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The most significant advances in the accelerator-based light sources (i.e., x-ray free electron lasers) are driven
by the production of the high final peak current in the last several decades. As a prerequisite to attain the pro-
posed high brightness, the symmetric C-chicane bunch compressor is typically exploited due to its simplicity,
efficiency, and natural dispersion-free feature at all orders. However, during bunch compression for a high peak
current requirement, a main contributing factor to the transverse emittance degradation is the emission of the co-
herent synchrotron radiation (CSR). Suppressing this effect is necessary to preserve the beam phase-space qual-
ity. To this end, this paper presents an analysis of one-dimensional CSR point-kick and derives the cancellation
conditions in terms of compression factor. The CSR cancelation conditions indicate an asymmetric geometric
design. We demonstrate concrete schemes for asymmetric C- and S-chicanes, and verify the CSR cancelation
conditions using integration methods and ELEGANT simulations. Furthermore, the proposed asymmetric C-
and S-chicanes can drastically suppress the emittance growth compared with the symmetric ones with identical
bunch compression goals.

I. INTRODUCTION

The advent of accelerators and accelerator-based light
sources has revolutionised the development of science, in-
dustry, medicine, and materials research. In contemporary
accelerators, electron bunch compressors play a pivotal role,
with wide applications in linear colliders [1], linacs [2], beam-
driven plasma-wakefield accelerators [3, 4], and significant
application in free electron lasers (FELs) [5–9]. Combined
with the position-energy correlation provided by the RF cav-
ity, the following dispersive element helps to convert the en-
ergy difference into a difference in the time of flight of the
particles. This causes the particles at the head and tail to be-
come closer, enabling beam compression.

Currently, the symmetric C-chicanes with four bending
magnets are the most commonly used bunch compressors in
accelerator systems, because such chicanes are simple, effec-
tive and of course, dispersion-free at all orders [10]. However,
with the high compression factor and ∼kiloampere level peak
current required for FELs, the expected FEL performance is
hard to preserve due to the coherent synchrotron radiation
(CSR) effect [11–15]. When an electron bunch travels in a
curved path, it is possible for the coherent radiation emitted
by the trailing particles can interact with the leading particles
within the dipole, spoiling the transverse beam quality. This
effect is particularly noticeable in cases of high bunch current
and short bunch length. As a consequence of the CSR effect,
the emission of the CSR leads to transverse emittance growth,
which is more obvious in the final two dipoles of the chicane,
where the bunch becomes shorter [5]. Not only are there
transverse effects, but also the short-range wake driven mi-
crobunching instability (MBI) resulting from density-energy
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modulations, in the longitudinal plane, can also be a poten-
tially detrimental phenomenon [15–23]. To alleviate this dif-
ficulty, various efforts have been stimulated, including analyt-
ical, numerical, and experimental studies to suppress the CSR
effect in the past decade [24–42].

To suppress the CSR-induced emittance growth, one mit-
igation approach exploited the correlation between the CSR
and the longitudinal distribution of the beam, using longitudi-
nal shaping [25, 26] or using a longitudinal transverse emit-
tance exchanger [27, 28], or other complex means. Experi-
mentally, Ref. [29] observed that CSR wakes in a bending
magnet could be minimised by using shielding plates. On the
other hand, the approach of suppressing CSR by manipulating
beam optics has sparked continuing research interest. The op-
tical balance method was first proposed by D. Douglas [30],
and further developed by the Courant-Snyder formalism anal-
ysis [34]. Moreover, emittance dilution can be compensated
for in a single achromatic cell by matching the beam envelope
to the CSR-induced dispersion [31]. An investigation proved
that the beam envelope matching and Courant-Snyder analy-
sis are equivalent to each other, and indicated that the compli-
cated CSR in dipole can be evaluated with a (x, x′) 2D point-
kick analysis [32]. The optical balance method and further
study have been successfully applied to many scenarios, e.g.,
spreader, double-bend achromats (DBAs), triple-bend achro-
mats (TBAs) [33–35], and even compression systems, e.g.,
DBA-based compressors [36].

The attempts of cancelling the CSR-driven emittance exci-
tation in chicanes have been a long-standing question. Clas-
sified from the four-bend chicane geometries, there are four
chicane designs available, including symmetric (asymmetric)
C- and S-chicanes. Additionally, if the number of dipoles is
not limited, five- and six-bend chicanes are also proposed or
applied [24, 42–44]. A symmetric chicane (including sym-
metric four- and six-bend chicanes) is easy to design for a
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fixed design goal, whereas almost all asymmetric chicanes are
given by scanning chicane parameters [24, 42]. For example,
one study [42] demonstrated a chicane with five dipoles of
equal length and different bend angles, to suppress the CSR-
induced emittance degradation. Compared with the symmet-
ric C-chicane, the five-bend design achieves much better emit-
tance suppression, suggesting the potential of increasing the
degrees of freedom for a chicane to suppress the CSR effect.
The parameter scanning method may be effective for a specific
chicane design. Here we study the CSR-inmuned chicanes on
a consolidated basis of theoretical guidance, making our re-
sults easily transferable to arbitrary chicane design.

Inspired by the successful application of the point-kick
model to a DBA-based compressor [36], this paper uses the
same model to calculate the CSR effect for a chicane bunch
compressor. However, due to the accumulation of the CSR ef-
fect at the chicane exit and the bunch length variation during
compression, the theoretical design of a CSR-immune chicane
is much more difficult. In this respect, the point-kick model
[32] can greatly simplify the CSR effect and compression pro-
cess. This allows us to derive analytical CSR cancellation
conditions for the chicane bunch compressor with the aid of
the point-kick model.

The purpose of this paper is to conduct a four-bend chicane,
which consists of four dipoles separated by three drifts. It is
assumed that the four bending angles and three drift lengths
are free variables. Indeed, these variables are not completely
free, as they must satisfy the achromatic condition, CSR can-
cellation conditions, and ensure that the beam returns to its
horizontal trajectory (called “beam collinear condition”).

For the sake of simplicity, we adopt four assumptions. We
refer to the assumptions in the theoretical analysis in [36] for a
review. First, we assume an electron bunch of Gaussian tem-
poral distribution. Second, we assume a linear compression
process during the electron bunch passing through the RF cav-
ity and the chicane. Third, the analysis of the one-dimensional
CSR physical model is restricted to the steady-state regime
and in free space without beam pipe shielding, and for the mo-
ment excludes other effects such as transient CSR and space
charge effects. Lastly, we ignore the influence of the conduct-
ing walls of the vacuum chamber. In this paper, we do not
explore these assumptions any further and concentrate exclu-
sively on the CSR effect in bunch compression.

This paper is organized as follows. With the CSR point-
kick analysis, the conditions for suppressing the emittance
growth due to CSR in a chicane can be obtained, as introduced
in Sec. II. After satisfying the achromatic condition, CSR
cancellation conditions, and beam collinear condition, we find
that the chicane has an excessive number of degrees of free-
dom. To specify the design of the chicane, in Sec. III, we use
two identical dipoles to mimic the structure of a symmetric C-
chicane. The calculation result shows that a “negative drift”
between the 2nd and 3rd dipoles is required. Then the ques-
tion arises, whether there exists a chicane that can achieve the
CSR cancelation with all positive drifts between the dipoles.
To this end, we demonstrate that it is a S-chicane geometry,
which has never been proved analytically (Sec. IV A). The
specific asymmetric S-chicane design are introduced in Sec.

IV. In addition, both the integration method and ELEGANT
particle tracking are used to verify our calculation results. We
also compare the emittance growth of the symmetric C- and
S-chicanes with that of the asymmetric ones, while maintain-
ing identical bunch compression targets in Sec. V. Summary
and dicussion are presented in Sec. VI.

