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“Nuclear physics has put into the hands of mankind formidable power.
We are still struggling with the problem of how to use nuclear energy
efficiently and safely, we are rightly alarmed at the accumulation of
nuclear weapons of annihilation. Until mankind has shown that it can
deal wisely with nuclear power, it is not prepared for something en-
tirely new. Until the last nuclear warhead has either been dispatched
to outer space or quitely burnt up as fuel in an energy-producing re-
actor, I would not welcome an entirely new development. I have often
said that I am in favor of supporting high energy physics, provided
that the high energy physicists can promise not to produce applica-
ble results within the next twenty-five years. I am usually not taken
seriously when I make such remarks. I do, however, mean them very
seriously.”

H.B.G. Casimir,

The 25th Anniversary Ceremony,
CERN Courier,

September 1979,

page 237.



Abstract

This report is a self-contained and comprehensive reviethefphysics of
propagating pulses of high-intensity high-energy pagtidams in pre-existing or
self-generated plasmas. Consideration is given to beamsteofrons, protons,
muons, and their antiparticles, as well as to neutral-hyeino positronium, and
electron-positron-plasmoid beams. The first part is a aystie overview of the
theory pertaining to propagation, plasma self-generamergy/current-losses,
and stability of such pulses. The second part reviews themhaj-scale propa-
gation experiments which have been carried out, in atmagphaed outer-space
plasmas, to assess the validity of theoretical models. fousid that the data
available on these experiments demonstrate that rangetanititg are in agree-
ment with theory. In particular, stable self-pinched prpgtgon of high-current
charged-particle beams in the atmosphere is possible mtandes equal to sev-
eral Nordsieck lengths. In order not to be deflected by Eammagnetic field,
electron-beam pulses need to be guided by a pre-formed ehaminile proton-
beam pulses may under suitable conditions propagate uoteflehrough both
the low- and high-atmosphere. In ionospheric or outerspdasmas, very-long-
range propagation across Earth’s magnetic field requirds tGdeV electrons
or positron beams in order for the transverse deflection tadeeptable, while
undeflected propagation is possible for plasmoid beamsstorgsof co-moving
high-energy particle pairs such as electrons and positrons



Contents

1 Introduction
2 Some preliminary definitions and concepts [1d
3 Particle beam propagation in vacuum or a negligible medium e
3.1 Neutral beam in vacuum : ballistic propagation (18
3.2 Charged beam in vacuum : space-charge-driven expansion . [17
3.3 Injection of a charged beam into vacuum : limiting cutren. . . [20
3.4 Inductive headerosion . .. .. ................. [] 22
3.5 Injection into outer-space : spacecraft charging [25
4 Particle beam propagation in a gas or plasma 7
4.1 Beam charge and current neutralization . . . ... .. .. .. 27
4.2 Charged beam in a plasma: the Bennettpinch . . . . .. . .. [d. 3
4.3 Effect of internal forces : cohesion and coupling . . . ...... . (41
4.4 Effect of external forces : Earth’s magneticfield . . . . . ... [46
4.4.1 Effect on charge and current neutralization . . . . . . a8
4.4.2 Effectonbeamtrajectory . . . . ... .. ... ... .. ] 49
443 Effectonbeamhead .. .. ............... [] 51
444 SUMMANY . . . . o o e e e e e e e e e [ 154
4.5 Charged beam in a dense gas or plasma : Nordsieck equation [57



4.6 Particle beam in a gas or plasma : emittance-driven expan . .

4.7 Deflection and guiding by conductors and channels . . .

4.7.1
4.7.2
4.7.3
4.7.4
4.7.5

Deflection and guiding by conductors . . . . ... ..

Magnetic tracking in discharge plasma channels . . . .

Electrostatic tracking in ion-focusing channels
Electrostatic channel-tracking in full-density air . . . .

Magnetic channel-tracking in full-density air . . . . .

5 Injection of a high-power beam into the atmosphere

5.1 Plasma generation by a particlebeam . ... .. ... ...

5.1.1
5.1.2
5.1.3
5.1.4
5.1.5

5.2 Charge neutralization : limitations due to atmospheeitsity
5.3 Conductivity generation and critical beam current . ...... . .

5.4 Ohmic losses and return-currentheating . . . . ... .. ..

Maxwell’'s equations and beam coordinate system . . .

Circuitequation. . . . . . ... ... ... ......
Conductivity equation . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Currentenhancement . . . . .. ... ... ......

summary . ... e

5,5 Beamheaderosion . ... ... ... . ... ... ...

5.6 Beamconditioning . .. ... . ... ...

5.7 Propagationofatrainofpulses . . .. ... ... .......

6 Stability of propagating high-power beams

6.1 General considerations on beam stability . . . . . . ... ..

6.2 Microinstabilities

6.2.1
6.2.2
6.2.3

Two-stream instability . . . . ... ... .......

Weibel (or micro-filamentation) instability . . . . . ..

Beam-plasma heating by microinstabilities . . . . . .



6.2.4 Discussion of microinstabilities . . . . ... ... .. Elz

6.3 Macroinstabilities . . . . ... ... ... . L oL [ h21
6.3.1 Macro-flamentation . .. ... ............ [ ho2
6.3.2 Electrostatic kink (or ‘ion hose’) instability . . . .... 124
6.3.3 Electromagnetic kink (or ‘resistive hose’) instdpil . . . [126

6.3.4 Macrostability of a beam penetrating a neutral gas . [128
6.3.5 Macrostability of beams with rounded radial profiles .[130

6.3.6 Discussion of macroinstabilites . . . . ... ... .. [_313
6.4 Mastering and damping instabilites . . . . . ... ... ...
7 Plasmoid beam propagation 135
7.1 Plasmoids in fundamental and applied sciences . . . . ... [135
7.1.1 Compactplasmoids .. . . . ... ... ... ...... [_]138
7.1.2 Beamplasmoids . . ... ... ............ [ 141
7.1.3 Time-scales for beam plasmoid propagation . . . . . [43 1
7.2 Propagation across a magnetized vacuum . . . ... .. .. L44. 1
7.3 Propagation across a magnetizedplasma . . . . .. ... .. [150
7.4 Gaussian-profile beam plasmoidmodel . . . . . ... .. .. [54 1
7.5 Feasibility of matter-antimatter beam plasmoids . . ...... . . [161
8 Scientific and technical prospect 166
8.1 Discussion of theoretical prospect . . . .. ... ... .. .. [166
8.2 Discussion of beam propagation experiments . . . . . . .. [169
9 Neutral particle beams propagation experiments 172
9.1 Neutral hydrogen beam technology development . . . . .. 172
9.1.1 Theionsource . ... .. .. ... ... ... [ 1173
9.1.2 Theinjector . . . . . . . . ... [ 173
9.1.3 Theaccelerator . . ... ... ... .. ........ [ 1174



9.1.4 The beam focusing and steeringoptics . . . . . . .. [.] 175

9.1.5 Theneutralizingcell . .. ... ... ... ...... [ 75
9.1.6 Summary . .. ... .. ... [ h7e
9.2 BEAR and GTA at Los Alamos National Laboratory . . . . . (817
9.3 Emerging neutral beam technologies . . . . . ... ... .. [79 1
9.3.1 Antihydrogenbeams . .. .. .. ... ... ..... [ 180
9.3.2 Positroniumbeams . . . ... ... oL [_]181
9.3.3 Ultra-high-energy laserbeams . . . . . .. ... ... [_J181
9.34 Summary . .. .. ... [ hs1
10 Charged particle beams propagation experiments 183
10.1 ATA at Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory . . . . . .. (183
10.2 RADLAC at Sandia National Laboratory . . . . . . ... ... [.8d1
10.3 LIA-10 and LIA-30 at Arzamas-16 . . . . . . . .. ... ... [ 193
10.4 PHERMEX at Los Alamos National Laboratory . . . . . . . . (941
10.5 Other electron-beam propagation experiments in the US. . . [195
10.5.1 DARHT —2KA,35MV,2us . ... ... ... ...\ IES
10.5.2 Hermes Il — 19 MeV, 700 kA, 25ns . . . . .. . .. [ _hoe
10.5.3 IBEX—70KkA, 4Mev,20NS . . . ... ........ [_196
10.5.4 MEDEAIl—13kA,1.2MV,2x 10ns . .. ... .. m7
10.5.5 Pulserad 310 —5-10kA, 1 MeV,35ns . . . . . . . . [_l1908
10.5.6 Febetron 706 —5kA, 0.4MeV,3ns . ... ... .. [_]198
10.5.7 Stanford Mark lll — 10 A, 42 MeV,4ps . . ... ... [_199
10.6 Propagation experiments in other countries . [200
10.7 High-intensity proton andionbeams . . . . .. ... ... .. R0
10.7.1 Accumulation and pulse compression . . .. ... .| [ ] 202
10.7.2 Collective acceleration . . . . .. ... ... ..... [_.]203
10.7.3 Diode-likesources . . . ... .. ... ... ..... [ 1203



10.7.4 High-intensity proton beam propagation experiment . (205

10.8 High-intensity muonbeams . . . . ... ... ... .. .... [_1206
10.9 Ultra-high-energy particlebeams . . . . . .. ... ... ... 208

11 Conclusion R1d

12 About this report 11

13 References 21



List of Figures

4.1
4.2
4.3

5.1
5.2
5.3

8.1

The pincheffect . . . . ... ... .. ... ... .......
Beam expansion for various particles . . . . .. .. ... ...

Effective beam range versus momentum for various pestic . .

Propagation of a pinchedbeam . . . . . .. .. ... ... ..
Coordinate system used in describing the propagatiambe. . .

Beamneckprofile . . . . . ... ... o oL

‘Dream Beam:’ Ultra-high-energy laser-driven beam



List of Tables

4.1 Typical ionospheric and magnetospheric data
4.2 Behavior of a3 MeV, 50 kA, 30 ns electron beam in air . .

..[29
. lag
4.3 Range of a 10 GeV/c plasmoid beam propagating in outeresp. [6b
. [9b

5.1 Atmospheric density limitations on beam current dgnsit. . .

@

5.2 Atmospheric density limitations on charge neutraiorat. . . . .



Chapter 1

Introduction

This review deals in a comprehensive manner with theoieticd experimen-
tal plasma-physics and accelerator-physics researchhwiage been actively
followed or done by the author over the past thirty yearst thatarting from

approximately the time of the beginning of the constructbthe ‘Advanced Test
Accelerator’ (ATA) at the Lawrence Livermore National Labtory, and of the
creation of the ‘Accelerator Technology’ (AT) division &etLos Alamos National
Laboratory.

In order to understand the relevance of the key experimeitiich started to
give significant data in the mid-1980s, it is important to ersiand the theory
underlying the numerous plasma-physical effects at workmé high-intensity
beam-pulse of particles propagates in a background gasongh the atmosphere.
Since there is no published text book or monograph covehigydubject in a
systematic manner, Chapters 2 to 7 attempt to synthesizenours published
articles and many informal reports which deal with one ortheoaspect of this
theory. As shown by the bibliography, this meant studyingiynaapers published
over the past fifty years, often dealing only indirectly wiitie subject, in order to
extract the pertinent information necessary to producenaistent theory.

Chapters 2 and 3 review the envelope equations for neutlaltzarged particle
beams. Homogeneous and constant background conditionrssavened, and
transient effects and instabilities are neglected. ChdpthBscusses the transient
effects at the head of a charged beam when it is fired intoialigiheutral gas such
as the atmosphere which is turned into a plasma by the beaapt€&t6 examines
the main possible instabilities affecting the propagatibsuch a beam. Finally,
Chapter 7, which is somewhat more tutorial than the previmes, concludes the
first part of the report by an exposition of the theory of plaghibeam propagation.



In the second part of the report, Chapters 8 to 10, after aissson of the
scientific and technical prospect, the focus is on accelefatilities and beam
propagation experiments which are significant for the psepaf establishing the
feasibility of generating suitable high-intensity higheegy particle beams, and of
propagating them in outer-space plasmas or through thesatmece. The difficulty,
here, is that the openly available data is more of a qualéatian quantitative
nature, which is precisely why a thorough understandindhefglasma-physics
pertinent to these experiments is so important. In thespters which deal
with technologies at the frontier of the state-of-the-art,effort is made to refer
to the implications of the most advanced theoretical ideastachnologies, in
order to show how much the possible future engineeringidpweent of high-
power particle beam generation/propagation technolatigyispends on ongoing
research.

While we said that there appears to be no published text boakonograph
covering the subject of this report in a systematic maBirteere is a growing
number of excellent books available on the physics of clthpgeticle beams and
their applications. The books by R.C. Davidson [1], J.D. kaw([2], R.B. Miller
[3], S. Humphries Jr[]4,15], M.V. Nezlin [6], and M. Reisél][are possibly the
most useful in the context of the present report.

As the information and research summarized in this repoeinekover so many
years, there are many people to thank for their direct andaadcontributions to
it. While 1 cannot mention all of them, | wish in particular tbank my former
colleagues at CERN (where this work started): Claude Bostye Geer, Peter
Jenni, Pierre L&vre, Claude Metzger, Dieter dll, Emilio Picasso, Monique
et Raymond &re, Peter Sonderegger, Charling Tao, Daniel Treille, andstHor
Wachsmuth; as well as Frank Barnaby and Bhupendra JasatiPBl Svhere
most of the first part of this report was written); Erik Witadt FOA; Kosta Tsipis
and late Victor Weisskopf at MIT; and last but not least, JBarre Hurni at ISRI.

10ne exception appears to be the lecture notes prepared byKEEoWoehler, Department of
Physics, Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA, fortigse PH 4959 — Physics of directed
energy weapons: Part |, Particle beam weapons (March 1281)d; Part Il, Particle accelerators
(March 1981) 60 pp. However, the level and scope of theserestare more elementary and
less comprehensive than those of the present report. Anptissible exception is a small review
entitled Propagation of charged particle beams in the atmosphere presented at the 1987 Particle
Accelerators Conferencel[8].

A recent example illustrating the absence of any publistoedrehensive coverage of the subject
is D.H. Whittum’s report LBL-2796% continuous plasma final focus, first published in V. Stefan,
ed., Nonlinear and Relativistic Effects in Plasmas (AIPM\ork, 1992) 387—-401, and reissued
in 1997 by D.H. Whittum as ARDB Technical Note 120 (AcceleraResearch Department B,
SLAC, October 1997) in order to “provide a hard-to-find surmyraf the zeroth-order phenomena
that arise when an intense relativistic electron beam &ctef into a plasma.”

9



Chapter 2

Some preliminary definitions and
concepts

A particle beam pulse may be thought of as an ensemble of m@wariicles whose
trajectories constitute a ‘bundle.” The diameter of thigdie is small compared
with its length, and the trajectories generally make a sanradlle with the ‘axis.’
The complete description of the evolution of such a systemtefacting particles,
especially if they propagate through a gas or plasma, isiamgé¢very complicated.
However, in many cases, the beam pulse can be charactetatedically by the
RMS (i.e., ‘root mean squared’) values of its radius, lepgthgular spread,
energy spread, etc. A good description is then provided égthcallednvelope
equations giving the RMS radius (or length) of the pulse as a functiotirak or
propagation distance.

In order to simplify the calculations, the usual treatmeeneyally assumes
thato, andoy, the RMS values of the random components of the transverse (o
perpendicular) and longitudinal (or parallel) velocitiase small compared with
the mean longitudinal drift velocity = (¢ :

B < P, < B 2.1)

This is theparaxial approximation in which the particle’s trajectories deviate only
slightly from parallel straight lines. In such a model, tleakn particles’s momen-
tump, total energyV/, and kinetic energy, are slowly changing parameters with
the longitudinal distance, i.e.,

p=nBme, W =ymc®, K=(y—1)mc, (2.2)
wherey = 1/4/1 — 32 is the Lorentz factor.

10



In the case of charged particle beams, we will see in[Sethizhe parax-
ial approximation is equivalent to the statement thatdffetive beam current
I generating the electromagnetic self-fields is small coexgbavith theAlfvén
current 14, a characteristic current defined asl|[13, 16]

p my, By pc [e-volf
T4 = 4mepc®= ~ 17000— = [amperé~ ———— [amper 2.3
a = dmec . 7 [ampere~ — o [amperg (2.3)
whereq = Z|e| is the electric charge of the beam'’s particles, their mass, and
m,. the electron mass.

In the discussion of problems like beam-plasma interactioch stability, the
most convenient radial scale is not the RMS radius v/ < r2 >, but thescale
radius a defined such that s

B
T5(0) = a2’
whereJg(r) is the areal current density afd the total beam current. This enables
to write I in terms of the on-axis beam particle density0), i.e.,

(2.4)

Ip = ny(0)efera?, (2.5)
so that L7
- - B
ml0) = =% (2.6)

Jy andn, given by equationd (2.4) and (2.6) have the advantage to bal ¢
Jy(r) andn,(r) for a beam with a constant particle density up to a radiua
frequently used approximation.

Apart from thevolumic beam particle number density ny(r), an often use
parameter is thénear beam particle number density N,
Ip

No= o5 (2.7)

We will use a cylindrical coordinate system with radial dister = /22 + 2,
azimuthal angl®, and longitudinal distance. Often, we will replace the time
coordinatel by a variabler := t — z/ct (the ‘time within the pulse’) which is
zero at the beam head and equalte (the pulse duration) at the tail-end, or by
( := Per = Bet — z which measures the ‘distance behind the beam head.

We will use the MKS system of units even though most papersérbtbliog-
raphy use Gaussian units. To go from one to the other systptaoedre? by
e? /e, for MKS.

11



In order to avoid ambiguities we will express some of the miarportant
quantities in terms of natural physical units, i.e., in temmh quantities such as the
‘classical electron radius’, = e¢?/4megm.c® = 2.817 x 107> m, or the ‘electron
rest energym.c®> = 0.511 MeV. In these units, the Alfen current[(2J3) is

ce 1 my 3
L= (5)—= = 22, (2.8)

re’ 4 meC Me 4

which shows that the natural ‘unit of current’ is := ce/r. = 17.021 kA, and
that the linear density can be written as

1% ]B
Ny = — so that =
b Te’ Uy BIU’

where the dimensionless numbegtis the so-calle®Budker parameter [14].

(2.9)

For a plasmawith an electron number densitytheelectron plasma frequency
is then

1 ne
wp = e S lte VAT N, (2.10)
and theDebye length

1 kT, kKT,
Ap =1/ S il 2 (2.11)
47T Ne MeC Wy \ mec?

whereT, is the electron temperature.

In the same spirit we define tideam plasma frequency and thebeam Debye
length by the expressions

/ . [ kT,
Wy = C 47rrenbi, Ap = < b2, (2.12)
Yy Wy \| YmpC

wheren, is the beam-particle’s number density in the referencedrabserving the
beam (e.g., the laboratory frame in which the beam currene@sured)y, their
mass, and;, their ‘temperature’ to be defined below. These are propetriant
definitions, which like the covariant definitions of momemtand energy, see
(2.2), contain a Lorentz factorat the right place.

While problems related to beam stability are best discusdedms of densities
and frequencies such agsandw;, those related to beam propagation are generally
discussed in terms afg and,. This implies that there is a frequent need for
expressing the same quantity using either formalisms. ¥amele, according to
equation[(2.6) and (Z2.12), the on-axis beam plasma frequearcbe written as

i
wy(0) :25,/1—3 =S [7Xel (2.13)
a A a my 7y
12



A most important concept specifically related to particlarbs is that of
emittance, which can be considered as a measure of the disorder in themud
the particles relative to the average motion of the beamEtlIhe emittance is
an invariant of the motion if the properties of the beam ame¢ion and focusing
system are linear. On the other hand, nonlinear effectsansyistem increase
the entropy and thus the emittancel[12]. In the general dasenecessary to
distinguish between the transverse and longitudinal eanctts, i.e.c; ande,
which will be defined in the first section of the next chaptencg an emittance is
basically the product of the extent of a spatial distribatbong a given direction
by an angular spread, i.e., a length times an angle, it isrgypeneasured in units
of ‘meterradian.’

A concept that is related to beam emittance is that of béaghtness, i.e.,
current divided by angular beam spread, which means thaelowtance implies
high-brightness, and vice versa. Both concepts are ofted iderchangeably to
qualify a high-power directed beam, but we will use only tbaaept of emittance
in the theoretical sections of this report.

A third concept used to measure the quality of a directedgbattieam is that
of temperature, seel[2, p.207] and [11]. Indeed, if a non-relativistic bgause
containingN particles is pictured as a Maxwellian gas moving with a Itundjnal
velocity (e, it is natural to define a transverse and a longitudinal gnsugh that
the total beam energy is equalfo= &, + & with

£ = NkT, & =LNkT. (2.14)

However, areal beam is neither a ‘thermalized’ (i.e., a Malkan) gas nor plasma
so that the definitions of concepts such as temperaturesypeeentropy, etc., are
depending upon the actual kinematical distribution funts as well as of the
beam shape and even the position within the beam. Nevestalés possible to
give sensible definitions for quantities such as the trarsgvand the longitudinal
temperatures of a beam, and to related them to the respectiteances. This
Is because the relation between temperature and pressauehsthat a finite
emittance can be interpreted as a pressure gradient tetadagperse the beam.

In particular, one can use the word ‘temperature’ in the safsthe mean
kinetic energy spread of the beam, and definelthgitudinal temperature of a
relativistic beam by

kT = 6W = mc® 6. (2.15)

There are several, essentially equivalent, definitionswiftance. In this report we use the
so-called ‘RMS emittance’ which is both the most convena@rt the most frequently used in our
context.

13



Using the differential identityly = £+ d5? this can be approximated by
KT ~ %mygﬁﬁ, (2.16)

which apart frommn~?, the so-calledongitudinal mass, has the form of the non-
relativistic expression of the kinetic energy associatéd the RMS longitudinal
velocity spready. However, even for highly relativistic beams, this appneation
is very good provided the fractional energy sprédid/ 1V is small.

The corresponding expression for thensverse temperature 1S
kT = imryol, (2.17)

wherem-y is the so-calledransverse mass. It applies to a beam for which trans-
verse velocities are non-relativistic, again an excebgmiroximation, because for
a highly focused beam with RMS angular spréadne normally has

¥, ~ Bed. (2.18)

Finally, an important concept to define is that of ‘high-mggy high-energy
beam, which appears in the title of report. Here we will reffe the Wassenaar
Arrangement, an international agreement which controls the export cipeas
and dual-use goods, that is, goods that can be used both fbtaayrand a civilian
purpose. The lists of equipment, materials and relatedhtdolgies which are part
of the Arrangement do not explicitly refer to particle beam weapons. However,
export of “lasers of sufficient continuous wave or pulsed o effect destruction
similar to the manner of conventional ammunition,” and e accelerators
which project a charged or neutral beam with destructivegsbare restricted
In the Directed energy weapons systems section of theMunition list, document
NF(96)DG ML/WP2 (16 March 1996) p. 46. Therefore, we will @ty define a
high-energy high-intensity beam, as a beam with energy and power comparable to
those of a few kg of high-explosives, that is (according sodtandard defined for
nuclear weapons), a few)® calorie = 4.184 MJ, i.e., about 10 MJ. Since the total
energy in a beam pulse of duratidr is

1
AI/Vpulse = WEA7—7 (2.19)

such an energy corresponds, for example, to a salvo of te’\ 10 &eV, 100 ns,

endoatmospheric charged-particle beam pulses, or to &si@ mA, 10 GeV,
10 ms, exoatmospheric neutral-particle beam pulse.

14



Chapter 3

Particle beam propagation in
vacuum or a negligible medium

3.1 Neutral beam in vacuum : ballistic propagation

In the absence of collisions between beam patrticles, theithal trajectories of
neutral particles propagating in vacuum or a backgrounaegfigible density are
all straight lines — at least as long as ranges are suffigiehibrt for the effect
of Earth’s gravitational field to be ignored. Neutral beamgagation is therefore
‘ballistic,” and the envelope equations can directly beiagl from kinematics
[17]. For a beam pulse with axial symmetry, the RMS radiugnd the RMS
half-length?, are given of byl
- @:j
ad’ 03

(3.1)

In these envelope equations, the primes denote derivatithnr@spect to the
longitudinal coordinate:. The constant; ande¢ are the RMS transverse and
longitudinal emittances which characterize the randormitigion of the particles
in the beam. Specifically

2 (01)% —v?(a@)? 2 _ o (6”)2 —v*(0')?
02 ) a9 = 2 :

(3.2)

& =a
v

As ¢, ande are constants of motion, they can be measured most convgraén
the point where the beam envelope forms a waist. At such d goin0or ¢’ = 0,

For an alternate derivation of this equation, which appiieany beam without beam-beam
interactions in the absence of external forces, see [2/[p.18

15



and ~
—da yl
€] = ad, 6”— .

(3.3)

v
where, in the paraxial limity is the RMS angular spread aigf/v ~ v 20p/p =
B2y~25W/W the RMS fractional longitudinal velocity spread of the bedrhe
emittances, ande are thus characteristic of the beam quality: a small transgve
emittance corresponds to a well collimated small angulsrdence beam, and a
small longitudinal emittance to a short pulse with a smadirgg spread.

The general solution of equatidn (B.1) far:) is obtained by first multiplying
it by the derivativer’ = da/dz and integrating, which gives
- - € €
(@) = (@) = ()" = (3" (34)

This can be solved by integratinga’ = dz/da, which yields

a2 = a2+ ((ag)2 + (f—l)2)z2 22, (3.5)
ap

For possible applications in space-based beam weapomsgstieis general
solution has one essential feature: for a given emittanoe,ah a given target
distancez,,, from the accelerator generating the beam, the minimum bgarn s
size is inversely proportional to its initial radidsg, i.e.,

- €1
Amin = Ztar = - (36)
Qg

This minimum is achieved for
&6 = &O/Ztara (37)

and is found by minimizing[(3]5) with respect &, the focusing angle of the
beam.

These remarkably simple results show that the criticalipatar in focusing
the beam is its emittance and not just its angular spreaddargaSimilarly, the
longitudinal emittance determines the minimum duratiotbe&m pulses, and is
thus an essential parameter for compressing the beam mrtiqehises at the target.

According to [3.6), in order to focus a neutral beam into a ladius at
1000 km, one would, for example, need a beam with an init@ilsaof 20 cm and
an emittance of x 10~" m-rad. A low-energy accelerator with such an emittance,
and a focusing system for such a beam, have been developsel labds Alamos
and Argonne National Laboratories in the United States, ildow reviewed in
Chap[9.

16



3.2 Charged beam in vacuum : space-charge-driven
expansion

When a charged particle beam is launched into a vacuum, thaen bends to
spread apart under the combined effects of its emittanceortde Coulomb
repulsion between like charges, which is particularlyrsird the beam energy is
low. However, this space-charge-driven expansion is onky af several effects
which make that propagating a non-neutral, or non-neatrd|iparticle beamin a
complete vacuum is very difficult.

For instance, when an unneutralized beam leaves the aaite|éhe acceler-
ator becomes charged with the opposite sign, pulling thenljeeatticles back and
causing them to decelerate. Moreover, in the head of a bedse,puhere the
beam currentis generally a rapidly rising function of titthesre are strong transient
electromagnetic phenomena which tend to decelerate thielpar Space-charge-
driven expansion can therefore be substantially fastdrarhead than in the body
of a beam pulse. As a result, the particles at the beam froaadmpart radially,
and the beam erodes becauses particles are continuouséit tbe head. These
transient effects are particularly strong if the beam heatkearly flat rather than
tapered along its length. They also exist in the tail of thenbéf it consists of a
finite-length pulse rather then a semi-infinite one extegdiiom the accelerator
port. All these processes happen simultaneously, whictestdeir analysis very
difficult. Nevertheless, to understand their main charaties, it is useful to
analyze them separately as will be done in the followingisast We start with
space-charge-driven expansion, first for an infinitely Itvegm, and then for a
finite length beam pulse.

In the paraxial limit the radial electrostatic force on atyde within a beam

at a distance from the axis is
%74 ]B(T)
F,(r)=2——+, 3.8
(r) =27~ (3.:8)

wherely(r) is the total current flowing within the radius This outward-directed
force is partially compensated by the inward-directed Ipifayce due to the az-
imuthal magnetic field generated by the beam current withigwradius:
262[ ]B(T)

2B\ (3.9)

Fo(r)=— R

As 3? < 1, the net forceF, + F,, is outward-directed, and causes the beam to
spread apart. By equating this force to the transverse exed®ln forcem~yr =
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my3%c2r”, we get the radial equation [118,119]] [2, p.134]

2 [B 1 K

"= ——=— 3.10
N P (3.10)

wherek is called theperveance, i.e., a measure of the extent to which a beam is

influenced by its space-charge.

