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An electron autoresonant acceleration by the rotating TM110 mode microwave field in an inhomo-
geneous magnetostatic field is studied. A set of differential equations describing the evolution of the
phase shift between the electron angular position and the angle for which the transferred power is
maximum, the total electron energy, and the longitudinal electron velocity are obtained. Magnetic
field profiles to keep the electron in the acceleration regime are found.
The results show that an electron injected along the cavity axis with an energy of the 30 keV can
be accelerated up to energies about of 200 keV , using an electric field amplitude of 20 kV/cm,
a frequency of 8 GHz and a linear magnetic field profile. Also, we consider the case of electron
acceleration in exact resonance conditions. The corresponding magnetic field profile predicted by
the model was found
The results presented in this paper can be useful for designing RF accelerators, based on the circu-
lar rotating TM110 mode, used in x-ray sources for medical applications or airport security, among
others.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electron cyclotron resonance (ECR) phenomenon
occurs when an electron affected by a magnetic field in-
teracts with an electromagnetic wave whose frequency
coincides with the electron cyclotron frequency. The
self-sustenance of the cyclotron resonance interaction be-
tween the electron and the transverse electromagnetic
wave which is propagated along the homogeneous mag-
netic field has been known since 1962 [1, 2]. Said condi-
tion is maintained automatically, in spite of the decrease
in the cyclotron frequency caused by the increase in elec-
tron energy. The condition of the particle-wave cyclotron
resonance is written down as [3]

ω − kvz =
ωc0

γ
≡ ωc (1)

where ω and k are the frequency and wave number of
the electromagnetic wave, respectively; vz is the par-
ticle velocity component along the magnetic field B0,
ωc0 = qB0/(mω) is the classical cyclotron frequency, be-
ing q and m the charge and mass of the particle, respec-
tively; γ is the Lorentz factor and ωc is the cyclotron
frequency. The resonance condition (1) is preserved be-
cause the decrease in the cyclotron frequency is exactly
compensated by the Doppler shift. Based on said accel-
eration mechanism, other studies have been developed
[4, 5]. Jory and Trivelpiece studied the electron accelera-
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tion by considering linearly and circularly polarized, ho-
mogeneous plane waves, as well as linearly and circularly
polarized TE11 modes in waveguides of circular cross-
section in a nonuniform steady axial magnetic field [6].
R. Shpitalnik et al proposed a novel autoresonance mi-
crowave accelerator (AMA), based on a circularly polar-
ized TE11 mode, and a spatially tailored magnetostatic
field that allows continuous electron acceleration [7].
The particle acceleration in cavity resonators of circular
cross section (TE111 mode) immersed in a uniform steady
axial magnetic field also has been studied [8]. Due to the
energy dependence of the cyclotron frequency, in this ac-
celeration scheme, it is not possible to maintain resonance
over the entire trajectory. Therefore, an optimum mag-
netic field was used, which occurs when the rf frequency
is roughly equal to the average cyclotron frequency, i.e.,
ω ≈ 2ωc0/ (1 + γf ), where γf represents the electron γ
as it exits the cavity [8].
ECR conditions can be maintained over time through the
GYRAC mechanism proposed by Golovanivsky; which
is realized in a single-mode standing microwave field
and a homogeneous magnetic field that increases with
time to compensate the growth of the relativistic factor
[9, 10]. Based on the GYRAC mechanism, the formation
of plasma bunches in a long mirror machine under the
gyromagnetic autoresonance was numerically studied in
a magnetic field that increased with time [11].
A. Neishtadt and A. Timofeev showed that autoreso-
nance acceleration can play an important role in elec-
tron cyclotron heating of the plasma because electrons
can keep the ECR condition along a magnetic field line
as they move towards regions where the magnetic field
increase [12]. This kind of autoresonance mechanism can
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be named spatial autoresonance; which has been used as
a basis to design accelerator cavities of electron beams
[13–17]. In said systems, the selected magnetostatic field
profile maintains the equality between the microwave fre-
quency and the cyclotron frequency along the electron
trajectory. A spatial autoresonance acceleration (SARA)
based on a Transversal electric field, TE11p (p = 1, 2, 3),
was numerically studied [13]. An X-ray source based
on the SARA concept has been patented [14]. A novel
compact rotating-wave electron beam accelerator (RWA)
based on spatial autoresonance and the Transversal mag-
netic field, TM110, was proposed by Velazco et al [16, 17].
In the present paper, a theoretical model is described for
studying electron autoresonant acceleration by the rotat-
ing circular TM110 mode in an inhomogeneous magne-
tostatic field, using a single-particle approximation and
considering the nonlinear regime. Equations are derived
for calculating both the electron cyclotron frequency and
the Larmor radius. A set of differential equations is ob-
tained to describe the evolution of the phase shift be-
tween the electron angular position and the angle for
which the transferred power is maximum, as well as the
variations in total energy and longitudinal velocity, which
are solved numerically. The results obtained in this work
show good agreement with those obtained from the nu-
merical solution of the relativistic Newton-Lorentz equa-
tion by using the Boris method [18, 19].

