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The proton cycle in the SIS100 synchrotron is designed to deliver single bunches
with 2 × 1013 particles at 29 GeV. During the cycle beam dynamics near transition
energy have to be analyzed to avoid an significant emittance blow-up. In the past two
scenarios were discussed, a shift of the transition energy above the extraction energy
and a transition crossing with a so called γt jump. To estimate the possible emittance
blow-up in both scenarios, longitudinal simulations are presented including the Johnsen
effect based on the second order phase slip factor and the effect of longitudinal space
charge. Furthermore, different parameters in the design of the γt jump are varied and
a set of parameters is proposed that shows minimal longitudinal emittance growth in
the simulations.
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1 Introduction

In order to reach the desired SIS100 extraction energy crossing or changing the transition energy is
necessary during the acceleration cycle. In the SIS100 Project Note ”Overview of the Longitudinal
Beam Dynamics for the SIS100 Proton Cycles” by Kornilov, Boine-Frankenheim and Ondreka (July
2013) [1] two different scenarions are studied. Both are starting with the proton manipulations at
injection energy of 4 GeV (kinetic) and accelerate within 650 ms to 29 GeV. However, they differ
in the transition handling:

1. (Fast / Smooth) γt shift: The lattice used for the first 240 ms has γt = 18.3. After 240 ms
the optics will be changed to γt = 45.5, such that the beam always stays below transition
during acceleration–[2]. The corresponding Lorentz and phase slip factors are shown in Fig. 1.
The fast lattice change can, however, cause a missmatch if the acceleration ramp is not
adjusted properly. The parameters of a lattice with a smooth shift in γt studied in [3] is
shown in Fig. 2 and discussed in Sec. 2.
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Figure 1: Parameters for scenario 1 with fast γt shift
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Figure 2: Parameters for scenario 1 with smooth γt shift

2. Transition crossing / jump: The lattice has γt = 8.9 during the complete acceleration.
This leads to a transition crossing along the acceleration ramp. Fig. 3 shows the Lorentz and
phase slip factors. The simulations are discussed in Sec. 3. In the case of a γt jump, the
phase slip factors are briefly modified around transition. Why such a jump is used and the
corresponding parameters are discussed in Sec. 5.
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Figure 3: Parameters for scenario 2: transition crossing / jump

In the SIS100 proton cycle prior to the acceleration ramp bunch manipulations take place to
merge four injected bunches to one [4]. The manipulations result in a bunch distribution which
properties are listed in Tab. 1. For a maximum bucket area, the RF voltage amplitude at harmonic
number h = 5 should be as high as possible, i.e. 280 keV, with a synchronous phase of 30.46 deg
on the ramp. However, the matched rms momentum spread of 2.6× 10−3 for the initial emittance
already exceeds the maximum momentum spread during the ramp without considering a possible
increase due to the non-adiabatic behavior near transition. Therefore, the RF voltage amplitude
is reduced to 190 keV and a synchronous phase of 48.34 deg ensures the same energy ramp. For
simulations presented in this report a simplified acceleration ramp with fixed RF voltage amplitude
and synchronous phase at harmonic number h = 5 is used (see Tab. 2). The constraints on the
longitudinal phase space during the ramp and at final energy are given in Tab. 3.

Table 1: Initial parameters of proton
beam after longitudinal manip-
ulations

Parameter Value

Kinetic Energy 4 GeV
Intensity 2× 1013

Number of bunches 1
rms bunch length 22.6 m
rms momentum spread 1.3× 10−3

rms emittance 0.48 eV s

Table 2: Parameters of the SIS100 acceleration ramp

Parameter Value

Magnets ramp rate 2.5 T s−1

RF voltage amplitude 280 kV
Number of cavities 14
Harmonic number 5
Synchronous phase below transition 30.46°
Synchronous phase above transition 149.54°
Energy change γ̇ 41.09 s−1

Table 3: Parameters of the proton beam during and after acceleration

Parameter Value

Kinetic Energy 29 GeV
Maximum particle loss during ramp 1 %
Maximum rms bunch length at final energy 25 ns=̂7.5 m
Maximum rms momentum spread during ramp 2.5× 10−3
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Without intensity effects the phase space dynamics near transition energy are well known in
theory [5, 6, 7]. Since the synchrotron frequency ωs depends on the phase slip factor