The solution of Eq{3.10) can be expressed in terms of Dawsategral
[18,/20]. For small beam expansions, the approximate swiusi[20]

a
z(ay < 2a9) = \/—%(1 —a2/a?)?, (3.11)

wherea; = r(z) anday = r(0), and for large beam expansions|[21, p.319]

z(ay > 2ag) = %(ln a?/al) 12 (3.12)

While equation[(3.10) corresponds to the motion of an edecit the edge of a
beam ¢ = a), the radial envelope equation combining the effects otthétance
as defined in[17], i.e., equatidn (B.1) for a neutral pagtimam, with those of the
electro-magnetic self-fields for a charged particle bear24]:

L, &4 1 Igl

=3ty (3.13)

Compared td(3.10), we see that there is no factor ‘2’ in threg@nce term because
the radial variable is the RMS radidasrather then-. This is typical of the many
essentially equivalent beam envelope equations which eamritten down, and
which differ by numerical factors on the order of 2.

Neglecting beam emittance, and using Eq. (3.11) or (3.1 ta first estimate,
the distance over which a beam has to propagate in order rfadiis to double
under the effect of its space-charge is approximately goxefi8], [2, p.136]:

I
2~ aofyy | 1 = 2 (3.14)
Wy

where equatiori(2.13) has been used to get the second forth ainitial radius
of ap = 20 cm, a kinetic energy of 500 MeV, and a current of 100 mA, thésatice
would be about 2600 km for electrons, but only about 5 km faiodgn beam with
the same characteristics.

Therefore, if space-charge driven expansion was the ortlynakental effect
at work, a low-emittance electron beam with energies in tle&/-&ange could
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propagate quite far in vacuum. As can be seen from the Loreafzpearing as
factor in Eq. [[3.14), this advantage of electron over prdieams is a relativistic
effect, a feature that will reappear in many other occasions

This conclusion, as well as the radial expansion equalidiBj3 have been
obtained for a continuous beam, i.e., for an infinitely longsp. What about a
beam pulse of radius and half-lengtl¥ ? In principle the answer is very difficult
to obtain unless one considers a simplified model — for exarapl ellipsoidal
beam pulse with uniform charge density, in which case thiefgedes are linear,
and the problem is analytically solvable [7, Sec.5.4.11].

For a finite beam pulse the self-charge forces lead to beaamnsign in both
the transverse and the longitudinal directions. Therefibleebeam current is not
constant, but rather decreases as the pulse expands ldingitw. In the case of an
ellipsoidal pulse, while the total number of particl®swithin the pulse remains
constant, it is related to the maximum beam current (whichwiie /) and to/

according to the equation

4 7

The transverse envelope equation for the ellipsoidal palgeen [7, p.449]
2

s € 1 [Bl< lgoa )
=—=+2 — (1l -=-=—= 3.16
R ) (3.16)

and the corresponding longitudinal equatiori is [23], [449]

€ 1 golgl
_ 9o 1B
BNz 847

g/l

The space-charge expansion terms in Egs.3.16)[and (oh73in a factor
2 as Eq.[(3.10) because these equations give the motion ofiel@at the edge
of the ellipsoid. Apart from this numerical factor, Eq._(@)1is identical to
Eqg. (313) in the limit//a — oo. The bracketed factor which disappears in
that limit is the coupling between the longitudinal and ttensverse expansions.
The longitudinal envelope equatidn (3.17) is also very ino Eq. [3.1B), apart
from the factorg, /~* where the Lorentz-factor in the denominator implies that
for highly relativistic beams the longitudinal expansismiuch smaller that the
transverse expansian.

2The presence of thig? factor could be expected because doing the derivation ofEHQ)
in the longitudinal rather then transverse direction wagduire to replace the transverse mass
ms~y by the longitudinal massy3. This simplified derivation would however neither yield the
coupling between transverse and longitudinal expansionthe geometry factay, in Eq. (3.17).
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In both Eqs.[(3.16) and (3.1.7) the so-called geometry fagtis given by the
expression|[7, p.405]

2(1 1+¢ )7 (3.18)

= (=m—>-1
P e\ T
where¢ is given by

E=+1—a%/. (3.19)
For nearly spherical beam pulses & () one hasg, ~ 2/3, while for very
elongated pulsesi(< /) one asgy ~ In(4¢%/a?) — 2. Thereforey, is always a
number of order unity, and for a relativistic beam longinalispace-charge driven
expansion is always much smaller than transverse expansion

In the general case, Eg6.(3.16) and (B.17) have to be soiredtaneously
with Egs. [3.15) and{3.18) because the later two equationtam ¢. But in
the relativistic limit this does not affect the general bebraof the solution. We
therefore conclude this section by confirming that, for higlelativistic beams
(i.e.,v > 1), space-charge-driven expansion as such is not a majolepndior
long range propagation. In fact, while this expansion camoméhe same order
or larger than emittance-driven expansion in the trangvdmsection, it will in
general be negligible compared to emittance-driven expans the longitudinal
direction.

3.3 Injection of a charged beam into vacuum : lim-
iting current

As was just seen with space-charge-driven expansion,ctiwkeelectromagnetic
effects are important in high-intensity beams. Anotheswinstance, in which the
behavior of a high-current beam is different from that ofean of non-interacting
particles, is when a charged beam is launched from a souige ¢a accelerator
of a cathode) such that the total beam energy is initiallly fctharacterized by the
beam’s currenf, and particle’s kinetic-energi(,, into a vacuum where the total
beam energy consists of both kinetic and magnetic energy.

Assuming for simplicity that the beam has a constant curdemisity up to
a radiusa, the magnetic energy density per unit length is readilydated by
integrating the azimuthal magnetic field

1
By(r > a) =215, (3.20)

2r Tr

0. T
By(r <a) = %]B?,
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according to the standard formula

AWmag 1 [% 5 1dL ,
= — By 2nrdr = ——1 3.21
dz 20 Jo ° e (3.21)

which yields the self-inductance per unit length

1 1 b2 o
(8 + : In a2) = L, (3.22)
where the dimensionless inductantis introduced for convenience, and the upper
integration limit has been set the finite value= b. This cut-off is necessary to
make the integral if (3.21) finite, something that is not fgaesn principle for a
beam propagating in free space, but is exact if the beam tsrgeran evacuated
conducting pipe of radius

dL  po
dz

On the other hand, the linear beam kinetic energy densiiyniplg

dWiin ~ dWiin 1 o Ip
— — —(~ =1 —_— 3.23
dz dt Be (v = Dme efc’ ( )

where the propagating beam parametgrs, and/z are related to the parameters
Bo, Y0, @andly = I,/ at injection by the energy rate conservation equation

dm/inj . dein + dWmag

dt dt dt '

(3.24)

which gives the identity

(o=1DBo=0n-1)8+ 2£%, (3.25)

wherel;; ~ 17 kA is Alfv én’s current unit.

Sincelp = efBenyra?, equation[(3.25) contains three unknowns, and cannot
therefore be solved without further hypotheses. Howeteeetimportant conse-
guences can be derived from it. First, the kinetic energhefiropagating beam
is always less than that of the beam upon injection, fe< v,. Second, by
comparing the two terms on the right hand side[of (3.25), &tie 1of kinetic to
magnetic energy is very poor for non-relativistic beanss, i.

dein_ 1’}/—1[U 1

Iy
— 1 7Y - 3.26
Woeg 2L B I, 12Ty (3.26)

where the approximation corresponds to the limit— 0. Finally, precisely
because a low-velocity charged beam tends to have mostefetg)y in magnetic
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rather than in kinetic energy, there is a maximum criticatent for injecting a
beam into a vacuum. An estimate of this limiting current isaiieed by comparing
the left hand side of (3.25) to the magnetic term on the rigihd, by writingl;, for
the compoundd? /. This gives

I < 1( 1)Boly = 1ﬁ3] (3.27)

L QE% OUN4£0U- .

A more rigorous derivation, based on Poisson’s equationspage-charge con-
siderations, gives [24, 25],1[3, p.90]

L o 3/2 1

I, = — — 1%, ~ — 331, 3.28
which shows thaf(3.27) overestimatiesy a factor of two in the ultra-relativistic
limite, and by a factor 0&2.6 in the non-relativistic limit.

The conclusion of this section is that the injection of a leslecity high-
intensity-beam into a vacuum, or extracting such a beam ftarathode in the
initial stage of a particle accelerator, is very difficulthig is illustrated by the
factor 33 in equations{3.28), which comes from that most of the engags into
magnetic rather than kinetic energy. The consequencetigémerating a proton
or heavy-ion beam, as well as accelerating and sending sbieara into vacuum
at a relatively low energy, is much more difficult than doitg tsame with an
electron beam.

3.4 Inductive head erosion

At the head of a beam the current is rising and consequerglp¢éam magnetic
field as well as all quantities depending on the current ametfans of time. This
is in particular the case of the magnetic flux through anyasgfwhich therefore
by Faraday'’s law of induction

— - a — — a
E', —_ B. = ——(D 2
]f dl =~ // d5 = .9, (3.29)

induces a time varying electric field at the head of the beam.

To get a good idea of the magnitude and impact of this indutsdre field,
it is sufficient to first consider a beam with a constant (ivedependent of-)
current-density up to a constant (i.e., independent)afidiusa. The magnetic
field is then azimuthal, with intensit§, given by [3.2D), and the flux per unit
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length along the beam path is

dd Lo r? dd Lo r?

E(TS@) = EIB(T)?’ E(T’Z(I)ZEIB(T)II]?. (3.30)

The induced electric field is then longitudinal, i.e.,

_ _Hopn 9
B =) L 1yr), (3.31)
where |2 , ,
L(r<a)= - L(r>a)=-In T (3.32)

- 4 a2’ 47 a?

Therefore, the induced electric field is longitudinal, cemitated at the head
where the current is varying most rapidly, and such that #aaiis particles are

subject to a drag

dK
o = qE.(r,7), (3.33)

which is greater on the edge than in the center of the lfe@hus, particles at the
head will have less energy than those in the body of the beathasaccording to
Eqg. (3.13) space-charge driven expansion will be fastédneabeam front, where
emittance driven expansion will also be faster becausépesiosing energy and
deflecting from the beam will increase its emittance. Sirextigles on the edge
are experiencing a greater drag, and those leaving the beam éxperiencing
a logarithmically increasing decelerating foftall processes conspire to erode
the beam front which will continuously regress into the pulSimultaneously,
the head of the beam takes upon a trumpet-like shape, whieh sifficient
propagation becomes a slowly-varying self-similar fumetof time.

The details of this erosion phenomenon are obviously vemypdizated, but
the magnitude of its main effect — a constant decrease ofepeisgth with
propagation distance — can nevertheless be obtained byexgyeconservation
argument similar to the one used in the previous sectionewutige assumption
that all beam characteristics are slowly-varying selfiginfunctions of time.

We therefore consider a semi-infinite beam pulse launchédimitial velocity
(3, and with an eroding beam front moving forward at a velogity We then as-
sume that the processes at the beam head are such that the exterconservation

3Note that the electric fielet £, > averaged over the beam cross-section satisfied Eq] (3.31)
with < £ > equal to£ given by [3.22), because averaging the flux is equivalenafmtating the
magnetic energy.

40f course, there is a hypothetical cut-oft= b, the origin of which is not specified, because
we are considering an idealized situation where the chdrganh is propagating freely in vacuum.
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equation is
dVVinj dein dVVIoss dWmag

@ dat o at T (3.34)
where
AW 1
dt‘”’ = K-, (3.35)
AW I
% _ K—% (3.36)
dmOSS I /8
a2 3.37
AW,
— g—;u%;ﬁpc. (3.38)

The first term is just the total amount of energy carried bylibam at injection
and as it enters the head region. The second term is the kiertirgy moving
forward at the beam front velocity, assuming that most of the forward going
particles have lost little energy by inductive drag. (Thiplausible since erosion
affects more the particles close to the edge than those aghbetcenter of the
beam. Moreover, consistent with self-similarity, thisneis also the net kinetic
energy moving forward through the beam head.) The third tenmesponds to the
energy lost in the beam head through the erosion processfattee (1 — Gr/)
ensures that the number of particles is conserved,/&he an effective kinetic
energy at which particles are assumed to leave the beanllyf-the last factor is
the magnetic energy associated with the forward goinggesti assuming some
effective current/; < [ taking into account the lower current-density and the
finite rise-time characterizing the head region.

Equation[(3.3¥) becomes then

2
b Br :ﬂecﬁl—E ! ,
B—0r 2w I K- K~

where the left hand side has a simple interpretation: DwitnigeAt, the front has
moved adistancAz = [frc At, while the pulse has eroded By = (5—Gr)c At.
Thus, if the pulse has a duratiahr, the beam has completely eroded when
Az = (e At. Therefore, we can define arsion range by

(3.39)

B Br
Iy = cAT, 3.40
&= g (3.40)
which using[(3.39) is thus
2r 1 1 .
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This remarquably simple result shows that inductive erosiepends essen-
tially on three phenomenological parametefs;, Iz, and £, for which one
can make reasonable guesses. For instance, if we assumi tlxat/K’/2 and
Ip~ 1= 1Ig,weget

2ar R ’yfy—ﬁli%CAT' (3.42)
Then, assuming hypothetically ~ 1, and taking an electron beam characteristic
of a low-atmospheric system, i.é(, = 1 GeV, Iz = 10 KA, andA7 = 10 ns, we
getza, = 2.4 km; and for an electron beam characteristic of a high-atinesp
system, i.e. K > 10 GeV, I < 1 kA, andA7 > 100 ns, we geta, > 2400 km.

The assumptioii; =~ I is plausible when the beam rise time is short. In the
opposite case of a slowly rising beam one would hgye Iz, and [3.411) shows
that the beam erosion range may become very large.

3.5 Injection into outer-space : spacecraft charging

NB: This section should be expanded to discuss pulsed beams|las\systems
in which neutralized, or both-signs, beam pulses are lagshch

When a beam is sent into an infinite vacuum there is no retutim foa the
beam current, and the beam’s particles are slowed down uhéeaction of the
longitudinal restoring force due to charging up of the speaf launching the
beam. This effect puts a limit to the range of charged padigropagating in
vacuum, which corresponds to the distance they can trawélthay must turn
back to the spacecraft. This distance can be estimate bipgdtoisson’s equation
for the potential energy, which leads to a non-linear eguatinat is not easy to
integrate, except in the ultrarelativistic limit where

|1
Zmaz =2 Ao ﬁ. (3.43)

In the general case, a good approximation is provided byﬂj‘ﬁ,

B (72/3 _ 1)3/4 14
Zmaz = g 72 T (3.44)

If we take the same example as in $ed.3.2, where we comparedm of
protons to one of electrons, each with a kinetic endkgy- 500 MeV, a current

SNote that this equation is formally similar to Eq.(3.28). iFlis because the problem of
launching a beam from an isolated platform is directly edab that of ‘limiting currents,” as can
be seen by replacingR by aq in equation (3.53) of referencel[3, p.91].
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Iz = 100 mA, and an initial radiua, = 20 cm, one finds that both beams would
have arange of less than 1 km according to Eq.(3.44). Inltaaking at Eq.[(3.14)
we see that the Lorentgfactor which gave a significant advantage to electron
beams is missing in Eq._(3.43), so that for relativistic bedhe only significant
parameter id, «x K.

This calculation alone would tend to rule out the use of cbdgarticle streams
as possible long-range beam weapons in vacuum. Howeveill&ewexamined
in the next chapter, if such beams were injected into oytacs, which is in fact a
dilute plasma and not a vacuum (see Tablé 4.1), the situadioie very different.
This is illustrated, in particular, by studies of spacecchfarging in which the
ability of the ionospheric plasmato return the current pigaded by the beam back
to the accelerator platform is taken into account. In thaecprovided the beams
are of relatively low-energy (i.e., on the order of eV to ke low-intensity (i.e.,
such that beam current densities are comparable to ambésmbha densities), the
ionosphere is able to return the current and spacecrafgicigaremains negligible
[28]. For high-intensity beams the situation is less clead either beams of
neutral particles, or neutralized beams comprising an lagquaber of positive
and negative charges, are preferable. The later posgitilit be discussed in
ChaplY, dedicated to plasmoid beams.

This brings us to the end of this chapter, in which we have ogosed the
complex processes which impede the propagation of norraldagams in a strict
vacuum into hypothetically independent subprocesseswEstigate how particle
beams may propagate in outer-space, that is to understanthbse subprocesses
are modified by the outer-space environment, requires aeratahding of the
physics of propagating charged beams in a background gaksma of non-
negligible density, which is the subject of the followingagiters.
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Chapter 4

Particle beam propagation in a gas
or plasma

4.1 Beam charge and current neutralization

Charged particle beams for use as directed energy weapoimsgeneral injected
either into the atmosphere for ground- and aircraft-bagstms, or into a plasma
for space-based systems. Inthe case of atmospheric systerheam will enter an
initially neutral atmosphere and, by ionizing the air, titinto a plasma along the
beam path. In the case of outer-space systems, the plashieewhle ionosphere
for near-Earth orbiting systems, or the interstellar emvinent. In all cases, the
transient phenomena occurring at the head of a beam pulsem@icated. We

will thus concentrate first on infinitely long beams in thegeaal approximation.

Similarly, we will start by assuming that the plasma can bscdbed by a
single fluid equation of motion, i.e., that the plasma ioresairrest, and that the
equation of motion for the plasma electron fluid can be writte

—

0o . Y
(a + v, - V)u, = —nemie(E+1Te X B) — ZZ

— VN0, (4.1)

wheree = |e|, m,, n., p., andv, are the electron charge, mass, number density,
pressure, and velocity respectively;| < ¢, andv is the effective (momentum
transfer) collision frequency. In order to make first ordealgtical calculations
tractable we neglect the pressure term and the non-lineastgor a justification
see Appendix A of Ref[[29]). Thus

0 e

av} = —neﬁeE_) — UNU,. (4.2)
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The plasma current density is by definition

—

Jp = —en.0,. 4.3)

Therefore, the plasma equation of motion can be writteh [30]

0 - .,
(E +v)Jp = cwE, (4.4)
where we have introduced the plasma frequehcy [2.10), anareed that,, does
not depend explicitly on time. (The fiIst order disturbanteipocan be derived
from the continuity equatior@n./dt + V - (n.v.) = 0, if desired.) This equation
has two important limiting cases:

e Collisionless plasma. v — 0,

8 = 2 —
at]p = eowa. (45)
This case corresponds to beam propagation in a tenuous gsora, such
as the high-atmosphere. It corresponds also to the eadestaf beam
plasma interaction, i.e., to times that are small compaoe@dw,/c)?/v,
providedr < w,, wherea is the beam radiu$ [29].

e Collisional plasma. v — o0,

W

t|%l\>

Jp = e—LE =0oE. (4.6)

This case corresponds to beam propagation in a dense gassarglsuch
as the low-atmosphere.

Equation[(4.6) is known as ‘Ohm’s law’ and

2 2
o= ——5 =¢-2L, 4.7)
vV me v

is by definition thescalar electric conductivity. If the magnetic force term is
retained when going froni (4.1) tio (4.2), the electric coniity becomes a tensor
[31], [32, p.500]. This leads to various forms of ‘generaizOhm’s laws, e.g.,
BxE

ke (4.8)

| B

ijO’nEn +ULEL+UH
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Typical ionospheric and magnetospheric data

altitude | T atomic density | electron density| Hequator | Hpole
km] | [°KI |  na[m~7] ne [Mm~7] [gauss]| [gauss]

0 300 5 x 10% 0 0.31 0.62

100 200 5x 1018 1 x 101 0.30 0.59

300 | 1000 5 x 101 5 x 1012 0.27 0.54

1000 | 1000 5 x 1012 1 x 101 0.20 0.40

3000 | 1100 5 x 100 1 x 101° 0.10 0.19

Table 4.1: Typical time-averaged ionospheric and magpéersc data as a func-
tion of altitude above ground. The temperature and the atamd free-electron
densities are taken from reference [9, Fig.1]. The horialoemd vertical compo-
nents of the geomagnetic field at the magnetic equator ardgpelfrom reference
[10, Sec.5h4]. Throughout the report we take a represgatasilue of 0.5 gauss,
i.e.,5 x 107° tesla, for Earth’s magnetic field.

whereo, o1, andoy are called théongitudinal (or direct), transverse (Or Ped-
ersen), andHall conductivities; andE” andE, are the electric field components
parallel and perpendicular 1, respectively.

In order to appreciate the relative importance of the plabaekground for
beam propagation, it is sufficient to compare the plasmaityensto the beam
particle densitys,. On the beam axis, according o (2.6),

1 Ip

4.9
For example, in the case of a relativistic beam with= 100 mA anda =

20 cm, n, = 1.6 x 10* cm~3. In comparison, in the ionosphBrbetween an

altitude of 100 to 2000 km, the electron number densijtyas well as the atomic

number density:, of the residual atmosphere, are on the same order or laegr (s

Table[4.1). Therefore, plasma density effects cannot berégh

Similary, the magnetic self-field on the edge of this beartimeded by the
elementary formulaB = 2 x 10771 /a, is only 0.001 gauss, much less than the

1The ionosphere is the region abowe50 km altitude where ultra-violet light from the Sun
ionizes atoms and molecules in the atmosphere, to give lieetrens and ions, albeit embedded in
a dense neutral atmosphere except at great altitudes. ibggbere is therefore a partially ionized
plasma. The magnetosphere is the region abo¥80 km where the convection of the plasma and
the motion of the free electrons and ions are predominantigrolled by the geomagnetic field.
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geomagnetic field (see Talle 1.1). Therefore the effect ahBSamagnetic field
on a charged beam, and on the magneto-plasma effects deddoids interaction
with the atmosphere, cannot be ignored, as will be furtherwdised in SeC. 4.4.

The first effect of a plasma background is that, because digqueutrality,
the excess charge locally introduced by the passage of @ma lell tend to be
neutralized. This happens on a time-scalavhich, for a collisional plasma, is
set by the plasma conductivity, i.e,, ~ 7., wherer, is by definition theelectric
diffusion time of the plasma

€0 1 v

Ty 1= — = —.
o 4mrr.c?ne

(4.10)

In the case of a low-density gas or collisionless plasma thmon of motion
is (4.5) provided the expelled plasma electrons are natividtic. The charge
neutralization time-scale is then set by the plasma freqé®.,7, ~ 1/w,. The
lowest possible charge neutralization time is obtainednithe plasma electrons
move radially in or out of the beam at relativistic velocstién that case, ~ a/c.
Seel33, p.531]. In all cases the electric space-chargdsiepdorce [3.8) will be
reduced to a smaller value, i.e.,

F(r) =201 - ) 2ol (4.11)

r [A

wheref, is by definition thecharge (or electric) neutralization fraction, and where
the differences, = 1 — f, is called theelectric screening factor. Equation[(4.111)
assumes thaf. is independent of, which is generally a good approximation
sincef. ~ 1 in most practical situations. When(r) o n(r) andn.(r) o ny(r),
e.g., when the beam and plasma distributions are simila, has identically
fe = Ini = nel/ny = [N — Ne| /Ny,

The actual physical processes involved at the microscepi lare different
depending upon the sign of the electric charge of the beatitiest To compare
the main features of these two possibilities let us considercase of a beam
propagating in a preexisting quasineutral plasma, i.eh shatn. ~ n; in the
absence of the beam. For an electron or antiproton beam]dbtie field will
quickly expel the plasma electrons and charge neutrabizatill be provided by
the positive ions left within the beam. Assuming these ioasto be able to
move significantly during the passage of the beam pulse, #gramum charge
neutralization fraction will bef, = n;/n, < 1 whenn; < n;,. On the other hand,
for a positron or proton beam, electrons from the plasmaosading the beam
will be attracted into the beam region. The neutralizingticn can be one even
whenn; < ny,, which means that a positive beam can charge neutralize more
easily than a negative beam. This gives a significant adgarttapositive beams
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compared to negative beams in some applications, espetmalheutralization
phenomena at the beam head [34], and for non-relativissitige ion beams [35].
The fact that the charge neutralizing particles have velfgrgint masses implies
that transient phenomena and stability conditions canfiereint depending on the
sign of the beam patrticles. However, in dense plasma, ileenw, ~ n; > n,,
most properties will be similar. In particulaf, will essentially be one for beam
pulses of duration longer than and radius smaller thafy ...

The second major effect of a plasma background is that anretnrent can
flow through the plasma. This curreht is driven byFE ., the longitudinal electric
field induced by the variation of the effective beam currémta positive beant,
accelerates the plasma electrons forwards and ahead oé#me jpulse, and in a
negative beam backwards into the beam pulse. From Farddayf induction,
Eq. (3.29),

0 AP 1 0
Ot Az ey Ot
where® is thed-component of the magnetic flux, a dimensionless inductance,
and

E, =

(LIy), (4.12)

IN = IB+IP, (413)
thenet current driving the magnetic self-fields [36].

For axially symmetric bearfls

1. b

L~ Zln?’ (4.14)
whereb is the maximum radius out to which the plasma backgroungigfscantly
affected by the beam. For instance, in beam-generated a&aséms normally
determined by the extent of induced breakdown around the Ibesd. Typically,
b/a =~ 10,1.e.,L ~ 1. Atthe boundary of this region the conductivity becomes too
small to ensure quasineutrality. The charge imbalance thenbeam is conducted
to this surface, which is thus the path along which the beameotinot neutralized
by the plasma current is returned to the accelerator.

From Ohm’s law, Eq.[(4]5), the longitudinal component of pfessma current
is then

0
Ip = md®cE, = —Tma(EIN), (4.15)
where )
T 1= ga_2 = pooa® = 47rrea2E, (4.16)
€o C v

2L=11+mh 2—2) for a beam with a constant density up to a radipandC = 1 In(1 + 2—2)
for a beam with a Bennett density profile, Hg. (4.32).
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is by definition thenagnetic diffusion time of the plasma. From the sign in (4]15)
it turns out that the effect of the plasma current is to desdhe magnetic field
generated by the beam current, and thus to reduce the magiveth force. This
is usually written as

Wi
Fo(r) = —2(1 — fmm?—ﬁ, (4.17)
T [A
where f,,, := —Ip/Ip is the current (or magnetic) neutralization fraction, and

where the difference,, = 1 — f,, is called thenagnetic screeningfactorﬁ

Becauser, is a function of the beam current and shape variations, e
current, and thug,,, will be largest at the beam head. As in the case of charge
neutralization, full current neutralization is easier ® dchieved for a positive
than a negative beam pulse [34) 35]. This is because a pobiiam can attract
surrounding plasma electrons and create a forwards mowilgnn which effec-
tively neutralizes the beam charge and current even if tasnph density is low.
A negative beam, on the other hand, has to continuously etasina electrons
in order to enable the plasma ions to charge neutralize theb&hese electrons
are concentrated in a narrow layer surrounding the beameatherelectric field
E. is less strong. Their acceleration backwards (possiblgttoey with plasma
electrons from further away from the beam) in order to formrturn current is
therefore less efficient than in the case of a positive beam.

If the plasma conductivity is taken as a constant, and if some reasonable

assumptions are made, it is possible to calculateas a function of the time

7 measured from the beam front. For example, for a pulse witinfamitely

fast rise-time and a flat radial profile it is possible to demomplicated analytic
expressions fof» by solving Eq.[(4.4) in combination with Maxwell's equat®on
[30,37]. Butifthe radial profile is approximated by a zerotlder Bessel-function
(which is much more realistic than a flat profile, and givesetbexpressions for
the fields), one finds the simple result [3, p.147]

T T
Iy=1 (1— T T ) 4.18
N=1Ip exp( ETm) + exp( Te> ( )
This expression shows that the beam current is quickly akzsd on a time scale
given ber,, but thatf,, decreases to zero within the pulse on a time scale set by
the magnetic diffusion timié.