II. FORMALISM

A. chicane optics

First, an overview of the chicane linear optics is given. We
consider a chicane consisting of four different dipoles sepa-
rated by three adjustable drifts. The total transfer matrix of
such chicane can be written as

Mtot = RB4Rd3RB3Rd2RB2Rd1RB1 . (1)

The 4 × 4 transfer matrix of a small-angle dipole RBi (i =
1, 2, 3, 4) in the horizontal and longitudinal planes (x, x′, z, δ)
can be expressed by

RBi =


1 ρiθi 0 ρiθ

2
i

2
0 1 0 θi

θi
ρiθ

2
i

2 1 ρiθ
3
i

6
0 0 0 1

 , (2)

where ρi and θi are the beam bending radius and angle, respec-
tively. And the transfer matrix of a half dipole can be obtained
by replacing θi with θi/2. We write the transfer matrix Rdi of
the drift as

Rdi =


1 Ldi 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1

 , (3)

where Ldi (i = 1, 2, 3) is the drift length.
We aim to study the achromatic condition and the beam

collinear condition uncovered by the chicane optics. With
the total transfer matrix in Eq. (1), the achromatic condition
(Mtot)16 = 0, (Mtot)26 = 0 and the first-order momentum com-
paction Rs0→s f

56 = (Mtot)56 for the chicane can be calculated
with

(Mtot)16 =Ld1θ1 + Ld2(θ1 + θ2) + Ld3(θ1 + θ2 + θ3)

+
θ4
2

LB4 +
θ3
2

(LB3 + 2LB4) +
θ2
2

(LB2 + 2LB3 + 2LB4)

+
θ1
2

(LB1 + 2LB2 + 2LB3 + 2LB4) = 0,

(Mtot)26 =θ1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4 = 0,

Rs0→s f

56 =Ld1θ1θ2 + Ld3θ3θ4 +
LB1

6
θ1(3θ2 + θ1)

+
LB2

6
θ2(3θ1 + θ2) +

LB3

6
θ3(3θ4 + θ3) +

LB4

6
θ4(3θ3 + θ4),

(4)
where LBi = ρiθi is the dipole length, and the chicane entrance
and exit are denoted by subscripts “s0” and “s f ” respectively.
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The first two members of Eq. (4) have a double meaning. As
a key feature of a lattice with only dipoles, the beam collinear
condition (or called “geometric horizontal condition”) that the
horizontal trajectory of the beam is coaxial before and after
passing through the chicane, coincides with the achromatic
condition. For this reason, the beam collinear condition can
be achieved naturally. For the length of bending magnet much
shorter than the drift length, the dipole length LBi is typically
neglected, which is appropriate for most chicane design sce-
narios. Thus Eq. (4) can lead to simpler expressions as

(Mtot)16 =Ld1θ1 + Ld2(θ1 + θ2) + Ld3(θ1 + θ2 + θ3) = 0,
(Mtot)26 =θ1 + θ2 + θ3 + θ4 = 0,

Rs0→s f

56 =Ld1θ1θ2 + Ld3θ3θ4.

(5)

Dispersion cancellation is essential for chicane design to
prevent dispersion-induced emittance growth caused by the
momentum dispersive effect. In the following, we focus more
on the CSR cancelation conditions for a chicane bunch com-
pressor.

B. Application of CSR point-kick model to chicane

We apply a CSR point-kick model to analyze the steady-
state CSR effect.As introduced in Ref. [30], the CSR effect in-
duced in a dipole can be formulated equivalently with a point-
kick at the center of the dipole. The idea is illustrated in Fig.
1. Such point-kick leads to a horizontal coordinate deviation
in (x, x′) plane and an energy deviation δ, which have the form
of [32]

Xk =

[
xk
x′k

]
=

[
ρ4/3k[θ cos(θ/2) − 2 sin(θ/2)]

sin(θ/2)(2δ + ρ1/3θk)

]
, (6)

δ = δ0 + δcsr = δ0 + kρ1/3θ. (7)

Here the δ0 and δcsr indicate the particle’s initial energy de-
viation and CSR-induced energy deviation in the upstream
dipoles, respectively. The δcsr increases by kρ1/3θ right af-
ter experiencing the kick. The parameter k is relevant to the
Gaussian bunch as [32]

k = 0.2459
Nbre

γσ4/3
z

, (8)

where Nb is the electron population, re is the classical elec-
tron radius, γ is the relativistic Lorentz factor. The rms bunch
length σz, as a function of s, is the varying bunch length. For
the following chicane calculation using the point-kick model,
we assume thatσz and the corresponding k are constant within
a dipole and that each dipole has a different σz and k. Specif-
ically, the bunch lengths in the 1st and 4th dipoles are equal
to the bunch lengths at the chicane entrance and exit, respec-
tively; the bunch lengths in the 2nd and 3rd dipoles are equal
to the bunch lengths at the centers of the dipoles.

The emittance growth due to CSR can be suppressed by
minimizing the CSR-induced coordinate shifts relative to the

LB1=ρ1θ1 LB2=ρ2θ2

CSR kick 1 CSR kick 2

Mc1c

LB3=ρ3θ3 LB4=ρ4θ4

CSR kick 3 CSR kick 4

Mc3cMc2c

Ld1 Ld2 Ld3

FIG. 1. Schematic of a chicane for the two-dimensional point-kick
analysis of the CSR effect. The arrows point to the centers of the
dipoles. Mc1c,Mc2c and Mc3c represent the transfer matrix from the
center of 1st dipole to 2nd dipole, the center of 2nd dipole to 3rd
dipole, and the center of 3rd dipole to 4th dipole, respectively.

reference trajectory at the chicane exit. This point is easily
obtained from the expression of the transverse emittance in
the presence at the exit of the beamline: [38]

ε2
x = ε

2
x0 + εx0

(
βx

〈
∆x′2f

〉
+ 2αx

〈
∆x f∆x′f

〉
+ γx

〈
∆x2

f

〉)
+ ∆ε2

x.
(9)

Here ∆ε2
x =

〈
∆x2

f

〉 〈
∆x′2f

〉
−

〈
∆x f∆x′f

〉2
= 0. Since the par-

ticle coordinate deviations ∆x f and ∆x′f from CSR field are
correlated, this term goes to 0 [39]. Here εx0 is the geomet-
ric emittance at the entrance s0, and αx, βx, γx are the Twiss
functions at the beamline exit.

Now we perform the 2D point-kick analysis of the four-
bend chicane. To simplify the analysis, we assume a zero
initial energy deviation of δ0 = 0 and a zero initial particle
coordinates of X0 = (x0, x′0)† = (0, 0)† at the chicane entrance.
After passing through the section from the center of 1st dipole
to the center of 2nd dipole, the particle experiences the second
kick,

Xs2 = Mc1c,2×2Xk1 + Xk2. (10)

From the 2 × 2 transfer matrix of the horizontal betatron mo-
tion in Eqs. (2) and (3), the transfer matrix Mc1c,2×2 between
the center of the first two dipoles is given by

Mc1c,2×2 = (RHB2Rd1RHB1)2×2 =

[
1 Ld1 + (θ1ρ1 + θ2ρ2)/2
0 1

]
,

(11)
where RHB1 and RHB2 are the transfer matrix of the 1st and 2nd
half-dipoles, respectively. Note that Eq. (11) is a universal ex-
pression for (half dipole)+drift+(half dipole) structure, where
one just needs to change the subscripts to obtain the matrix of
other similar structure.

Similarly, the particle coordinate deviations after the 4th
kick are

Xs4 = Mc3c,2×2Xs3 + Xk4

= Mc3c,2×2(Mc2c,2×2Xs2 + Xk3) + Xk4

= Mc3c,2×2Mc2c,2×2Xs2 + Mc3c,2×2Xk3 + Xk4.

(12)

The description of Mc2c,2×2 and Mc3c,2×2 can be obtained by
substituting the ρ1, ρ2, θ1, θ2, Ld1 in Eq. (11) with the coun-
terparts ρ2, ρ3, θ2, θ3, Ld2 and ρ3, ρ4, θ3, θ4, Ld3, respectively.
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Note that the net energy deviation δ j increases by k jρ
1/3
j θ j af-

ter passing through the jth dipole, which can be written as

δ1 = k1ρ
1/3
1 θ1, δ2 =

2∑
i=1

kiρ
1/3
i θi,

δ3 =

3∑
i=1

kiρ
1/3
i θi, δ4 =

4∑
i=1

kiρ
1/3
i θi,

(13)

respectively. Finally, the particle coordinate deviations X f at
the chicane exit are

X f = (RHB4)2×2Xs4 =

[
Xs4(1, 1) + θ4ρ4

2 Xs4(2, 1)
Xs4(2, 1)

]
, (14)

where Xs4(1, 1), Xs4(2, 1) are the elements of Xs4 in Eq. (12).
Therefore, the CSR-induced emittance growth at the chicane
exit can be theoretically cancelled when the particle coordi-
nate deviations satisfy X f = (0, 0)†, which can also be written
as Xs4 = (0, 0)†.