η0 =
1

γ2
t

− 1

γ2
, (1)

it slows down if |γt − γ| � 1 and the adiabaticity condition ω−1
s |dωs/dt| � 1 is not satisfied

anymore. This results in a non-adiabatic synchrotron motion in a region near transition given by
the nonadiabatic time [5]

Tc =

(
β2

t γ
4
t

2ω0h

|tanϕs|
γ̇2

)1/3

(2)

with the synchronous phase ϕs and the revolution frequency ω0. A second effect on the synchrotron
motion arises from the nonlinearities in the phase slip factor. Due to the high-order components of
the momentum compaction factor, the phase slip factor is in general momentum spread dependent,
i.e. the phase slip factor of different particles changes its sign at different times. To characterize
this effect, the nonlinear time

Tnl =
γtα1δmax

2γ̇
(3)

with α1 = η1γ
2
t assuming α1 = 2 [1] can be defined as the difference between the time when

the phase slip factor for the synchronous particle and for the particle with momentum spread
δmax changes sign. The emittance growth due to chromatic nonlinearities was first described by
Johnsen [8]. It can be estimated by [9]

∆S

S
≈ 0.76

Tnl

Tc
(4)

with the rms bunch area S if Tnl � Tc.
The presented simulations are done by a self-written longitudinal PIC code based on the tracking

equations

δn+1
j = δnj +

q

β2
0E0

V (znj ) (5)

zn+1
j = znj − Cη(δn+1

j )δn+1
j , (6)

where the first order phase slip factor is included by η(δ) = η0 + η1δ, β0 and E0 = γ0mc
2 are speed

and energy of the synchronous particle, respectively, and the voltage potential V (znj ) is given as a
sum of the rf potential and the space charge potential.

2 Acceleration without transition crossing: γt shift

To avoid transition crossing during the acceleration ramp, the first scenario includes additional
magnets in the SIS100 lattice used to increase the transition energy within the cycle. In the
simulations the lattice change is implemented as a discontinuous phase slip factor (see Fig. 1b).
The initial distribution is tracked through the acceleration ramp lasting for 650 ms or 179000 turns
and the resulting statistics are plotted in Fig. 4. This shows that the longitudinal emittance is
almost conserved during acceleration and the distribution meets the requirements for the accelerated
SIS100 bunch (see Tab. 3). However, the sudden change of transition energy leads to a mismatch
and therefore oscillations in the longitudinal phase space larger than the effect of space charge on
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Figure 4: Statistics for scenario 1 with fast γt increase leading to a missmatch in the bunch distri-
bution. Results of simulations with parameters plotted in Fig. 1 are shown in blue and
red without and with space charge, respectively.
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the bunch distribution. A more suitable acceleration ramp would probably allow the distribution
in phase space to be matched to the requirements after the lattice change so that the oscillations
are avoided.

Another option for better matching is a smooth change of the transition energy along the ac-
celeration ramp (cf. Fig. 2). This was proposed by S. Sorge in 2012 [3]. It causes no additional
oscillations during acceleration and leads to an almost perfect longitudinal emittance conversation
(see Fig. 5). Only small quadrupolar oscillations due to a small missmatch at the beginning of
acceleration remains during the ramp. A better chosen RF voltage ramp at the beginning or a
longitudinal feedback system [10] could cure that.

Although the proposed parameters provide a suitable longitudinal phase space at flat-top, re-
ducing the proposed increase in transition energy would lead to a smaller bunch length but larger
momentum spread at extraction energy. The minimum bunch length is limited by the momen-
tum acceptance during the ramp. At the same time, enough distance between the energy of the
synchronous particle and the transition energy has to be kept to avoid an emittance blow-up due
to nonlinear dynamics. A trade-off between minimum bunch length, minimum emittance growth
and keeping the momentum acceptance is found in simulations by varying the time dependent
function of the transition energy (cf. Fig. 6). This results in a bunch with σz ≈ 1.4 m = 5 ns and
σδ ≈ 4.5 × 10−3 at flat-top (see green curves in Fig. 5 and phase space in Fig 7. The asymmet-
ric bunch shape in momentum spread indicates that the beam dynamics are located in the alpha
bucket regime since the zero order phase slip factor is very close to zero (cf. [11]).