3This assumes that,, is independent of, which is generally not the case, but nevertheless a
reasonable approximation whep, ~ 0.
4This will be discussed in more details in Chap. 5. See alszreatel[124].
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In the collisionless limit it is possible to derive a remarkesimple expression
for the plasma current by combining equatidnsi(4.5) and?4ilk.,

o 1p = = 5w = L(Ip + Ip). (4.19)

Therefore, provideds is a varying function of timep,, < n., and/z(0) =

IP(O) == O,
p
Jm = Lw?+ c2fa® (4.20)

From this expression, which was derived here from a one-ainaal model,
one can calculate the magnetic screening fagtgrand see that it is in good
agreement with the two-dimensional analytical calculadiadlone in Ref.[[29],
where for a beam with a Gaussian radial profile it is found that /e /8 ~ 0.58.
This expression can also be compared to the detailed comgaitilations of
Ref. [34], in which the non-linear terms neglected when gdiom (4.1) to [(4.2)
are retained, and in which the plasma electrons are allowée trelativistic. It
can then be seen that, as a function of the dimensionlessptes(aw,/c)?,
expression[(4.20) underestimates current neutralizdtippositive beams, and
overestimates it for negative beams![34, Fig.7].

A two-dimensional generalization of Eq. (4119), valid iretbollisional and
collisionless cases, is obtained by operating on Eql (4it) W x V x, using
Maxwell’s equations, and neglecting displacement cusient

0 = 1 ,0

— Jp = =w?—(Jp+ Jp). 4.21
(5 TV I = w5 (Js + Jp) (4.21)
Approximating the Laplacian by-2/a?, and the currents byta? times their
corresponding current densities, Eq. (4.19) is recovergdfv= 0.5 whenv = 0.

From equation(4.21) it is clear that forw,/c)? > 1 and short times we have
Jp 4+ Jg = 0, so that in this limit we have nearly full current neutratiza, in
agreement with expressidn (4120). This condition can b&ewa > \., where
Ae = ¢/w, is the so-calle@lectromagnetic skin depth, which is also the thickness
of the sheath near the edge of the beam to which the net cusreonfined[[37].

4.2 Charged beam in a plasma : the Bennett pinch

We now consider an infinitely long beam in the paraxial appnation and as-
sume that the charge and current neutralization fractfprasd f,,, are given and
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independent of andr. Such a model could be a first approximation to the body a
pulse of the kind considered at the end of the previous sedbetween the times
7. andr,,. The total radial electromagntic force on a beam particlbes the sum

of Egs. [4.111) and (4.17)
Fon = (L= £) = (1 = £)?) W, (4.22)

T IA
and the envelope equation including the plasma effecteretbre [22]
Ig 1 2
i+ 2 =L (4.23)
Iya a®

wherely is theeffective current associated with the total electromagnetic force on
the beam’s particles,

1
(1= 1) (4.24)

Whenf, = f,, = 0, i.e., in a vacuum wherg; = —I53-2y~2, equation[(4.24) is
obviously equivalent td(3.13).

Iy — ]B<(1 —f) =

The effective currenf contains charge imbalance as well as true beam and
plasma currens.It can have both signs, and the forces can either tend toaepar
or, on the contrary, to pinch the beam. Whignis positive, a stationary solution
with a” = a’ = 0is possible. Whetf,,, = 0, as is readily seen from E@.(4]24), this
imposes the so-calleBudker condition [14], i.e., f. > 1/~+2. The corresponding
solution is calledBennett pinch, and in that caseé (4.23) gives the relation [38, 39,
18,/19]

5 T4
a=¢€14/— =ag. (4.25)
I
From [4.24) we see thag, theBennett pinch radius defined by[(4.255), is minimum
for f, = 1andf,, = 0. Inthat casdr = I, the pinch force is maximum, and
the beam is fully pinched. The Bennett pinch solution extstsvever, only in the
paraxial limit (2.1). This can be seen from (4.25) andl(3.Bjol imply

I
B (4.26)
[A v2

The Bennett pinch radius (425) can be rewritten in a numbevays. In
particular, its relation to plasma physical parameterdesciarified by considering

5The effective currenkz should not be confused with the net currégt defined by Eq[{4.13),
which is only equal tdr whenf, = 1.
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a beam with constant current density out to a radiustroducing the beam plasma
frequency((2.12) calculated for the effective beam paatitdnsityn, obtained by
using the current rather than’s in (4.9), we get

ap =2+ % (4.27)

a Wy
Using now the relation between the transverse emittdn&® éBd the transverse
velocity spread (2.18) we can introduce an effective beatryBéength according

to (2.12). This gives
ap = Qﬂ%ADl. (4.28)

Writing the Bennett pinch radius in this way shows that a pettrelativistic beam
is in fact a poor plasma [1, p.41]. Indeed, it is only for a redativistic beam
such thaug > \p that the quasineutrality condition of ordinary plasma pts/s
is satisfied.

In a Bennett pinch, the beam particles perform harmonic enadiround the
beam axis. The angular frequengy(r) of the rotation is a function of and
is called thebetatron frequency@ By equating the net forcé, + F,, to the
centrifugal forceymwér, and by averaging over the beam current density, one
finds from [4.11) and (4.17) that the mean azimuthal veldsityiven by

Ty = wir? = 2= (4.29)

which is independent of the beam profile. In the general ctse betatron

frequencng is distributed between zero and a maximum, the on-axis rloetat

frequency

2 2(()) _ 26202 [E
Wom = W\ = AR T

which is also independent of the beam profile. In the speais¢ ©f a beam with

a constant current density out to a raditishe betatron frequency is constant and

equal to the maximum given by (4130).

(4.30)

A quantitity directly related to the betatron frequency e betatron wave-
length, whose minimum value

jj
Agm = 0 5¢ _ omay | —, (4.31)
wp QIE

5The betatron frequeneys(r) should not be confused with the beam plasma frequeniee,
defined by[(Z.12).
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Figure 4.1: The pinch effect. The photograph, taken in the early 1950s at the
Argonne cyclotron (near Chicago), shows the glow producedmsending the
full deuteron beam into the atmosphere. Because of iopnizdlie air near the
beam is turned into a plasma which keeps the beam from expamddially
under the effect of Coulomb repulsion between like-chagggaticles: This is the
‘Bennett pinch effect,’ first described by Willard H. Benhat 1934 to explain
focusing effects and breakdown in the residual gas of higtage electronic
tubes, and later applied to the propagation of intersteltat interplanetary self-
focussed beams of particles, such as proton streams trg¥iedm the Sun towards
the Earth. As the beam loses energy and intensity becausgeofctions with
atmospheric nitrogen and oxygen nuclei, plasma generagoomes less efficient
and the beam progressively expands: This is the ‘Nordsiffektg after the
name of Arnold Nordsieck who is generally credited for hgvfinst explained
this expansion. Ultimately, when the plasma effects bectmmeeak to pinch the
beam, it breaks-up. This happens at a propagation distantieecorder of the
so-called ‘Nordsieck length.
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enables to rewrite the paraxial limit conditidn (4.26)a@& \gs,,, which may be
taken as the postulate definining a beam such that the tnaeswelocity is much
less than the longitudinal velocity [18].

For propagating self-pinched beams, the most natural ibquiin density
profiles are those corresponding to a Maxwellian (i.e., Giaung transverse energy
distribution [40]. Possible equilibria include filamentand hollow current flows
along the axis, with or without a return curreint|[41}, 42 [48|45], but the simplest
practical example is the so-call@dnnett distribution [38,139]

[B 7’2

(1+

The RMS radius of this distribution diverges logarithmigal However, both
theory and experiment [46, 47] that indicate a Bennett grafile not valid for

r > a. In practice, the current profile is often considered to bmdated at

r = 2a. This yieldsa = 1.006 a. In a beam with the Bennett profile (4132),
the betatron frequenay; is distributed between zero and the maximum given by

(4.30) according to

Jp(r) = ) (4.32)

Ta? a?

7’2 -1
wi(r) = wi, (1 + ?) : (4.33)

The Bennett equilibrium is a particular case of Vlasov aqtid characterized
by a constant axial macroscopic velocity for the beam pagid, 48, 49]. Indeed,
it is possible to impart an angular momentum to a beam by langdt from a
source immersed in a magnetic field, which imparts a compgookangular
velocity to the particles when they leave the figld [2, p.138}s will be seen
in the discussion of beam propagation stability, an outwarehtrifugal force
can partially balance the inwards magnetic self-force, thedefore decrease the
growth of filamentation instabilities.

The Bennett pinch is important in many areas of science afthtdogy. In
particular, itis important for understanding interplaargtparticle streams [13, 39]
and for studying the ionosphere with beams launched frorketsc[50] or the
space shuttle [51, 52]. It has many applications in therrolwauw fusion research,
especially as a means for confining plasmas in devices suttte a&-pinch.” In
this context the pinch condition is generally presentedendriginal form given
by Bennett. This form is obtained by first using(3.3) to reev{#.25) as

8%, < I, (4.34)

where the equal sign has been replaced by the symibab‘stress that Bennett's
condition is actually a criterion for a beam to be self-fangsi.e., to be able to
pinch down (or expand) until the equilibrium implied lhe B)2s reached. Then,
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assuming a beam with constant current density out to a radsesthat equation
(4.10) can be used, one multipli€s (4.34) on both sidesgoy: eScra’n, to get
Bennett’s original form([39, p.1589]

INRET, < Z—;[E[B. (4.35)

In this formulation of the pinch condition the parame¥gy = wa’n, is the number
of beam particles per unit length, and the right-hand sidgeiterally written/3
because for a fully pinched beafp = . This expression can also be written in
the form

1
NgkT, < §£BJ§, (4.36)

where L can be interpreted as a self-inductance per unit length aotkie
condition [4.36) expresses the equality of two linear epeensities.

In thermonuclear research and plasma physics a freques#lg alternative
expression of the pinch condition is obtained by dividinghosides of [(4.35) by
ma® so that after introducing the magnetic field at the surfacthefoeam, i.e.,
B(a) = pwolp/2ma, and a relative permeability, = I/, one gets

1

nbk‘TJ_ é
2MOMT

B*(a). (4.37)

This remarkable expression simply means that in a Bennatlilegum the out-
wards transversal thermal pressure of the beam’s partgkxgual to the inwards
magnetic pressure at the beam’s edgé [32, Sec.10.5].

The seven equivalent forms of the Bennett pinch conditigergin this section,
equations(4.2814.274.284.34[4.35[4.36 and 4.3, illustrate the diversity of
perspectives which can be used to discuss magnetic pinctoptena, et partly
explain the difficulty or reading and relating the numerdusigs which have been
published on this subjeEt.

The Bennett pinch has also been envisaged as a means foridatamhigh
energy particles in large rings in outer space. Such ringéddoe used to store
energy, or electrons to generate synchrotron radiatioreerélectron laser optical
beams|[53].

Finally, for endo-atmospheric beam weapons, the pinclceffeovides the
means for radially confining charged particle beams. Itsi@gance is that when
a beam isinjected in a gas or plasma sufficiently dense tasapghe effect of the

"While equationd(4.35) t6 (4.B7) were here derived from@#aadsuming a beam with constant
current density out to a radius they are valid for any beam profite, (r).
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space-charge repulsion, the beam may pinch down to a minicomstant radius
and propagate over large distances. In particular, bec¢hegdasma background
provides a means for carrying the return current, the raageimore strictly
limited as it was in the case of charged beams in vacuum. Thi¢ 1o the
propagation distance will now be set by scattering, energyg, linstabilities, etc.,
as will be seen in Set. 4.5.

The fact that the net charge transported by a beam pulsditrgbrough a
plasma is equal to the charge of the beam itself, even whelpetdmm is launched
from a ground plane, is not an obvious result. It is, howesemect, even when
the plasma is generated within the pulse by beam-gas ititema¢54].

The Bennett pinch existence conditidp > 0 requires Budker's condition
f. > 1/~* to be satisfied wherf,, = 0. For high-energy beams, i.ey, > 10,
this condition is easily satisfied, even in very low densitysmas. This allows
the transport of beams with current densities higher tharptasma density by
a factory2. For low-energy beams, a more stringent condition is sethiay t
paraxiality requirement, Eq._(4.26), which is equivalenthiie statement that the
transverse velocity, should be much less than the longitudinal veloeity To
make this more precise, let us take Bennett’s pinch conditiche form [(4.34),
in which we make the approximatian~ o, /7y, i.e.,

— =, (4.38)

For a monoenergetic beam we can write
07+ 0f = 52 (4.39)
Combining these two equation yields

V1+1g/14

which implies that for a non-relativistic pinched-beamitiean longitudinal prop-
agation velocity can be substantially less than the mediclees velocitys ~ (Ge.
For example, let us assunme= 0.82, which corresponds to a kinetic energy of
400 keV or 732 MeV, and to an Alan current of 25 kA or 46 MA, for an electron
or a proton beam, respectively. Then, if we further assiigne- 10 kA, we find
that3; =~ 0.69 < 3 for the electron beam, whilé, ~ 3 for the proton beam. Be-
cause of the lower mass of electrons, the paraxial apprdaxdamis therefore more
difficult to satisfy for an electron beam than for an equabe#l non-relativistic
proton or heavy-ion beam.
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Behavior of 3 MeV, 50 kA, 30 ns electron beam in air at various pressures

pressure [torr] observed behavior of beamf. | f,. | force on beam electrons
1073 beam blows up 0|0 1—3?~0.02
1071 beam pinches maximaly| 1 | O -3~ —-1.0
1 beam drifts force-free | 1 | 1 ~ 0.0
760 beam pinches and expandsl | O -3~ -1.0

Table 4.2: At a fraction of a torr the pinch force is maximundahe beam
diameter is a few millimeters: This is the ‘ion-focused regi’ At about 1 torr

both the beam charge and current are neutralized and the drégsiwith nearly

zero force. At higher pressures the beam pinches again Ipaines under the
effect of multiple scattering in air until it finally break@u[58].

The first laboratory experiments demonstrating stable ggapon of a high
power electron beam as a Bennett pinch through air were ipeefb in 1965 in
the United States [55]. In these experiments a 2.5 MeV, 1720/4)s beam pulse
propagated over 3 m, with a loss of one-half in current dgresid total current,
at a drift-tube pressure of 0.3 torr. Subsequent experisneobfirmed these
results, showing that they agreed with theory, and demaitirstythat considerable
damage can be inflicted by such a beam on a thick metal tagefi®.3]. Similar
experiments were later performed in the Soviet Union([5T, 27

An overview of these early experiments is given in refereja&d, together
with excellent photographs illustrating the four charaste behaviors of a3 MeV,
50 kA, 30 ns electron beam injected in a 50 cm long beam chafiledrwith air
at various pressures, as summarized in Table 4.2.

According to these experiments, stable propagation comditvith f, = f,,, =
1 exists at a pressure of about 1 torr in air, the current nizeitgon being provided
by slowly counterstreaming plasma electrons. The facttthiatconfiguration is
stable would make it attractive, in principle, for propaggta beam in a reduced
density atmosphere or channel. However, the beam is ndi@th@nd would thus
spread apart because of collisions with the air molecules.

At a somewhat lower (generally sub-torr) pressure, whére= 1 or even
fe > 1,while f,,, ~ 0, amore suitable propagation regime exists. This propagati
mode has been extensively studied in the United States [20-p1], [60], and
in the Soviet Union[[61, 62], as well as in other countriese @f the earliest
experiments being a Japanese-Dutch collaborétion [63hisimegime the plasma
electron are expelled from the beam so tliat= 1 and the ions in the resulting
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plasma channel produce a force which opposes that of the'bspate-charge —
hence the terminologipn-focused regime (IFR) [64,/65,66]. Additional to this
electrostatic force is the self-magnetic pinching forcechtis not canceled by the
current sincef,, ~ 0. Consequently the beam is fully pinched to the minimum
radius consistent with the Bennett pinch condition (4. F%)x air, an estimate for
the critical pressure for IFR propagation is given by theregpion|[[67]

Ip[kA] 1

10 [kA] a [cm] (4.41)

pltorr] <

The practicality of this regime for propagating electroraims over large
distances in a low pressure atmosphere was demonstratdet iearly 1970s
[59,/68]. For beams such as those just considered aboveirttle gffect would
provide an ultimate theoretical range of many thousandsafleters. However,
the practical use of such beams in outer space will, in fagtlirnited by the
effect on them of Earth’s magnetic field, as will be seen in.8e€. Also, IFR
propagation is more efficient in a preionized plasma baakggidhan in a neutral
gas where the beam itself is used to create ionization [68is Will be discussed
in Sec[4.V, were propagation in prepared channels will bsidered.

On the other hand, in a full density atmosphere, the mainachesto long
range propagation is the collisions of the beam’s partiaté the air molecules,
which result in a loss of beam energy and intensity, as wetlbasn increase
of the beam emittance, as a function of propagation distarBecause of the
guantitative importance of these effects, which lead tortbed of kA-intensity
beams with several tens rather than just a few MeV-energhespossibility of
experimentally demonstrating the feasibility of using pingch effect to propagate
a charged-particle beam over more than a fraction of a metgren air had to wait
for the construction of large scale facilities at severhablatories([70, 71]. These
experiments, as well as the related physics of the expan§mheam propagating
in a background gas of non-negligible density, will be exaadiin Sed, 415.

4.3 Effect of internal forces : cohesion and coupling

Propagation as a Bennett pinch allows a beam pulse to prpadhout expanding
from space-charge repulsion. This means that the pinclk feromewhat similar
to the molecular attraction by which the particles of a body anited to form a
mass of liquid or solid. The pinch force can therefore berprted as aohesion
force, although of a much smaller strength than typical ks forces.

Moreover, when a beam pulse propagates through a gas, comf@eactions
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at the head of the beam create a plasma and electromage&diefivironment
which greatly affect the subsequent parts of the pulse. iSHiecause, in general,
the pinch force acting on a given beam slice results from isteildution of plasma
charge and net current established by preceding beam.sioesequently, there
is a causal relationship between the cohesion forces actirgubsequent beam
segments, callecbupling, which implies for instance that the motion of the head
of a beam determines to a large extent the motion of the retaaof the puls.

Thus, when external forces are acting on a beam, the exestaEhcoupling
has the important consequence that the behavior of a givam [sice is not
determined by just the action of the external forces on tha,sout by that of a
combination of the external with the coupling forces, whaem either amplify,
attenuate, or even compensate for the effect of the extéorads. In particular,
at the head of a beam (where coupling forces are not yet edtall] and where
the pulse is generaly expanding because of its self-chage)nal forces will
have a maximal effect, leading to deflection, tearing, arithaned erosion in the
direction of the external force. But, behind the head, as ssahe coupling force
becomes stronger than the external force, the beam willtogiether. This point,
in the neck region of the beam where the restoring force isleguthe external
force, is called thguiding point.

Coupling forces are therefore essential elements in thiledion of the net
effect of external forces, and will be taken into account &t 4.4 on the effect
of Earth’s magnetic field ard 4.7 on the deflection and guitiyinterfaces and
channels; as well as in Se€s.14.7 on beam conditioning_ ahdrémastering and
damping beam instabilities. Coupling forces are also ¢&den the study of
beam stability, Chapl 6, where the notion of coupling is igipin the way a beam
responds to external perturbations.

In practice, the analysis of coupling is complicated beeairere are both
electric and magnetic forces, and because the couplinggoresult from the
mutual interactions of the beam charge and current disgtabs with those of the
plasma conductivity and current, which all vary with propagn distance and
from head to tail within the beam pulse. Nevertheless, aities is obtained by
considering these interactions for a sufficently thin beéioe sand by assuming
that all distributions are axially symmetric and similargdefor ease of calculation
well approximated by a Gaussian particle density profig, i.

n(r) = — exp(——), (4.42)

8Similarly, the electromagnetic fields generated by the beand plasma’s charge and currents
are causally connected. There is therefore energy exchlmtgeen segments in beam pulses, as
well as wake fields effects, that must be considered in therg¢nase [72].
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where N is the linear particle density. This distribution is norimatl so that
[ d&rn(r) = N and has the advantage that the parameisrequal to both the
scale radius and the RMS radius, i€ a.

We therefore need to calculate the interactions of a two Sanslistributions,
for example the electrostatic force between a beam of chadegsityq,n, and
radiusa, and a non-neutral background plasma column of deggityand radius
b, with a # b in general. The radial electric field due to the beam is easily
calculated

L gana(l — exp(—g—z)). (4.43)

The total force, projected on a transverse axis, betweebdben and the back-
ground plasma is then obtained by multiplying this field bg fflasma charge
distribution and integrating

F\ (7, 7m) = /d2r E, (%) qunp (1) cos 6, (4.44)

wherer,, andr, are the position of the center of the two distributions. Hgba
centers coincide the force is zero by symmetry. Howevehgftivo distributions
are displaced by a transverse distafice 7, — 13, there is a non-zero force

2N N 27 [e%s} 1— 2 2
F)(z) = Qs 27V b/ dé’/ drr exp(—r’/a’)
0 0

dmey  mh? r

r2 4+ 22 — 2rx cosf
B2

This double integral yields a Bessel function which can bepsified in the end to
give

X exp(— ) cosf. (4.45)

Qalb 2NaNb( 72 )
_ 1— S A 4.46
) drey exp( a? + b2) ( )

In the limit of large separation this expression gives thd Wwewn formula for
the force between two charged wires, and in the lirdit< a® + 2 it gives the
dipolar force between two slightly offset distributionsabfarge, i.e.,

FJ_(ZC

Qalp X
F ~ 2N, Ny———.
() 41eg a2 4+ 12

(4.47)

Had we chosen distributions with a radial profile differemni a Gaussian, we
would have obtained expressions different from Eq. (4.86) all with the same
limit whenz — oo, and with a limit differing from Eq.[(4.47) only by a numerica
factor of order unity (e.g.2/3 in the case of a Bennett profile) when— 0.
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Moreover, had we made a multipolar expansion of the intejiarEq. [4.45)
before integrating, we would have obtained Eq. (4.47) a$itstenon zero term in
the expansion, which is why it is qualified as dipolar.

We now turn to a specific application and consider a beam otnufg =
efcNg propagating in a background such that the charge and cureatrialization
fractions equaf. = Np/Np andf,, = —Ip/Ip. Since our intentis to understand
the main features of coupling we focus on a thin beam segrabetdd by the
variabler. If the beam is not subject to any external forces and is ptyfaligned
along a straight path all beam and plasma distributions eagial, so that the
centroids of all charge and current distributions withinegreent coincide. On
the other hand, if the beam is subject to external forces ammkmalong a bent
trajectory, or if the beam tilts and makes an angle with theation of propagation,
the beam and plasma axes do not coincide anymore so thattheponding beam
and plasma distributions within a segment are displgc@bnsequently, when
considering the cohesion forces acting on a beam segmehiylzan the analysis
is restricted to electromagnetic forces (i.e., gravitaioand centrifugal forces
are considered separately), it is necessary to distinduesheen three different
centroids, which projected on theaxis correspond to the following displacements
from a common origin:

e 1 . the beam centroid, i.e., the centroid of the distributionf;(r) and
Qp(r) = Jp(r)/Bc of the beam current and charge densities;

e zp : the plasma centroid, i.e., the centroid of the plasma conductivity
distribution which coincides with those of the plasma cleaagd current
distribution ¢ = x5 when the beam and plasma are not separated);

o 1y . thenet current centroid, i.e., the centroid of the net current distribution,
which can be approximated by

A Ipxp + Ipxp _ B~ fmTp
N Ip+1Ip 1—fom

(xrny = xp when the beam and plasma are not separated).

(4.48)

Let us now suppose that the beam centroidis suddenly displaced relative
to the centroidrp of the electrostatic anti-pinch force by a small distance
xrp — xp, and calculate the electrostatic restoring force using4€d86). Dividing

9This is also the case if the beam performs an oscillatory enaabout its main direction of
propagation as a result of some perturbation, as will be setire study of beam instabilities.
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by Ng, the electrostatic coupling force per beam particles ia the

2e IB rp —Ip
F.lz,7)~ — p— , 4.49
(z,7) 47reof Be a? + b2 ( )

where we have introduced the variakleand = as arguments to recall that all
parameters on the right are possibly functions of the prapag distance and of
the position of the beam slice within the pulse.

Similarly, by analogy to the derivations of Eqs. (4.46) d#d®), the magnetic
coupling force can be calculated by considering a suddeplatisment of the
beam current centroidy relative to the centroidy of the net beam current
Iy = (1 — f)Ip. This gives, as long ag,, < 1 so that/z and/y flow in the
same direction, the magnetic restoring force

2e [B rp — TN

(1= fm)— ——5 (4.50)

ch ) ~ =
(2,7) 47eg c a’+b?

In deriving this expression we have assumed that the neémudistribution,
just like previously the plasma charge distribution, isZen’ for an instantaneous
beam displacement. Thisis, because of Maxwell’s equatibase is no immediate
change in these distributions for such a displacement.

The coupling force$ (4.49) and (4150) are both attractivkadsimilar strength
whenf, ~ 1andf,, ~ 0. By comparison with Eq[(4.17) itis seen that this strength
becomes equal to the magnetic pinch force wheapproaches the beam radius
a. The coupling forces are therefore strong and couple thembeagitudinally,
causing the body to follow the head, because they persigdiore time as the
plasma retards their decay. In first approximation, thisagles described by the
relaxation equations

O, == r (4.51)
or Ted

and 5
Gy =t IN (4.52)
or Tond

which mean that after sufficient time the centroids of thespla and net current
distributions will realign with the beam centraifl. The parameters,.; and 7,4
are called the electric and magnetic dipolar diffusion 8yrend are on the order
of the electric and magnetic diffusion times defined in §€t. 4

10The formalism developed in this section can be applied tmsiins which are quite different
from the one considered here. For example, the role of thialming plasma may be played by
a comoving beam of oppositely charged particles (plasmeaht). The coupling forces persist
then indefinitely, or at least as long as they are not affdoyespace-charge forces.
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The essence of coupling can now be stated in mathematical bgrwriting
down the equation of motion of a beam particle subject to leatiernal forces,
F..;, and internal coupling forces, i.€., |14, p.75],[15, p.p85

82
my—x=F,— F..— F,,. (4.53)
or?

Therefore, as announced at the beginning of this sectioexsetnal force may
have a negligible effect on a beam slice within the body of Eeuprovided

the coupling forces on this slice are larger than the extdanee. If the beam

and plasma distributions can adjust themselves in such gshaathe external

force is canceled from head to tail, the beam pulse will pgapa undeflected.
This is typically the case when the electrostatic couplorgé is equivalent to the
electric dipolar polarization force which enables a fulutralized beam to move
undeflected across a magnetic field. (See Chap. 7.) In gehexaéver, the full

effect of coupling is difficult to predict because of the cdexity of the details at

the beam head, and may have to be resolved by experimentation

We are now going to exploit this notion of coupling in the &iling section
devoted to the effect of Earth’'s magnetic field.

4.4 Effect of external forces : Earth’s magnetic field

A beam of charged particles launched into the low atmospiéraecessarily
be affected by Earth’s magnetic field. Similarly, the regatnove the atmosphere
in which an orbiting charged particle beam weapon might @ayed contains
plasma and magnetic fields of both solar and terrestrialroriflhe plasma may
enable electron or proton beams to pinch and propagate anggr tlistances, but
the magnetic fields would strongly deflect the beam trajgdtomost cases.

A major issue in the use of a charged particle beam as a direstergy
weapon is therefore the precision with which such a beam eairbed at a target
considering that a beam made of non-neutral particles wdéssarily be affected,
in a way or another, by Earth’s magnetic field.

The main difficulty with this issue is not so much that a chdrgeam may
be significantly deflected when propagating over substatiséances in Earth’s
magnetic field, then the fact that the variations of the gegmatic field are not
known to such an accuracy that the beam can be aimed preeisalgh to com-
pensate for its deflection. In particular, the geomagnetid ian significantly vary
during a geomagnetic storm. Moreover, the geomagneticdeaicbe disturbed in
an unpredictable manner by nuclear explosions in and al@vatimosphere, and

46



even possibly by other means that may be sufficient to preliefiteam from being
accurately or reliably aimed at a distant target. In otherdspthe trajectory of

a charged particle beam pulse is different from that of agdiaimissile because,
contrary to Earth’s gravitational field, Earth’s geomagn#éld cannot be mapped
with the requisite precision to ensure a direct hit of thenbea a relatively small

object such as an ICBM reentry vehicle.

For these reasons, itis only for short-range endo-atmaogeplications (i.e.,
a few 100 m to a few km) that the effect of Earth’s magnetic fegd in principle
be sufficiently reliably corrected for by precisely aiminglaarged beam at the
exit port of the accelerator.