Although the particle coordinate deviations in the chicane
exit are obtained, it is of considerable complexity of the ob-
tained Xs4. Therefore, a Taylor expansion is used to simplify
the sine and cosine terms in Xs4 with respect to the dipole
bending angle θi (i = 1, 2, 3, 4), employing a small bending-
angle approximation. Besides, we neglect the lengths of the
dipoles as LB ≪ Ld. Whereby two analytical CSR cancela-
tion conditions can be obtained in a greatly simplified form
with the aid of the achromatic condition (Eq. (5)) as

q2

q3q4ℓ3
=
δ4 − δ2
δ2
, ℓ2 = −

1
q3

q3(δ3 − δ1) + (q2 + q3)δ2
δ2 + (1 + q2)(δ3 − δ1)

, (15)

where q2 = θ2/θ1, q3 = θ3/θ1, q4 = θ4/θ1, ℓ2 = Ld2/Ld1, ℓ3 =
Ld3/Ld1.

Although the CSR cancelation conditions in Eq. (15) look
complicated, they still reveal some important information.
First, Eq. (15) enable us to prove that a symmetric C-chicane
seems connot fully cancel the net CSR point-kick. Specif-
ically, combined with these conditions for a symmetric C-
chicane: q2 = q3 = −1, q4 = 1, ρ1 = −ρ2 = −ρ3 = ρ4,
and ℓ3 = 1, the first member of Eq. (15) can be reduced to
k1 + k2 = k3 + k4. This condition cannot be satisfied, be-
cause ki in Eq. (8) decreases as i increases during the com-
pression process. Second, Eq. (15) also indicates that less
than four dipoles is impossible to satisfy the CSR cancela-
tion conditions. This is because, a chicane with three differ-
ent dipoles, can be regarded as a four-bend chicane with one
dipole’s bending angle set to zero. Note that the first mem-
ber of Eq. (15) cannot be satisfied regardless of arbitrary
qi (i = 2, 3, 4) set to zero. Self-evidently, one dipole can cause
the CSR effect, and a compressor consisting of two different
dipoles is not achromatic.

In total, it can be observed that there are seven degrees of
freedom in a chicane, including q2, q3, ρ2/ρ1, ρ3/ρ1, ρ4/ρ1, ℓ2
and the compression factor C hidden in ki. The not mentioned
quantities q4, ℓ3 can be obtained from Eq. (5). Additionally,
we need not care much about the values of the θ1, ρ1 and Ld1
here, because the chicane design goals (including the total

length Ltot, the 1st dipole length LB1 and momentum com-
paction Rs0→s f

56 ) impose limits on the three variables. And the
specific chicane layout can be realized by adjusting the ratios
of other bending angles, other bending angles, and other drift
lengths to θ1, ρ1 and Ld1, respectively. To illustrate the CSR
cancelation conditions quantitatively, it is necessary to reduce
the seven degrees of freedom to three. Then one can derive the
chicane parameters as a function of compression factor C un-
der the two CSR cancelation conditions in Eq. (15). Here we
choose conpression factor C as the independent variable in or-
der to ensure the general applicability of our study. From the
above analysis, we see that we need include four additional
conditions for chicanes. Indeed, adding four conditions is not
difficult because three conditions can be achieved just by en-
suring that the four dipoles have either equal bending radii or
equal dipole lengths. These two options are equivalent for the
purpose of adding three conditions.

III. APPLICATION TO FOUR-BEND C-CHICANE

Currently, the symmetric C-chicane is the most commonly
used bunch compressor in operation or under construction.
Thus we hope to discuss the implementation of a chicane
based on a symmetric C-chicane as much as possible. At this
point, we make the bending angles of the 1st dipole and 2nd
dipole identical except for the bending direction (denoted as
θ1 = −θ2 or q2 = −1). The schematic layout is shown in
Fig. 2. This condition q2 = −1 preserves the parallelism
of the beam orbits between the 2nd and 3rd dipoles, indicat-
ing a similarity with the symmetric C-chicane. The condition
q2 = −1 also results in θ3 being equal to −θ4. This greatly
simplifies the structure of the chicane, reducing the four dif-
ferent dipoles to only two types. Importantly, the condition
q2 = −1 also greatly simplifies the achromatic condition and
CSR cancelation conditions. First, the achromatic condition
in Eq. (5) can rewrite as

q4 = −q3, ℓ3 = −1/q3. (16)

Substituting the above Eq. (16) in Eq. (15), the CSR cancela-
tion conditions can be reduced to

−
1
q3
=
δ4 − δ2
δ2
, ℓ2 = −

δ3 − δ1
δ2

+
1
q3
− 1. (17)

Note that the second member of Eq. (17) turns out that ℓ2 =
Ld2/Ld1 is negative due to the negative q3 and the positive
δ3 − δ1, δ2. Despite the presence of “negative drift”, we note
that the dispersion and the beam trajectory remain unaffected,
since Eqs. (4) and (5) show the independence of Ld2 under
the condition of q2 = −1. Indeed, this “negative drift” is not
uncommon in accelerator physics and can be realized by using
a focus section with several quadrupoles and drifts [45]. For
clarity, in this section we use Lreal

d2 (ℓreal
2 ) to describe the real

length of the physical space, and Leff.
d2 (ℓeff.

2 ) for a focus section
whose transfer matrix is the same as that of a “negative drift”.

Together with the condition q2 = −1, two typical cases of
fixed bending radii and fixed dipole lengths are discussed to
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provide four conditions, which can be expressed as

Case 1: q2 = −1, ρ2/ρ1 = −1, ρ3/ρ1 = −1, ρ4/ρ1 = 1.
Case 2: q2 = −1, ρ2/ρ1 = −1, ρ3/ρ1 = 1/q3, ρ4/ρ1 = −1/q3.

(18)
These two cases correspond to two scenarios: Case 1 is given
priority during the chicane design phase, where the bending
radii are fixed by setting the equal magnetic field B0; Case 2
is typically used for pre-manufactured dipoles, allowing for
adjustment of the dipole’s bending angles by changing B0.

θ1

θ2=-θ1 θ3 

θ4=-θ3

FIG. 2. General geometry of an asymmetric C-chicane. The
space between the 2nd and 3rd dipoles is parallel to the entrance
or exit of the beam, which is a “negative drift” constructed by several
quadrupoles.

A. CSR-immune asymmetric C-chicane

For Case 1, bending radii are fixed value as |ρ1| = |ρ2| =

|ρ3| = |ρ4|. By substituting the ki (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) (as presented
in Appendix A) in Eq. (17), the CSR cancelation conditions
for a CSR-immune chicane can be written as

C−4/3 +

[
2(1 − q3)

1 +C − 2Cq3

]4/3

= q2
3

1 +
[

2(1 − q3)
2 − q3 −Cq3

]4/3
 ,
(19)

and

ℓeff.
2 = − 1 +

1
q3
−

[
2C(1 − q3)

]4/3

(C − 2Cq3 + 1)4/3 +
[
2C(1 − q3)

]4/3

+
24/3

q3

{[
2−(1+C)q3

1−q3

]4/3
+ 24/3

} . (20)

Since Eqs. (19) and (20) are too complicated for analytical
solutions, one can obtain the numerical results of q3 vs. C
and ℓeff.

2 vs. C from Eqs. (19) and (20). The corresponding
quantities q4 vs. C and ℓ3 vs. C can be found from the solved
q3 vs. C, since q4 = −q3, ℓ3 = −1/q3. Figure 3 shows that the
solved q3 (ℓeff.

2 ) is equal to −1 (−3) for no compression case
(C = 1), and decreases as the conpression factor C increases.
Indeed, approximate but explict expressions of q3 and ℓeff.

2 can
also be obtained by fitting the numerical results for factor C <
25 as

q3 ≈ −C−1/2, ℓeff.
2 ≈ −1 − 2C0.39. (21)

The comparison between the approximate and theoretical re-
sults is shown in Fig. 3 by the dashed and solid curves. Im-
portantly, Eq. (19) (or Fig. 3, upper plot) indicates that short-
ening the dipole lengths of the last two dipoles is necessary

to achieve a CSR-immune chicane. This point can be under-
stood qualitatively as the bunch length is shorter at the last two
dipoles, where CSR is stronger.