6



0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65
0

10

20

σz,max

time (s)

σ
z
(m

)

(a) RMS bunch length

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65

2

3

·10−3

σδ,max

time (s)

σ
δ

(b) RMS momentum spread

0 0.05 0.1 0.15 0.2 0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5 0.55 0.6 0.65

0.48

0.49

0.5

time (s)

lo
n
gi
tu
d
in
al

em
it
ta
n
ce

(e
V
s)

(c) Longitudinal rms emittance

Figure 5: Statistics for scenario 1 with smooth γt increase. Results of simulations with parameters
plotted in Fig. 2 are shown in blue and red without and with space charge, respectively.
The green curves shows the statistics for minimal bunch length by keeping transition
energy as low as possible (cf. Fig. 6).
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Figure 6: Parameters for scenario 1 with smooth γt increase but keeping transition energy as low
as possible for minimal bunch length
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Figure 7: Phase space at the end of the acceleration ramp for scenario 1 with smooth γt increase
but keeping transition energy as low as possible for minimal bunch length (cf. parameters
in Fig. 6 and statistics in Fig. 5). The asymmetry in momentum spread indicates that
the dymanics are located in the alpha bucket regime [11].
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3 Transition crossing

The second scenario would omit additional magnets, but contains a transition crossing after 102 ms
(see Fig. 3). Fig. 8 shows the bunch length, momentum spread and longitudinal emittance along
the ramp. As predicted in [1] the transition crossing is clearly seen by the minimum of the bunch
length and maximum of the momentum spread, that even exceeds the maximum possible value
without particle loss (cf. Tab. 3). The nonadiabatic time around transition crossing (see Eq. 2)
is Tc ≈ 5 ms. Within this time there is a sudden emittance growth in both simulations without
and with space charge followed by a slight increase afterwards. At the extraction energy of 29 GeV
the bunch distribution without space charge has a rms bunch length of σz ≈ 7.1 m = 23.7 ns, a
momentum spread of σδ ≈ 9.3×10−4 and a longitudinal emittance of εz ≈ 0.66 eV s, i.e. an increase
of almost 40 % during the acceleration ramp – mainly caused by the transition crossing. This can
be compared to the theory: With the maximum momentum spread of about δmax = 5 × 10−3 the
nonlinear time (Eq. 3) in this scenario is Tnl ≈ 1.1 ms. The emittance growth by the Johnsen
effect (Eq. 4) is thus ∆S/S ≈ 16.7 % which corresponds very well to the sudden emittance growth
at transition. However, with space charge the emittance at extraction additionally increases by
162 % to εz ≈ 1.07 eV s, the rms bunch length to σz ≈ 9.31 m = 31 ns and the momentum spread
to σδ ≈ 11.6 × 10−4, such that the final bunch length is larger than the maximum tolerable value
(cf. Tab. 3). Furthermore, the momentum spread exceeds the maximum tolerable value slightly at
the beginning of the ramp and significantly around transition, although beam loading and other
impedance sources as possible candidates for additional longitudinal emittance growth are not
yet included in the presented simulations. To keep the momentum spread below the limit, the
acceleration ramp is modified in the next section and a jump of the transition energy is introduced
in the section after next.
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Figure 8: Statistics for scenario 2: transition crossing without any cure for possible emittance blow-
up. Results of simulations with parameters plotted in Fig. 3 are shown in blue and red
without and with space charge, respectively.
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4 Transition crossing with modified acceleration ramp

For the previous sections the acceleration ramp is chosen such that the desired energy change per
turn is reached by the maximum available RF voltage amplitude resulting in the largest bucket
area (cf. Tab. 2). However, the matched momentum spread for the given initial emittance in the
transition crossing scenario (see Fig. 3) is σδ = 2.6× 10−3, i.e., above the limit given in Tab. 2. If
the RF voltage amplitude is decreased and the synchronous phase is increased simultaneously to
gain the desired energy per turn (see Fig. 9), the matched momentum spread also decreases. As
new initial ramp parameters a RF voltage amplitude of 190 kV and a synchronous phase of 48.35°
are used resulting in a matched momentum spread of σδ = 2.17 × 10−3 well below the maximum
value but at the same time in a bucket area which is large enough to accelerate the bunch without
particle loss.