And, for the same reasons, itis likly that a practical loagge charged particle
beam weapon will have to be coupled to a pointing and trackysgem such that
possible aiming corrections can be done using the infoonmatbtained by another
(possibly much lower intensity) beam of comparable monmmnt8ince this low-
power beam could also be used for discriminating betwegetaiand decoys, it
could be an integral part of a high-lethality beam systemyloth it would share
many components, and therefore would not be an undesirabtéead.

In this context, one should keep in mind that other exteraaids than just
Earth’s magnetic field may interfere with beam propagatiorage forces from the
ground and obstacles, stray electromagnetic fields, uctagpenhomogeneities in
the atmosphere, contermeasures, etc. A balance shoudddiesbe kept between
mitigating the effects of external forces in order to desesancertainties, and
the fact that even for neutral-beam and short-range systeeasn pointing and
tracking is always an interactive process in the end, andalMianction such as
discrimination is a natural way of properly steering a beafote increasing its
power and destroying the target.

Nevertheless, in order to explore the full range of optidetsys briefly recall
that there are a number of particle beam concepts which albtdgether the
problem of deflection by Earth’s magnetic field: Such beamy o@nsist of
neutral particles (e.g., neutral hydrogen beams), be duigea laser-generated
ion-plasma channel (e.g., electron beams propagating irotfr-focused regime’),
or have some mechanism for cancelling the effect of Eartlagmetic field (e.qg.,
plasmoid beams, and fully neutralized positive ion beam&ll. these options
will be studied in a part or another of this book, and in paittic the last one
(neutralized proton beams) in the present section.
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4.4.1 Effect on charge and current neutralization

The possible deflection of a beam’s trajectory is not the effext of an external
magnetic field: of equal importance is that this field mayriete with plasma-
physical processes such as charge and current neutratizetich enable a beam
to propagate in a pinched mode.

In order to study the full effect of an external magnetic fighda charged beam
propagating through a gas or plasma it is necessary to useesajged Ohm'’s
law such as[(4]8). This makes the analysis difficult becangecannot use the
paraxial approximation, and because some of the most imupoetffects of the
external magnetic field occur at the beam head, where thgsanas necessarily
two- or three-dimensional even for a beam that would be axsgtric in a non-
magnetized plasma. This is one reason why very few analgiigdies have been
published, i.e., references |73, 74, 75| [76, 77], of whicly &wo explicitly deal
with the case of an external magnetic field transverse to tht@mof the beam,

e., | 73] for electron beams, and [77] for proton beams chvltauses the beam to
be deflected sidewards.

To appreciate the impact of Earth’s magnetic field it is sightto compare
its intensity (which at sea level has a maximum valueBpf~ 0.5 gauss, i.e.,
By =~ 5 x 107 tesla, see Table4.1) to those of the beam'’s self-fields. detlye
of a beam of intensityz and radius:, these are on the order of
1 21
Bl(a) ~ éE(a) ~ =5

c Arepc? a

(4.54)

For a beam typical of an endo-atmospheric systém=€ 10000 A, a = 1 cm)
this givesB ~ 2000 gauss, but only3 =~ 0.02 gauss for a beam typical of an exo-
atmospheric systenig = 10 A, a = 100 cm). Therefore, while Earth’s magnetic
field may have only a second order influence on the complexagshysical
processes leading to charge and current neutralizatiotypi@al endoatmospheric
beam, it may completely prevent charge neutralization oeanb propagating
through the Earth’s ionosphere. Indeed, if the beam’sfgdtis are small relative
to the geomagnetic field, the only way to charge neutraliedotkam is by motion
of the plasma electrons along the ambient field lines, whecjuires tapering the
beam density along its length in order to charge neutratifé/]. This means
that propagating a charged beam through the magnetosghareery complex
problem, which possibly may only be solved by extensive asi@psimulations
coupled to actual full-scale experiments.

In fact, even for beams such that the self-fields are not sooafipared to
the external field, the effect of the external fighy can be such as to prevent
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full charge and/or current neutralization [73, 74) 75]. Neting the effect of
the plasma-ions [74, 75], this can be quantified in terms effglasma-electron
cyclotron and plasma frequencies, i.e., for non-reldiviglasma-electrons:

B
We = ¢ 0, Wy = VAT Ne. (4.55)

Me

First, if if the external magnetic field is parallel to the mootof the beam, charge
neutralization cannot occur when > w,. This is because the plasma electrons
are bound to move along the external field lines, and thezefannot move in
or out of the beam. However, if the external magnetic fieldasgverse to the
motion of the beam, charge neutralization is possible ingypie, even ifB < B,

as shown in reference [77]. Second, in both cases, curremtatieation is only
possible if the following condition is met [74]

c w2y 1/4
o> —(1 + —2> . (4.56)
Wp wy
Whenw,. = 0 this is equivalent to the standard condition for the indutwf a
return current when a beam is injected into a plasma [37],d.e> \., where

Ae = ¢/w, is the electromagnetic skin depth, as was shown at the enelodiSl.

4.4.2 Effect on beam trajectory

To discuss the question of beam deflection, let us first rédtalin a homogeneous
magnetic fieldB, the radius of curvature (or Larmor radius) of a particle crgje
qis

. p P [GeV/d

" ¢BL  0.3Z By [tesld

where B, is the transverse component of the field. Hence, for an eleair
proton with momentunp = 1 GeV/c, R, ~ 66 km in a transverse field of
0.5 gauss typical of Earth’s geomagnetic field. In the absehany other effect,
such a deflection would be a relatively small correction foeado-atmospheric
system with a range of a few kilometers. However, for an esparce system with
a required range of several thousands of kilometers, thex vezuld spiral much
as it did in low-energy beam experiments performed on theesphuttle[[51].

Ry

[m], (4.57)

For high current beams, whether in vacuum or a plasma, tlygesparticle
expression(4.57) has to be corrected for the influence dfeHefields. This can
be done by calculating the transverse magnetic field redjtorelose the trajectory
of a uniform beam of currentz and radius: so that it forms a toroidal ring of
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major radiusR. A first approximation forR is then given by Budker’s formula
[15, p.676]

8 ) (4.58)

R= RL<1 + ]—3(2 — f)In(—) + ...

]A a
which for R > a is equivalent to a more precise formula, exactxiz/14)?,
derived in [78,79]. The leading correction term, with itg&oithm, appears
in many problems where the self-interaction of a bent beanalsulated (e.g.,
high-current beam stability or high-current betatron tyg@nd is sometimes
called the ‘toroidal correction’ [79]. Its effect is to resibending, so that the
radius of curvature of a high-current beam in a magnetic iel@ways greater
than the Larmor radius. This toroidal effect is maximum fouraneutralized
beam (. = f,, = 0), and vanishing in the limit of a fully neutralized beam
(f. = fm = 1), assuming that the beam and plasma currents do not sepandte
that the effect of the plasma current is to replagdy I in Eqg. (4.58). However,
because of its dependence of the ratig' /4, the toroidal effect is small for a
paraxial beam, e.g., a correction of only 0.5% for a 10 kA, V(@electron beam
of 1 cm radius. Moreover, if the beam does not make a full gjrot is just a short
pulse, Eq.[(4.598) tends to overestimate the impact of tHdislkls.

Itis therefore essential to investigate the potentiallyenmportant effect of an
external field on the head of a beam pulse, which because pfinguletermines
the behavior of the body of a paraxial beam much more thandlfid¢islds do. In
fact, the crucial importance of coupling on the deflectioradfeam propagating
in a magnetized gas was clearly demonstrated in a remaeggabés of Russian
experiments, in which the guiding effects of gas- and plashea channels, as
well as of metallic wires, were also demonstrated [62].

In these experiments a 35 kA, 1 MeV electron beam was propdgatthe
IFR mode through of 40 cm radius chamber filled with air at &puee comprised
between 0.1 and 0.6 torr, and subject to a transverse mad@eé&tiof 2 to 200 gauss.
Itwas found that the radius of curvature was systematisafigller than the Larmor
radius calculated in the single particle approximationdarelectron energy of
1 MeV, i.e., the measured radius corresponded to an eleetnergy of about
0.4 MeV. A careful analysis of the details of the experiméman showed that
while the energy of the electrons in the body was 1 MeV, theage energy of
the electrons at the head of the pulse (where the rising muwas only a few
kA) was less than about 0.5 MeV. The behaviour of the pulséddierefore be
explained by the fact that by ionizing the gas this lowerrgp@repulse was able,
despite its lower intensity, to produce a plasma envirorirsanh that the bulk
of the electrons in the beam had to follow the trajectory @f tieam front[[62,
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p.626]H

Consequently, in high-current mono-energetic beam pra@gexperiments
where the toroidal correction (4J58) is negligible, and wehihere is no current
neutralization that could interfere with the effect of atezral magnetic field on
the beam head, i.ef,, = 0, the trajectory of the beam should not be different from
that of its individual particles. In that casg, (4.57) appldirectly to the beam as
a whole, which has been verified experimentally [80].

4.4.3 Effect on beam head

In the general case, i.e., whé¢n=~ 0 and f,, # 0, the overall effect of an external
magnetic field on a beam is more complex, and there is only ahkshed paper
related to this problem where the effect of a transverse beldhe beam head
is investigated in details, reference [73]. In that papemapke plasma model
is used to calculate the return current induced by an elediemm injected into
a plasma that is magnetized by a field that is either paratl&élamsverse to the
beam direction. The same model applies to the case of a\yEbiiam, with
the difference that in that case the plasma response wouddptessma-electron-
current flowing forwards rather than backwards relativéaéoieam motion. In the
model used in this reference it is assumed that the beanclearthove in straight
line so that the calculation yields the first order plasmpaoese corresponding to
the induction of the return current, which implies that theestion of the beam
deflection as such is not explicitly discussed.

The conclusion of reference [73] is that in the presenceraifresiverse magnetic
field the induced plasma-currentis no more axisymmetridhas (for a cylindrical
beam) a typicasin 6 surface charge/current polarization density distribusach
that the resultant electric field exactly cancels the exemmagnetic field’s force
on the plasma-current flowing within the beam. This meantsthig distribution
has just the proper character to enable the induced plaamant to flow across
the field in a force free region within the bedh.

Thus, at the head of a beam pulse injected into a gas or pldkera,can be
(under suitable conditions) a region of duratidnr ~ 7,, wheref,, ~ f. ~ 1
so that the beam current, as well beam charge, are fully aleagtd. In this

n this reference, as in many others, this ‘plasma envirarhig termed ‘plasma channel,
even though it would be better to keep this term for a prepplasina channel, because the effect
of a self-generated plasma environment (or channel) ighastof coupling.

Incidentally, it is also found in reference [73] that the agof the induced plasma current
is slower than exponential, so that equation (¥.18) givesnaesvhat pessimistic estimate of the
duration of the current neutralized region at the head ofeerbe

51



region the plasma current is polarized in the plane perperati to the external
magnetic field, which allows the plasma current to flow stiaagross this field,
whether the resulting configuration consists of a negate@nb neutralized by
a counterstreaming plasma-electron current, or a podipam neutralized by
a comoving plasma-electron current. In order to find the icaplons of this

polarization on the beam particles themselves, it is novessary to carefully
distinguish between these two configurations.

Suppose that the beam particles flow with a velogity- |5c| in the positive
direction of thez axis, and that the absolute value of the plasma-electrarcigl
along this axis i3 < ¢. Suppose also that Earth’s magnetic field is directed in
the positive direction of thg axis and has intensitig, . Under these conditions
the forces acting on the plasma and beam patrticles are dienggixis, on which
we now calculate their projections.

First, consider aegative (e.g., electron) beam. The cancellation of the force
due toB, by the forceF,,, due to the polarization electric field means that

F.(plasma = —evB, + F,, = 0. (4.59)

Thus, the total force (excluding the self-fields which arsuased to be canceled
by the plasma charge and current) on a negative beam pasticle

Fy(beam) = | — eV x By + Foy | = +e(V +v)B.. (4.60)

Therefore, the effect of the polarization electric field asiiicrease the beam
deflection caused by the external magnetic field, a smaltedfelong ag < V.

Second, consider gsitive (e.g., proton) beam. The cancellation of the force
due toB, by the forceF},, due to the polarization electric field means that

F.(plasma = +evB; — F,, = 0, (4.61)

where the direction of polarization force is reversed bsedbe plasma electrons
are induced to flow towards the head rather than the tail ob&d@n. Thus, the

total force (excluding again the self-fields which are asstino be canceled by
the plasma charge and current) on a positive beam particle is

F,(beam) = |+ eV x By + Fpy | = —e(V — v)B.. (4.62)

Therefore, the effect of the polarization electric field @wuto decrease the beam
deflection caused by the external magnetic field, which iegpthat a positive
beam may move straight ahead across a transverse magridtit fie- 1.

Consequently there is aremarkable difference betweensine@nd a positive
beam propagating in a gas or plasma, namely that the headbsftavp beam may
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under some suitable conditions move undeflected acrossisveese magnetic
field. These conditions require in particular that the etats of the plasma current
induced by the positive beam have the same velocity as the,bghich can be
interpreted as a ‘pick up’ process by which the positive béalhg neutralizes
itself by attracting electrons and taking them along. E\ethis process does
not lead to a full cancellation of the transverse magneticea will nevertheless
somewhat decrease the deflection by an external magneti¢ fibich implies
that a positive beam has a considerable advantage over tveegze for use as a
directed energy weapon in the Earth’s magnetosphere.

Indeed, when a beam propagates in a plasmafandf,, = 0 the monopolar
pinch forces, Eqs[(4.11) and (4117), are zero, ie.= F,, = 0, and the beam
expands freely. On the other hand, the dipolar couplingefmré&qgs.[(4.49) and
(4.50), are such thdt,,, = 0 while . # 0. Therefore, a fully neutralized beam
head can nevertheless guide a pinched beam body, and tieeledd a positive
beam straight across a magnetized gas.

However, it should be stressed right away that there are meastical dif-
ficulties in the way of taking this advantage fully into acobauln particular, as
will be seen in the chapter on instabilities, the head of iy ftrrent-neutralized
beam is very much prone to instabilities of various kind, eithinay even lead to
excessive [, > 1) current neutralization [81]. Moreover, fulfilling the cdition
v = V' is hampered by the fact that a high-power beam should pidfebba highly
relativistic (meaning that = V' = ¢), which has the inconvenience that relativistic
effects (i.e., the magnetic field induced by the motion offilesma current) tend
to quench the polarization electric fields. Finally, in artteat the head can guide
the body of a pulse, it is necessary that the coupling foroesuafficiently strong
for the beam to remain intact, instead of tearing apart vinéhitead going straight
ahead and the body been defledtid.

Nevertheless, it is possible that a favorable compromisg emest, and that
a mildly relativistic beam such as a proton beam of about 2 &Ge¥tic energy
would have the requisite properties. (For such a beam, thditonv = V
implies that the comoving neutralizing plasma electronslddave an energy of
about 1 MeV because 2 GeV / 1 Me¥Y 1836, the proton to electron mass ratio.)
Besides of being only mildly relativistic, the key advargagf this beam energy
is that it corresponds to the ‘minimum ionization windowg.i the velocity range
in which both protons and electrons loose a minimum amourmnergy when

BBAccording to Eq.[(4.53), this may imply that the beam pulsé m6 more be straight and
coaxial with its direction of propagation, but slanted irclsua way that the coupling forces
between neighbouring beam slices (calculated taking dsisrstibsection the non-axisymmetric
response of the plasma into account) will compensate foetternal magnetic force.

53



propagating through air at any press@e.

In fact, while there is apparently little published disdosson the advantage of
a positive over a negative beam with regards to its potegibitity to move straight
across a transverse magnetic field when propagating in a géessona, there is no
surprise in this property of a fully charge- and currentiraized positive beam
because such a beam is essentially equivalentd@uaal plasma beam — also
called aplasmoid beam[1

4.4.4 Summary

In this section we have discussed, mostly in qualitativensgerthe complicated
effects that an external magnetic field has on a beam andagsnal environment.
These complications are such that the resulting behavidghefbeam, and its
trajectory, can only be determined by actual experimerftdigrthree-dimensional
simulation programs [83].

In the general case, when an external magnetic or electce f@.,; acts on
the beam, each beam slice will be subject to a different acagbn F.,,/m~y
if the velocity of the patrticles in that slice is a function of If the shear in
F..i(7)/m~(7) is strong compared to the coupling forég. + F.,, due to the
beam self-pinch, the beam will tear. The breakup will camtiasr increases until
for some value, the coupling force becomes stronger than the sheared aktern
force; from this point on, i.e.t > 7, the beam will hold together. Once the
guiding pointr, is determined, one can find (a) the deflection due to the fbrge
(b) what portion of the beam is torn out, and (c) the valug(ef), i.e., the energy
of that part of the beam which actually guides the rest of ge[83]. When the
background plasma subjected to the external field responsisch a way that its
distribution is no more axially symmetric the coupling fescare no more trivially
determined by the pinch force, i.e., by E¢s. (4.49) and (4.6 is then possible
that the beam’s trajectory is no more determined by justies@y at the guiding
point, but by a combination of external and internal foragshsthat the beam as a
whole is either more or less deflected than it would be in atessehany collective
effects.

To conclude, let us summarize the main possibilities foppgating a particle

14The minimum given by Bethe’s stopping power, Eq. (%.68)responds t& (3) min ~ 0.96,
whereS(5).min = 0.22 MeV/m in air at STP.

15The January 198Barticle Beam Research Workshop at the U.S. Air Force Academy strongly
emphasized the potential advantages of plasmoid beamsh wiay not be “significantly deflected
by the Earth’s magnetic field" [82, p.58]; and of beam filansethit are “current neutralized and
thus are not deflected by kilogauss magnetic fields!" [82,]p.73
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beam across a magnetic field:

1. Neutral particle beams. A beam composed of electrically neutral particles
is evidently not deflected by an electromagnetic field. Thithe case of
a beam made of intrinsically neutral particles such as pestrwhich are
however very difficult to focus on a small or distant targetd af neutral
atom beams. In the later case, as is well known, the beam idefiected
even though the atoms are polarized by the external fields iBHbecause
the electromagnetic field strength required to separateiadelectron from
a nucleus is very large. As is easily estimated by calcugatie electric
field between two charges separated by a distance on theadrtter Bohr
radius, i.e.r.a~2, this critical electric field is about x 10 V/m, which
corresponds to abodt x 107 gauss. On the other hand, an atomic beam
propagating in the atmosphere is easily ionized (crossesee 10~!® cm?)
and this gives a lower altitude limit of about 150 km for ussugh a beam.

2. Plasmoid beams. If a neutral beam is composed of fully ionized atoms, e.g.,
a mixture of co-moving electrons and protons, the beam wilhpze and
under favorable circumstances generate a polarizatioatisivehich may
enable the plasmoid to move undeflected across the maghetzaum or
plasma. Indeed, since electrons and ions are deflecteddsvegposite
directions, they create (on opposite sides of the beam)apeaspectively
negative and positive charge layers, which induce a paltoz electric
field. This field yields an electric force which exactly calsdbe magnetic
force from the external magnetic field and the beam continnégflected,
loosing, however, particles from the polarization layefer such a beam,
the effective curren{.(4.24) is evidently zero. The enveleguation[(4.23)
reduces then to that of neutral beam and, in the absence pirttle effect,
the neutral plasma beam expands through the influence omiita@ce.
Moreover, as the electrons and ions move at the same velagitasmoid
beam can be seen as a ordinary plasma moving through a baokijgas
or plasma. Using standard concepts of plasma physics, awldpd the
background particle density is negligible compared to teanb particle
density, it can be seen that beam expansion into the surnmynmcbar-
vacuum is described by a rarefaction wave propagating lhadiavards at
a velocity on the order of the ion sound velocity[[84], i.e.,

| ET
Vg R L (4.63)
Yy

whereT), is given by [2.1FF). The change in beam radius after propagati
a distance: is then approximated by the expressifta ~ ze, /ag, which
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has the same form als (8.6), so that the ‘beam’ and ‘plasm#tingis give
compatible results. A more precise treatment of plasmogbexpansion,
including the emittance growth due to a non-negligible lgacknd, will
be given in Sed._416. A plasmoid beam would thus be an alteentd a
neutral particle beam for high-atmospheric or outer-sggstems, an option
that will be extensively discussed in Chap. 7 where the pdigiof both
ion/electrons and matter/antimatter plasmoid beams wittdnsidered.

. Guided particle beams. 1f a straight plasma channel is created by a laser
beam in the atmosphere, the radial focusing force exertetthdyons on
an electron moving in the channel may be larger than thedladieflecting
force due to an external field such as Earth’s geomagnetic flédis leads to
the concept of ‘laser-guided ion-focused propagation'ctmay enable an
electron beam to propagate undeflected through a low-gepaitkground
such as the upper-atmosphere. Creating a suitable chaneelovery
long distance may require a quite powerful laser, which bglitmay not
necessarily be very simple to build and operate, but whichdcbe part of
the pointing and tracking system of the weapon. A basic apsomin this
concept is that the massive ions of the channel are relgtis@hobile so
that the lighter electrons are properly guided by the behamgel tracking
force. Therefore, the guiding of proton or ion beams, or thiligg of
electron beams in a dense background, will need other tgebgj such as
those discussed in Séc. 4.7 on beam deflection and guidimgdifaces and
channels.

. Neutralized proton beams. As we have seen in this section, a positive ion
beam pulse may behave as a plasmoid in a gas or plasma, piagdead

is able to fully charge and current neutralize, and its bagyotlow the
head if the coupling forces are strong enough. Thus, a segqusrproton
beam pulses may propagate in straight line, creating daitaimditions for
following pulses to move further ahead through a dense atively tenuous
atmosphere. To date, this mode of propagation has most lpsos@! not
been demonstrated, primarily because of the lack of suifigigoowerful
sources and suitable beams of positive particles.
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4.5 Charged beam in a dense gas or plasma : Nord-
sieck equation

When a beam propagates in a dense gas or plasma, the caliigibrihe electrons
and nuclei result in a loss of energy by the beam particled,exentually a loss
in beam current when patrticles can effectively be removedchfthe beam by
interactions with nuclei. Furthermore, by increasing thgdar and energy spread
of the beam, the collisions lead to a continuous increaseih transverse and
longitudinal emittance. In the paraxial approximation thé radial envelope
equation taking energy loss and scattering into accourst fislws [22) 46@

o Il aw

1 2 2 /Z ~2 2 2
b - d ) 4.64
i Bw o @ (poelo ) ardy (4.64)

This result is obtained from kinetic theory which shows!| [#&t a self-pinched
beam subject to gas scattering evolves to a state in whichiitent density takes
the form of the Bennett distribution (4.32), which is a semity solution of the
Fokker-Planck equation withh =~ a for r < O(a).

In (4.64) all parameters are, in general, a function of ttpagation distance
z. The third term on the left hand side, for instance, is therdmution to radial
expansion coming from the decrease of the beam’s partideggil’(z). The
right hand side corresponds to the increase in transversitanoe because of
Coulomb multiple scattering in the background gas. In agexe with Liouville’s
theorem|([2], the emittance enters this formula through teyctpe which is the
relativistic invariant, conserved emittance for a beamas¥/ing energy.

In first approximation, the multiple scattering angle isagivby Rossi’s formula
[85, p.67iH

ES )2 dz
Bep Xy’

where B, = \/4r/am.c® ~ 21.2 MeV, and X, ~ 300.5 m for air at standard
temperature and pressure (STP) is the radiation lengtreahtdium|([86, p.5@

dy? = ( (4.65)

1
¥ = 4ar§NA%Z2 In(1832/3), (4.66)

16The theories developed in these two papers differ by someessential factors of ‘2" What
matters is that they are used consistently when comparegtrieental data.

"Rossi’s formula provides a convenient first approximationgnalytical calculations of the
kind done in this section. For more precise calculationgeeiglly for beams of relatively low-
momentum particles, it is better to use Mok’s theory as formulated by Bettie [86].

8o = 1/137 is the fine-structure constant, andthe classical electron radius.
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whereA, p, andZ are the atomic mass, density, and atomic number of the medium

The total energy of the beam patrticles as a functionisfjiven by the equation

aw w
i — = — — — +qFE.. 4.67
W= = =S(0) - 3~ +ab (4.67)
The first term is Bethe’s stopping power (i.e., the energyg fmer unit path length)
which corresponds to energy losses by ionization and daitaf the medium’s
molecules([85, p.24]

2 2.2 2
S(3) = 47TT3NA%ZmGCQ% (m % . ﬁ2>, (4.68)
whereq is the charge of the beam particles, dnid) ~ 85 eV for air is the mean
excitation energy of the mediumS(3) is independent of the beam particles’s
mass and a slowly varying function of their velocity when— 1. It equals
about 0.3 MeV/m in air at STP for single-charged particlehweinergies in the
GeV range. Betweep~y ~ 0.1 and 3y ~ 1000, the stopping power calculated
with Eq. (4.68) gives a result correct within a few perceist(5) has a broad
minimum atg3~y ~ 3.5 (i.e., 5 =~ 0.96), which corresponds to a kinetic energy of
about 1.3 MeV for electrons and about 2.3 GeV for protonss T$hihe so-called
‘minimum ionization energy’ for these particles, at whi€f3) ~ 0.22 MeV/m in

air at STP.

The second term on the right of EQ. (4.67) is present only lieecteon beams
and corresponds to bremsstrahlung radiation losses [B8]. p(Bremsstrahlung
emission is negligible for particles of mass heavier thactebns). The third term
corresponds to the ohmic losses in the induced longitudilegtric field. These
losses which are associated with the charge and currenaitieation process are
concentrated in the head of the beam where they contribdteating the plasma
electrons.

The beam current decreases because of collisions withindléhe case of
proton beams, both inelastic and elastic nuclear collsiwitl effectively remove
particles from the beam. Therefore, in that case, the éffebeam current (4.24)
will vary with z as

Ip(2) = I5(0) exp(—z/X.,), (4.69)

where X, is the nuclear collision length, about 500 m in air at STP fighh
energy proton beams. In the case of electron beams, the ymmoed statistical
character of bremsstrahlung radiation losses will reswdtwide energy spread for
propagations over distances of the order of one radiatiogitihe The implication
of such a large increase in longitudinal emittance is thatiglas with energies
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Figure 4.2: Beam expansion for various particles. The radial expansion of a
beam of intensity/z = 10 kA and momentumPz = 10 GeV/c, calculated by
integrating numerically the full radial envelope equatiaking all energy losses
and scattering effects into account, is plotted as a funatfg@ropagation distance

in air at STP. The-folding range, also called the Nordsieck length, defined as
the distance at which the beam radius has expanded by a @Hctor 2.718, is

of about about 400, 1000, or 4000 meters for an electronppratr muon beam,
respectively.
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Figure 4.3: Effective beam range versus momentum for various particles. The
effective range, defined as the distance at which the beamsrads expanded by

a factor of2e ~ 5, is plotted as a function a beam momentum in GeV/c. For a
beam intensityfz = 10 kA the range in air at STP of a single 1 GeV/c electron,
proton, or muon beam pulse is of about 200, 500, or 800 m, c&sphy. For a 10
GeV/c pulse the effective range increases to about 500 d» @Pfbr an electron

or proton beam, and about 6000 m for a muon beam (see Figlre 4.2
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less than half the mean beam energy will in fact ‘evaporaitehfthe beam, thus
leaving behind a reduced current beam/ [88]. A calculaticsedeon Bethe and
Heitler’s theory of straggling in bremsstrahlung emisg@&5] indicates that this
effect would account for a 30% loss in beam current for a higérgy electron
beam propagating over one radiation length.