0 5 10 15 20 25

-0.2

-0.4

-0.6

-0.8

-1.0
  calculation result 
  appro. as C 1/2  

q 3
=q

3 /
q 1

compression factor C

0 5 10 15 20 25

-8

-7

-6

-5

-4

-3

 calculation result 

 appro. as −1−2C 0.39 

compressor factor C

FIG. 3. The required bending angles ratio q3 = θ3/θ1 (upper) and
ratio ℓeff.

2 = Leff.
d2 /Ld1 (bottom) vary with the compression factor C

from CSR cancelation conditions Eqs. (19) and (20) (blue solid
curves) for Case 1. The pink dashed curves show simpler expres-
sion q3 ≈ −C−1/2 and ℓeff.

2 ≈ −1 − 2C0.39, respectively.

For Case 2, the dipole lengths satisfy LB1 = LB2 = LB3 =

LB4. Similarly to Case 1, we obtain the empirical equations of
q3 and ℓeff.

2 for the factor C < 25 as

q3 ≈ −C−3/5, ℓeff.
2 ≈ −1 − 2C0.47, (22)

for the case of fixed dipole lengths. From Eq. (22), it can be
seen that the key to achieving a CSR-immune chicane, as al-
readly described in Ref. [24], is to weaken the last two dipoles
compared with a traiditional symmetric C-chicane. However,
the parameter scans and particle tracking approach in Ref.
[24] works only in a case-by-case sense. Here we present a
general demonstration rather than focusing on a practical de-
sign.

Finally, the chicane design goal, the Rs0→s f

56 and Ltot, can be
obtained from the value of Ld1, θ1, and the provided q3 (see
Figs. 3 and 4 (upper)) as

Rs0→s f

56 = −Ld1θ
2
1(1 − q3), Ltot = Lreal

d2 + Ld1(1 − 1/q3), (23)

which indicates that for a given design goal and a larger com-
pression factor C (that is, a smaller |q3|), there will be a smaller
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FIG. 4. The required bending angles ratio q3 = θ3/θ1 (upper) and
ratio ℓeff.

2 = Leff.
d2 /Ld1 (bottom) vary with the compression factor C

from CSR cancelation conditions for Case 2 (blue solid curves). The
pink dashed curves show simpler expression q3 ≈ −C−3/5 and ℓeff.

2 ≈

−1 − 2C0.47, respectively.

Ld1 and a larger θ1, and vice versa. This conclusion also ap-
plies to the comparison with the traditional C-chicane, which
is the case of |q3|=1. Our proposed asymmetric design have
larger |θ1|, Ld3 and smaller |θ3|, Ld1, compared with symmetric
C-chicane with the same design goal.

B. Numerical verification of the proposed conditions

In the above subsection, we have obtained generic CSR
cancelation conditions for an asymmetric C-chicane. How-
ever, these conditions in Eq. (17) are derived under two as-
sumptions: the variation in bunch length within a single dipole
is not considered, and the lengths of the dipoles are neglected.
Therefore, the main purpose of this subsection is to investigate
the value of (q3, ℓ

eff.
2 ) using more precise calculations, and then

to compare it with the result from the point-kick model. Both
numerical integration method and ELEGANT particle track-
ing simulations are performed.

To this end, the dipole lengths are further taken into account
in the calculation of the parameters of Rs0→s f

56 , Ltot, and ℓ3 with
aid of the Eq. (4) (see Appendix B). For the convenience of
comparison, all chicanes analyzed in this study have been as-
signed the same values for Ltot, Rs0→s f

56 , LB1, and compression
factor C. For numerical integration, we need to specify the
concrete value of these consistent quantities during calcula-

TABLE I. Parameters common to all bunch compressor chicanes
compared in this paper.

Symbol chicane Parameters Unit

Total length Ltot 20 m
First-order momentum

R
s0→s f
56 37.5 mmcompaction

Compression factor C 10 —
Length of the 1st dipole LB1 1.0 m

TABLE II. Parameters of the symmetric and asymmetric C-chicane
settings for Case 1 with units in meters.

Symbol symmetric asymmetric
C-chicane C-chicane

Length of the first two dipoles LB1, LB2 1.0 1.0
Length of the last two dipoles LB3, LB4 1.0 0.30
Bending radii of each dipole ρ 18.86 10.07
Length of the 1st drift Ld1 5.5 2.17
Length of the 3rd drift Ld3 5.5 10.23
Effective value of the 2rd drift Leff.

d2 — -20.65

tion. We set a design based on a symmetric C-chicane with
typical parameters of equal dipole length of 1 m, the 1st and
3rd drift lengths of 5.5 m, the length between the 2nd and 3rd
dipoles of 5 m, bending angles of 3.0◦, and the compression
goal of C = 10. Such chicane parameters enable the deriva-
tion of the complete information for a symmetric C-chicane,
as listed in Tables I and II. The design goals in Table I are
common to all chicanes compared in the following.

Now we verify the theoretical result of the point-kick
model. The CSR-induced coordinate deviations are evalu-
ated using a numerical integration method [38], which can
be considered as a bunch length variation model within each
dipole. The verification for our calculation is similar to Ref.
[36], and the details are presented in Appendix C. From
Eqs. (19) and (20), we can obtain the theoretical values of
(q∗3, ℓ

eff.∗
2 ) = (−0.30,−5.84) for a bunch compressed by a fac-

tor of 10. Here we consider a chicane case with the parameters
the same as those listed in Table I, and a physical length of
Lreal

d2 = 5 m, which is designed to accommodate quadrupoles.
According to the integration method, the calculation results
of (ℓeff.

2 /ℓ
eff.∗
2 , q3/q∗3) = (1.770, 0.881) can be derived from

|∆x f | = 0 m and |∆x′f | = 0, as shown in the pink pentacle
in Fig. 5. Here ℓeff.

2 and q3 are normalized with respect to ℓeff.∗
2

and q∗3 just for clear comparison. This result (ℓeff.
2 /ℓ

eff.∗
2 , q3/q∗3)

close to (1, 1) indicates a accurate calculation by the point-
kick model. As shown, the point-kick analysis results and
integration results are are slightly different but basically con-
sistent.

The integration results indicate that the value of q3 is inde-
pendent of ℓeff.

2 , as shown in the red curves in Fig. 5. This
is not the first time that independence has been achieved, and
the previous point-kick analysis also highlighted this situation
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TABLE III. The initial and final beam parameters for the ELEGANT
simulations.

beam Parameters Symbol Value Unit

Bunch charge Q 300 pC
Initial rms bunch length σz0 100 µm
Beam energy E0 3 GeV
Norm. transv. emittance εn0 0.9 µm.rad
Rel. rms energy spread σδ 0.01 %

(see Eq.(19)). This independence can be attributed to the fact
that the expression of ∆x′2f in Eqs. (44) does not have Leff.

d2
and depends solely on q3 (see Eqs. (45)-(48)). From this per-
spective, we find that the CSR-induced coordinate deviation
∆x′f = 0 can be achieved simply by adjusting the deflection
magnitude (or dipole length) of the last two dipoles and the
first two with a ratio of q3.

In the numerical verification above, we find that the devi-
ations of the obtained (ℓ2, q3) with respect to the model cal-
culation, can be attributed to the set ratio between LB1 and
(Ltot − Lreal

d2 ). As this ratio decreases, (ℓeff.
2 , q3) become closer

to the theoretical results (ℓeff.∗
2 , q∗3), as illustrated in Fig. 5. Al-

though the point-kick analysis requires some fine-tuning, the
differences are minor and can be compensated by parameter
adjustments in the actual design process. Note that the inte-
gration methods and the following particle tracking, can yield
more accurate results, however it is almost impossible to at-
tain an analytical solution for the compression progress.