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

A. Physical scheme

Let us consider an electron injected along the axis of
a cylindrical cavity excited in the Transverse-magnetic
TM110 rotating mode. The cavity is placed in an axis-
symmetrical magnetostatic field produced by d.c. current
coils (see Fig.1).

FIG. 1. Physical model scheme: 1-cavity, 2-magnetic coils,
3-microwave ports, 4-electron gun.

The electron motion in autoresonant acceleration con-
ditions is modeled by the relativistic Newton-Lorentz
equation:

d (γmev) /dt = −e(E + v ×B), (2)

where γ =
[

1− (v/c)2
]−1/2

is the Lorentz factor, me and
−e are the mass and charge of the electron and v is its

velocity. E = E
hf andB = B

hf+B
s represent the elec-

tric and magnetic field which affect the electron motion.
The superscript ”hf” refers to the microwave field of a
cylindrical rotating TM110 mode and the superscript ”s”
refers to the axis-symmetric static magnetic field, respec-
tively. In this manner, Bs indicates the field produced
by magnetic coils or a permanent magnetic system. In
this work, the synchrotron radiation force is not taken
into consideration due to the inadequate electron energy.

B. Analytical model

The electric and magnetic field components of the ro-
tating TM110 mode in the cylindrical cavity are described
by the following expressions:

Ehf
z =

Ehf
0

J1 (p01)
J1 (k⊥r) cos(ωt− ϕ+ ψ0), (3)

Bhf
r =

Ehf
0

J1 (p01)

ωε0µ0

k2⊥

J1 (k⊥r)

r
cos(ωt− ϕ+ ψ0), (4)

Bhf
ϕ =

Ehf
0

J1 (p01)

ωε0µ0

k⊥
J ′
1 (k⊥r) sin(ωt− ϕ+ ψ0), (5)

where Ehf
0 is the electric field strength of the microwave

field, J1 (k⊥r) is the one-order Bessel function of first
kind, k⊥ = u11/a is the radial wavenumber, being a the
cavity radius and u11 = 3.83171 the first root of J1(u),
p01 = 1, 84118, J ′

1 = [(1/k⊥r) J1 (k⊥r)]− J2 (k⊥r)], ω =
ck⊥ is the resonant frequency of the TM110 mode, which
does not depend of the cavity length L, and ψ0 is an
arbitrary phase.
From Eq.(3) we can see that ϕ0(t) = ωt + ψ0 defines
a rotating axis where Ehf

z has its maximum value (See
Fig. 2). Defining the relative angular position of the
electron ϕp(t) = ϕ(t) − ϕ0(t), the electric and magnetic
field components of the microwave field at the electron
position can be written as

Ehf
z =

Ehf
0

J1 (p01)
J1 (k⊥r) cosϕp(t), (6)

Bhf
r =

Ehf
0

J1 (p01)

ωε0µ0

k2⊥

J1 (k⊥r)

r
cosϕp(t), (7)

Bhf
ϕ = −

Ehf
0

J1 (p01)

ωε0µ0

k⊥
J ′
1 (k⊥r) sinϕp(t), (8)

Figure 2 shows the local electron position and the an-
gles which characterize the electron motion; where ωc =
dϕ(t)/dt is the electron cyclotron frequency.
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FIG. 2. Ehf
z component of rotating TM110 mode and the

angles used to describe the electron rotation. Here, ϕ rep-
resents the angular position of the electron, ϕ0(t) defines a
rotating axis where Ehf

z has its maximum value, and ϕp(t) is
the relative angular position of the electron.