The solution of [(4.64) has generally to be found numericatgwever, con-
siderable insight can be gained in the quasistatic lifhi= @’ ~ 0, where [(4.64)
becomes

]’ z
ap?t = / a2p? di?, (4.70)
which can trivially be rewritten as
d o ol o o da dip?
4 (22_>: 2224 4V 4.71
dznapIA ap]E dz ( )

If one takes Rossi’s multiple scattering formula (4.65)d arses the definition
of the Alfvén current, this equation becomes the so-caNedisieck equation
[89,122,46]:

Py 1

- Pp 32Xy

where P = Ig(2)p(z)c/e is the effective beam power, anfdy = cE?/e* =
(c/re)(4m/a)mec? ~ 15 x 1012 W = 15 TW is a physical constant: tidrdsieck
power. The remarkable property of this approximate envelope teqjues that the
radial expansion of a relativistic beam in a gas is a funatioonly two variables:

the radiation lengthX, which characterizes the medium, and the effective power
Pr which characterizes the beam.

d .
P In(Ppa®) (4.72)

The Nordsieck equation can be solved explicitly for seveeses of inter-
est. For instance, for high-energyoton beams, the dominant beam power loss
comes from the decrease in beam current due to nuclearétiters: Pp(z) ~
Pyexp(—z/X,,). Then, for relativistic proton beams such thiats 1,

a=apexp—=|(— +

1( z PNXn
2\X,,  FRXo

(exp(2/X,) — 1)). (4.73)

On the other hand, for high-energiectron beams, the dominant effect is energy
loss by bremsstrahlung®x(z) ~ Pyexp(—z/Xy). Thus, asi ~ 1,

a = ag exp % (Xio + %(exp(z/Xo) — 1)) (4.74)

In both cases, the Nordsieck powey plays an important role. Faf, < Py, the
radial expansion is very fast and the beam cannot propagetesizable distances.
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For P, > Py, however, the-folding range, also called th€ordsieck length,
defined as the distance over which the beam radius expandgdoyoa of e ~
2.718, becomes independent of initial beam power. It is about~ 2X, ~
1000 m for protons anc:y ~ 2X; ~ 600 m for electrons in air at STP. The
implication is that for a beam to propagate, its total effecpower has to be on
the order of Py = 15 TW, but any further increase in beam power would not
substantially increase its range.

In the low-energy limit, i.e./, < Py, the beam will propagate less than one
radiation or nuclear interaction length. One can therefm®ume that < X,
for electrons, and < X, for protons, to find that in first approximation the
Nordsieck length for both an electron or a proton beam is fieen by

R
~2——X. 4.75
ZN Py + P 0 ( )
For example, the maximum power of the 10 kA, 50 MeV, ATA beanPjs=
0.5 TW. Since the Nordsieck power iBy = 15 TW, and the radiation length
Xo ~ 300 min air at STP, the typical propagation length of a single AJgam
pulse should be on the order af ~ 20 m.

In order to check the validity of these conclusions we havéewa computer
program to solve (4.64) in the general case, modeling alsighy effects such as
multiple scattering, energy losses, etc., as preciselyssilple

First, we have solved (4.64) for 10 GeV/c momentum, 10 kA kafrelec-
trons, protons and muons in air at STP. This corresponds itatéal beam power
Py, = 6.6 Py, and the results are shown in Figlrel4.2. Second, we havalagld
the effective range, defined as the distance at which the badios has expanded
by a factor of2e ~ 5, as a function of momentum for 10 kA beams of these
particles, see Figure 4.3.

The e-folding range of theproton beam is about 1 km, as expected. But it
is only 400 m for theelectron beam. (See Figuré 4]2.) This discrepancy is the
result of the approximation made in deriving the Nordsieglation [4.7R) and of
neglecting straggling.

The range of proton beams in air is thus strictly limited by tluclear interac-
tion length, and that of electron beams by the radiationtlenigowever, as these

1®These computer simulations made in 1978 used de' theory of multiple-scattering and
other refinments routinely used in the analysis of high-gyearticle physics experiments. Itis
only in 1984 that the results of a similar simulation and cangon to earlier experiments was
published([87]. It should however be emphasized that therkaible simplicity of the Nordsieck
equation[(4.7P2), which leads to closed form analytical ezpions such als (4]73) afd (4.74), is due
to the use of Rossi's formulB {4165).
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lengths depend directly upon the atmospheric density, dhesponding ranges
will increase in proportion to the decrease in atmosphezisdy.

Themuon beam, which would be much more difficult to produce in practice
than an electron or proton beam, is included for comparigaerbremsstrahlungs
and nuclear interactions are negligible for these pagj¢iee muon beam range is
of course much larger. (See Figures 4.2[and 4.3.)

The solution to the Nordsieck equation for muon beams idyealtained by
letting X,, — oo in equation[(4.73), which becomes

1/P
a = ag eXPi(FJZXiO) (4.76)

Therefore, the Nordsieck length for a muon beam is
2N = 2— X, (4.77)

which gives are-fold range of 4 km for a 100 TW muon beam, in agreement with
Figure[4.2.

Finally, in order to compare the beam expansion theory givéms section to
the data, and therefore to validate the extrapolationsdiveigure$ 4.2 arid 4.3, we
have simulated and found good agreement with the beam expaneasurements
given in reference [47]. In these measurements, the ASTR@IMNction linear
accelerator of the Lawrence Livermore National Laboravesg used to propagate
a 250 ns, 0.85 kA, 5 MeV electron beam pulse over a distance Ui tm in
reduced density nitrogen. This agreement can be also beapesdict with some
confidence the propagation characteristics of the 10 kA, BY,MTA beam. Itis
then found that one-folding beam-radius increase corresponds to a propagatio
distance of about 20 m in sea-level air, in excellent agregnvéh the analytical
estimate given by equation_(4]75), and that the beam radansases to about ten
times its initial value after propagating a distance of al&&m.

To conclude this section, in which the Nordsieck approxioratvas derived by
neglecting the&” anda’ terms relative to thé/a term in Eq. [4.64), it is important
to clarify under which conditions this is possible. To dosthie restrict ourself
to the case where the variation of the beam energy, i.e.,&hatwns oflil” and
thus P, are small, so that Nordsieck’s equatibn (4.72) can be usedtimate the
magnitude of the second derivative term that has been rtedlec€his gives

=15 )
a = 1\R 7, (4.78)
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which is negligible in Eq.[(4.64) if smaller thaidz/4)/a, i.e., if

a [Ia Py
— /= < —03°X,. 4.79
o\ Tp < PNB 0 ( )

On the left hand side of this expression, apart from a noergss numerical
factor, we recognize the betatron wavelendth (4.31), amilagily on the right
hand side the Nordsieck length (4.75). Therefore, the ¢mmdfor Nordsieck’s
approximation to be valid, i.e., the condition for the pineifect to be strong
enough that beam spread due to scattering is constrainetgeoaritten

i < Agm < 2N, (4.80)

where the first inequality recalls that the whole concephlyg walid in the paraxial
limit.

4.6 Particle beam in a gas or plasma : emittance-
driven expansion

==> suppress emphasis on plasmoid

There is a possibility that the concept of "diaxial beamgiimch mode is more
general than just outer-space: a pair of positive/negataens in the atmosphere
will stay parallel much longer than the time to reach thed#rg

In Sec[ 3.2 we have considered the effect of space-chafgetsbn the lateral
and longitudianl expansions of a charged-particle beamegulopagating in vac-
uum, independently of any other effects. We have found tirad ¥/ery relativistic
beam, these effects were quite small

However, for directed energy applications a much simplasiploid config-
uration is obtained by overlapping two co-moving beams giagite charged
particles in such a way that the combined beam is charge anehtuneutralized.
For example, a beam consisting of an equal number of electiod positrons
moving with the same velocity in the same direction. For sadilly charge
and current neutralized beam the effective curignis zero, so that the envelope
equation[(4.64) reduces to

aw’

a’ + i

1 o
&3—192 <p(2)€3_0 + / a2p2 d@Z)2>. (4.81)
0

Obviously, this equation is the same as for a beam of neugndicfes (e.g,
un-ionized atoms, or neutrons) traveling through a baakgugagas, provided the
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multiple scattering anglé:)? is properly expressed in terms of the corresponding
scattering processes. Forexample, inthe case of a néwytlabgen beam, multiple
scattering is due to collisions between the hydrogen atdnttsecbeam with the
molecules of the gas, while in the case of a beam of chargettipa multiple
scattering is due to their Coulomb interactions with thetet:s and nuclei of
the gas’s atoms. In the latter case, a first approximatiomasiged by Rossi’s
formula [4.65), so that equation (4181) can be rewritten as

aWw’ 11 F N
= —— (== | &*d 4.82
a + BQW (~l3 XQ(ﬁCp) /; a Z? ( )

where we have set ( = 0.

This envelope equation cannot be solved analytically ingbeeral case.
However, if we assume that the enefdy, and thus the momentum are nearly
constant,[[4.82) simplifies to

1 B
3~/~// oM S 2.
aa’ +aa _X()(ﬁcp

(4.83)

For an ideal beam with a zero initial emittance, and zeraailmiadius, the solution
of this equation is

a(a) = 2 2 (4.84)
alz) = . .
Bep v/3Xo
Therefore, the range at which the beam has expanded to & fadigiven by
(@) = (%)2/3(3)(0)1/3&2/3. (4.85)

Taking for example a particle/antiparticle plasmoid bearg.( an electron/po-
sitron or proton/antiproton plasmoid) with a moment of 10/&eper particle, the
range at which the beam radius has increas@d-+al meter is given, as a function
of altitude above ground, in Tadle 4.3.

As can be seen, while the range is less than one kilometez lothatmosphere,
itis on the order of 1’000 to 50’000 km in the ionosphere, et¢altitudes between
300 and 3'000 km which correspond to the mid-course flight@GBM reentry
vehicles. Moreover, while the range is on the ordeXgf(the radiation length) at
sea-level, it becomes very much smaller thgnin outer-space. Sinc& is on
the order ofX,, (the nuclear interaction length), and since b&thand.X,, vary in
inverse proportion to the atomic density, this means theaeffect of energy losses
on beam expansion can be neglected for high-energy elemticoproton plasmoid
beams propagating through the ionosphere. Therefore pifr@xmations made
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10 GeV/c plasmoid beam range in outer-space
altitude | atomic density,  z; Xo z(a)
[km] n, [cm~?] [km] [km] [km]
0 5 x 10 30 0.3 0.6
100 5 x 1012 3x10% | 3 x 10° 130
300 5 x 10° 3x 101 | 3x10° | 1300
1000 5 x 10° 3 x 10 | 3 x 10'2 | 13000
3000 5 x 10% 3 x 1016 | 3 x 10'* | 60000

Table 4.3: The range(a) at which the RMS radiug of a high-energy plasmoid
beam has expanded to a radius of one meter because of mattgitering in the
atmosphere is given as a function of altitude above grouhé.iflitial radius and
angular spread are assumed to be zero. The ionizationyelusgrange:; and
the radiation lengttX, are larger than(a) in the high-atmosphere.

in deriving (4.88), namely thdl” andp are constant, are correct for the purpose
of calculating the ranges given in the table.

In summary, particle/antiparticle plasmoid beams showdcbnsidered as
serious candidates for use as outer-space directed eneayows. Such beams
are in principle not deflected by the Earth’s magnetic fielnla3sess the feasibility
of this concept, many issues have to be addressed: oveahilityt propagation
across amagneticfield, beam losses at the boundary lagam,lbsses by particle-
antiparticle annihilations, effects of ionospheric plasstectrons and ions on beam
propagation and stability, etc. However, if the plasmoidrhas very relativistic,
e.g., electrons/positrons with energies in the GeV to Te\gea(i.e.,y = 10° to
10%), many effects which depend on powers of the Lorentz fagtwill ensure
that it will behave much more as a true neutral beam than asu@eti-particle
beam during its flight towards a target.

4.7 Deflection and guiding by conductors and chan-
nels

In this chapter we have so far considered the propagatiorhafged particle
beams in infinite media, except possibly for a cut-off sucimdake dimensionless
inductanceL. We now examine some of the most important effects of finite-
distance boundary conditions such as the proximity of a gotiek plane, pipe, or
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wire; as well as the consequences of propagating the beampreapared channel,
in which parameters such as the conductivity, temperaand/or density have
a predetermined profile. While theses boundaries can haviendatal and/or

beneficials consequences for the long-distance propagatarticle beams, they
can also be used within accelerator systems to manipulgtedurrent beam
pulses and therefore to prepare (or ‘condition’) them keefojection into another
other section of the accelerator-system, or into the oetsivironment (as will be
discussed in SeL. 5.6 on beam conditioning).

As the effects of the external forces deriving from theserfiaces and channels
have to be evaluated in relation to the beam'’s internal aohdsrces, frequent
reference will be made to the concepts developed in[Selc.l1d4.the absence of
a universally accepted terminology, we will try to use therteracking for the
effect of the guiding forces deriving from a pre-existingaohel (i.e., a prepared
plasma distribution), and keep the teroupling (i.e., self-tracking) for the effect
of the (self-)guiding forces deriving from a self-genedapgasma distribution (or
channel).

Also, as the prototype external force is the magnetic forchiced by the
geomagnetic field, we will adhere to the convention of usimgtiies magnetic
field as a yardstick for measuring and qualifying the strewgexternal deflection
and guiding forcel]

4.7.1 Deflection and guiding by conductors

When an electrically charged particle passes nearby a ctordtinduces currents
and charges in the conductor that react on the particle ardifynils motion.
These effects are well known in classical electrodynammdgarticle accelerators
physics where the method of ‘image charges and currentités ased to quantify
them. As will be seen, these forces can be attractive orseyldepending on the
magnetic permeability of the conductor, and on the ionirasitate of the medium
through which the particle is moving.

For of a beam of radius propagating at a distancé > r parallel to a
plane interface made of a highly conductive and diamagmediterial, such as a
metallic plate or a ground surface, the reaction (or imagee on the beam can

200n that scale, where the unit i8 0.5 gauss, the cohesion forces typical of high-current
particle beams are in the range of few milligauss to a fewgdless, while those of a solid body
are measured in megagauss.
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be estimated in good approximation by the image farce [58]

Fo= —((1 ) -(1- fm)62>1E[B, (4.86)

dI,
which is trivially obtained by replacing the radial distendn Eq. (4.22) by—2d,
i.e., minus the distance between the beam and its image-{90his force is
weaker than the radial pinch forde (4.22) on the beam by ttterfa/2d < 1.

Equation [(4.86) shows that the reaction force can be aiteaot repulsive
depending on the values ¢f and f,,. In fact, because of radial symmetry, the
sign of this force is the same whether the beam propagatakgdéo a plane, or to
the wall of a conductive pipe. This has importants consegjesnboth for a beam
propagating inside an accelerating system, as for a beapagating in open air
over a ground plane or near an obstacle.

If the beam is propagating in a gas afid~ 1 the image force should be
repulsive. This effect was observed in 1967-1968 in somé&efearliest pub-
lished high-intensity pinched-state propagation expents [58]. Open shutter
photographs show how a 50 kA, 3 MeV beam is deflected by a coimgusheet
put at 45-degrees in the way of the beam. Had the conductieet &keen nor-
mal to the pinched beam a large hole in the sheet would hauéeddrom each
shot. These effects were systematically studied in theebd¥mnion, showing,
for instance, that a self-focusing relativistic electraai propagating along the
surface of a ferromagnetic plate is attracted to it, andctftein the case of a dia-
magnetic (e.g., copper) plate [91]. In fact, if the magnp&mmeability (measured
at an appropriate high-frequency) of the medium in whichrteetralized beam
propagates ig;, and that of the conducting materjal, the image force (4.86)
should be multiplied by the factdy:; — po) /(111 + po).

If the beam is propagating in vacuum, e.g., in an evacuatachh@pe, the
image force is attractive and proportionaltgy?. This leads to a destabilizing
force which tends to amplify transverse perturbations eflikam, especially if
the restivity of the wall is finite [92]. However, if the beamm propagating in
a conductive tube filled with neutral gas at pressures deitfty self-pinched
propagation (e.g., in the ion-focused regime), the imageefcs repulsive and has
a remarquable stabilizing effect on the transverse patiohs of a finite radius
beam. This effect can be used for centering and quieting enpaad will be
further discussed in the Séc.15.6 on beam conditioning.

2l this reference equations (11a) and (11b) for the imageefare similar to our equation
(4.88) with the beam currertz replaced by the net curreifi;, and f. and f,, interpreted as
the ‘plasma shielding fractions’ affecting the image clegrgnd currents. Once these factors are
calculated in section Il of this reference, our equat[o®B@ is recovered.
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When the beam propagates in open air, a most important ¢ffecnsider is
the influence of a conducting ground plane/[90]. The potéséiaousness of this
deflection is illustrated by assuming that the only forcéngcon a beam pulse is
given by Eq.[(4.86) and thdtrepresents the height above ground of a horizontally
propagating beam. At the head of the pulse, where the aiillisst ionized by
the beamf, = f,, = 0 so that the ground-plane force is attractive (as in vacuum)
but very small since proportional te1/+2. But in the body of the pulse (where
fe = 1 andf,, ~ 0) the ground-plane forcg, is repulsive and much larger since
proportional to+3?. EquatingF, /m~ to the transverse acceleration one gets an
equation of motion showing that the body of a beam initiatlz@ightd can reach
targets at the same height at rangeanly if [90]

z < di—A. (4.87)
B
Sincels/Ip = 3.3 for a 10 kA, 1 GeV electron beam, this limitation would be
catastrophic forl measured in meters, e.g., if the accelerator is on boardpaashi
sea, and the target a sea-skimming cruise missile.

However, the bound (4.87) grossly underestimates the raecguse the beam
coupling forces were neglected. Usiig (4.53), i.e., themete equation for the
transverse motion of a beam slice, or simply the concept @igg point, one
reaches the conclusion that the image force from a grouneélas a negligible
impact on the trajectory of a high-energy beam. This is beedbe deflection
force on the beam head is proportionall{{d+?), i.e., very small whery andd
are sufficiently large. In quantitative terms, for a beanmhwéitcurrent in the kA
range, this happens whern> 5, and the ground plane lies ten or more beam radii
away [90]. Under these conditions the beam tilts in ordetr tt@coupling forces
can compensate for the larger value of the image force ongamlbbody, but does
not tear or alter its trajectory.

Afinal effect related to those examined in this section isrikeraction of beam
with the thin conductive or resistive wire. If the wire is cluctive and grounded,
it can be seen as the limit of a very thin plasma channel, arsdtinxefore used
in early experiments to show that such a wire (or thin plash@noel) was able
to guide a beam across a magnetic field [62]. If the wire isstes it will
become charged in the presence of a beam, which is then Btrgugled and
focused by the oppositely charged wire|[93]. More generatlyes can be used
in various configurations, including multiple wire arraggher passively as in the
two previous examples, or actively as current-carryinggw/in beam transport and
conditioning systems as will be seen in Secl 5.6.
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4.7.2 Magnetic tracking in discharge plasma channels

The theoretical and experimental study of high-currensmla discharges has
been undertaken very early on, often by people active intiysof long range

propagation of particle beanis [94], or in the constructiboampact high-power

particle accelerators [95]. An important motivation forstlvas the potential of

such discharges to create high-conductivity reduced tlealsannels suitable to
guide and propagate high-power particle beams over longraiss, based on
the observation that lightning discharges are stabilizedhie presence of the
background atmosphere [94].

The most simple way to produce such discharges is by elatiyriexploding a
thin wire, e.g.,[[95]. Several experiments demonstrategtssibility of using the
resulting plasma channel to propagate, over meter-longries, MeV-energy,
multi-kA-current electron[[96] and proton [97, 198] beamsnaother technique,
more suitable for repetitively pulsed systems, is that sétanitiated discharge
channels([99], in which a special technique is used to predang paths of
ionization by causing breakdown in a rapidly retracted foegion [100]. It
was applied to both electron, e.q., [101], and proton bed®%,[103/ 104], and
confirmed the efficient propagation of similar high powerrheaver distances of
2-5 meter.

The beam focusing and guiding forces active in this propagahode derive
from the hot, highly ionized channel created by the disahandich ensures that
the beam is quickly charge and current neutralized, andhbabtal magnetic field
is frozen and equal to that of the pre-formed channel at thexemd of injection
[96,97]. Thus, while the self-pinch force is zero, the beaminched by that field,
and beam cohesion is provided by the electrostatic coufdireg, Eq. [(4.49), so
that the beam is tracking the channel. Moreover, if the ceband the beam are
subject to a transverse magnetic fiéld, the channel can guide the beam across
that field, provided its intensity is such that the corregpiog deflecting force
on a beam particle is equal to twice the maximum value of theking force, a
condition that is writterB; > 2B, in Ref. [105]. This is explained by the fact that
a fully neutralized beam-plasma-channel system is easlbrized by an external
field, which implies that in order to push the beam out of thanctel the external
force has to overcome both the coupling force and the restdarce from the
electric polarization field, which are nearly equal whenlieam and the channel
separate. This was shown in experiments where the plasmaehaas simulated
by a thin aluminum cylinder enclosing the beam [105, E6].

22/ gas-filled metallic tube with a wall thickness of=al0 pm is yet another technique for
guiding a beam: The small thickness ensures the absenceagéiforces, and the interactions of
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This mode of propagation has therefore the potential to ggafe a high-
power beam over distances that are compatible with apmitatsuch particle-
beam driven inertial confinement fusion [96) 97, 1107]. Ondtteer hand, when
propagating over longer distances, the beam tends to bieejom the channel
as soon as the beam current separates from the plasma reteent¢62| 97|, 101].
This means that while the plasma channel itself is relatistble (on a time-scale
defined by magnetohydrodynamic stability[[94, 102]) thésamels quickly expel
the beam pulse through beam-induced return currents, wibgdause currents
flowing in opposite directions repel each other.

Rarefied but highly conducting channels do not, thereforahke long-distance
beam guiding and transport. Moreover, if a reduced density-conducting
channel is prepared, experiment shows that reduced ddrestyittle effect on
beam propagation except from a decrease in scatteringsuffidgient conductivity
is generated to trigger instabilities which cause the bede repelled or expelled
from the channel [101]. Consequently, other means to gumdkircrease the
propagation range of particle beams have to considered|ld®wone in the next
three subsections.

4.7.3 Electrostatic tracking in ion-focusing channels

While the seminal papers of Willard Bennett [38, 39] had argjrand lasting
influence on the US beam community, a similar influence on éveeScommunity
came form those of Gersh Budker [14] @]I.n Bennett’s papers a major emphasis
was on ‘fully charge and current neutralized beams’ and hatiential ability to
direct energy over large distances straight across maygfieldls [82], while in
Budker's papers a major emphasis was on ‘relativistic Btaol high-current
beams’ that could find applications in linear and circulattipke accelerators, as
well as in thermonuclear energy devices. As it turned outh lboncepts were
equal fruitful, although Bennett’s original concept of magphydrodynamically
stable self-focusing beamls [39]) proved to be more diffitulput into practice
than Budker’s idea, which directly led to what is now termbd ton-focused

the beam with the wall and the gas create a plasma that caritablsdor various applications. A
thin-walled dielectric tube whose diameter is smaller ttiet of the beam may also be used: The
resulting smaller diameter plasma channel can still effityeguide a 10 to 20 kA beam across a
magnetic field, as is a thin wire which can be thought as a etpnivto a very narrow and immobile
plasma channel[62, 93].

23Budker’s first presentation outside the USSR, in 1956 at apgginm at CERN, Geneva,
Switzerland, had an equally strong influence on Europeamssts, e.g.,[[18, 198, 190]. The
only two references given by Budker in the paper (presenyel.B. Naumov) published in the
symposium’s proceedings [14] were to Bennett’s papers3gB,

71



regime (IFR) propagation mode of high power electron be&#s65] 66].

While this propagation mode was indirectly observed in sofnthe earliest
high-power beam propagation experiments, e.gl, [59],stovdy in 1976/1977 that
itwas first properly explained in published papers, i.€l,[B)]. The essence of this
propagation mode is that either by is own effect, or as are§abme preparation,
the electron beam of line density, is propagating through an ion-channel of line
density NV; such that Budker's condition is satisfied, i.¢/n* < f, < 1 with
fa = N;/Ne, so that the net radial pinch force on the electron beam inrids?]
Propagation is then stable, provided the beam region iefregcondary electrons,
which is ensured by the conditiofy < 1, so that most instabilities are avoided,
and there is no return current flowing within the beam regisrnnaa discharge
channel.

If the beam and ion channels are assumed to have radial @ayssfiles with
RMS radiia andb, respectively, their electrostatic interaction forcamy given
by expression (4.46) wittv, = N, and N, = N;. For short separations between
the centroidse, andz; of the beam and channel distributions, this force reduces
to expression(4.47), and the equations of motion of theromist are simply([14,
p.75], [15, p.685],[[190, p.232], [65, p.226]

2 2

e LTe — X;
Ne—xe = NI o — 2N, N;—=———, 4.88
™y dt2 " 4, a? + b? ( )
d2 e? —
MN;—x; = N, F; —2N, N ’ 4.89
dt2 14 g,ext + 47T b2 ) ( )

wherem and M are the masses of the electrons and ions, respectively;and
and F; ... some external forces. In this equation we have supposedhabns
do not move in the longitudinal direction, i.&;, = 0 so thaty; = 1.

To take a concrete example, let us assume that the extemcal idue to a
transverse magnetic fieldy. The equations of motion are then

2 2

e —
N, N.BcBy — —— 2N, N,Ze i 4.90
e e = € BeBo 4meg a? + b? ( )
2 e? Te — T
MN,;,— — 2N, N;—=— . 491
dt2 +47T€0 a? + b2 ( )

and can be interpreted as follows:

e Whenthe mass oftheionsis very large, id..— oo, the ions are essentially
immobile and the two equations decouple singés constant. Eq[(4.90)

24The charge neutralization fractigh, whose definition is somewhat ambiguous in [Eq. (4.11),
is written f,, to make clear that it is here defined/&s/N,.
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has then a stationary solution in which the difference- z; is a constant
such that the right hand side is zero: This is an illustratitthe application
of the concept of coupling that was introduced in $ed. 4.8 vamch allows
a beam-background system to respond in such a way that @t effthe
external force is compensated for. In the present case #ra bad plasma
distributions have different radii, and the stationaryusioh exists only
as long as the approximatidn, — z;)?> < o + b? that enabled to write
Egs. [4.47) and (4.90) is valid. This gives a limit on the maxin value of

By, i.e.,
Ho fn 2[B
By < Bz = —>5%———. 4.92
0 PR (4.92)

Taking for examplef,, = 0.1, Iz = 10 KA, 6 ~ 1, andva? + b?> = 0.1 m,

we getB,,... < 20 gauss. Such a beam could therefore moved undeflected
through Earth’s magnetic field, the immobile ion channelimg a guide.
The quantityB,,.. characterizes the tracking force provided by the ion
channel when a beam propagates in the IFR mode. It meansutiat s
a channel can guide the beam straight across an electrotiafielel, or
along a bend if the channel is not straight, provided thatrtagnitude of the
corresponding electromagnetic or centrifugal forces ess than that of a
transverse magnetic field of strength,... Finally, wheng ~ 1, Eq. (4.92)
has a form similar to the magnetic field from a thin conducteha distance

r = va? + b%. This means that the guiding force provided by a charged or
current-carrying wire is equivalent to that of a channelrdinitely heavy
ions, and vice versa.

e Adding Egs.[(4.90) and (4.91) yields an equation giving adincombina-
tion of the transverse accelerations of the centroids oéteetron and ion
distributions in terms of the external field,. If we postulate that due to
coupling the beam follows its head (i.e., that the condif@@82) is satisfied),
and that the beam head continuously produces the ion chaaright the
centroids of the ion and electron distributions follow pialdrajectories, we
havei.(t, z) = #;(t, z) in the body of the puls@ The sum of Eqs[(4.90)
and [4.91) is then identical to the equation for the circofation in a trans-
verse magnetic field of a beam of ‘heavy particles’ that watillhave the
velocity corresponding te, but an effective mass larger thanand equal
to

M
et =m(l+ fr,— : 4.93
mess =m(1+ f ”ym) >m ( )

25Note that IFR propagation with the beam creating the reduaeization can be problematic,
see[[69].
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Thus, if the beam consists of electrons and the neutralichmnnel of
nitrogen ions, the radius of curvature of the beam body eit26'000 f,, /v
times larger than the Larmor radius of a single electronérstiime magnetic
fieldPd On the other hand, ifthe beam consists of protons and theatieutig
channel of electrons, the radius of curvature of the beany bakibe only
slightly different from the Larmor radius of a single protdrhis is because
the tracking effect of the neutralizing channel in the iootfsed regime
exists only if that channel can be considered as immobil&lwk obviously
not the case when an ion beam is neutralized by an electrditmamnd,
whether the channel is self-generated by the beam or pneefibby some
other means. Therefore, while we have seen in[Sek. 4.4 thatjectory of
abeam pulse is determined by the Larmor radius at its hedadhvddefined
by m rather than byn. s, we can interpret the bound (4]193) as a condition
for the body of a pulse to be tracking its head. We can thusludedhat
a beam propagating in the IFR mode and subject to an exterred fvill
be tracking the channel provide the conditions implied bg.§4.92) and
(@93) are both strongly satisfi&d.