On the other hand, to verify the proposed CSR cancela-
tion conditions, we simulated the emittance growth caused by
steady-state CSR using ELEGANT [47, 48]. The Gaussian
bunch with typical initial parameters is tracked as listed in Ta-
ble III. The momentum chirp is set as h = (1−C)/(CRs0→s f

56 ) =
24.02 m−1 from the the values of compressor factor and Rs0→s f

56
in Table I. Here the initial Twiss parameters are scanned to
minimum the emittance growth at the chicane exit by op-
timally matching the beam envelope to the orientation of a
nonzero net CSR kick at the chicane exit [31]. Fig. 6
shows the simulations result of the CSR-induced emittance
εn near (q∗3, ℓ

eff.∗
2 ). We can see that the minimum emittance

growth ∆εn/εn is of 0.53% and the corresponding values are
of (q3/q∗3, ℓ

eff.
2 /ℓ

eff.∗
2 ) = (0.99, 1.63). These simulation results

are close to the results of the point-kick analysis and basically
agree with the integration results. With aid of the common
chicane parameters in Table I and the scanned values (ℓ2, q3),
the complete chicane information can be obtained, as listed in
Table II.

IV. APPLICATION TO FOUR-BEND S-CHICANE

We define the symmetric S-chicane as one in which the
1st and 4th dipoles have equal dipole length and the 2nd
and 3rd dipoles are of double that, and all dipoles have the
same bending strength, otherwise it is called asymmetric. And
the symmetric S-chicane satisfies the position conditions that

0 . 6 0 . 8 1 . 0 1 . 2 1 . 4 1 . 6 1 . 8
0 . 6

0 . 8

1 . 0

1 . 2

1 . 4 s e t  L B 1 : ( L t o t � L d r e a l2 ) = 1 : 1 5  
 | � x f | = 0  m  
 | � x f ' | = 0  
 c r o s s i n g  p o i n t  1  

 
s e t  L B 1 : ( L t o t � L d r e a l2 ) = 0 . 5 : 1 5  

 | � x f | = 0  m  
 | � x f ' | = 0  
 c r o s s i n g  p o i n t  2

 
s e t  L B 1 : ( L t o t � L d r e a l2 ) = 0 . 3 : 1 5  

  | � x f | = 0  m  
  | � x f ' | = 0  
 c r o s s i n g  p o i n t  3

FIG. 5. The (ℓeff.
2 /ℓ

eff.∗
2 , q3/q∗3) of a chicane with |∆x f | = 0 m and

|∆x′f | = 0, as shown in the green and red solid curves. The pink
pentacle is the crossing point of the two curves. As a comparison,
the results for LB1:(Ltot − Lreal

d2 ) =1.0:15, 0.5:15 and 0.3:15, are calcu-
lated as (ℓeff.

2 /ℓ
eff.∗
2 , q3/q∗3)=(1.770, 0.881), (1.358, 0.894) and (1.246,

0.899), respectively.
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FIG. 6. The ELEGANT simulations result of the CSR-induced
emittance εn near (q∗3, ℓ

eff.∗
2 ) for asymmetric C-chicane. The simula-

tions results turn out that the parameters satisfy (q3/q∗3, ℓ
eff.
2 /ℓ

eff.∗
2 ) =

(0.99, 1.63) with scaned initial Twiss parameters (αx0, βx0) =

(−2, 10 m), as shown in the green dashed curves.

Ltot = 4Ld1 = 2Ld2 = 4Ld3. In this section, we discuss the im-
plementation of an asymmetric chicane based as much as pos-
sible on the symmetric one, while comparing the performance
of the symmetric and asymmetric chicanes as a reference for
our discussion.

Although S-chicanes are used less frequently than C-
chicanes in FELs, existing studies shows that S-like chicanes
exhibit a notable ability to preserve CSR-induced emittance
[24, 42, 44, 46]. The utilization of five or six dipoles is re-
quired in such S-like chicanes. In Sec. IV A, we demonstrate a
more ambitious idea of achieving a CSR-immune chicane us-
ing only four dipoles. The analysis reveals that such chicane
has an S-type geometry as well and shows that four dipoles
are enough to minimize the CSR effects for a chicane (shown
in Fig. 7).

To further fulfil a CSR-immune chicane, four additional
conditions (as introduced in the end of Sec. II B) are nec-
essary. Firstly, two typical cases are discussed for chicane
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θ1

θ2
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θ4

FIG. 7. General geometry of an asymmetric S-chicane. The drift
length between the 1st and 2nd dipoles is a quarter of the chicane
total length.

designs. Similar to Sec. III, Case 3 and Case 4 denote two chi-
canes for each dipole with fixed bending radii and fixed dipole
lengths, respectively. Nevertheless, the current provided three
conditions are insufficient, unless an additional condition is
added. To mimic the structure of a symmetric S-chicane, the
ratio Ld1/Ltot = 1/4 is set to be similar to a symmetric S-
chicane. The ratio Ld1/Ltot = 1/4 allows the longitudinal po-
sitions of 1st, 2nd and 4th dipoles to be fixed, when the total
length is constant. It should be pointed out that, although not
strictly necessary, we set this position restrict for practical rea-
sons. Because adjusting dipole positions can be more difficult
than bending angles. Combined with the achromatic condi-
tion in Eq. (5) and the additional condition Ld1/Ltot = 1/4,
the variables q4 = θ4/θ1, ℓ2 = Ld2/Ld1, ℓ3 = Ld3/Ld1 can be
expressed in terms of q2, q3 as

q4 = −(1 + q2 + q3), ℓ2 =
4
q3
+ 3(

q2

q3
+ 1), ℓ3 = −

4
q3
−

3q2

q3
.

(24)
Together with the position condition Ld1/Ltot = 1/4, the

four conditions can be expressed as

Case 3: Ld1/Ltot = 1/4, ρ2/ρ1 = −1, ρ3/ρ1 = 1, ρ4/ρ1 = −1.
Case 4: Ld1/Ltot = 1/4, ρ2/ρ1 = 1/q2, ρ3/ρ1 = 1/q3,

ρ4/ρ1 = 1/q4.
(25)

The detailed design is introduced in Sec. IV B. The verifi-
cations of the CSR cancelation conditions by the integration
method and numerical tracking via ELEGANT are given in
Sec. IV C.

A. The proof of S-chicane with three positive drifts

The possibility of three positive drifts between dipoles is
demonstrated in this subsection. The first member of Eq. (5)
and the second member of Eq. (15) can be combined to yield
the expression of ℓ3. Thus the expressions of ℓ2 and ℓ3 can be
written as

ℓ2 = −
1
q3

q3(δ3 − δ1) + (q2 + q3)δ2
δ2 + (1 + q2)(δ3 − δ1)

,

ℓ3 =
1
q3

q2δ2
δ2 + (1 + q2)(δ3 − δ1)

.

(26)

Our objective is to ensure that both ℓ2 and ℓ3 are positive. Note
that δ3 − δ1 and δ2 are both positive. As the signs of q2 and q3

are unknown, they can be classified into four groups based on
their signs:

Group 1: set q2 > 0 and q3 > 0. This group is not applicable
because ℓ2 < 0.

Group 2: set q2 > 0 and q3 < 0. This group is not applicable
because ℓ3 < 0.

Group 3: set q2 < 0 and q3 < 0. As ℓ3 > 0, one can obtain δ2+
(1+q2)(δ3−δ1) > 0. Thus q3(δ3−δ1)+(q2+q3)δ2 > 0
as ℓ2 > 0. However, q3(δ3 − δ1) + (q2 + q3)δ2 > 0 is
impossible as q2 < 0, q3 < 0.

Group 4: set q2 < 0 and q3 > 0. The case that ℓ2 > 0 and
ℓ3 > 0 is possible under the condition that q3(δ3 −
δ1) + (q2 + q3)δ2 > 0 and δ2 + (1 + q2)(δ3 − δ1) < 0.
Thus the result 1 + q2 < 0 can be achieved.

Up to now, we have excluded all possibilities based on the
taxonomy, except for Group 4.

Lastly, the sign of q4 can be determined by reusing the first
member of Eq. (15), which turns out to be a negative q4.
Taken as a whole, a chicane with three positive drifts must
satisfy

q2 < 0, q3 > 0, q4 < 0, 1+q2 < 0,
δ3 − δ1
δ2

> −
1

1 + q2
. (27)

One can find that it can be identified as an S-chicane (Fig.
7) from the angle relation. And the test indicates that the
last condition in Eq. (27) is achievable, e.g., by adjusting the
bending radii ρi(i = 1, 2, 3) in δ3 − δ1 and δ2.