To describe the magnetostatic field B
s, the following

approximation in cylindrical coordinates is used:

B
s(r, z) ∼= −

1

2
r
dBs

z(0, z)

dz
r̂ +Bs

z(0, z)ẑ (9)

where

Bs
z(0, z)

∼= B0 [γ0 + b(z)] (10)

Here, B0 = meω/e is the magnetic field value cor-
responding to the classical cyclotron resonance, ω is
the frequency of the electromagnetic field, γ0 = [1−

(vz0/c)
2
]−1/2

is the Lorentz factor for the electron ve-

locity at the injection point z = 0, and b(z) is a di-
mensionless function that determines the magnetic field
profile along the cavity axis. This function grows in the
direction of propagation of the electron and it is owing to
this occurrence that the resonance conditions are main-
tained along the electron trajectory; therefore in order
to obtain the resonance phase at the injection point, it is
necessary to fulfill the prerequisite b(0) = 0. The magne-
tostatic field is presented by Expression (9) in a paraxial
approximation and, thus, any radial inhomogeneity can
be considered to be the first-order approximation.
We focus our attention on the radial and axial compo-

nents of the Lorentz force, which can be written as

Fr = −e
(

vϕB
s
z − vzB

hf
ϕ

)

, (11)

and

Fz = −e

[

Ehf
z + vrB

hf
ϕ − vϕ

(

Bhf
r −

1

2
r
dBs

z

dz

)]

(12)

Using Eqs.(5)-(9), said components are approximate as:

Fr
∼= −evϕB0 [γ0 + b(z)]−

evzE
hf
0 ωε0µ0

J1 (p01) k⊥

× J ′
1 (k⊥r) sinϕp(t)

(13)

and

Fz
∼= −

eEhf
0

J1(p01)
J1 (k⊥r) cosϕp(t) + evϕ

Ehf
0

J1(p01)
ωε0µ0

k2

⊥

×J1(k⊥r)
r cosϕp(t)− evϕ

(

1
2r

dBs
z

dz

)

,

(14)

respectively. To obtain Eq. (14) was taken into account
that vrB

hf
ϕ << Ehf

z .
Equation (10) is the acting centripetal force and Eq.(11)
presents the sum of the longitudinal force exerted by both
the microwave electric component (the first term), and
the microwave magnetic component (the second term),
and the diamagnetic force (the third term) caused by
the magnetostatic field inhomogeneity, F d

z . Said force
is always opposite to the magnetostatic field growing,
therefore it withstands the longitudinal motion of the
electron.
To describe the electron motion, the left hand side of the
Newton Lorentz equation, see Eq (2),

d

dt





mev
√

1− v2

c2



 =
mev

(

1− v2

c2

)3/2

(

v

c2
· a
)

+
mea

√

1− v2

c2

is written in cylindrical components as

Fr =
me

(

1− v2

c2

)3/2

[(

v2r
c2
ar +

vrvϕaϕ
c2

+
vrvzaz
c2

)

+

(

1−
v2

c2

)

ar

]

,

(15)

Fϕ =
me

(

1− v2

c2

)3/2

[(

vϕvr
c2

ar +
v2ϕaϕ

c2
+
vϕvzaz
c2

)

+

(

1−
v2

c2

)

aϕ

]

(16)

and

Fz =
me

(

1− v2

c2

)3/2

[(

vzvr
c2

ar +
vzvϕ
c2

aϕ +
v2z
c2
az

)

+

(

1−
v2

c2

)

az

]

(17)

where,

vr =
dr

dt
, vϕ = r

dϕ

dt
= rωc(t), vz =

dz

dt
, (18)

and

ar =
d2r

dt2
− r

(

dϕ

dt

)2

=
d2r

dt2
− rω2

c (t),

aϕ = 2
dr

dt

dϕ

dt
+ r

d2ϕ

dt2
= 2

dr

dt
ωc(t) + r

dωc

dt
,

az =
d2z

dt2

(19)

Because the Larmor radius does not change significantly
in a cycle of the electron’s helical motion, dr

dt ∼ aωc

N ,
d2r
dt2 ∼

aω2

c

N2 , being a the cavity radius andN the number of
cycles of the electron during its motion, typically greater
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10; the following conditions are fulfilled: vr << c, aϕ <<
ar and az < ar. Therefore, the Eqs. (15) and (17) can
be approximate as:

Fr
∼=

−me
(

1− v2

c2

)1/2
ar = −γmeω

2
cr (20)

and

Fz
∼=

me
(

1− v2

c2

)3/2

{

vzvϕ
c2

dvϕ
dt

+

(

1−
v2r + v2ϕ
c2

)

dvz
dt

}

.