The guiding effect of IFR channels has been verified in a nurobexperi-
ments. Since the linear particle number density of a 10 kAtirgstic beam is
N = Ig/(efic) =~ 2 x 10" m™!, the condition of partial neutralizatiof), < 1
implies that for a 10 cm radius channel the required ion dgmsirresponds to a
partial pressure of less thaf— torr in a nitrogen atmosphere. This means that
IFR guiding is not very suitable for directing a beam throdiglh-density air (in
which it would be difficult to bore a wide and nearly fully evated channel), but
rather for guiding a beam through an accelerator systemeoiothosphere after
preparing a low-density ionized channel with a laser beam.

Possibly the first published paper on IFR propagation in acbkis a Soviet
experiment in which @ = 10~ to 10~ torr plasma channel was prepared by a
30 kW discharge in a 8 cm diameter and 1 m long silica tube. AVieV, 30 KA,

50 ns electron beam pulse was successfully transmittete piniching down from
an initial 6 cm to a final 4 cm diameter radius [61]. Optimumms@ission was
found for f,, = 10, i.e., substantially larger than one, which is not an olistas

long as all secondary electrons are expelled by the beamesgharge field [60].
In follow-up experiments, it was shown that the guiding efffef the channel was
sufficient to enable straight motion across a magnetic figlatensity up to about

26Since we neglect the self-fields except for their effect gltme beam radius, this radius of
curvature does not include the toroidal correction giveEhy (4.58).

27A condition more general thah (4192), in whigh, is replaced byy M. /M, is obtained by
subtracting Eqs[{4.90) and (4191), and requiring that— z;)? < a? + b.
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100 gauss, under condition, (=~ 1) such that Eq[{4.92) gives,,.. ~ 800 gauss
[62].

This opened the way to many applications, of which the mogtomant is
probably the guiding of high power beams through compadt-eigergy acceler-
ators, see Refs, [64, 348, 349, 350] and $ec.]10.1, withoighathe possibility
of sending lethal beams into the atmosphere would not ekigthat application
the radius of the guiding channel is generally intentignathaller than the beam
radius in order that the radial force be anharmonic and leaghtmping of the
transverse beam motion [349]. This effect will be furthescdissed in Sec. 5.6 on
beam conditioning.

Straight IFR channel can be used for injection and extraaiioa relativistic
electron beam in a high-current betatron [354], and bentdR&nnels to deflect
high-current electron beams.

High-current electron beam bending using IFR channels aaghetic fields
can been achieved using an number of techniques. For examplstraight laser
generated channels can be made to intersect’an4be field of a relatively low
intensity bending magnet. The electron beam entering giroue of the channels
can then exit through the other one, the guiding forces fimarchannels, and the
bending force from the magnet, providing enough steeringhi® beam to switch
from one channel into the other [108]. Two suclht #&nds can make a 90end,
which can be used to recirculate and accelerate a low-emdegjron beam to a
higher energy [108, 109]. Another technique is to use a \@myenergy, very-low
current electron beam (e.g., 800 V, 250 mA produced by a mgisten filament)
to form a bent channel in a reduced density gas by sendingéhis through a low
intensity (100 gauss) transverse magnetic field. The iaguthannel is sufficient
to guide a 1 MeV, 18 kA, 1.5 cm radius electron beam through’a@ad [110].

4.7.4 Electrostatic channel-tracking in full-density air

Due to the importance of conductivity in neutralizing a geat particle beam, and
getting it to pinch, it was thought that a localized chanrfdtigher conductivity
could result in an attractive electrostatic force to guitbeam by keeping it in the
channel. Such a conductivity channel in the atmospheraldmileft behind by a
previous beam pulse. It could also be intentionally created laser pulse fired
immediately preceding the beam pulse.

As a matter of fact, early calculations using a simplified eloddicated
that such an attractive electrostatic force exists, aljhawsually small compared
with the pinch (and thus coupling) force [111, p.8]. Moreaileld computer
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simulations then showed that the electrostatic force predby low-level channel
preionization (in order to avoid problems with a possibkeine current) is weak,
short lived, and partially repulsive [83]. These featuresenfinally confirmed by
analytical calculations, which clearly showed that defpregdn the relative radii
of the beam and conductivity channels, the tracking foragdccbe attractive or
repulsive as a function of the position of the beam slice ehihe beam head
[112]. In these calculations the strength of this force daalso be accurately
evaluated, and found to be equivalent to never much moredtiaw gauss near
the guiding point in the head region of a 10 kA pulse.

It can therefore be concluded that ‘conductivity-chanmatking’ is not a
practical concept for guiding a beam.

4.7.5 Magnetic channel-tracking in full-density air

An intense particle beam propagating through air leavesamratl that has a
reduced density (after expansion) and a residual condtyctiubsequent pulses
or even later portions of a long pulse may be guided by thinicehand may
propagate more easily in it. This hole boring or density otidun effect has been
noted as a means for increasing the propagation range otamsanbeam in the
atmosphere [101]. However, as explained in the previouseslons, reduced
density on its own has little effect on beam guiding, too maehductivity leads
to a return current which tends to expel the beam from the radlaand a low
conductivity leads to an electrostatic force that is too kvaad uncertain to be
effective.

Thus, itwould seem that ‘hole boring’ and ‘channel guidibga leading pulse
in a train of pulses sent into the atmosphere could not warless a propagation
regime in which a suitable electromagnetic tracking forxiste could be found
[107].

A magnetic guiding force of an initially un-ionized reduceensity channel
on an intense beam pulse was discovered in 1987, using dimessional simu-
lations, and confirmed in 1990 in a double-pulse electrombegeriment [113].
The attraction between the low-density channel and the breanits from beam
impact ionization and electrical conductivity dependeandhe plasma electron
temperature. The higher electron temperature in the rdrefi@annel depresses
the conductivity and return current in the channel, thuftisigithe centroid of the
net current toward the channel axis. Magnetic attractiawéen beam current
and net current pulls the beam into the channel [114]. Contmaelectrostatic
tracking in a very-low-density ion-focusing channel, titmagnetic tracking mode
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works for both electron and ion beams in relatively highsignchannels.

In this tracking mode, also called ‘density-channel tragKithe density re-
duction in the channel has to remain modest, i.e., on therafla tenth to a
third of ambient density, so that on-axis ionization by anghing is weak and
excessive return current is avoided. A remarkable propsErtiensity tracking is
its weak dependence on density reduction, with a guidingefequivalent to a few
gauss per KA beam current, and only a logarithmic increagbatfforce below
one tenth atmospheric density [114, Fig.2]. Effects thagraee tracking include
high-order chemistry effects and channel preionizatidmgctv both influence the
mechanisms of conductivity generation [114,1115]. Expents showing that the
magnetic tracking force is equivalent to at least 10 gaus4@dkA beams, and
exploring effects that degrade guidance, will be discugs&bc[10.5.

As density tracking works for channels with on-axis redudedsity on the
order of 0.1 to 0.3 atmosphere, it enables multipulse prafag over distances
equal to atleast 3 to 10 Nordsieck lengths. Multipulse lmeng and propagation
is therefore feasible for endoatmospheric applicatiook s point defense where
a range of a few kilometers is sufficient.
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Chapter 5

Injection of a high-power beam into
the atmosphere

5.1 Plasma generation by a particle beam

In a endo-atmospheric system, except when the beam is ladnoto the iono-
sphere or a pre-formed plasma channel, the beam will, inrgeree injected into
initially un-ionized air. At the very head of a beam pulseerthis thus no back-
ground plasma and therefore, bgthand f,,, are zero. The beam head, therefore,
expands at a rate governed by the net radial electromadosti, emittance and
scattering. However, as the beam ionizes the air, a plasnmeiasing density
builds up and, as plasma currents start flowing, the spaargelyets progressively
neutralized. Whedy = 0, that is whem?(f,,,5> — f.) = 1 according to[(4.24),
the net electromagnetic force changes sign, and the beasiestpanding out and
starts pinching in.

During the self-pinching of the beam, both the radiwend the effective beam
current/r change rapidly, and this happens while the beam cutfgntvhich
in practice has a finite rise-time, increases. As a resultramg electric field is
induced. This field, given by (4.112), accelerates the plasi®etrons, which, as
they gain sufficient energy, start ionizing the gas as wall tverefore trigger an
avalanche of secondary plasma electrons. The rate of tieatian of the beam
thus increases, until it levels off as the decreasing beahusaapproaches an
equilibrium radius given by the Bennett pinch relation B).@ith f. ~ 1. At
this point, the induced electric field becomes very small, ginel plasma current
Ip, after having gone through a maximum, starts decreasingrdiog to [4.15).
Finally, for a sufficiently long pulse, after the plasma emtr has completely
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Figure 5.1: Propagation of a pinched beam. The diagram shows a propagating
beam indicating the pinching, necking, and freely expagdagions. In the high-
conductivity pinched (also called ‘Nordsiecking’) regitime particles perform
betatron orbits with a slowly increasing radius. In the neegion the beam
expands and undergoes erosion as particles are lost adtaofegeakening pinch
forces. Finally, in the low-conductivity free expansiomgian where the plasma
effects are not sufficient to pinch the beam, the particlesenaway from each
other because of Coulomb repulsion.

decayed, the beam becomes fully pinched.

As a result of this process, the beam pulse takes on a chas#ctérumpet’
shape, and can be divided into four distinct regions; theesmg beam head, the
neck region in which®, and f,, are maximum, the body in whicfi ~ 1 and
Nordsieck’s equation becomes a good approximatioh of f4z6wl finally the tail
wheref. = 1 andf,, ~ 0. (See Figuré5]1.)

The description of this process requires equations for thenpa electron
densityn, and temperaturé, so that the conductivity, and thusr, andr,, can
be calculated. In many cases these equations can be be easheslimensional
equation that it is usually called thenductivity equation. Furthermore, in order
that all quantities can be expressed self-consistentlyecration relating the
various fields and currents is needed. When this equatiobeaeduced to a one-
dimensional equation itis called thé&cuit equation because it basically yields the
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plasma current which returns the beam current to the aateterin the general
case this last equation has to be derived from Maxwell’'s egpsin which the
sources are the beam current dengityand the plasma current densities.

5.1.1 Maxwell’s equations and beam coordinate system

If a high-intensity beam is injected into full-density air, into a reduced density
channel in which the pressure in not much lower than 0.1 gtimere, the plasma
generated by the beam can be described by a simple scalaratmitgt — provided
the external magnetic field is not too strong, e.g., on themofiEarth’s magnetic
field. The plasma current density can then be related to dutrad field by Ohm’s
law, Eq. [4.6), so that Maxwell’s equations are

1 0

VxB:MO(JB+aE)+C—2§ (5.1)

. - 0B

Vx E=-7 (5.2)

V.-B=0, (5.3)

I

V.-E="—p (5.4)
€o

In solving these equations it is often useful to introduceadas potential and a
vector potentiald such that

— —

B=VxA, E=-V¢— —. (5.5)

The conductivity and circuit equations, which describerditigs directly re-
lated to the penetration distance of the beam into the ga$est written down as
a function of the variable

T:=1—z/fc. (5.6)

7 has the dimension of the time and is a fixed label for a padrdokéam particle
(or beam slice) within the pulse, provided this particle gbce) does not move
relative to the beam head. For the beam head0, and for the tail-end = Ar,
the beam pulse duration. (See Figure 5.2.) For any functjdghe partial time
derivative transforms as

<af((;, t))z _ (W((;T, T>>Z7 (5.7)
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Figure 5.2: Coordinate system used in describing the propagating beam. The
variablez is the distance from the accelerator to a point within a bealsep while
the variabler is the time such that the distance from this point to the beaadh
is equal tov, T, wherew, is the longitudinal velocity of the beam’s particles.

and the total time derivative as

o (20) (T, (P, e

In the (z, 7) variables: plays therefore the role of time in the particle dynamics.
Consequently, the time derivative of a kinematical vaeahich ag’is

L dr Or(z,T)
ri= = Bc( o )T. (5.9)

Instead of the standard cylindrical coordinates/(z,t) we will now use
as independent variables the coordinate#,(z, 7) where z is the propagation
distance for a beam segment from its point of injection. Paive processes
such as energy losses and collision driven emittance gnanltthus be calculated
as functions of, as was already done in Séc.]4.5.

In this context it should be mentioned that instead @the ‘time within the
pulse’) it is also possible to introduce a variajle= (¢t — z which measures
the ‘distance behind the beam head.” This has the advantagtespart frond all
coordinates have the dimension of a length, and that for taarelativistic beam
G = 1sothat{ = ¢t — z. This greatly simplifies some physical formulas and
computer algorithms related to the propagation of verytiresdic electron beams.
On the other hands, once an equation or formula is writtemguie variable
or the ultrarelativistic limit it can be very difficult to mdg them for use in the
normal-relativistic or non-relativistic cases. For thesasons, the€ variable and
the ultrarelativistic limit should be used with great cauatie.g., only in specialized
computer programs.
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5.1.2 Circuit equation

The circuit equation has to be derived from the full set of Makt's equations.
This is a very difficult task, even for relatively simple pleims, because there
are easily half a dozen variables and equations. Indees nivti obvious which
variable or equation, and under which circumstances, caregkected or not. It
therefore took a number of years to find a satisfactory agbroahich, as we
shall see, provides an algorithm suitable for both detasl@uputer simulations
and physically intuitive analytical calculations.

For example, if we take a rigid beam propagating in a plasnsardeed by a
scalar conductivityr, and if we suppose exact cylindrical symmetry so thatthe
variable can be ignored, the whole set of Maxwell’s equatican be reduced to a
single equation for the component of the vector potential [116]

10 ( aAz) PA. 1 PA. _m(JB _Ué‘Az>, (5.10)

ror " or 022 2 Or2 or
where the lastterm is the plasma current given by Ohm’s lawisi = —0A, /0.
This equation is exact, but impossible to solve except foy semple boundary
conditions. In order to proceed it is necessary to make éardissumptions. For
instance, the neglect @ A./02* is reasonable when the dependence of’z
(the driving function here) is much weaker than ther ther dependences. On
the other hand, the neglect 6FA,/d7> (the displacement current) is not so
obvious [116]. The main reason for these difficulties is thiaile the potentiald,
implicitly contains all the information about the systendais evolution, nothing
is explicitely known about how this information is compoeadd

A more constructive approach is to start from Maxwell’s é@ures and to use
an ordering scheme such that the higher order terms comdspmpto a given
problem can be identified, and the neglect of the smallerdgustified [117]. For
instance, if the essential properties are the paraxialoopation,/; < 14, and
the magnetostatic limiy < c7,,, it is found that the large field components are
B,, By, andE ., and that these components obey the equation
ror () - g = eR) e 5T e
where the last term is on the order @fcr,, smaller than the previous terms.
Therefore, neglecting this last term corresponds to ignypsaffects which are
significant where the radius is large and the magnetic ddfusme (and thus the
conductivity) small, i.e., effects that are typical of thealn head. Consequently,
by defining a potentiall such that

0A 19A 0A
B€ - _Ea Br - ;%7 Ez - _E’ (512)
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and rewriting [(5.111) without the last term as [117], [118]p.
1 A 1 0%A A
()~ = (o)

cor V) T ~ o

2o M or (6-13)

we obtain a field equation that is appropriate for the bodypdraxial beam pulse
in cylindrical coordinates, or more generally such a beaovideda < c7,,.
Formally, this equation is similar to Eq. (5]10) without texcond derivative and
0 terms, but with a clear understanding of its range of apptios.

Of particular interest is to solve the field equation (5.185er conditions
which have a simple physical interpretation. This is fotamee the case when
reasonable similarity assumption are made on the radidilggof the various
charge and current distributions. In that case, as we sballtke circuit equation
takes a remarkably simple form. First, it has to be noticatlibecause the plasma
electrons are mostly generated directly by the beamand thusos, will have
radial distributions close to that ofz. Second, as a consequence, the plasma
current./p will also have a distribution similar tdg [119] and f,,, just like f.,
will be independent of. The natural radial distribution function to take is that of
a Bennett profile. Foy it is given by Eq.[(4.3R), where the radius is allowed to
be a functior:(7), and for the conductivity we may write

o(r,7) = oo(T) (1 - %)72. (5.14)

As for the potential4, which in Eq. [(5.1B) can be interpreted as an effective
potential associated to the problem under consideratieriake [46, p.66]

(5.15)

whereb, which may possibly be function af is a cut-off measuring the maximum
radial extent of the plasma generated by the beam. As a nudtfact, if By is
calculated from[(5.15) using (512), the correspondinglpiforce is that given
by Eq. [4.22) becauséx(r) is defined as the effective pinch current. Then,
inserting Eqs.[(4.32)[(5.14), and(5.15) in Eqg. (5.12), asithg the definition of
the magnetic diffusion timé_(4.16), the field equation siifigd and becomes the

circuit equatioﬁ

0
Ip=15— — (L1 A
E B Tm&_(ﬁ E)7 (5 6)

wherelg, I, andr,, are the on-axis values of the corresponding distributions,

and
2

b
L=+ ), (5.17)

Lt is remarkable that this equation is formally very simitarEq. [4.15) giving the plasma
current in terms of the net current.
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the dimensionless inductance associated to a Bennetbdisin.

Equations[(5.13) an@ (5.116) are strictly valid only in thelpof a beam pulse.
In order to study phenomena such as beam head expansioncsmheras well
as plasma generation at the head of a beam penetratingiaftyinibionized gas,
the difficulty is that the magnetostatic approximatiog cr,, is strongly violated
when the conductivity is very low. However, in the paraxigpeoximation,
it has been found that the three-dimensional Maxwell’'s #goa expressed in
cylindrical coordinates can be greatly simplified [120, 123,[122], leading to
a field equation and a circuit equation which are only slightbre complicated

than Eqs.[(5.13) and (5.116).

This major advance is mainly due to Edward P. Lee at the Lavereivermore
National Laboratory, who suggested the use of a particolan fof the Coulomb
gaugel([32, Sec.6.5] to take maximum advantage of the cytialdroordinate sys-
tem, i.e.,V, - A, = 0. Without entering into too much details, and restricting
ourselves to axisymmetric beams so that only monopole fiedsls to be consid-
ered and all quantities afe@ndependent, the exact field equation in the very highly
relativistic paraxial limit can be written as [120]

190 <1 €0 8)&4 i@QA <Jz &4)

ror' T gar)or T 2o T T %)

= (5.18)

Here the scalar functiod = A, — ¢ is the effective potenti@. Because of the
term containing the, /o = 7, factor the radial electric field is non-zero, and

0A € 0?A
E,=—— E. =—— . 5.19
© or’ " o Oror ( )
This radial electric field gives a contribution to the pinoinde that is given by
0A
Fem = G(ET — BBQ) = 65. (520)

Therefore, as with EqL(5.13Br = —0A/0r can be interpreted as an effective
magnetic field driving the pinch force, while the true magngeld is given by

By — —(1 n E—Og)g—f. (5.21)

o Ot

Assuming again that both the beam current and the condiyotiigtributions
have a Bennett profile, and taking fdrthe Bennett potentid[ (5.15), the complete

2As is well known, it is always possible to express the full MaX field in terms of two
independent scalar functions.
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circuit equation is found to be

2

Ip=1Ip— wﬂ%(%) - Tma%(uE) — mm%(u,g). (5.22)
The second term on the right is the radial current associaidd the charge
neutralization process and is thus most important at thentbessad and neck. The
third termis the plasma return currdipt. The last term is the displacement current
which can be generally neglected, except possibly at the ivead of the beam
because,r,, = a?/c?. In this equations, andr,, are calculated from the on-axis
values ofo (7).

5.1.3 Conductivity equation

The exact form of the equation giving the plasma condugti¥épends consider-
ably upon the chemical composition, the pressure, and thpdeture of the gas,
as well as on the intensity of the electric figld Moreover, while in a relatively
dense gas the conductivity is given by Eq.4.6), and is theze function of just
n. andv, it depends in the general case on many more parametersfaots ¢fian
just electron-neutral momentum transfer collisions.

If the total conductivity is defined in such a way that the plasma current
density is given by Ohm’s law» = ¢ F., a phenomenologically more complete
expression is given by [123]

1
; = Pen + Pei + Pia + P2s + P2w, (523)

wherep.,,, pei, pias P25, @aNAps,, are the electron-neutral, electron-ion, ion-acoustic,
two-stream, and two-stream-wave resistivities, respelgti p., IS given by

Eq. (4.0),i.e.,
me Ven
Pen = —5

(5.24)

e n,’
wherev,, is the electron-neutral momentum transfer collision featy. p.; is
theelectron-ion resistivity of Spitzer [31]

1 Z1lnA

2
D — (z)l/zmec(%ﬂ%)wzln/\ ~3x107° - @-ml (5.25)

2 T,

DO |

where T, is expressed in eV and the factbrA ~ 10 is called the Coulomb
logarithm, a slowly varying function ofi, and7.. The other resistivities in
Eqg. (5.28) are given in the Ref. [123] for a beam of electrovtsje the two last
ones (which correspond to energy dissipation by means eétveam instabilities)
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will be further discussed in Selc. 6.2 when considering bpisma heating by
instabilities.

The general form of the plasma electron density equatiohli€,[123]
0

—n. = fe—ny + VENe — Vale — 0yN2.
or w ¢
The first term is the direct beam ionization rate whe(g) is Bethe’s stopping
power, andw = 33.7 eV for air, the energy required to create one electron-ion
pair. The second source term corresponds to ionizationdgaghe in the induced
electrical field at the beam head. The third corresponds ridwtivity electron
loss by attachement to various molecules, and the last diesges by molecular
dissociative recombination. In general, the avalancheattathment rates;z

and v, and the recombination coefficient., depend on the gas pressure, the
electric field, and the plasma temperature. Therefore, fimahgas like air, a
complete description would require a set of rate equati@upling the various
populations of molecular and atomic nitrogen, oxygen, wadéc., in various
states of ionization, to the beam source terms. This leatisetdevelopment of
complicated phenomenological models [124,/125].

(5.26)

The equation for the plasma electron temperafijrexcorporating the same
effects as those included in(5]123)/is [123]

d /3
E <§neTe + newi) = J}zz'(pen + Pei + Pia t+ pgs) —+ Jépw — P — P07 (527)

wherew; is the threshold ionization energl/s the power lost because of brems-
strahlung and”- the power lost as a result of electron-conductivity coqlimgth
givenin Ref.[123]. Asthe average energy of a secondaryrelesw, ~ 7.55 eV
for air, the average threshold ionization energyis= w — w, ~ 26 eV. The first
term on the right of Eq.[(5.27) corresponds to heating by étern-current, to
be discussed in Sec, 5.4, and the second one to heating byresstvity, to be
discussed in SeC. 6.2.

As can be seen, the number of effects that may have to be edtludthe
general case is quite large, which is why the expressiorginséfferent contexts
can considerably vary, see, e.g., [126,1127) 128| [130, 18Xractice, it is often
sufficient to consider just the first two terms in the conduttiequation [(5.213).
In that caser is given by Eq.[(4]7) where the effective collision frequends the
sum of two terms [116], i.e.,

V= Ven(Te,nm) + Vei(Te, ). (5.28)

The first term is the electron-neutral momentum transfdrstoh frequency, and
the second one Spitzer’s electron-ion collision frequereyvhich is related to
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Spitzer’s resistivity by Eq.[(5.24) with the index replaced byei. For dilute
plasmas, in which, is less than a few per cent of the molecular gas density,
n, = 0.5n, (for a diatomic gas), the second term can generally be niegleén

the other extreme of a fully ionized gas, the first term can égletted and the
conductivity becomes Spitzer’s conductivity, = 1/p.; given by [5.25), which

Is nearly independent of..

Similarly, the equation giving the plasma temperatiliyecan also often be
simplified. This is generally done by phenomenologicallatiag 7, to E. [124,
121], or by constructing an equation relating the condugtiv to Joule heating,
thermal cooling by conduction and energy loss as free erf@f8].

5.1.4 Current enhancement

Early high-intensity propagation experiments in low-jggg gas, in the United
States([60] as well as in the Soviet Union [133], showed thaen some circum-
stances the net (or effective) currdpt= Iz + Ip was exceeding the beam current
I by as much as a factor of three. This phenomenon had beeipateit in the
case of ion beams [81], as well as in Tokamak discharges anstuiay of highly
charged ions in plasmas [81, Refs. 11-12], and had even Hessrwed earlier
[134, Refs. 1-2], but not well understood.

The phenomenon of current enhancement (which is also callgént mul-
tiplication, or current amplification) is potentially unfarable to beam transport
since a plasma return current above that necessary fomtuneaitralization will
eventually contribute to defocusing of the beam. While sdvenechanisms
may contribute to this phenomenon, it was found that clatstoulomb col-
lisions alone are insufficient to drive the observed plasoraeat, but that the
two-stream interaction between beam particles and plasactrens, which can
produce large-amplitude plasma oscillations, can driwh suplasma current, as
much for ion-beams [81] than for electron-beams [135].

Current amplification was observed in a number of situatieng., at high
pressures from near atmospheric [134] down to about 10(1i86;, Refs. 1-4], as
well as at sub-torr pressures in the ion-focused regime][1BWas also found in
simulations showing that current multiplication can ocdue to instabilities other
than the two-stream mode, e.g., macro-instabilities sgctha hose instability
[136,/138/ 130]

In summary, current enhancement is typically one of theskesinable ancil-
lary effects which can occur due to beam instabilities arfgeloprocesses that
have to be controlled by carefully selecting the parameggimme most suitable
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for propagation. This requires, in particular, a comprehenunderstanding of
instabilities, and of the techniques available for avaidimem.

5.1.5 Summary

As was seen in this section, the complexity of plasma cheynéstd the number
of processes involved make the calculation of the condigtiather difficult in
general. However, for short pulses in dense gases suchiagdlarpressure range
of 0.1 to 1 atmosphere, a good first approximation is obtalmedssuming an
average plasma temperaturelpf=~ 2 eV and keeping dissociative recombination
with oxygen as the main cause of electron loss. In that (:&S‘iﬁl

a,~10%cm’s™t, and vruv,~18x10 "n, s, (5.29)

which gives a collision frequency ~ 4.7 x 10'2 s7! for air at STP, which
corresponds t@,, ~ 2.6 x 10* cm3.

A particular complication is that there are significanteliéncies in the details
of the microscopic processes happening at the beam hea@dative (electron
or antiproton) and positive (proton or positron) beams. sehdifferences are
exacerbated for low-energy (i.e., MeV range) beams whezentin-relativistic
behavior of the heavier particles (proton or ion) accemsidhese differences.
Since the focus of this report is on high-energy beams, vez tetthe literature for
a discussion of these processes, e.g., to references [3Bfdt2lectron beams,
and [131/ 414] for proton beams.

The six equationd (4.64),_(4167),_(5124), (5.28), (5.26)d {&.27) constitute

a full set of equations providing a complete one-dimendideacription of the
propagation of a beam pulse in a gas or plasma. The main aisasifgading to
these equations are the paraxial approximation, the ¢iseriof the plasma by a
scalar conductivitﬂ, and the similarity of all radial distributions. Whereasgsbe
coupled equations cannot be solved in general without a atenptheir main
features and implications for endo-atmospheric beam wesapan be derived by
making some approximations.

3This reference gives the expression7.) ~ 2.1 x 10~7(300/T.[°K] ).

4In more complete models a tensor conductivity is introduoeike into account decreased
particle mobilities across magnetic field lines [125]. Sarly, because of the low collision
frequencies and the presence of the geomagnetic field, tiductvity in the ionosphere above
70 km height is highly anisotropic, see, e.g../[10]. While tonsequencies for ionospheric beam
propagation are discussed in some of the papers cited iikthegrpahy, they will not be developed
in this report.
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5.2 Charge neutralization : limitations due to atmo-
spheric density

In this section we derive a few simple consequencies of thengil requirement
that a beam injected into the atmosphere should be able ticieofly charge
neutralize in order to propagate as a Bennett pinch. Thdsleastrict limitations
which are equivalent to altitude limits to effective bearogmgation and related
plasma effects, such as, in the case of a beam plasmoid, ilitgy &iform a
polarization sheath to propagate across Earth’s magnelik fi

In principle, these limitations should be derived takingnauous effects into
account, something that requires solving a complicatetyaca model, or using
a computer simulation program. However, a first order appraion is obtained
by neglecting the influence of Earth’s magnetic field, as wasllof any return
current, so that the criterion of ‘sufficient charge neugeatlon’ becomes Budker’s
condition f, > 1/42. We will therefore assumg,, = 0 throughout this section,
and calculate under which conditions the charge neuttaizdraction is equal
to either one of the two limiting valueg, = 1 and f. = 1/+?, between which a
beam pulse is able propagate as a Bennett pinch. In ordentiehboth cases at
the same time, we will write where appropriatéinstead ofy or 42, and setk
equal to 0 or 2 when necessatry.