140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

2.2

2.4

2.6
n
ew

ra
m
p

ol
d
ra
m
p

maximum momentum spread

RF voltage amplitude (kV)

σ
δ
(×

10
−
3
)

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

70

75

sy
n
ch
ro
n
ou

s
p
h
as
e
(d
eg
)

Figure 9: Synchronous phase (blue) and matched momentum spread (red) for a given RF voltage
amplitude to match the initial longitudinal emittance and energy change per turn (cf.
Tabs. 1 and 2)

The simulation results with the modified RF voltage and synchronous phase are shown in Fig. 11.
As expected, the momentum spread stays below the maximum value before transition crossing.
However, the momentum spread exceeds the limit near to transition, the final bunch length is too
large, especially with space charge, and there is still a significant emittance growth at transition in
the simulation with space charge. With a linearly increasing RF voltage amplitude up to 280 kV
and a accordingly decreasing synchronous phase, the final bunch length is almost exactly at the
maximum value but of course this can not prevent the peak in momentum spread and the emittance
growth at transition. Therefore, a γt jump is necessary.
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Figure 10: RF voltage amplitude (top) and synchronous phase (bottom) of the different ramps: the
initial ramp with constant amplitude and phase (red), the modified ramp with decreased
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constant amplitude and phase below transition and linearly changing parameters above
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Figure 11: Statistics for scenario 2 with modified acceleration ramp: transition crossing without
any cure for possible emittance blow-up. Results of simulations with parameters plotted
in Fig. 3, 190 kV RF amplitude and a synchronous phase of 48.35° are shown in blue
and red without and with space charge, respectively. The green (without space charge)
and orange (with space charge) lines show the simulation results if the RF voltage am-
plitude increases linearly to 280 kV after transition and the synchronous phase decreases
accordingly.
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5 Transition crossing with γt jump

Crossing transition at planned SIS100 intensity leads to a not tolerable emittance growth and bunch
lengthening due to nonlinear effects and space charge. To prevent this, a jump of the transition
energy in the range of the nonadiabatic time can be introduced. For this, the transition energy is
increased before the particle energy reaches transition, rapidly decreased below the initial transition
energy and then again increased to stay at the initial transition energy for the remaining acceleration
above transition. Fig. 12 shows an example of such a γt jump. The jump can be described by a
shift ∆tshift with respect to the original transition crossing, the length ∆tjump between maximum
and minimum of γt, the values ∆γt,up/down of these two extrema and the increasing and decreasing
slopes ∆tslope in front of the maximum and after the minimum.
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Figure 12: Jump of the transition energy around transition crossing

In the following, the emittance growth caused by the γt jump, the maximum momentum spread
(during the jump) and the final bunch length after the ramp are studied by varying these jump
parameters.

For fixed ∆tslope = 20.1 ms the emittance growth εz/εz,0 variing the other parameters is plotted in
Fig. 13. It can be seen that the emittance growth is always minimal for the smallest. The minimum
in all simulations is reached for ∆γt,up = 2·∆γt,down = 1 and a jump shift of 0.7 ms. This asymmetric
behavior avoids a missmatch in beam size due to the change of the focusing properties of space
charge at transition. Below transition the equilibrium bunch length with space charge is larger than
without and above transition it is the other way around. Therefore, a symmetric jump leads to
quadrupolar oscillations, whereas with an asymmetric one it is possible to jump back to a matching
equilibrium bunch length (cf. Figs 3 & 4 in [12]). However, the simulations with these optimal
jump parameters for minimal emittance growth, are not the optimum with regard to the maximum
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Figure 13: Emittance growth as function of different jump parameters
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Figure 14: Maximum momentum spread as function of different jump parameters
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Figure 15: Final bunch length as function of different jump parameters
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momentum spread (see Fig. 14). There, the symmetric jumps with ∆γt,up = 2 · ∆γt,down = 1
and ∆γt,up = ·∆γt,down = 1.5 result in a lower maximum momentum spread near to the desired
maximum value (dashed black line in the plots). Last but not least the minimum of the final bunch
length (shown in Fig. 15) justifies the symmetric jump with ∆γt,up = ·∆γt,down = 1 as the optimum
choice with a emittance growth around 7 %, a bunch length below 6 m and a maximum momentum
spread of 0.027 × 10−3. Note that the final bunch length of almost all simulations is below the
maximum tolerable value.