(21)
respectively.
Next, we obtain the equation describing the evolution of
the relative angular position of the electron, ϕp(t). From
equations (13) and (20) we obtain

− γmeω
2
cr

∼= −evϕB0 [γ0 + b(z)]−

evzE
hf
0 ωε0µ0

J1 (p01) k⊥
J ′
1 (k⊥r) sinϕp(t) (22)

Taking into account that vϕ = ωcr, ω0 = eB0/me =
ω (the classical cyclotron electron frequency) and γ ∼=
[

1− (v2ϕ + v2z)/c
2
]−1/2

we obtain:

ωc = ωγ−1
{

[γ0 + b(ξ)]− uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)−1/2

×
(

−
ghf
0

K∗

⊥

)

J ′
1 (k

∗
⊥r

∗) sinϕp(t)
} (23)

where ghf0 = Ehf
0 / [J1(P01)B0c] is the dimensionless elec-

tric field strength, uz = vz/c, ξ = z/rl, k
∗
⊥ = k⊥rl,

r∗ = r/rl and rl = c/ω correspond to the relativistic
Larmor radius.
Because ωc = dϕ(t)/dt and ϕp(t) = ϕ(t) − ϕ0(t), with
ϕ0(t) = ωt+ ψ0, the time evolution of the relative angu-
lar position is described by the following expression

ϕ̇p = ωc(ξ)/ω − 1 (24)

where the dot denotes the operator d/dτ , in which τ = ωt
(normalized time). Combining equations (23) and (24),
we obtain:

ϕ̇p = γ−1 {[γ0 − γ + b(ξ)] +
ghf0
k∗⊥

uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)−1/2

×J ′
1 (k

∗
⊥r

∗) sinϕp}
(25)

Where the normalized Larmor radius can be written as

r∗ = (1− γ−2 − u2z)
1/2/(ϕ̇p + 1) (26)

Taking into account that for k∗⊥r
∗ < 1, J1(k

∗
⊥r

∗) is al-
most a linear function, we use the following approxima-
tions J1(k

∗
⊥r

∗) ≈ k∗⊥r
∗/2 and J ′

1(k
∗
⊥r

∗) ≈ 1/2; therefore
the equation (25) can be written as:

ϕ̇p = γ−1 {[γ0 − γ + b(ξ)] +
ghf0
2k∗⊥

uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)−1/2

× sinϕp}
(27)

Replacing Eq.(27) in Eqs. (24) and (26), the cyclotron
electron frequency and Larmor radius can be written as

ωc = ωγ−1

{

[γ0 + b(ξ)] +
ghf0
2k∗⊥

uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)−1/2

sinϕp

}

(28)
and

r∗ =

(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)

γ

[γ0 + b(ξ)] (1− γ−2 − u2z)
1/2

+
ghf
0

2 uz senϕp

(29)

respectively.
On the other hand, the energy evolution equation is ob-
tained from the transferred power

d

dt

(

γmec
2
)

= −eEhf · v (30)

Using Eq.(6) and the approximation for the Bessel func-
tion, we can write

γ̇ = −ghf0 uz

(

k∗⊥r
∗

2

)

cosϕp, (31)

Substituting Eq.(29) in Eq.(31) we obtain

γ̇ = −

(

ghf
0

k∗

⊥

2

)

uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)

γ cosϕp

[γ0 + b(ξ)] (1− γ−2 − u2z)
1/2

+
ghf
0

2 uz senϕp

(32)

Finally, combining the equations (14) and (21) we ob-
tain the differential equation that describes the longitu-
dinal motion of the electron:

me
(

1− v2

c2

)3/2

{

vzvϕ
c2

dvϕ
dt

+

(

1−
v2r + v2ϕ
c2

)

dvz
dt

}

∼=

−
eEhf

0

J1 (p01)
J1 (k⊥r) cosϕp(t) + evϕ

Ehf
0

J1 (p01)

ωε0µ0

k2⊥

×
J1 (k⊥r)

r
cosϕp(t)− evϕ

(

1

2
r
dBs

z

dz

)

,

(33)
which can be written as:

[

γ−2 +
(vz
c

)2
]

dvz
dt

∼= −
ω

B0
γ−3

[

1−
ωωc(z)

c2k2⊥

]

Ehf
0

J1 (P01)

× J1 (k⊥r) cosϕp −
v2ϕ

2 (ϕ̇p + 1)

db(z)

dz
γ−3 −

vzvϕ
c2

dvϕ
dt

.