Leaving aside the option that a suitable plasma channeltnhglavailable,
a beam injected into the low-atmosphere will necessarilyeha produce its
own plasma channel, while a beam injected in the high-atimergomay take
advantage of the ionospheric plasma background. In bo#sca®wever, there
is an absolute limit to the areal beam current dengjtyhich can be neutralized.
This is because the maximum beam single-charge numbeitglesisnot be larger
than the maximum background-plasma charge-pair numbeitgdimes-2.

If we assume that the beam is made of single-charged partigte number
densityn;, and that this beam is able to fully single-ionized a baclgtbgas of
densityn,, the plasma charge-pair density is equatfpand the maximum beam
current will correspond to the Budker limit, = n,7?, so that

Jmax (na) ~ €ﬁ0na72- (530)

The atomic number density of air and the corresponding vafué,../~v* are
listed in column 2 and 4 of Table 5.1. It can be seen that vegelaurrents can in
principle be propagate up to an altitude of 300 km, and sidtively large ones
up to about 3000 km, especially is the beam is highly relstiviy? > 1).

If instead of generating its own plasma the beam is neug@lig/ a ionospheric
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Atmospheric density limitations
on beam current density
altitude Mg Ne J(na) /% | J(ne)/~?
[km] M= | m™] | [Am~?] | [Am~7]
0 |5x10% 0 2 x 10° 0
100 | 5x 108 | 1x 10" | 2x 107 5
300 |5x 10 |5x%x102| 2x10° 200
1000 |5 x 10?2 |1 x 10" 200 5
3000 |5x 10" | 1x 10" 2 0.5

Table 5.1: The maximum areal current densitin)/+> = eBcn that can be
transported by a beam is limited by the atmospheric numbesityeif charge-
neutralization is achieved by beam-ionization of the afphese,n ~ n,, or by
the ionospheric plasma density if charge-neutralizatsoachieved by motion of
ionospheric plasma electrons in or out of the beam, n..

plasma with a charge-pair number density the corresponding maximum beam
current density is thén
Jinaz (1) = effenn. (5.31)

The ionospheric plasma electrons density and the correiéppuaalue ofJ,,q. /72
are listed in column 3 and 5 of Talle 5.1. Again, relativelggéacurrents can
in principle be propagated in the ionosphere at altitudespsed between 100
and 1000 km. However, if a beam propagates in straight lilee lavge distances,
i.e., on the order of several 1000 km, its current density el limited to the
lowest one that can be neutralized over its path. This is akyintensity of 3
A/m? considered in reference [77] is likely to be the highest oassjble for a
non-relativistic proton beany(~ 1) propagating through the ionosphere using
this mode of charge neutralization. On the other hand, migiehn currents can
easily be transported by electron or positron beams, bedhag~ becomes very
large as soon as the beam energy exceeds a few tens of MeV1(0).

Another essential requirement is that charge neutratimashould be very
fast in order that the head of the beam has only little timexiwaad under the
effect of space-charge repulsion. In the case of a beam pirgglits own plasma

SThis estimate is probably somewhat pessimistic for a pesiteam because electrons from the
surrounding plasma may be attracted into the beam, whilaTfetectron beam charge neutralization
is more strictly restricted by the plasma density becaueeidhs are much less mobile. The
importance of these effects is difficult to estimate becabsg depend on the geomagnetic and
beam self-fields.
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channel this means that the plasma-generation rate sheusdifficiently high.
To investigate this point we consider equatibn (5.23) urtderassumption that
ionization by avalanche and electron losses by attachnambe neglected. We
have therefore

9 2

—Ne = Bacnpng — apng, (5.32)
or

where we have introduced the collisional ionization reactater, = ¢S/wn,(0)

to make the dependence on the atmospheric atomic numbeétydey(s) explicit.

For the stopping power we take the valtie= 0.37 x 10 eV/m appropriate to
highly relativistic particles, so that, ~ 4 x 10~'* m?*s~!, and for the attachment
reaction rate the value. ~ x10~* m3s~! appropriate to the ionosphere assuming
an electron temperature of about 1060

To begin with we solve (5.32) neglecting recombination. $hkition (for an
instantaneously rising beam pulse with constats then the linear function

T 1

Ne(T) —anC, where 7 = o
Since we have neglected ionization by avalanehes the minimum time taken
by the beam to produce enough electron-ion pairsrfor= n;,, which under
ideal conditions is just sufficient to g¢t = 1, i.e., full charge neutralizatid.
This time is listed in column 3 of Table 5.2. However, sincelveee neglected
recombinationy will be larger then the value given by equation (5.33). Irt,fac
by solving [5.32) for, # 0, it is easy to see that

1 1
o < 1o (e, mp) <

which shows that while the effect of recombination is noiMarge whem,, ~ n,
(because for air. ~ «,), the charge neutralization time: can be much larger
than given in Table 512 when, < n,,.

(5.33)

(5.34)

aeny’

If we consider a range of 1000 km, i.e., a time of flight of 3.3 me see that
Tc IS at least on that order at an altitude of 300 km. Therefor@pggation as a
fully charged-neutralized Bennett pinch over distances than this range cannot
be considered for altitudes much higher than 100 km (where= 3 uS) if the
beam its generating is own plasma.

However, even for propagation over distances larger thaty, the main
consideration is that the beam head should not significampgnd during the time

5This assumes, in particular, that the plasma electrons egnquickly move in or out of the
beam region, a process which in a collisional plasma happeagime scale set by.. Despite its
crudeness, the estimatidn (5.33) for the charge neuttlizas a function of time is often found
to give good results. See, e.qd., [285].
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Atmospheric density limitations
on charge neutralization
altitude Ng TC Welectron Wproton Welectron Wproton
[km] [m—3] [s] [GeV] [GeV] [GeV] [GeV]
Je=1 Je=1 fe>1/72 fe>1/72
0 |[5x10% |3 x10713 0.008 1.2 0.003 1.1
100 |[5x 10" | 3x 1076 1.7 260 0.07 27
300 | 5x10% | 3x1073 17 2600 0.27 110
1000 | 5 x 10*2 3 170 26000 1.1 440
3000 | 5 x 10'° 300 800 120000 2.7 1100

Table 5.2: The minimum time- taken by a beam to generate enough electron-ion
pairs to fully charge-neutralize itself is inversely projanal to the atmospheric
densityn,. For beam particle densities comparable ta,, the minimum beam
particle energiedV eiectron@NdWproton, COMpatible with that time (column 4 and 5),
or with 7 /42 for minimally pinched beams (column 6 and 7), become exeelysi
large at high altitudes, especially for protons. R@r< n,, Weiectron@Nd Wyroton
have to be multiplied byn, /n,)/%.

7¢, because otherwise the assumption of constanised in deriving EqL(5.33)
would be violated. If this expansion is characterized by tihee =, taken by

a non-charge-neutralized beam to double is radius, thisléa the condition

™ > 7¢/7", wherek = 0 or 2 depending on whether we require that the beam
densityn, corresponds to a fully or a minimally pinched beam. Thewfasing
equation[(3.174) and developing, we get

2
V2B (ymc?) > (mec2 ;Wec )ZZEZ)) nan(bh)

20, (0) (5.35)

This condition yields a very strong constraint on the beantigta energy, first
becausey appears to the third or fifth power on the left, and second usthe
numerical value of the constant factor inside the big brescka the right is equal
to 1.9 GeV. As can be seen in column 4 and 5 of TAblk 5.2, whetel is asked
for, the particle’s energies are all in the GeV rangefias 100 km, and become
excessively large at higher altitudes, especially forgmdieams. In column 5 and
6 the corresponding numbers are given for minimally pindbegins: The proton
beam energies are still in the GeV to TeV range, while electream energies
close to 1 GeV are sufficient between 300 and 3000 km altitAdehe numbers
given in the Table correspond ig = n,, these energies would ey /n,)"/?
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smaller for beams such that < n,, but the beam power would then become
negligible at high altitudes.

An immediate consequence of EQ. (5.35) is that because ofdimall mass,
beams of electrons are very much favored over beams of higaasigcles. This
is readily seen in Table 5.2, where the facttrgectron/ Wporoton = (1 /mp)2/3 ~
1/150, and Weietror/ Woroton = (m./m,)*® ~ 1/400, lead to electron energies
which are compatible with existing or near term technolsgigplicable to space-
based systems, while proton energies are much larger andotihesponding
technologies much more demanding.

In summary, despite the simplicity of the arguments leadnthe numbers
in Tables[5.1 and 5.2, several important conclusions canréerdfrom them
with regards to pinched-beam propagation in the high-apinee, where charge
neutralization is problematic.

e For non-relativistic proton beams, charge neutralizaltiptveam generated
plasma is impossible at ionospheric altitudes. The onlioops by motion
of ionospheric plasma electrons into the beam, which is dicated since
they have to move along the Earth’s magnetic field lines. feremce[[77] it
is shown that it should nevertheless be possible to attairgemeutralization
this way if the beam density is properly varied along itself.

e For positron (or electron) beams, full charge neutralaraby beam gener-
ated plasma s possible for altitudes up to 300 km, providedbeam energy
isin the 1 to 10 GeV range. At higher altitudes plasma gereraends to
become to slow, so that partial charge neutralization, argdnneutralization
by the ionospheric plasma, may become the only options.igrctntext, it
should be recalled that it can be easier for a positive thagative beam to
achieve complete charge neutralization [34, 35]. Thisgaeonsiderable
advantage to positron over electron beams.

e For all type of charged particle beams, as well as for pladrbeams, the
residual atmospheric density and the ionospheric plasmsitge/ield strong
constraints on the maximum power that can be transportedeélggam, as
well on all plasma effects that rely on these densities. &cfce, when other
considerations such as current neutralization and bednilistare taken
into account, this implies that optimum Bennett pinch tpors conditions
often occur at beam particle densitigscomparable ta, or n..
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5.3 Conductivity generation and critical beam cur-
rent

When a high-current beam pulse is injected into air at futi@pheric pressure,
the avalanche ionization term can be neglectedland|(5.23¥)&aolved explicitly
to give n. as a function ofr. With the further approximations (5.29), one can
calculate the plasma conductivityand thus the magnetic diffusion timg:

Tm = TM o7y , (5.36)

where
™ = 2a —_— (537)

and

~ 7.2 KA, (5.38)

with r. the classical radius of the electron andhe electron charge.y, the
conductivity generation current, which controls the rate of conductivity generation,
is a critical current independent of pressure, and of beamnpeters fors ~ 1,
i.e., relativistic beams for which Bethe’s stopping powég) is nearly constant.

The value ofi; is typically on the order of 10 kAz,,, the asymptotic value
of 7,,, increases with the beam radius and current, as well as wikwction in
atmospheric pressure. For pulses that are long relativg fe /I, 7., will thus
approachr,;, whereas for short pulses, or at the beam head|(5.36) retiuces

T (T) & —T. (5.39)

We will now make the drastic approximation that bathand a” can be
neglected in(4.64). This approximation is only valid in thesistatic limit leading
to Bennett’s or Nordsieck’'s equations. However, this higpsts corresponds
approximately to the situation in which a beam head leavesiit window of
an accelerator to penetrate into the atmosphere. Finadlywilv assume a beam
current/g with an infinitely short rise-time. Under these conditionsglecting
the displacement current, the circuit equation (5.22) aasdived. With[(5.39),
the effective current is then

1 72

Iy =1p(1- (142 5) 7). (5.40)
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where
(5.41)

a ]G
= —4/2—. A2
Tp c ]B (5 )

It is now possible to calculate various quantities, and irtipalar the plasma
current/p which turns out to be maximum at= 7,. The region wherdp is
maximum can be defined as the beam neck. However, &scalculated for a
beam with infinitely short rise-time, it does not give the@hge position of the
beam neck. Nevertheless, can be used to calculate relative quantities, and in
particular the neutralization fractions at the point whtre beam is pinching.
This is because plasma phenomena are dominant in the beamnamehto first
approximation independent of rise-time: the conductibiggomes smaller as the
rise-time is reduced, but the inductive electric fields lmees greater, thus resulting
in the same plasma current whé&mnreaches its maximum [36].

and

Forr = 7, the charge neutralization is

—1-1/x

fp=1= (14X (5.43)

At the pinch point,f. is thus equal td — 1/e =~ 0.63 for A < 1 and about one for
A > 1. The corresponding result for the current neutralizatrantfon is

A —1-1/A

- (1+ ) : (5.44)
The maximum current neutralization fraction is thus smallang A < 1, but
close to one for\ > 1. Consequently, in order for a beam to be well pinched,
which requiresf,, < 1, one has to have < 1, or, explicitly

fmp

1
Ip < —1g. 5.45
5 < 57l (5.45)
As I =~ 10 KA, this is a rather strong limitation on the beam currenteled, for
particle beam weapons, current in excess-oare required for endo-atmospheric
systems, and this creates some problems.

These analytical results are in good agreement with ddtadenputer calcu-
lations which do not assume a constant beam radius [141helsetcalculations
the radius of the beam at the neck is well approximated by

Ip

ay, ~ aoo(l + E), (5.46)
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which shows that fofz > I, the neck radius is proportional to the beam current.

The pinch condition is not the only one leading towards tlgirement of
small current neutralization fractions. We will see, fostance, that a beam is
also more likely to be unstable whef, > 0.5. Therefore, it turns out thaf;
corresponds to aritical beam current setting an upper limit to the current of a
beam pulse sent into the atmosphere.

It is interesting to notice that the maximum current neigedion fraction cal-
culated with[(5.41) is in reasonable agreement with thdtresdetailed computer
calculations([[121, 141]. For example, in the case of a 10 KAYVIBV beam pulse
such as produced by the ATA accelerator at the Lawrence miwex Laboratory,
we find f,,,, = 0.50, whereas the computer calculations [121] predfgis = 0.4.
In that caser = 0.5 cm andb ~ 10 cm; thereforel = 1.5 and)\ = 4.2.

The maximum current neutralization fraction (5.44) is ipeledent of pressure.
But, as pressure is reduced, the ionization by avalancheakmger be neglected.
The result[(5.44) is then a lower bound to the maximum curmenitralization
fraction. For example, for the above mentioned ATA accétef@eam injected into
air at 0.1 atmospheric pressure, the computer calculafidig give f,,,, = 0.8.

The maximum value of the longitudinal electric field whichpaprs during
the self-pinching of the beam can be calculated from thaittiszjuation. In first
approximation one finds:

1
B = ——— 25V L. (5.47)
a

4renc?

In the head region wherE, is maximum is of the order ob. Thus:
Ip
E. oz = 25007 [V/m]. (5.48)

For beam currents of 10 to 100 kA and head radii of 3 to 30 cm, mefields
of the order of 10 MV/m. This maximum electric field is quiteda and is
approximately independent of the beam current. This isusxéhe beam head
radius becomes proportional to the beam current when I, as it is shown by
computer calculations [141].

In the body of a beam pulse long enough fprto reach its asymptotic value
(5.37), the circuit equation becomes a linear equation wgtistant coefficients.
It can then be solved easily. In particular, when neglectinghe plasma current
is

Ip=—1Ig eXp(—E%) o (5.49)
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For the previous examples, the plasma current decayfimewould be of 10 ns
and 35 ns at the respective pressures of 1 and 0.1 atmospter®.if f,, is large
at the pinch point, the current neutralization fractionl weimain almost constant
throughout the pulse, provided its length is less thay).

A last case of importance is that of a beam pulse injectedaipiasma of such
a density that its conductivity remains constant. (Thisnigarticular the case
whenv,; > v., in (5.28), e.g., in a fully ionized gas, wherédbecomes the Spitzer
conductivity 1/p.; given by Eq. [(5.25).) In that situation, because the plasma
density is high, plasma currents can start flowing right fittve very beginning
of the pulse. The current neutralization is therefore atroomplete at the beam
head, and_ (5.49) witlf,,, = 1 will give the plasma current throughout the pulse.
Because of this large current neutralization, the beam healhdot be pinched
even though charge neutralization is complete. Therefoqgjlse injected into
a plasma or preionized background will also have an expahdad, and beam
pinching then occurs as the longitudinal plasma currenhaykec

5.4 Ohmic losses and return-current heating

High current pulses experience an ohmic didy/dz = —|qF.| which causes
loss of energy even if ionization and other losses were gigddi. If the beam
propagates in a dense gas or plasma, these losses are lgecaiat ‘ohmic
losses’ because they are directly related to the plasma&mulry Ohm’s law:
Jp = oF,. They are also maximum in the beam head whEras maximum,
and are therefore strongly coupled to other effects sucheamthead erosion.
Nevertheless, it is useful to consider ohmic losses on their, for instance to
derive some important first approximation formulas for taege and the overall
ohmic heating effect of a beam pulse, because these effeatstddepend very
much on the details as they are obtained by integrating trecbéam pulse.

For instance, the average longitudinal electric field islgabtained by inte-

grating Eq.[(4.12)
L Ip(AT)— Ig(0)

TenC? AT

< E, >=-— , (5.50)

wherelg(0) = 0 in a collisional plasma assuming full current neutraliaatat
T =0.

This average can be used to calculate/lV/dz >, and thus to provide an
estimate of the ohmic rangg,, defined as the distance a pulse could go if it only
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lost energy by this mechanism,

vy—1 Ia CcAT
B8 Ip(AT) AL

20 = (5.51)
Sincelg(7) ~ Ig(1 — exp(—7/L7,)), the range is maximum for pulses that are
long, i.e.,AT > 7,,, while for short pulses
v—114cTp,
~N Lt 5.52
o VB Ip 4 ( )
A more precise two-dimensional calculation for a beam withaassian current
density profile, valid for pulses such that < 7,,b%/a?, gives [144]
v—114 cAT
= —— 5.53
o v6 Ipn(l+ 2A7/7,)’ (5-53)
which shows thaf (5.52) is underestimating the ohmic rangabwut a factor of
two. For a 10 kA, 1 GeV electron beam pulse withr = 7,,, = 10 ns, typical
of an endoatmospheric beam, the ohmic range is thereforbafta 0 km. In
comparison, the energy loss by ionizatiomig).3 MeV/m, which yields a range
of about 3 km, i.e., on the same order.

The energy given up by ohmic losses primarily heats the paslectrons.
This ‘ohmic heating’ process is due to the energy expendedwng the plasma
return current, and is therefore often called ‘return-entrheating.” After the
passage of the beam pulse, that energy contributes in fgrenichannel of hot
air along the beam path. On the other hand, the energy losteifdrm of
radiations (bremsstrahlung) or particles scattered aileoheam do not contribute
substantially into heating the air. The total energy depdgper unit length along
the beam trajectory can be calculated by integrating tHeszm and ohmic terms
in (4.67) over the length of the beam pulse,

AW _ Iz (Scm + 4cp£§—E> , (5.54)
A

Az ce

where [ is evaluated at the end of the pulse. By replacing the direfess
inductancel by the inductance per unit length,= 1oL /7, the ohmic term can

be rewritten as
AW

Az
For a pulse long enough fdi; = Iy this is twice the naive contributioi;nL]fB
that would be obtained by a simple magnetic circuit analysmsfact, the one-
dimensional derivation leading to equations (5.54) angHpneglects the fact that
part of the energy lost by the beam is temporarily storedemtlagnetic field.

= —LIplp. (5.55)
Q
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In fact, the beam energy loss due to the ohmic resistancesgdltsma is the
difference between the magnetic field energy and the work thgrihe beam, i.e.,

AT 1 AT
— / dr RI%: = Qujg — / dr Ig®, (5.56)
0 0

where® = LI is the effective flux linked by the beam. Af; is constant
throughout the pulse, except at the leading edge where wassamd gz = I =
0, I can be taken out of the integral and we get [145]

AW 1
— | = —=LI%(2s,, — s> 5.57
AZ Q 2 B( Sm Sm)? ( )

wheres,, = Ir/Ip is the magnetic shielding factor, not¢dn Ref. [145], cal-
culated at the end of the pulse. This expression g%\le@ for long pulses, and
agrees with EqL(5.55) for short ones.

Another general method of estimating return-current ngas by relating it
to the ohmic range by the expression [144]

AW Wpu|se
— | =- 5.58
Az 1o zZ0 ’ ( )

whereWouse = (v — 1)mc?(Ip/e) AT is the total energy in the beam pulse. This
has the advantage to take the effects of finite beam and raubus easily into
account than by explicit calculations [146]. For instaneéh Eq. (5.53), one

finds
AW _mo
Az lo  Arx
which for A7 > 7,,, agrees with Ref[[146].

Equations[(5.54) and (5.67) show that, for a high currentrhehe energy
deposition by ohmic losses can be larger than the energysiepoby collisions.
This happens when the gas pressure is low enough for colismbe negligible,
or when the pulse is short. Energy deposition can thus beneeldaby chopping
a given pulse into a series of smaller pulses, because aegdm(5.57) each of
these will deposit the same energy as the longer one provigdedmains about
the same at the end of each smaller ones. If the individualesubf the pulse
train propagate independently from one another, they efitpurse, all be subject
to erosion. The most efficient configuration for energy démos for instance
to bore a reduced density hole through the atmosphere i todacilitate the
propagation of subsequent pulses, will thus be a compromise

IZ1In(1 + 2A7/7), (5.59)
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5.5 Beam head erosion

In all situations, whether the beam is injected into vacuamgeutral gas, or a
plasma, the head of a pulse is not pinched and is followed bgc& m which
there is a deep spike in the longitudinal electric field. Tkarh particles at the
very front of the pulse will thus spread out radially and geit] and those in the
neck will lose energy because of the longitudinal electetdfi As their energy
decreases, the particles in the neck will also experienae saattering, and both
effects will combine to increase the pinch radius. Consetiyethe beam head
expands continuously, and the neck region recesses psogrisnto the body of
the pulse. (See Figure 5.3, as well as Reference [148] whigs ghe results of
detailed simulations of ‘nose physics’ for a 50 to 500 MeVKH) electron beam
with a 1 ns rise-time propagating in air at full atmospheriegsure.)

This beam head erosion process has been studied both tbalyeind ex-
perimentally [120, 140, 141, 147, 148, 149, 150]. Theseistushow that after
an initial transient period, the erosion process resul@niralmost constant rate
of decrease in the length of the pulse as a function of theggaipon distance.
Similar effects have also been observed with 50-200 eVreledieams, i.e., in
a parameter-range comparable to that of 100-400 keV pragamb, where the
axial propagation of the beam front is strongly modified bgiheplasma-particle
interactions. In particular, the injected cold beam frosuh @rode during propa-
gation and evolve into a warm front that propagates mucheioman its injected
speed([142, 143].

The erosion rate can be estimated in a simple way by assurhatgthie
particles in the neck will get lost when their kinetic eneftas dropped from its
initial beam-front valugx’ = K (0) down to some critical valu&™(7*) because of
energy losses in the longitudinal inductive electric fiekdom (4.12) and (4.67),
the erosion rate is J y

T 4q
dz  Tec? dK(EIE)’ (5.60)
which should be a constant if erosion proceeds at a steady Jtais equation can
therefore be integrated between the times 0 andr = 7* to give the propagation

rangeza; corresponding to the decreade in the pulse duration [140]
e K — K*
el If —Ig(0)
Since Ig(0) = 0, and assuming<* = K/2 as suggested by electron beam
experiments [140], this gives [140, 141],
1 Iy K

iar = Ar. (5.61)

cAT, (5.62)

ZAt
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Head MNeck Eody

Figure 5.3: Beam neck profile. The variations of the effective beam currdit
plasma return currentp, kinetic energyK, longitudinal electric field£,, and
beam radius:, are shown in the neck region which separates the well-pohch
body from the freely-expanding head of the beam pulse.

wherel}; is the effective current at the timé corresponding to a point between
the £, spike in the pulse neck and the non-expanded body of the.pulse

For an electron beam with" = 500 MeV, I}, ~ Iz = 10 kA, andL = 1 at
the neck, a beam pulse length losg\af= 10 ns would allow for a range of about
600 m. Beam head erosion is thus a severe limitation to theagation of short
pulses.

Comparing Eq.[(5.61) an@ (5162) with EG.(3.41) and (B.42),see that the
erosion rates derived in this section agree within a fadtowo with those derived
in Sec[ 3.4 on the basis of an energy conservation argunmesnbiam propagating
in vacuum. But this difference is not significative, and hathing to do with the
fact that we consider here a beam propagating in a gas or glasne discrepancy
is only apparent since in both cases there are three phemdogesal parameters
(an energy, a current, and an inductance) which do not naglydsave the same
numerical values since in one case we have a differentia,imithe other an
integral argumentation. As a matter of fact, the effect & thsistive plasma
response tdv., i.e., the ohmic plasma current, is contained in the sefflsient
value of the effective curredy = Ig + Ip.

However, just like with Eq[(5.55) in the previous sectidrg teasoning leading
to Eq. [5.61) and(5.62) did not included the contributiomafgnetic energy into
account, which is indeed the case since the estiniatel (5&0been obtained
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under the implicit assumption that the particles in the bemtk do not move
radially relative to the particles in the body of the pulser this reason the energy
conservation argument of Séc.13.4 is better, and in factéwently been used to
derive the following expression [1 @)]

B Br 1 IyIp K — K*
= CAT = ———

B — Br 2L Ig I mec?
which is formally identical to Eq.(3.41) and whefé* := ap(yr — 1)mc? is
assumed to be equal to a fractiap of the kinetic energy of a particle moving at
the beam front velocityy.

ZAr cAT, (5.63)

In Figure 2 of Reference [150] the erosion réate— (/) calculated with
Eqg. (5.63) is compared to computer simulations for a 0.1 t@e¥ @roton beam
with £ = 2, Iz = 10 kA, and Iz = 5 kA propagating in air at 760 torr. When
taking into account effects such as scattering and iomizagnergy loss, which
are not explicitly included in(5.63), the value @f is found to be about 0.75 for
K >1GeV.

Considering that is very close tg3 for a nearly relativistic beam, the factor
ar ~ 0.75 in (5.63) is equivalent to assuming*/K =~ 0.5 in (5.61) when
I =~ Iz. The latter assumption is a good approximation for highgnetectron
beams propagating in a high density gas, so that in that aasd®62) and (5.63)
give comparable values for the erosion range. However, enctise of proton
beams, or of low-energy electron beams, it is clear thatfz§3] should be used,
except for very non-relativistic beams (e.g., proton beatts X' < 0.1 GeV), for
which effects such as scattering and ionization energy#esome overwhelming,
so that different theoretical models, or computer simafaj should be used.

According to the simulations of Reference [150], the enosamge for 0.1, 0.5,
1, and 2 GeV proton beam pulse with a 10 ns duration should bet&®, 600,
1700, or 4500 m, respectively. This means that GeV-enewyyckrent proton
beams have erosion ranges comparables to those of siméegyeand current
electron beams.

Unfortunately, there is very little published data avaiabn beam head ero-
sion, and the only publication giving some significant dgipli@s to a 400 kV
electron beam with a rather short pulse duration, 3 ns, dothleaaverage cur-
rent of the beam decreases at the same time as the pulse ésléidd, Fig.11].
Nevertheless, this data can be compared to Egs.|(5.62) &®),(and reasonable
agreement can be found with the eroison rates of about 14 ¢onli8s measured
for propagation in air at pressures between 1 and 8 ltorr [TdfEle I]. For in-
stance, from Eq[(4.40) the mean longitudinal velocity o0@ keV electron beam

“In that reference the dimensionless inductance is written2.L.
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(for which I, = 25 kA) is 24 cm/s assumingz = 1 kKA as in Ref. [147]. This
means that in this experiment the measured normalizedogroaie(1 — 3r/[)

is comprized between 0.60 and 0.76. Assumihg 1, I = 1 KA, Iz = 2 KA,
andar = 7/8, Eq. (5.68) gives an eroison rate of 0.49, which is also glwen
Eq. (5.638) with only two free parameter§:= 1 and/x = 1 kA. Therefore, with
both equations one obtains a result suggesting that theoan@te should be less
than the measured value, in agreement with an analysis Ioglrseientists [148,
p.202].

