen as one optimization objective.
Another objective comes to the current profile characteristic value which is defined to
roughly describe the current profile shape. This objective parameter is obtained by
evaluating two values. The first parameter is named the “shape parameter”, which
is introduced to describe the basic profile shape after LiTrack simulation. The other
one is set to describe the portion of the bunch core in the profile. The bunch core
refers to the region where the current is higher than 90% of the peak current. Hence,
the characteristic value is defined as:

k = 1 − k1 − k2 = 1 − Stp

S
− 0.5 × Hpr

H
, (12)
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where k1 and k2 refer to the “shape parameter” and “core parameter”, respectively.
S is the area enclosed by the current profile, Stp is the area of the top half of the
current profile, which is divided by the line that refers to the half value of the peak
current. H is the number of bins in the histogram computation for the current
profile. Hpr is the number of bins in the bunch core. The coefficient 0.5 is multiplied
to scale the two values to the same variable range. Therefore, the smaller the current
profile characteristic value, the flatter and wider the current profile will be, which is
desirable and preferable for driving the FEL radiation in the undulators downstream
the beamline.

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 9: The three different kinds of current profile shape after bunch compression. From left to
right is the shape of “flat-top” (a), “gaussian-like” (b) and “double-horn” (c).

In Fig. 9, three typical scenarios of the current profile are presented. Fig. 9(a)
shows the uniform longitudinal density distribution which is desirable for better
control of the FEL performance. Fig. 9(b) shows the Gaussian distribution profile,
which can be achieved with the lower nonlinear energy spread, i.e. small high-order
terms c3 in a polynomial fit of correlated energy spread δ. This kind of profile
shape is not preferable for its nonuniform, which can not facilitate stability of FEL
lasing performance. Moreover, Fig. 9(c) shows the typical double spikes that often
appear due to the nonlinearity in the strong bunch compression. Therefore, the
flat-top distribution is the most desirable profile shape for the SHINE undulator
section, especially the externally seeded harmonic cascade FELs as it facilitates the
overlapping between the radiation pulse from the first radiator with the electron
bunch in the second cascading stage.

In this optimization strategy, the selected injector simulation result in the previ-
ous section was set as the input beam longitudinal information for the beam physics
tracking and optimization in the linac. The Pareto front of the optimization is
present in Fig. 10, together with the result of the one without longitudinal phase
space compensation using the dual-mode buncher. It can be observed that it is such
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Figure 10: The comparison of Pareto front after 150 generations between the two different input
beam longitudinal phase space distribution. The blue dots group presents the solutions from previ-
ous design optimization and the red ones are generated from the optimization with the compensation
method, the orange star represents the selected optimal solution.

a tough task to generate the specific uniform bunch longitudinal density distribution
with high peak current with bunch charge of 100 pC, as the obvious tradeoff showed
in Fig. 10. The transformation of the bunch longitudinal density results from the
nonlinear effects in the chicane sections, the tiny perturbation of the energy chirp in
the longitudinal phase space will make a destructive impact on the longitudinal dis-
tribution especially under the stronger compression scenario (shorter bunch length),
and this often leads to the generation of the current spike (larger profile characteristic
value).

Based on the Pareto front from optimization, the selected solution comes to the
one with an RMS bunch length of 7 µm whose longitudinal property exists a relatively
uniform core in the distribution. Though the compression scenario is not too extreme
to generate an ultra-short bunch with a peak current of over 2 kA, it is advantageous
to provide electron bunch with relative flat-top longitudinal distribution, which is one
of the essential features for driving both the SASE beamline and externally seeded
FEL beamline simultaneously.

Since LiTrack is a fast longitudinal tracking code whose merit is the quick com-
putational speed, its simplicity facilitates the fast beam dynamics longitudinal opti-
mization. However, it does not involve collective effects such as the LSC effect and
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Figure 11: The current profile shape at the end of the linac section simulated by the LiTrack code
(blue) and ELEGANT (orange).

CSR effect which have an intricate energy modulation on beam longitudinal phase
space quality. Therefore, the 6-dimensional simulation code ELEGANT is introduced
to accurately track the beam delivery in the linac to verify the simulation result from
LiTrack code. Here it should be mentioned that the bending angle parameter in the
second magnetic chicane is tweaked slightly (less than 2% in R56 value) to match
the bunch length after compression. In addition, the more accurate and detailed
collective effects study will be conducted in the following work.

Fig. 12 shows the simulation results tracked by ELEGANT software toolkit
compared with the previous design [11]. The beam energy is 8 GeV and the detailed
longitudinal phase space distribution with the current profile of the bunch is plotted
in the left column, the slice beam properties of transverse emittance and energy
spread are presented in the middle column, and the slice transverse position along
the bunch is presented in the right column. The beam longitudinal phase space
improvement can be observed in Fig. 12(d), demonstrating the mitigation of the
current horn with a more flat shape in the current profile and energy modulation.
The peak current of the optimized beam is nearly 1.6 kA with a flat-top beam core of
about 35 femtoseconds. Furthermore, the slice emittance, which is usually regarded
as the crucial transverse property in the FEL lasing process, is also kept around 0.15
mm·mrad in the core of the bunch, with the slice energy spread of around 0.015%,
as shown in Fig. 12(e).
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(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

Figure 12: The comparison of the beam dynamics properties between the previous design (top
row) and optimized one with the longitudinal phase space compensation method (bottom row),
i.e. detailed longitudinal phase space distribution with the current profile (left column), the corre-
sponding slice transverse emittance and energy spread along the bunch (middle column), and slice
beam position in the two dimensions transversely (right column).

Table 1: Parameters of the two-stage bunch compressors at SHINE.