(34)
Now, from the Lorentz factor expression

γ ∼=

[

1−

(

v2ϕ + v2z
c2

)]−1/2

, (35)

we have

vϕ
c2
dvϕ
dt

= γ−3 dγ

dt
−
vz
c2
dvz
dt
. (36)
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Therefore, Eq.(34) can be written in dimensionless units
as:

u̇z = γ−1

{

−

(

1−
ϕ̇p + 1

k∗2⊥

)

ghf0 J1 (k
∗
⊥r

∗) cosϕp

−
1− γ−2 − u2z
2 (ϕ̇p + 1)

db(ξ)

dξ
− uzγ̇

} (37)

replacing Eqs.(27) and (31) in Eq.(37) and taking into
account that J1(k

∗
⊥r

∗) ≈ k∗⊥r
∗/2, where r∗ is given by

Eq.(29), we obtain:

u̇z =
(

u2z − 1
)

ghf0
k∗⊥
2

×

(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)1/2

cosϕp
{

[γ0 + b(ξ)] +
(

ghf
0

2

)

uz (1− γ−2 − u2z)
−1/2

senϕp

}

+
ghf0
2k∗⊥

γ−1
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)1/2

cosϕp

−

(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)

(

db
dξ

)

2
{

[γ0 + b(ξ)] +
(

ghf
0

2

)

uz (1− γ−2 − u2z)
−1/2

senϕp

}

(38)

C. Motion equations

The equations (27), (32) and (38), namely

ϕ̇p = γ−1 {[γ0 − γ + b(ξ)] +
ghf0
2k∗⊥

uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)−1/2

× sinϕp}
(39)

γ̇ = −

(

ghf
0

k∗

⊥

2

)

uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)

γ cosϕp

[γ0 + b(ξ)] (1− γ−2 − u2z)
1/2

+
ghf
0

2 uz senϕp

(40)

u̇z =
(

u2z − 1
)

ghf0
k∗⊥
2

×

(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)1/2

cosϕp
{

[γ0 + b(ξ)] +
(

ghf
0

2

)

uz (1− γ−2 − u2z)
−1/2

senϕp

}

+
ghf0
2k∗⊥

γ−1
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)1/2

cosϕp

−

(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)

(

db
dξ

)

2
{

[γ0 + b(ξ)] +
(

ghf
0

2

)

uz (1− γ−2 − u2z)
−1/2

senϕp

}

(41)
and

ξ̇ = uz, (42)

form a closed set of highly nonlinear differential equa-
tions, which we solve by using the fourth-order Runge
Kutta method.
Note that at the point of injection ξ(0) = 0, the factor
(

1− γ−2− u2z
)−1/2

causes a singularity. It so happens
because the definition ωc = vϕ/r is valid only at r 6= 0.
To avoid said singularity, we inject the electron at the
radial distance rL0 = mev0sinθ0/eB0; where θ0 is the
small injection angle, which is measured from the cavity

axis, and v0 =
(

1− γ−2
0

)1/2
is the initial velocity of the

electron injected with the energy γ0. Therefore, the set of
equations (39) -(42) is solved by using initial conditions
as follows:

ϕp (0) = ϕpo, (43)

γ (0) = γ0, (44)

uz (0) =
(

1− γ−2
0

)1/2
cos θ0, (45)

and

ξ (0) = 0. (46)

where ϕpo is the relative angular position of the electron
at the injection point, which is an arbitrary value. The
choice of ϕpo does not affect significantly the obtained
results due to the phenomenon of phase focusing. Note
that in the vicinity of the injection point, Eq.(39), leads

to ϕ̇p
∼= γ−1 ghf

0

2k∗

⊥

uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)−1/2

sinϕp. Note that

if 0 < ϕp < π then ϕ̇p > 0; therefore the cyclotron
frequency of the particle is increased, such that ϕp → π.
On the contrary, if π < ϕp < 2π then ϕ̇p < 0; therefore
the electron cyclotron frequency is reduced, such that
ϕp → π. Due to the phase focusing, the initial phase of
the electromagnetic field is irrelevant.
The rectangular coordinates of the particle position in
normalized units, (x∗, y∗, ξ), are calculated as (See Fig.
2):