B. CSR-immune asymmetric S-chicane

For Case 3, the bending radii are set to ρ1 = −ρ2 = ρ3 =

−ρ4. Given the complexity of the obtained CSR cancelation
conditions in Eq. (15) (see Appendix A), we calculate the
results of q2 = θ2/θ1, q3 = θ3/θ1 in terms of the compression
factor C, as shown in Fig. 8. Using the obtained q2 and q3, we
also compute the values of q4, ℓ2, ℓ3 from Eq. (24) as shown
in Figs. 8 and 9, which varies only with compression factor
C.

For Case 4, the dipole lengths are fixed as LB1 = LB2 =

LB3 = LB4. In a similar manner to Case 3, the values of q2, q3
can be solved from Eqs. (15) and (24) under the conditions in
Eq. (25). Correspondingly, the quantities q4, ℓ2, ℓ3 for Case 4
are plotted in Figs. 10 and 11. We observe that the results of
q2, q3, q4, ℓ2, ℓ3 in Case 4 shows great similarity with those of
Case 3.

We find that, the theoretical results for both Case 3 and
Case 4 indicate that the last two dipoles are weaker (shorter)
than the first two dipoles for the asymmetric S-chicane. More
specifically, the 3rd (4th) dipole is shorter or weaker than the
2nd (1st) dipole for Case 3 or Case 4, respectively. This weak-
ening or shortening effect becomes more pronounced as the
compression factor increases. We also find that a symmetric
S-chicane fails to satisfy the CSR cancelation conditions in
our calculation, as none of the compression factors C in Figs.
8 and 10 meet the requirement that both q2 = −2 and q3 = 2.
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FIG. 8. The solved q2 = θ2/θ1, q3 = θ3/θ1 from Eqs. (15), (24)
in terms of compression factor C for Case 3. The corresponding
q4 = θ4/θ1 is also included. The black dashed curve is plotted for
clear comparison with q2, q3, q4.
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FIG. 9. The corresponding ℓ2 = Ld2/Ld1, ℓ3 = Ld3/Ld1 after solving
the q2 = θ2/θ1, and q3 = θ3/θ1 for Case 3. The black dashed curve is
plotted for clear comparison with ℓ2 and ℓ3.

C. Numerical verification of the proposed conditions

To investigate the impact of the assumptions, including
the constant bunch length in one dipole and the neglected
dipole length, we perform numerical integration and ELE-
GANT analysis for the asymmetric S-chicane. To begin with,
we present the results of the numerical integration. First, the
dipole lengths are taken into account. The expressions of
ℓ2, ℓ3 in Eq. (26) and the Rs0→s f

56 , Ltot are recalculated, the
details of which can be found in Appendix B. Second, we
consider a gradually varying bunch length in a similar man-
ner to the asymmetric C-chicane using an integration method
[38]. These variables Rs→s f

16 and Rs→s f

26 in Eq. (44), and Rs0→s
56

in k1, k2, k3, k4, change with the position s, as expressed in Ap-
pendix C. Eventually, the CSR cancelation conditions can be
obtained and compared with the results q∗2 = −1.75, q∗3 = 1.09
(Eq. (15)) for Case 3 when the compression factor is C = 10.
Figure 12 (pink pentacle) shows the results from integration
method as (q2/q∗2, q3/q∗3) = (0.947, 0.859), indicating a rela-
tively accurate calculation of the point-kick model. Similar
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FIG. 10. The solved q2 = θ2/θ1, q3 = θ3/θ1 from Eqs. (15), (24)
in terms of compression factor C for Case 4. The corresponding
q4 = θ4/θ1 is also included. The black dashed curve is plotted for
clear comparison with q2, q3, q4.
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FIG. 11. The corresponding ℓ2 = Ld2/Ld1, ℓ3 = Ld3/Ld1 after solving
the q2 = θ2/θ1, and q3 = θ3/θ1 for Case 4. The black dashed curve is
plotted for clear comparison with ℓ2 and ℓ3.

to the asymmetric C-chicane, the (q2, q3) obtained by integra-
tion method is closer to the result of the point-kick model after
reducing the ratio LB1 : Ltot, as shown in Fig. 12.

Furthermore, the minimum transverse emittance εn for
the asymmetric S-chicane, together with the corresponding
(q2, q3), is searched via ELEGANT simulations. The scaned
results (q2/q∗2, q3/q∗3) = (0.94, 0.86) are obtained. For illustra-
tion, the normalized emittance growth near (q2/q∗2, q3/q∗3) is
displayed in Fig. 13. Correspondly, the complete asymmetric
S-chicane information can be found in Table IV. Our results
from point-kick analysis are consistent with these numerical
results basically.

V. COMPARATION AMONG SYMMETRIC AND
ASYMMETRIC C- AND S-CHICANES

In this section, to further demonstrate the CSR suppres-
sion efficiency of our proposed asymmetric chicane designs,
we compare the performance in suppressing the CSR-induced
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TABLE IV. Parameters of the symmetric and asymmetric S-chicane
settings for Case 3 with units in meters.

Symbol symmetric asymmetric
S-chicane S-chicane

Bending radii of each dipole ρ 20.66 14.46
Length of the 2nd dipole LB2 2.0 1.65
Length of the 3rd dipole LB3 2.0 0.94
Length of the 4th dipole LB4 1.0 0.29
Length of the 1st drift Ld1 3.25 3.18
Length of the 2nd drift Ld2 7.5 8.10
Length of the 3rd drift Ld3 3.25 4.85

emittance growth among the four types of chicanes, including
symmetric C- and S-chicanes, and the asymmetric C- and S-
chicanes. These chicanes have set the same Ltot, Rs0→s f

56 , LB1,
and compression factor C, as summarized in Table I. Whereby
one can obtain the other chicane parameters of symmetric S-
chicane, as presented in Table IV. These chicanes are tested
by ELEGANT with the initial bunch parameters in Table III.

By scanning the initial C-S parameters, we aim to achieve
minimum emittance growth at the exit of the symmetric C-
and S-chicanes. By doing this, the simulation results for every
chicanes can be obtained by ELEGANT and can be seen in
Table V. In the case of the asymmetric C- and S-chicanes, the
normalized emittance growth ∆εn/εn0 is reduced by more than
tenfold compared with the symmetric ones, It appears that the
emittance growth due to CSR can be effectively suppressed.

In the above sections, the emittance growths induced by
dipole-CSR have been verified for asymmetric C- and S-
chicanes. However, some study has shown that a longer drift
space between the dipoles may degrade the emittance signif-
icantly, as the CSR effects dominate in the drift space [5].
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FIG. 12. The (q2/q∗2, q3/q∗3) of a chicane with |∆x f | = 0 m and |∆x′f | =
0, as shown in the green and red solid curves. As a comparison,
the result for LB1 : Ld1=1:20, 0.5:20 and 0.25:20 are calculated as
(q2/q∗2, q3/q∗3) =(0.947, 0.859), (0.954, 0.883), and (0.958, 0.895),
respectively.
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FIG. 13. The ELEGANT simulations result of the CSR-induced
emittance εn near (q∗2, q

∗
3) for asymmetric S-chicane. The simula-

tions results turn out that the parameters satisfy (q2/q∗2, q3/q∗3) =
(0.94, 0.86) with scaned initial Twiss parameters (αx0, βx0) =

(1.5, 32 m), as shown in the dashed curves.

TABLE V. Results of the ELEGANT simulations of the finally ge-
ometric emittance εn f , and relative emittance growth ∆εn/εn0 for
symmetric and asymmetric C- and S-chicane with initial emittance
εn0 = 0.9 µm.rad.