Similar to the discussion of transition crossing without jump (cf. Sec. 3) theoretical requirements
on the γt jump can be formulated by the emittance growth due to the nonlinear Johnsen effect [9].
To compensate this chromatic nonlinear effect the minimum jump size is given by ∆γt > 2γ̇Tnl ≈
0.05 which is fulfilled in any case. The minimum speed |γ̇t| of the γt jump is

|γ̇ − γ̇t|
γ̇

>

(
0.76

S

∆S

Tnl

Tc

)6/5

. (7)

This can be reformulated as constraint on ∆tjump by

∆tjump <
∆γt

γ̇

{
1−

(
0.76 S

∆S
Tnl
Tc

)6/5
} (8)

and plotted in Fig. 16 for ∆γt = −(∆γt,up + ∆γt,down) = −2.
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Figure 16: Maximum jump length for a maximum allowable fractional growth of bunch area from
theory Eq. 8 (blue line) and simulated jump lengths measured directly after the jump
(green) and at the end of the ramp (red)

Comparing the simulation results shown as red dots in the plot (only emittance growth at and
after transition) and the theoretical limit by the nonlinear effects. The emittance growth in the
simulations is much larger then the theoretical limit since nonadiabatic effects on the ramp after
transition – maybe caused oscillations due to a mismatch right after transition – lead to much
larger emittance blow-up than directly at transition with a continued growth along the ramp (cf.
Fig. 18c).

Furthermore, the already varied parameters are now chosen as fixed at the optimum and ∆tslope

is varied. The simulations results plotted in Fig. 17 show a slightly smaller maximum momentum
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Figure 17: Emittance, momentum spread and bunch length as a function of thel length of the
slopes before and after the γt jump for ∆γt,up = ∆γt,down = 1.0, ∆tjump = 0.7 ms and
∆tshift = 0 s.

spread at about ∆tslope = 40 ms then at the prior used ∆tslope = 20.1 ms. Although this is only a
small improvement, extending the length of the slope can be used to bring the maximum momentum
spread near to the desired limit.

Fig. 18 summarizes the statistics for the acceleration ramp with minimum emittance growth
due to transition crossing. The proton bunch has a final length of σz ≈ 6.06 m, a momentum
spread of σδ ≈ 8.1 × 10−4 and a longitudinal emittance of εz ≈ 0.504 eV s. However, there is a
emittance growth of about 3 % at the beginning of the acceleration ramp which can be reduced
by a more complex ramp than used for these simulations and an emittance growth of about 5 %
occurs during and after transition. If the number of particles in the bunch is lower, the asymmetry
in the timing of the γt jump has to be adapted to the new intensity. Thus, the simulation without
space charge effects but with the same jump parameters shows an larger emittance growth after
transition crossing due to the missmatch at the γt jump (blue curve in Fig. 18c).

To conclude, the best jump parameters are summarized in Tab 4 and the phase space after
acceleration is plotted in Fig. 19.

Table 4: γt jump parameters with minimal emittance growth at nominal intensity of 2 × 1013

particles

Parameter Value (in turns) Value in ms

∆γt,up 1.0 –
∆γt,down 1.0 –
∆tslope 11000 40.2
∆tjump 200 0.7
∆tshift 400 1.4
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Figure 18: Statistics for scenario 2 with γt jump and modified acceleration ramp (with and without
space charge in red and blue, respectively)
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Figure 19: Phase space at the end of the acceleration ramp for scenario 2 with γt jump and with
space charge for the parameters shown in Tab. 4

6 Conclusion and Outlook

The SIS100 proton cycle accelerates protons from 4 GeV to 29 GeV. The proposed lattice design
requires taking care of the beam dynamics around transition energy. For this, two different scenarios
are foreseen: Shifting transition energy during the acceleration ramp to avoid transition crossing
and crossing transition with a γt jump to control the possible blow-up in phase space.

The longitudinal simulations presented in this report have shown that shifting the transition
energy during the ramp – especially if this is done smoothly – would lead to a bunch distribution
fulfilling all requirements (cf. Tab. 3). For the implementation, however, the transition energy has
to be increased above γt = 40.

For the scenario with constant γt = 8.9, the maximum allowed momentum spread of δmax =
2σδ,max = 5 × 10−3 would be exceeded near to transition energy and a not tolerable emittance
blow-up caused by space charge effects would occur. To reduce this emittance growth significantly
a γt jump is introduced and the parameters of this jump were optimized at SIS100 nominal intensity
of 2 × 1013 particles per bunch (cf. Tab. 4). This optimization results in a γt jump with below
7 % emittance growth due to transition crossing fulfilling the requirements on bunch length and
momentum spread (cf. Tab. 3). Furthermore, the simulations indicated that the most critical
requirement is the maximum momentum spread along the ramp. If this could be relaxed, the γt

jump does not have to be as fast as suggested for example in [13]. However, only longitudinal space
charge effects are included in the simulations so far. Transverse effects could also require a faster
jump and have to be studied in the future.
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