x∗ = r∗cos(τ + ϕp), (47)

y∗ = r∗sin(τ + ϕp), (48)

where r∗ is given by Eq.(29), and ξ is obtained from the
solution of Eq.(42).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In order to check our analytical model, we compare
the obtained results from the numerical solution of
motion equations (39)-(42) with those obtained from the
numerical solution of the relativistic Newton-Lorentz
equation (2) by using the Boris method [18, 19]. For
the magnetostatic field profile, we consider the following
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three cases: (i) uniform, (ii) linear, and (iii) the profile
to obtain exact resonance. For all cases, we use the
following simulation parameters:
Electric field strength: 20 kV/cm,
Frequency: 8 GHz,
∆t: 0.5 ps
Initial conditions: ϕp0 = π, γ0 = 1.019, 1.039 or 1.058
(corresponding to the injection energies of 10, 20 and
30 keV , respectively). For the condition (45), we put
θ0 = 0.01 rad.
For the chosen frequency, the magnetic field for the clas-
sical resonance, B0, and the cavity radius (a = cu11/2πf)
adopt the values of 0.286 T and 2.29 cm, respectively;
while the cavity length can be arbitrarily chosen because
the resonant frequency of the TM110 mode does not
depend of such value.

(i) Uniform magnetic field : In this case, Bs
z = γ0B0,

which corresponds to the particular case b(ξ) = 0 and
db(ξ)/dξ = 0 in equations (39) and (41), respectively.

Figure 3 shows the helical trajectory of one electron
injected along the cavity axis with an energy of 30 keV .
The electron trajectory projected in any transverse plane
is a ring whose radius is a Larmor radius determined by
the electron energy and the magnetic field value.
Figure 4 shows the corresponding electron energies as

FIG. 3. The trajectory of an electron injected along the cavity axis
with the energy of 30 keV for the case of the uniform magnetic field,
and its projections onto the planes xy and yz.

a function of the z coordinates (solid lines), which show
good agreement with those obtained from the numerical
solution of the relativistic Newton-Lorentz equation by
using the Boris method [18, 19]. For the electrons in-
jected with the energies 10, 20, and 30 keV, its energy
grows monotonically up to reach the planes z ≈ 12 cm,
z ≈ 13.5 cm, and z ≈ 14.5 cm, respectively, and then
decreases until recovering conditions similar to those of
the injection point. For this reason, the system exhibits
periodic behavior, not shown in Fig. 4, and the electron
acceleration is not effective. Said results are consistent

with those obtained for the relative angular position of
the electron, ϕp, as a function of the z coordinate shown
in Fig. 5. Note that the electrons gain energy if ϕp is
in the range π/2 < ϕp < π and lose energy otherwise,
see Eq (31). For this reason, said range is named the
acceleration band. Also, in said range, the electric field
component of the microwave field exerts a longitudinal
force on the electron (See first right-hand side term in
Eqs. (14) or (41)), which competes with both the longi-
tudinal magnetic force that exerts the magnetic compo-
nent of the microwave field (See second right-hand side
term in Eqs. (14) or (41)) and the diamagnetic force
which acts in the direction opposite to the magnetic field
gradient and impedes the advance of the electrons into a
higher magnetostatic field (See third right-hand side term
in Eqs. (14) or (41)). For the present case db(ξ)/dξ = 0.

FIG. 4. Electron energy as a function of the z coordinate for the
injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and (iii) 30 keV , for the
case of the uniform magnetostatic field of 0.286 T. The solid lines
correspond to the results obtained from the model described in the
present work, and the circles, squares and triangles correspond to
those obtained from the numerical solution of Eq.(2) by using the
Boris method.

Figure 6, shows the electron longitudinal velocity as a
function of the z coordinate for the injection energies of
(i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and (iii) 30 keV . Note that in all
cases, the longitudinal velocity of the electron is nearly
constant, showing that the effect of the microwave field
on that velocity component is weak.