Parameter BC1 BC2

Nominal beam energy (MeV) 292 2074
Energy spread (%) 1.84 0.78
R56 (mm) -58.30 -40.51
Drift length between 1st & 2nd (3rd & 4th) (m) 4.71 9.91
Drift length between 2nd & 3rd (m) 1.75 1.75
Length of chicane dipoles (m) 0.20 0.55
Bending angle (degree) 4.443 2.530

Moreover, Fig. 12(c) demonstrates that the current horn will cause unwanted
transverse kicks which are not uniform along the bunch longitudinally. This con-
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spicuous centroid mismatch will smear the beam transverse phase space and lead
to the projected emittance growth that ruins the control of the FEL pulse energy
and bandwidth. With the longitudinal phase space compensation method utilized,
there is no additional transverse yaw under the flat-top distribution, as shown in
Fig. 12(f). As a result, the optimized electron beam can significantly improve the
FEL performance in the undulator section, which will be presented in the following
subsection.

3.2. FEL performance of EEHG-HGHG cascading operation

Normal FEL operations, such as SASE, self-seeding, and externally seeded FELs,
can benefit from such a flat-top electron beam. Here, the parameters of the second
undulator line of SHINE (FEL-II) are taken as an example to demonstrate the FEL
performance improvement. The baseline operation modes of the FEL-II are exter-
nally seeded FELs. The first stage of the FEL-II comprises two seed lasers with a
wavelength of 270 nm and a pulse length of 20 fs (FWHM), two modulators of period
240 mm, two magnetic chicanes for the beam manipulation of the echo-enabled har-
monic generation (EEHG) [50, 51], and one radiator of period 68 mm. The lengths of
the first and second modulators are 3 m and 1.5 m, respectively. The radiator length
of the first stage is 20 m. The second stage of the FEL-II comprises one fresh bunch
chicane, one modulator of period 68 mm, one dispersion chicane, and one radiator of
period 68 mm for cascading operation based on the high gain harmonic generation
(HGHG) [52]. The radiator length of the second stage is 30 m.

The start-to-end simulations of a 50 × 5 EEHG-HGHG cascading setup are per-
formed with GENESIS1.3 [53] based on the previously designed electron beam and
the optimized electron beam which is illustrated in the previous subsection. In the
simulation, the resonance of the radiator of the first stage is set to the 50th har-
monic of the seed lasers. The resonance of the radiator of the second stage is set
to the 5th harmonic of the first stage. Since the timing jitter between the electron
beam and the seed laser is crucial for the EEHG-HGHG cascading operation, 100
relative time jitters with an RMS of 3 fs are considered in the simulations. Fig. 13
presents the simulated FEL power profile and spectrum based on the two electron
beams. These results show that the FEL performances of the optimized electron
beam are significantly better than that of the previous design. Benefiting from a
uniform current distribution and a smaller slice energy spread, the optimized beam
can be used to generate FEL pulses with higher peak power and a narrower spec-
trum. The averaged pulse energies obtained based on the previously designed and
optimized electron beam are 47 and 148 µJ, respectively.
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

Figure 13: Simulated FEL power profile (left) and spectrum (right) of EEHG-HGHG cascading
operation based on the previously designed (top) and the optimized electron beams (bottom). The
grey lines refer to single shots with different timing jitter between the electron bunch and seed
lasers. The red line indicates the case with maximum peak power.

4. Discussion and Conclusion

The final beam dynamics simulation results demonstrate the efficiency of the
longitudinal phase space compensation method in the photoinjector. This approach
is implemented by feeding the third harmonic RF power to the 1.3 GHz normal
buncher downstream of the VHF gun cavity. This scheme can not only compensate
the nonlinear energy modulation to adjust the high-order energy spread distribution
but also manipulate the beam longitudinal distribution to be more symmetric. This
manipulation capability can be demonstrated in Fig. 4. The bunch longitudinal
distribution can be manipulated from the positive skewness (Fig. 4(a)) to the neg-
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ative skewness (Fig. 4(c)) through adjusting the RF parameters settings of the two
independent modes in the dual-mode buncher. This versatile technique can be be
applied in generation of electron bunch with the linearly ramped current profile in
the plasma or dielectric wakefield accelerators [54, 55, 56].

The nonlinearity in the longitudinal modulation reflects in the different local
compressing ratios along the bunch. These electrons experiencing overcompression
will overlap with other ones and dramatically enhance the local charge density. Based
on it, the current spike formation is analogous to the caustic phenomenon in the
optics, and the fundamental mechanism has been studied analytically, readers with
interest are kindly referred to [28, 57, 58].

As the complicated beam dynamics mentioned above, this photoinjector physical
design involves more variables and objectives which need elaborate optimization. The
many-objective optimization algorithm NSGA-III is applied in the injector beam dy-
namics design for the first time to optimize the four beam properties simultaneously,
as is presented in Section 2.2. It is verified that it can improve efficiency and provide
valuable guidance to further research on the relationship between the optimization
objectives.

In conclusion, the nonlinear compression is a common issue for peak current
achievement for driving the FEL lasing and is usually vulnerable to current horn
formation, which induces the inevitable energy modulation and transverse mismatch
that degrade the FEL energy and bandwidth. In order to improve the FEL perfor-
mance, we focus on the improvement of longitudinal phase space in the photoinjector
section where the beam is dominated by the strong space charge repulsion. With the
dual-mode buncher deployed, the more flat-top current profile can be achieved with
the peak current of 1.6 kA in the bunch charge of 100 pC. Furthermore, the start-to-
end simulation demonstrated the proposed method could significantly improve FEL
performance. It provides an effective method for the correction of nonlinear longitu-
dinal phase space distribution in a high-repetition-rate XFEL facility. Additionally,
this technique can be applied to shape the beam longitudinal distribution profile for
driving the plasma-wakefield accelerators.
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