CSR effects εn f (µm.rad) ∆εn/εn0

asymmetric C-chicane

steady-state CSR 0.905 0.53%
all-CSR 0.962 6.86%

symmetric C-chicane

steady-state CSR 1.0 11.0%
all-CSR 1.238 37.6%

asymmetric S-chicane

steady-state CSR 0.910 1.1%
transient CSR 0.950 5.55%

symmetric S-chicane

steady-state CSR 1.096 21.8%
transient CSR 1.344 49.3%

Therefore, it is worthwhile to investigate more detail CSR
effects (denoted by all-CSR), considering the transient CSR
at the dipole edges, incoherent synchrotron radiation in the
bending magnets, the classical, single-particle synchrotron ra-
diation, and the CSR effect in the dipoles and the following
drift space with the Stupakov model [47]. Furthermore, we
simulate the emittance growth of the symmetric (asymmetric)
C- and S-chicanes, taking into account the all-CSR effects.
The results are listed in Table V. We find that the relative emit-
tance growth of the symmetric C- and S-chicanes are 5.5 and
8.9 times larger than that of asymmetric ones, respectively.
Overall, the asymmetric C- and S-chicanes have good suc-
cess in suppressing of the emittance growth, whether only the
dipole-induced CSR or the all-CSR is considered.
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VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

This paper reports an analytical expression of the CSR net
kick, thus finds a solution to cancel the CSR-induced trans-
verse emittance growth in a chicane. The theoretical CSR can-
cellation conditions, derived from the point-kick model, indi-
cate an asymmetric chicane design for both C and S chicane
geometries. The design of the asymmetric C-chicane may be
valuable for improving on the current numerous symmetric
C-chicanes. Specifically, it is required to adjust the bending
angle ratio between the first two dipoles and the last two, as
well as the length ratio between the 1st and 3rd drifts. Despite
the presence of a “negative drift” between the 2nd and 3rd
dipoles, this can be realized by adding quadruples in 2nd drift
section. Correspondingly, the ratio q3 and the effective value
of the “negative drift” can be approximated to be a simpler ex-
pression as Eqs. (21) and (22). For the asymmetric S-chicane,
the 1st and 3rd (2nd and 4th) dipoles have the same bending
direction. The chicane information, including the bending an-
gles and draft legnth ratios, are shown in Figs. 8, 9 and 10, 11
for the cases of fixed bending radii and fixed dipole lengths,
respectively. Roughly, both the values of (θ3/θ1, Leff.

d2 /Ld1) for
C-chicane and (θ2/θ1, θ3/θ1) for S-chicane can be determined
as compression factor C-dependent quantities. Such a prop-
erty enables our results easily transferable to arbitrary chicane
design.

As a verification of these theoretical results, numerical in-
tegration calculations and ELEGANT simulations for asym-
metric C- and S-chicanes are presented, which show a slight
shift with respect to the theoretical result. However our result
remains valuable as it reveals the main picture of cancelling
the CSR-driven emittance excitation. For an actual design,
the theoretical results can be considered as initial values and
then the design can be optimized by fine-tuning the chicane
parameters. Moreover, compared with the symmetric C- and
S-chicanes with the same compression target, the proposed
asymmetric chicanes, show a promising performance in sup-
pressing the emittance growth in our simulations.

One can find that the key to supressing the CSR effect is to
weaken the strengths (or shorter the lengths) of the last two
dipoles according to certain rules, for both C- and S-chicanes.
Such weakening (shortening) becomes more pronounced as
the compression factor increases. Note that the above fea-
tures coinside with the asymmetric DBA-based bunch com-
pressor introduced in [36], where the last dipole is C−1/3 or
C−1/2 times weaker than the 1st dipole. An intriguing pat-
tern emerges that the asymmetric C- and S-chicane, as well as
the DBA-based bunch compressor, share similarities and del-
icately suppress the CSR-induced emittances growth during
the compression process.

While the primary focus of this paper lies in analyzing the
design principles that effectively suppress CSR-induced emit-
tance growth in the chicane bunch compressors, we also assess
the potential microbunching instability associated with the lat-
tice and the beam parameters. Using our developed semi-
analytical Vlasov solver [16, 19] enables the fast, efficient
evaluation of the various lattice designs. The semi-analytical
calculations indicate that these chicane designs, which are ef-

fective in suppressing CSR-induced emittance growth, also
exhibit a well-controlled MBI. Specifically, based on the beam
parameters and chicane settings presented in Tables I, II, III,
and IV, taking into account both the steady-state and transient
CSR and the longitudinal space charge effects, the simulation
results for the asymmetric C-chicane reveal a maximum gain
of about 3.5 occurring around an initial modulation wave-
length of 50 µm. In the case of the asymmetric S-chicane,
simulation results demonstrate a maximum gain of 4 around a
similar modulation wavelength of 50 µm. It is worth mention-
ing that this paper does not consider other collective effects,
such as space-charge forces, linac geometric wake field, and
many others. For a physically realistic scenario, these are dif-
ficult to cancel out and need to be fully taken into account.

We hope that our results can be used as a starting point
for practical design, construction and experimental studies on
the CSR-immune four-bend chicane compressors. A feasi-
ble verification scheme based on the current symmetric C-
chicane is, to insert a “negative drift” section between the 2nd
and 3rd dipoles, and to increase the strength of the first two
dipoles and decrease the last two, while adjusting the longi-
tudinal position of the 2nd and 3rd dipoles by unity. On the
other hand, the confirmation of the asymmetric S-chicane de-
sign is easily achievable. Based on a symmetric S-chicane,
move the position of the 3rd dipole and vary the current of the
dipoles to control their bending strength. In addition, asym-
metric S-chicane design is also available based on the cur-
rently widely used C-chicanes. To obtain the asymmetric S
geometries, changing the positive and negative poles of the
last two dipole currents seems to be a convenient approach.
This paper opens up new avenues for the realisation of CSR-
immune bunch compressor, and provide a good guidance for
accelerator scientists to respond to the future development of
chicane bunch compressor.
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A. ki FOR DIFFERENT DIPOLES

Here we assume that the bunch length is constant in a sin-
gle dipole for point-kick model, so each magnet corresponds
to a constant ki. Concretely, the k1 for the 1st dipole is
k1 = k0 = 0.2459 Nbre

γσ4/3
z0

, reflecting the bunch length at the chi-

cane entrance; the k2 and k3 for the 2nd and 3rd dipoles reflect
the bunch lengths when crossing the middle position of the
dipoles; and the last k4 reflects the bunch length at the chicane
exit.
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The value of k2 for the 2nd dipole is related to k0 as

k2 = k0
σ−4/3

z2

σ−4/3
z0

=
k0

(1 + h Rs0→2m
56 )4/3

, (28)

because the bunch length σz ≈ σz0(1 + hRs0→s
56 ) with

h =
1 −C

C Rs0→s f

56

, Rs0→s f

56 = −Ld1θ
2
1

(
1 + ℓ3q2

3

)
, (29)

here C = σz0/σz f is the bunch compression factor, h is the
linear chirp related to RF cavity phase, Rs0→s

56 is the first-order
longitudinal momentum compaction at lacation s and the no-
tation “s0 → 2m” in Rs0→2m

56 means transport from the chicane
entrance to the midpoint of the second magnet, which can be
written as

Rs0→2m
56 = −

θ21
2

Ld1. (30)

The value of k3 for the 3rd dipole is similar to the expression
of k2 as

k3 = k0
σ−4/3

z3

σ−4/3
z0

=
k0

(1 + h Rs0→3m
56 )4/3

, (31)

with

Rs0→3m
56 = −Ld1θ

2
1(1 +

1
2
ℓ3q2

3). (32)

The last k4 reflects the bunch length at the chicane exit (de-
noted by subscript “s f ”) as

k4 = k0
σ−4/3

z4

σ−4/3
z0

= C4/3k0. (33)

Equations (19), (20), (22) are the result that applying the
ki under the assumption that the length of LB is much smaller
than Ld.

For S-chicane, the k1 and k4 have the same expression as
the C-chicane. And the difference is reflacted by k2 and k3 as

k2 = k0
σ−4/3

z2

σ−4/3
z0

=
k0

(1 + h Rs0→2m
56 )4/3

, (34)

with

h =
1 −C

C Rs0→s f

56

, Rs0→s f

56 = θ21Ld1(q2 + q3 + ℓ2(1 + q2)q3),

Rs0→2m
56 =

Ld1θ
2
1q2

2
.

(35)
The value of k3 for the 3rd dipole can be written as

k3 = k0
σ−4/3

z3

σ−4/3
z0

=
k0

(1 + h Rs0→3m
56 )4/3

, (36)

with

Rs0→3m
56 =

1
2

Ld1θ
2
1 (ℓ2(1 + q2)q3 + (2q2 + q3)) . (37)

According to the above calculations, it is not hard to find
that the change of bunch length in chicane during the com-
pression process mainly occurs in the 2nd and 3rd dipoles,
regardless of C- or S-chicane.