(ii) Linear magnetic field : In this case, b(ξ) = αξ
where α = γ0(Rm − 1)/L∗, being L∗ = L/rl the cavity
length in normalized units. To achieve favorable elec-
tron acceleration conditions, in the present case we use
L = 0.8 m and Rm = 1.3.
Figure 7 shows the helical trajectory of one electron in-
jected along the cavity axis, affected by the described
linear magnetostatic field, with an energy of 30 keV .
Note that in this case, the Larmor radius increases non-
monotonically (See Fig.7 ), which allows us to infer that



7

FIG. 5. Relative angular position of the electron as a function of
the z coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV ,
and (iii) 30 keV , for the case of the uniform magnetostatic field of
0.286 T. The solid lines correspond to the results obtained from the
model described in the present work, and the circles, squares and
triangles correspond to those obtained from the numerical solution
of Eq.(2) by using the Boris method. The acceleration band is
highlighted in yellow color.

FIG. 6. Electron longitudinal velocity as a function of the z coor-
dinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and (iii)
30 keV , for the case of the uniform magnetostatic field of 0.286 T.
The solid lines correspond to the results obtained from the model
described in the present work, and the circles, squares and triangles
correspond to those obtained from the numerical solution of Eq.(2)
by using the Boris method.

the energy of the electron also grows in a similar way.

Fig.8 shows the electron energy as a function of the z
coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20
keV , and (iii) 30 keV , for the case of the linear magne-
tostatic field, as a function of the z coordinate.

In this case, the magnetic field profile does allow an
effective acceleration of the electron because keeps it in
the acceleration band for most of its motion (See Fig.9).
Note that for all cases, the spatial intervals for the z co-
ordinate where the electron is outside the acceleration

FIG. 7. The trajectory of an electron injected along the cavity
axis with the energy of 30 keV for the case of the linear magnetic
field.

FIG. 8. Electron energy as a function of the z coordinate for the
injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and (iii) 30 keV , for
the case of linear magnetostatic field. The solid lines correspond to
the results obtained from the model described in the present work,
and the circles, squares, and triangles correspond to those obtained
from the numerical solution of Eq.(2) by using the Boris method.

band (See Fig.9) are the same intervals where the elec-
tron loses part of its energy (See Fig.8) .
Although the energy of the electron tends to increase
with the z coordinate, this tendency cannot be main-
tained because in this case, db(ξ)/dξ 6= 0; therefore the
electron’s longitudinal motion comes to a stop due to the
diamagnetic force effect (See third right-hand side term
in Eqs. (14) or (41)).

This diamagnetic force grows as the azimuthal velocity
of the electron grows as its energy increases, so the
electron will inevitably stop its longitudinal motion
unless the electron hits the cavity wall first. The stop
plane occurs in z = 52 cm and z = 72 cm for electrons
injected with the energies of 10 keV and 20 keV ,
respectively; while the electron injected with an energy
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FIG. 9. Relative angular position of the electron as a function
of the z coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii)
20 keV , and (iii) 30 keV , for the case of the linear magnetostatic
field. The solid lines correspond to the results obtained from the
model described in the present work, and the circles, squares, and
triangles correspond to those obtained from the numerical solution
of Eq.(2) by using the Boris method.

of 30 keV hits the cavity wall (See Fig.10).

FIG. 10. Electron longitudinal velocity as a function of the z

coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and
(iii) 30 keV , for the case of linear magnetostatic field. The solid
lines correspond to the results obtained from the model described in
the present work, and the circles, squares, and triangles correspond
to those obtained from the numerical solution of Eq.(2) by using
the Boris method.

(iii) Exact resonance magnetic field profile: Continu-
ous sustenance of the exact resonance can be obtained
fitting the magnetostatic field profile in a way that
ϕp(τ) = π during the electron motion. In this case, the
magnetic function b(ξ) is not known a priori. However,
because ϕ̇p = 0, the Eq.(39) lead to:

b(ξ) = γ − γ0 (49)

Note that in this case, Eq. (10) reduces to Bs
z(0, z)

∼=
γB0; That is to say, to maintain the electron cyclotron
resonance condition, the intensity of the magnetic field
must increase with the z coordinate at the same rate that
the energy of the electron increases. For this reason,
this acceleration mechanism is commonly called spatial
autoresonance.
Substituting Eq.(49) in Eqs.(40) and (41) leads to:

γ̇ =
ghf0 k∗⊥

2
uz
(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)1/2

(50)

and

u̇z = −
ghf0 k∗⊥

(

1− γ−2 − u2z
)1/2

2γ

{

1

2

(

u2z − 1− γ−2
)

+
1

k∗2⊥

}

,

(51)
respectively. To obtain Eq.(51) it was taken into account
that db/dξ = u−1

z γ̇, where γ̇ is given by Eq.(50).
Therefore, to calculate the magnetic field profile to obtain
exact resonance by using Eq.(49), first we have to solve
the system of differential equations (50), (51) and (42),
in a similar way as was described above.

FIG. 11. Electron energy as a function of the z coordinate for the
injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and (iii) 30 keV , for the
case of exact resonance. The solid lines correspond to the results
obtained from the model described in the present work, and the
circles, squares, and triangles correspond to those obtained from
the Boris method.

Fig.11 shows the electron energy as a function of the
z coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii)
20 keV , and (iii) 30 keV , for the case where the mag-
netic field profile keep the exact resonance conditions, as
a function of the z coordinate. Note that in the present
case, as expected, the energy grows monotonically and
this shows good agreement with those obtained from the
numerical solution of Eq.(2) by using the Boris method,
except in the final part of said motion where the differ-
ence between these energy values is about of 15%. This so
happens because the magnetic field predicted by the pre-
sented model (See Fig.12) does not exactly correspond to
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the profile necessary to obtain the exact resonance condi-
tion (See Fig.13); which can be interpreted as a limitation
of the analytical model.

FIG. 12. Magnetic field profile to obtain exact resonance predicted
by the model described in the present work for the injection energies
of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and (iii) 30 keV .

On the other hand, for each considered injection en-
ergy, the maximum energy reached in the exact reso-
nance condition is comparable with those obtained by
using the linear magnetic field profile (See Figs.8 and
11); however, in the present case, the gradient of energy
is considerably larger because the electron is accelerated
in maximum transferred power condition. This implies
that the electron azimuthal velocity also increases faster,
as well as the diamagnetic force; therefore, the electron
stops its longitudinal motion more quickly. This effect

FIG. 13. Relative angular position of the electron as a function of
the z coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV (circles),
(ii) 20 keV (squares), and (iii) 30 keV (triangles), obtained from
the numerical solution of Eq.(2) by using the Boris method.

can be appreciated in Fig.15; which shows the electron
longitudinal velocity as a function of the z coordinate
for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV , and

(iii) 30 keV , for the case where the magnetic field profile
keep the exact resonance conditions. Note that in the
present case, the electron stops at the z = 20, 24, and
27 cm planes for the three considered injection energies,
respectively (See Fig.15).

FIG. 14. Electron longitudinal velocity as a function of the z

coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV ,
and (iii) 30 keV , for the case of exact resonance. The solid lines
correspond to the results obtained from the model described in the
present work, and the circles, squares and triangles correspond to
those obtained from the numerical solution of Eq.(2) by using the
Boris method.

FIG. 15. Electron longitudinal velocity as a function of the z

coordinate for the injection energies of (i) 10 keV , (ii) 20 keV ,
and (iii) 30 keV , for the case of exact resonance. The solid lines
correspond to the results obtained from the model described in the
present work, and the circles, squares and triangles correspond to
those obtained from the numerical solution of Eq.(2) by using the
Boris method.

Finally, Fig.16 shows the helical trajectory of one elec-
tron injected with an energy of 30 keV along the cavity
axis, which is affected by the magnetostatic field that
guarantees the exact resonance condition. Note that
in this case, unlike the cases of uniform magnetic field



10

and linear profile magnetic field, the Larmor radius is in-
creased monotonically due to the favorable acceleration
condition for the electron.

FIG. 16. The trajectory of an electron injected along the cavity
axis with the energy of 30 keV for the case of exact resonance.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented an analytical model for studying
the cyclotron resonance acceleration of an electron by
a circularly rotating TM110 mode in an inhomogeneous

magnetostatic field. Equations to calculate both the elec-
tron cyclotron frequency and the Larmor radius were ob-
tained; which depend on the magnetic field profile, the
electric field strength, the injection energy, and the mo-
tion variables. A set of differential equations describing
the evolution of said variables was solved numerically.
Magnetic field profiles that keep the conditions for the
phase shift in the acceleration band are found. We also
show as the diamagnetic force, which acts in the opposite
direction to the direction in which the magnetostatic field
increases, imposes limits on acceleration; whose effect is
more significant for the acceleration in exact resonance
conditions.
The results presented in this paper can be useful for
designing RF accelerators based on the circular TM110

mode; such as x-ray sources for medical applications or
airport security.
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