B. THE RESULTS CONSIDERING THE DIPOLE
LENGTHS

For asymmetric C-chicane:
After considering the dipole lengths, the drift length be-

tween the last two dipoles can be obtain according to Eq. (4)
as

ℓ3 = −
1
q3
−

LB1

q3Ld1
−

LB3

Ld1
. (38)

The Rs0→s f

56 , and Ltot can be written as

Ltot =Ld1(1 −
1
q3

) − LB1(
1
q3
− 2) + LB3 + Lreal

d2 ,

Rs0→s f

56 = −
θ21
3

(
3Ld1(1 − q3) + LB1(2 − 3q3) − q2

3LB3

)
.

(39)

Here we approximate that the total length are the sum of
Ld1, Lnd, Ld3 and four dipole lengths. Thus Ld1 and θ1 can be
expressed as

Ld1 =
q3(Ltot − Lreal

d2 − LB1 − LB3)
−1 + q3

− LB1,

θ1 =

√√
−3Rs0→s f

56

3(1 − q3)Ld1 + (2 − 3q3)LB1 − q2
3LB3
.

(40)

For asymmetric S-chicane:
After considering the dipole lengths, the variables ℓ2 =

Ld2/Ld1, ℓ3 = Ld3/Ld1 can give new expressions as

ℓ2 =
4
q3
+ 3(

q2

q3
+ 1) +

LB1

2Ld1q3
(7 + 6q2 + 6q3)

+
LB2

2Ld1q3
(4 + 3q2 + 2q3) −

LB3

2Ld1
−

LB4

2Ld1q3
(1 + q2 + q3),

ℓ3 = −
4
q3
−

3q2

q3
−

LB1

2Ld1q3
(7 + 6q2) −

LB2

2Ld1q3
(4 + 3q2)

−
LB3

2Ld1
+

LB4

2Ld1q3
(1 + q2 + q3).

(41)
Here the added condition Ld1/Ltot = 1/4 is rewritten as (LB1 +

0.5LB2 + Ld1)/Ltot = 1/4 in order to fix the position of the 2nd
dipole when the total chicane lengths are constant. Equation
(24) is tenable if the ℓ2, ℓ3 in Eq. (41) are degenerated by
setting LBi = 0. One can obtain Ld1 and the bending angle θ1
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from the value of Rs0→s f

56 , Ltot accroding to

Ltot = 4(LB1 + 0.5LB2 + Ld1) = 4LB1 + 2LB2 + 4Ld1,

Rs0→s f

56 = θ21

(
(Ld1q2 + Ld3q3q4) +

LB1

6
(1 + 3q2) +

LB2

6
q2(3 + q2)

)
+
θ21LB4

6
(1 + 2q2 + q2

2 − q3 − q2q3 − 2q2
3)

−
θ21LB3

6
q3(3 + 3q2 + 2q3).

(42)

C. DERIVATION OF THE ENTERIES OF R-MATRIX

Considering the variation of bunch length within each
dipole, the bunch parameters k1, k2, k3, k4 in Eq. (13) are no
longer set to a fixed value for each dipole, but are modified as
follows

ki =
k0

(1 + h Rs0→s
56 )4/3

, (i = 1, 2, 3, 4) (43)

where Rs0→s
56 in different positions, as a function of ϕ, are ex-

pressed in Appendix C. Here ϕ and the subscript “s” are the
angle and position that the beam traverses in a dipole mag-
net, respectively. Thus the CSR cancelation conditions for a
chicane can be evaluated using an integration method as [38]

∆x2
f =

 4∑
i=1

ρ1/3
i

∫
B

ki Rs→s f

16 dϕ


2

= 0,

∆x′2f =

 4∑
i=1

ρ1/3
i

∫
B

ki Rs→s f

26 dϕ


2

= 0,

(44)

here both Rs→s f

16 and Rs→s f

26 vary as a function of ϕ in dipoles.
For asymmetric C-chicane:
For s within the 1st bend:

Rs→s f

16 = Ld1(θ1 − θ1s) − (2LB3 + Ld3 + Ld2)θ1s

+ LB1(θ1 − 2θ1s +
θ21s

2θ1
) + (LB2 + Ld3)θ3,

Rs→s f

26 = −θ1s,

Rs0→s
56 =

LB1θ
3
1s

6θ1
,

(45)

with θ1s = θ1s/LB1, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB1.
For s within the 2nd bend:

Rs→s f

16 = −(θ1 + θ2s)(2LB3 + Ld3 + Ld2) −
LB1(θ1 + θ2s)2

2θ1
+ (LB2 + Ld3)θ3,

Rs→s f

26 = −(θ1 + θ2s),

Rs0→s
56 = Ld1θ1θ2s +

LB1

6

θ21 + 3θ1θ2s − 3θ22s −
θ32s

θ1

 ,
(46)

with θ2s = −θ1s/LB1, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB1.
For s within the 3rd bend:

Rs→s f

16 = Ld3(θ3 − θ3s) + LB3

θ3 − 2θ3s +
θ23s

2θ3

 ,
Rs→s f

26 = −θ3s,

Rs0→s
56 =

LB3θ
3
3s

6θ3
+ Ld1θ1(−θ1 + θ3s) + LB1(−

2θ21
3
+ θ1θ3s),

(47)
with θ3s = θ3s/LB3, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB3.

For s within the last bend:

Rs→s f

16 = −
LB3(θ3 + θ4s)2

2θ3
,

Rs→s f

26 = −θ3 − θ4s,

Rs0→s
56 = Ld1θ1(−θ1 + θ3 + θ4s) + Ld3θ3θ4s

+
LB1θ1

3
(−2θ1 + 3θ3 + 3θ4s) +

LB3

6
(θ23 + 3θ3θ4s − 3θ24s −

θ34s

θ3
),

(48)
with θ4s = −θ3s/LB4, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB4.

For asymmetric S-chicane:
For s within the 1st bend:

Rs→s f

16 =
θ1s

2(θ1 + θ2)
(−(LB2 + 2Ld1)θ2 + (LB3 + 2Ld3)θ3)

+
LB1θ1s

2θ1(θ1 + θ2)

(
−θ21 + θ1(θ1s − 2θ2) + θ1sθ2

)
−

θ1s

2(θ1 + θ2)
LB4(2θ1 + θ4),

Rs→s f

26 = −θ1s,

Rs0→s
56 =

LB1θ
3
1s

6θ1
,

(49)

with θ1s = θ1s/LB1, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB1.
For s within the 2nd bend:

Rs→s f

16 =
1
2

(2(LB3 + LB4 + Ld2 + Ld3)(θ2 − θ2s))

+
1
2

(
LB3θ3 + 2(LB4 + Ld3)θ3 + LB4θ4 +

LB2(θ2 − θ2s)2

θ2

)
,

Rs→s f

26 = −θ1 − θ2s,

Rs0→s
56 = Ld1θ1θ2s +

LB1

6

(
θ21 + 3θ1θ2s

)
+
θ22sLB2(3θ1 + θ2s)

6θ2
,

(50)
with θ2s = θ2s/LB2, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB2.

For s within the 3rd bend:
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Rs→s f

16 =
1
2

(
2(LB4 + Ld3)(θ3 − θ3s) +

LB3(θ3 − θ3s)2

θ3
+ LB4θ4

)
,

Rs→s f

26 = θ3 + θ4 − θ3s,

Rs0→s
56 =

1
6

(
LB1θ

2
1 + LB2θ

2
2 + 3θ1θ2(LB1 + LB2 + 2Ld1)

)
−
θ3s

2
(−θ4(LB4 + 2Ld3) + LB3(2θ1 + 2θ2 + θ3))

+
LB3θ

2
3s

6θ3
(3θ1 + 3θ2 + θ3s),

(51)
with θ3s = θ3s/LB3, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB3.

For s within the last bend:

Rs→s f

16 =
LB4(θ4 − θ4s)2

2θ4
,

Rs→s f

26 = θ4 − θ4s,

Rs0→s
56 = −

θ3
6

(3LB3(θ1 + θ2) + 2LB3θ3 − 6(LB4 + Ld3)θ4 + 3LB4θ4)

+
1
6

(6Ld1θ1θ2 + LB2θ2(3θ1 + θ2) + LB1θ1(θ1 + 3θ2)

+
1
6

(3LB4θ4θ4s − 3LB4θ4θ
2
4s) +

1
6θ4

LB4θ
3
4s,

(52)
with θ4s = θ4s/LB4, and 0 ≤ s ≤ LB4.
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