The data of reference [147] was also used by Russian sdgeintian attempt
to validate Eq.[(5.62) and similar estimates based on othwlifying assump-
tions [149]. In their conclusion they suggest an approx@retpression which
generalizes Eq((5.62) by including the effect of scattgrin

Assignificantimplication of the derivations of Eqs. (3.4hpH5.63) is that these
equations are valid in both the non-relativistic and relatic domains, something
that is inherent in the derivation df (5]61) which was takemf Ref. [140], but
that was questioned in Ref. [141]. In fact, these formula® gjood first order
estimates as long as inductive losses are the dominantyeltsg mechanism.
Moreover, the energy conservation argument leading to tisesach that, with
suitable redefinition of the parameters, they can be apmiether situations then
propagation in free vacuum or open air: For instance, theybmadapted to
erosion of beams propagating in a pre-formed plasma channel

As we have seen in Sdc, #.7, an electron beam propagating iartffocused
regime in a pre-formed channel is subject to a strong raéitlezing force due to
the electric field generated by the more massive backgramgiwhich populate
the channel after the beam has ejected all free electroris. = N; /N, is the ratio
of ions per unit length to beam electrons per unit lengthpbpeopagation in the
channel will be characterized by an effective currgnt= f,, /5. Inductive beam
head erosion can then be estimated with Eq. {5.62) orl(5h6@)ich I, is replaced
by f,.1g, asis confirmed by a direct derivation presented in Ref.p&&25]. Since
fn is typically a few percent, inductive erosion of a pulse @ggting in a guiding
channel is significantly less than for a similar pulse pr@peg in open air.

Erosion rates for electron beams propagating in a preidrakannel have also
been estimated taking magnetic (or field potential) enemtyy account/[151], or
using an energy conservation argument [153]. In both casasraila similar to
Eq. (5.63), in which/Z /I is replaced byf, I, is obtained. Obviously, just like
with erosion of non-guided beams, these formulas only grdeof magnitude
estimates (or sensible interpolation formulas), and dodigpense of making
detailed simulations and experiments [151,/152] 153].
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Finally, while the inductive-, emittance-, and scatterdrgyen erosion rates
studied in this section are axisymmetric processes, thet@so transverse erosion
processes, due for example to an external magnetic field,acéentrifugal force
when the beam follows a curved channel. These processes ai@ referred to
under the names of ‘magnetic (or centrifugal) erosion’ [ I553], as well as related
beam injection losses (called ‘evaporation’ [153]), wititrbe further discussed
here.

5.6 Beam conditioning

While idealized models of beams (infinitely long pulses,Ise@nstantaneous rise-
and fall-times; constant radius; flat radial distributipognstant energy, current,
and emittance; etc.) were by necessity used in most earlelmod high-energy
beam theory, it was realized long ago that in any practicstesy the actual spatial
and temporal distributions of the beam’s particles prapemvithin a pulse would
have a considerable effect on its propagation properties.

This came as much from the traditional engineering expeedslling, for
example, the importance of shape and spin in order to exteddstabilize the
propagation of a missile, than from early theoretical cdesations. For instance,
in his papers of the mid 1950s, Bennett anticipated thatt(aonto a thunder bolt,
or a thermonuclear Z-pinch) there would be no hydrodynatype-instabilities in
a self-pinched beam because of very rapid particle mixiragimuth [39]. Thus,
by properly adjusting a beam pulse’s particles distrilngia.e., by preparing or
conditioning it, it may be possible to greatly extend its range and to ficamtly
decrease the effects of detrimental plasma instabilities.

Because a particle beam pulse is a non-neutral plasma, dheraany more
parameters that can be adjusted than, for example, for @ Isalliet propagating
through air. This makes the systematic discussion of afliptesbeam conditioning
techniques rather complicated, especially since theaiBpeffects, and even more
so their synergy if several of them are used at the same tiarepoly be fully
assessed by performing actual experiments.

Historically, one of the first beam conditioning technigadée experimentally
tested was that of beam ‘pulsing’ (or ‘chopping, or ‘bunadyi), in which the
current of a relatively long pulse is modulated in order tpmess or decrease
the effect of resistive hose instability [59]. This sameht@que can be used to
break down and compress a long beam pulse into a train ofestares, therefore
enabling the burst to propagate over a longer range thanritp@a single pulse
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[154].

In the 1980s many beam conditioning techniques were deedlapd tested,
especially since such techniques became essential in tovdsrcelerate beam
pulses to higher energies, and subsequently to send thenop@n-air. The
experiments were mainly carried at Lawrence Livermore dteti Laboratory
on the ETA [155], and at Sandia National Laboratory on the RAD [156]
accelerators.

A basic technique for beam conditioning is to pass the phisrigh a ‘condi-
tioning cell’ in which the beam propagates in the ion focussgime. Due to the
stability of this propagation regime, it is possible to anttbe beam by external
means to produce a desired effect (active conditioningglse to let beam per-
turbations which may lead to unstable motion decay (passiaditioning). Such
applications were anticipated in the some of the earliggésapublished on IFR
propagation, e.g., [61], and were emphasized as an impaéon for ‘quiteing’
(or ‘cooling’ﬁ a beam subject to the ‘beam break up’ (BBU) instability [64].

One important application of IFR conditioning cells is t@yide an interface
between the near vacuum existing in accelerators and éulsity open-air, in
which the beam is to be sent [156]. When entering such a aehiélad and the tail
of the beam rapidly expand to the wall within the first metetveo. This rapid
expansion leads to scrape-off erosion of the low-curremt;énergy segments of
the beam, i.e., the head and tail where the effective encitt@slarge. However,
while the head and the tail erode in the first two meters of #ik the residual,
narrowed pulse is efficiently transported through the raemgiof the cell to the
open-air injection foil [156, p.12-14]. The importance ainditioning prior to
open-air propagation was highlighted in multi-pulse tragkexperiments, where
the tracking effect was barely observable without beam itimmihg [115].

Another simple and important application of IFR conditiogncells is to pro-
duce a well centered beam, an application which compardxtivaditional use of
external magnetic focusing fields can simplify design arsederdware require-
ments[[157]. As seenin Séc. 4.7, image currents driven imdweting tube walls
can provide a net restoring force which centers the beams, Eheonducting tube
filled with a neutral gas can be used to transport and centeampwhile at the
same time reduce its transverse oscillations.

The beam conditioning effect of IFR transport can be enhdibyepreparing
a channel whose diameter is smaller than that of the beans has a stabiliz-
ing effect on beam macro-instabilities due to an-harmooicds and phase-mix

8Cooling usually means decreasing the kinetic energy spseadunch of particles, but can
also be interpreted as suppressing unwanted behaviorasunfcro- and macro-instabilities.
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damping [62] 349]. A similar effect is obtained by replacthg narrow channel
by a thin wire [62] 93].

During the 1990s, a major emphasis of research on beam wmdg was
to find the best technique for preparing a beam prior to itscitnpn into a dense
gas, especially for combating the resistive hose instgii58,159, 160, 161,
162]. While this will be further discussed in Séc.16.4 on reesg and damping
instabilities, two approaches can already be mentione8]{1Gne strategy, that
was just refered to, is to center the beam and reduce thev&naesdisplacements
that seed the instability. A second strategy is to tailortitbam emittance so that
itincreases from head to tail. Such tailoring detunes thtahility and can reduce
its growth substantially. In general, both centering anbbtiag are needed to
propagate intense beams over long distarnces [158, 159].

Due to the Bennett pinch relation, beam emittance and raatieiselated in
such a way that tapering the radius can result into a desiezhittance tailoring
of a beam pulse [160]. Indeed, if a pulse is ‘radius-tailgrieel., tapered from a
large radius in the head to a small radius in the tail, thergtiogvth rate of the
resistive hose instability will be reduced. Such radiukteng can be produced
using a fast rise-time focusing cail [160], or active wirdlg€d.e., current carrying
wires inducing suitable magnetic fields affecting the beaps in a controlled
way [161/162].

Finally, high intensity beam conditioning can greatly bigrfeom the consid-
erable experience gained with high-energy colliders aohge rings technology
developed for fundamental research in particle physicgahticular, the concept
of stochastic beams has already been considered for theesspm of the ion-
hose instability in the ion-focused regime, and for develgarrays of guide wires
to cause exponentially fast phase decorrelation ratesrgrguided phase-mixing
cells for beam conditioning [163].

More generally, the powerful methods developed for theclsastic cooling’
of ion beams in specially designed ‘conditioning ringsttliex than just single-
pass conditioning cells) may find direct application for doaditioning of a high
intensity proton beam pulse prior to its injection into tlimasphere. In such
conditioning rings the beam pulse is treated as a randomm#sigeather than a
deterministic bunch of particles; and information gaingagampling the pulse at
one point of the ring is sent over a secant (or a full diamdtegnother point of
the ring ahead of the pulse in order to correct for some ureehpérturbation at
the moment when the pulse will pass at that point {1%4].

0f course, if the pulse does not fill the circumference of thg,ithe information can be used
to correct the beam pulse the next time it passes through éasuming point.

106



5.7 Propagation of a train of pulses

This very brief section is included to remind that complerpbmena arise when
a sequence of pulses is sent into the atmosphere. Thesempbeadanclude the

hydro- and plasmo-dynamic evolution of the perturbed aphese between con-
secutive pulses, as well as the effect of electromagnetieviields that may

connect distant pulses as well and their images in nearlipcbs. Some of these
phenomena and effects have been partly addressed in theyseections and
chapters, and will be further addressed in later ones. Hewevcomprehensive
discussion will not be attempted here, mainly because tissses are not funda-
mental, but rather technical in the sense that they will posbably be solved by
trial and error through experiments.
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Chapter 6

Stability of propagating high-power
beams

6.1 General considerations on beam stability

A crucial question concerning beam propagation is that aifikty. Because of
the substantial source of free energy represented by te&éd&energy of the beam,
a variety of instabilities could be excited and amplifiedidgrpropagation. For
the purpose of using high energy particle beams as weapoaqroblem is to
find a set of beam parameters (energy, current, radius, lemgth, emittance, and
energy spread) such that the beam can reach the target withiog destroyed by
the possible instabilities. This is rather difficult, espélg because the existing
theoretical models predict stable beam propagation in suohrrow range of
conflicting parameters that only the actual testing of a bedhtonfirm whether
these predictions were correct or not. A further difficutyhat there are very few
published studies in which a part or the full range of possidtabilities and their
synergistic effects on electron (i.e., [14], [41], [165hddor ion (i.e.,[166],[167])
beam propagation are discussed in a somewhat systematiem@ee also| [3]).

The stability of beam-plasma systems is investigated bgtidredard perturba-
tion method. If the initial perturbation of a stationarytstaf the system increases
with time, the state is unstable under a perturbation oftyfue. Usually one seeks
a solution of the forih

F(7t) = f(F) expi(k - 7 — wt), (6.1)

l'I;his form is conventional, but possibly the most frequentigd. However, all combinations
of £k and+w appear in the literature.
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where f is the deviation of any physical quantity from its stationaalue. The
relation between the complex frequengynd the complex wave numbkis by
definition thedispersion relation

D(w, k) = 0. (6.2)

A wave is said to banstable, if for some real wave numbér, a complexv with a
negative imaginary part is obtained from the dispersiaati@h, signifying growth
in time of a spatially periodic disturbance:

Im(k) =0 .

Im(w) < 0 } — Instability. (6.3)
The absolute value of the imaginary part wffor an unstable wave, i.e.,

0 := —Im(w) is called th@ncrement or growth rate (Or its inverse the-fold time)

of the perturbation, because

f(7t) o< exp(d t). (6.4)

Instabilities in a beam-plasma system are primarily theltes the interaction
between the beam and the plasma. The main parameters enaiagtthe plasma
are its so-calleglasma frequency (or Langmuir frequency) w, andv the collision
frequency of the plasma electrons. The plasma frequenosady defined in
(2.10), is

2 1 e 2
W, = ——"N = 4TCTcNe, (6.5)
€0 Me
wheren, is the electron number density,. the electron mass, andthe classical
electron radius. The plasma dielectric constant is then

u}2

=1-—2 6.6
» w(w +iv) (6.6)
Similarly, as a plasma on its own, the beam is also charaegry itsbeam
plasma-frequency (Or beam Langmuir-frequency)
1 €2 .
wi = —e—nb = 47Tczrem—nb, (6.7)
€9 MY mry
wheren, is the beam particle number densitythe beam particles rest mass, and
~ their Lorentz factor. The on-axis beam-plasma frequencgléded to the beam
scale radius by (419), and therefore
C2 IB

wi(0) = 4——=. (6.8)

CLQIA
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Finally, with the definition of the plasma frequency, thergjganeutralization time
(4.10) can be written
14
Te == E7 (69)
p

and the magnetic diffusion time_(4]16)

w? q?
= (6.10)

t|ﬁm

Tm =

There are numerous kinds of instabilities and many methddsassifying
them. A rough phenomenological way is to divide them into wetegories:
macroscopic and microscopic. The next step is then to digish between vari-
ous characteristics, such as the fate of the perturbatbmo(ate or convective), the
driving forces (electrostatic, electromagnetic, etbg,relative importance of colli-
sions (collisional/non-collisional, resistive/ non-stve), the relative importance
of spread in the velocity distributions or temperaturesdfbgynamic, kinetic),
etc. However, there is no sharp distinction between diffep@ssible categories.
In this paragraph we will simply introduce the main concepslved.

e Macroscopic instabilities influence the spatial distribution of the beam.
They are usually classified according to the geometry of isi@ision. For
beams there are four main categories: (i) dlmesage or varicose mode in
which the beam contracts and dilates at regular intervidl$hé hose, kink,
or sinuous mode in which the beam oscillates sideways; (iii)fihenentation
mode in which the beam breaks up into several filam@atsd (iv) theripple
mode in which the beam is distorted by small-scale ripplethersurfac@.

Macroinstabilities concern also other macroscopic degoééreedom such
as densities, hydrodynamic velocities, etc. They are odedewith the
flow-out of a plasma as a whole from one region into another.crivta
scopic instabilities are also calleghgnetohydrodynamic, hydrodynamicB
or simplylow frequency instabilities.

2In thin hollow beams filamentation corresponds to theing modes in magnetized plasma
sheets.

3This simple classification does not explicitly consider Hatlowing modes, see Sec. 6.3. It
illustrates, however, the extensive and often confusingiteology which makes the reading and
correlation of publications related to instabilities velifficult. As was observed by an early beam
stability researcher: “The terms ‘sinuous’ and ‘varicasstability were applied by Lord Rayleigh,
and there seems no need for the more recent coinings!’ [1825p.

4More preciselyartly hydrodynamic to distinguish them from the purely hydrodynamic insta-
bilities in which electromagnetic forces are absent
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e Microscopic instabilities do not necessarily induce a macroscopic motion
of the plasma as a whole, but they can excite local fluctuatairdensity
and electromagnetic fields in the plasma. Theséecity-space modes which
do not appear to have direct effect on the beam will printypabpear as
an extra form of energy loss by which the energy of the beambsan
transformed into powerful electromagnetic radiationse fost important
kind of microinstability is the so-calledvo-stream instability. This mode
is found when one is studying the propagation of electroraigmvaves in
a system consisting of two interpenetrating streams ofgbest

Some kinds of microinstabilities are directly connectedracroinstabil-
ities. This is the case, for example, of filamentation whieim de the
macroscopic stage of a purely growing transverse eleatroshicroinsta-
bility (the Weibel instability). In general, the growth oficnoinstabilities
may lead to the onset of macroinstabilities, which may evalht destroy
the beam.

e Turbulent instabilities should be interposed between microscopic and
macroscopic instabilities, and should be included becatsmn fully es-
tablished and under control they could contribute to stabih noncon-
ductive gas or plasma [168]. The theoretical and practioalblpms with
turbulence are notoriously difficult, however, and thereehldeen only few
studies on the possibility of suppressing beam-plasmabhiigies by the
introduction of turbulence [169, 170]. Nevertheless, ipiecisely in this
domain dominated by non-linear effects that some of thentepegress
with magnetically confined thermonuclear fusion has beedenmar’].

In a given reference frame, two types of instabilities candisinguished
physically: convective instabilities, andubsolute or non-convective instabilities
[172]. Briefly stated, the essential point is the distingi&s to whether an initially
localized disturbance (of an infinite system) grows exptiaiywith time locally
(absolute instability), or ultimately decays because efdtopagation of the grow-
ing disturbance away from the point of origin (convectivstability). For a beam
propagating along the axis, thegroup velocity of an unstable perturbation with
longitudinal wave numbek, is given by

0
- Ok,

Re(w). (6.11)

Ug

If v, equals the beam velocity the perturbation is absolute in the beam frame; if
v, = 0, the perturbation is absolute in the plasma,; ang i v, the perturbation is
convective. Clearly, for beam propagation, the worst infitees are the absolute
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ones in the beam frame. Therefore, if an instability canmoavwided, it should
at least be convective in order not to completely hinder agapion.

The effect on stability of beam particle collisions with thlasma can, in
general, be neglected except when, as with bremsstrahbssgs of high energy
electron beams, they contribute to broadening the beancigtistribution.

The collisions of the plasma electrons with the plasma mudscand ions often
have an important effect on stability, and they can eitherdase or decrease the
growth rates. When collisions are negligible, the instabd are in theollisionless
regime ¢ — 0). In the collisional regime several distinctions can be made, in
particular depending upon the relative values of the maguigtusion timer,,
and the collision frequency [165]. For high-current beams propagating in air,
one hasr,,v < 1 for pressures below a few torr, and the instabilities aréedal
non-resistive. For pressure above afewtafy > 1, and the instabilities are of the
resistive kind. In the former case, the key parameter is the dielectnistant((6.6)
and various time scale are possible for the growth rate. drréiistive case the
time-scale is,,,. Whenr, > 7,,,, the acting forces are predominantly electrostatic,
whereas, in the resistive domain wheye> 7., they are primarily magnetic.

In describing the electromagnetic oscillations assodiatéh instabilities,
especially in the case of microinstabilities, one oftersibke standard conventions
used for electromagnetic wave propagatlon in wave guidedasmas. If£}, and
BO are the unperturbed fields, arﬂj andBl, their respective perturbations, one
uses the following terminology:

e Bi=0 electrostatic wave,

° él #0 electromagnetic wave,
e k|| B, parallel wave,

e kL By perpendicularwave,
e k | E, longitudinal wave,

o kL El transverse wave.

The hydrodynamic description of a beam-plasma systemictlgtvalid only
in the limit of a monoenergetic beam penetrating a cold p&asmhe velocity
distribution of the beam (also called theam temperature), and/or the velocity
distributions of the plasma (the plasmaion and electroptatures) can be taken
into account by kinetic plasma theory. Neglecting the pasemperature effects,
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thehydrodynamic regime of instability, as opposed to thiaeric regime, is defined

as follows:
|v, —v| > Av  hydrodynamic regime,

v, — v| < Av  Kinetic regime, (6.12)

wherev, = w/k is thephase velocity of the wave the beam velocity, andv
the RMS beam velocity spread. Introducing tbeppler shifted wave frequency

Q=w—Fk-7, (6.13)
the kinetic regime is then defined as

Q| < k- AT, (6.14)

For propagating beams the velocity distribution is a fusrttif both the spread
in beam energy (longitudinal emittance) and in beam dioactiransverse emit-
tance). For self-pinched beams the transverse velocigaspt = Av2 + Avg =
2Av? is related by[(2.18) to the effective beam current corredpgnto the Ben-

nett pinch relation(4.34), i.et, = Becy/Ig/14. The one-dimensional transverse
and longitudinal components of the resulting velocity spré&v are therefore

[176,178]
A'UJ_ ]E
=4/ = 1

Av Avy 1 AW
v": ( v )2+_2 w
Y

and [165/173]

(6.16)

N[

The combination of the effects of collisions with those ofoesty spreads
can considerably diminish the growth rate of instabilitiddowever, the most
serious instabilities cannot completely be suppressedir Efffect will thus have
to be minimized by the proper choice of beam parameters likesnt, shape,
pulse length, deliberate velocity spreads, etc. In th@Wahg sections the major
instabilities will be discussed together with possiblesedies.

6.2 Microinstabilities

When a beam passes at high velocity through a plasma, itéicgapthe electrons
or ions can excite unstable electromagnetic oscillatidfa. high energy beams
propagating in ionized air, the coupling to the ions is ingg@hnegligible relative
to to the coupling to the electrons. The resulting micrabdities are of several
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different kinds depending upon the type of electromagnstige excited. The
two most important ones are the so-calle@d-stream instability, which refers
to transverse or longitudinal electrostatic waves, andWaéel instability (Or

micro-filamentation) which is a transverse electromagnetic mode.

The complete analysis of the various types of streaminglniidies is rather
complicated because the beam velocity distributions, thenpa temperatures,
the beam’s own magnetic field, etc., all have an effect on th&he theoretical
analysis by analytical models is thus restricted to the miosple cases for which
a linear perturbation approach is possible. The full anglyscluding non-linear
effects, requires computer simulations, and experimeitbeaneeded to check
the validity of the codes [70, 71]. The following discussisiti present the main
known results for the above-mentioned instabilities in thse of high energy
beams launched into the air in the pressure range of inteyegtarticle beam
weapons.

6.2.1 Two-stream instability

The dispersion relation of thavo-stream instability of a monoenergetic beam
interacting with a cool plasma, neglecting the beam’s owrgme#c field, is
[172,[174] 175, 176]

2 2

1]—-—2r —ﬁ(f sin? ¢ + cos? ¢) = 0, (6.17)

whereg is the angle between the wave vector and the beam veloeity, i.
k-7 =kvcos¢ = Eyv. (6.18)

The unstable waves which are solutions to this dispersiatioa are obtained by
resolving it forw and finding the roots which have a negative imaginary paré Th
peak growth occurs dtjv = w, and is given approximately as the lower of the
collisionless ¢ < w,) and collisional ¢ > w,) limits, given by

1/3
3 w 25in% ¢ + cos?
one = Im(w)ye = gwb <2—p (v ¢2 gb)) , (6.19)
Wh Y
and
w, (v2sin® ¢ + cos?
%:m@kZWViW % 9), (6.20)



At relativistic energies, the fastest growing oscillaBare those propagating
almost perpendicular to the bearin(¢ ~ 1). Such an angular dependence is
due to the fact that whenm > 1, the transverse massy of the beam particles
is much smaller than the longitudinal mass?, and the oscillations which are
transverse to the beam are easier to build up. The worst ad$bus correspond
to transverse waves for which

5 2 wor | 22 sin ¢. (6.21)
2v

The most difficult mode to suppress correspondste= 1/a because the beam

has finite radius. Therefore

sin g ~ ky /ky = —. (6.22)

awy

For air at atmospheric pressure, typical values for thenpdaparameters of a
10 kA, 1 GeV, 0.5 cm radius electron beam arg:= 5 x 10", w,, = 6 x 10'?, and
v =4.7x10* s71. Thussin ¢ = 0.01 and the=-fold distance corresponding to the
maximum growth[(6.21) is/é ~ 1 m, showing that two-stream instability should
be a major obstacle to the propagation of monoenergetic ®eaer significant
distances. However, taking beam velocity spreads — whicaponched beam are
directly related to beam emittance by equatidns (6.15)[@dd] — into account,
the two-stream instability can be totally suppressed, idexvthe parameters fall
into the kinetic regime.

The kinetic theory dispersion relation replacihg (6.1 Ahie case of transverse
waves takes the form [172]

w; 2 f(v) ~
1-— Soti) w; / mdv ~ 0. (6.23)

The integral over the beam velocity distributifv) has a singularity fow = kv,
which was first studied by Landau for the collisionless dargpif electromagnetic
waves in warm plasmas (Landau damping effect). In the caieedfvo-stream
instability, a similar effect is associated with the bearnoegiy distribution and
results in the suppression of the instability [177]. Thipmession becomes
effective in the kinetic domain, which for two-stream irtstdies sets in when

Q| ~ Im(w) < k - AT, (6.24)

The transverse velocity spread due to particle oscillationthe pinch field is
given by [6.15). The stability boundary, which is also therstaase kinetic

regime growth, is from (6.21) and (6122)

Wp c | Ig
— < == 6.25
uJb\/21/<a\,/2]A’ ( )
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which yields the condition [176]

> == (6.26)

This simple stability criterion predicts that the two-stne instability will be
suppressed for high-current high-energy beams propapatimir at pressures
above a few torr. This has been verified experimentally [&1),emd has been
confirmed by extensive computer calculations for beam eéeerg to 1 GeV and
currents on the order of 10 to 100 kA [178].

Below the critical pressure implied by the collision frequg bound [(6.26),
the two-stream instability is not suppressed, but its ghorate is considerably
reduced by kinetic effects. The growth rates of the longitadand transverse
electrostatic waves, respectively, are tHen [173] 179]

1w w
oy =t =y—! (6.27)
I 272 g Av”
and )
5 =1 “. , U 6.28

and can be considerably lower than (6.21).

6.2.2 Weibel (or micro-filamentation) instability

The electromagnetic modes withnormal to#, £ nearly parallel tov, and B
normal to both7 and £, is a variety of théVeibel instability [L80]. This instability
grows fastest in the absence of external or self-generatghetic fields and is
thus maximum forf,, ~ 1. Itis an absolute instability which grows at perturbation
centers of enhanced beam density which magnetically atteacby beam particles
and repel plasma electrons. Thus, the beam ultimatelyssptid filaments, each
of which self-pinches. The computer simulations of thisgess ([181] show that
the filamentation stage in which the effect of this microétglity reaches the
macroscopic level, eventually ends up with the beam brgakminto separate
filaments, which may recombine into a single dense beam, Wvbioh the return
current is expelled.

For a charge- and current-neutralized beam, in which tHdietls are nearly
suppressed, the dispersion relation of the Weibel instalbdr low frequencies
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(w < w,)is[18]]
(6.29)

14 28
e
wherek, is the transverse wave number. This is a purely growing micgle an

absolute instability with maximum growth rate

(ks — 0) = Buwy,. (6.30)

In the case of a collisional plasma the dispersion relat[@82, Eq.8]) is
obtained by multiplying.? in (6.29) byw/(w + iv) according to[(6)6). Then, in
the collisional limit(v < v), the dispersion relation becomes approximaiely [167,
Eq.75]

wiw?

w? — iy/i?? 5+ Fwi = 0. (6.31)
1

For high frequenciesy, < w < v) this reduces to

v 1
w= —Zﬁk‘iCQ = —ZT—kiaQ, (6.32)
P m
where the definition of the magnetic diffusion has been u€sdthe other hand,

for low frequenciesy < w;), equation[(6.31) reduces {0 [183]
B R (6.33)

“p

which also shows that collisions enhance this kind of initgb

In the kinetic regime, the growth of microinstabilities educed, but kinetic
effects alone are not sufficient to suppress them. This isuse for such a
transverse instabilitie2| < |w| and there is no such effect as Landau damping
in that case. The kinetic regime bounddry (6.14) gives themmam growth rate.
Thus, from [(6.3B), it can be seen that|[41], [182, Eq.14]

u’—5( 22, (6.34)

d=v Aoy

W
The same equation is obtained starting frém (6.32) by takitg account that
0 < k) < fwy/Avy, seel[184].

To get a simple estimate, one can uUsel(6.8) and|(6.15yf@nd Av, . The
maximume-fold time in the kinetic regime is then on the order of

1 1
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This is very short and would, for this absolute instabiligpidly destroy the beam.
However, this is only the case fgy, ~ 1 and the presence of a sufficient non-zero
magnetic field results in the stabilization of this mode.

In fact, the stabilizing influence of velocity spreads andjnetic fields on the
filamentation instability are known since the early dayshefmonuclear research
[185]. They can approximately be taken into account by ringi(6.29) as[[186]

2
W= =P 2 (ki Avy ) (6.36)
It g

wherew. = ¢B/~ym is the beam particle’s cyclotron frequency. It then follows
that filamentation is always suppressed when

We > Bwb. (637)
Similarly, in the limitk, — 0, stability is ensured provided

Avy @y (6.38)

618 Wp

In practice, for a beam propagating in open air, the magfiete&ccannot come
from an electromagnet as in laboratory experiments. Neebrss, if the beam
is not fully current neutralized, there is a non-zero maigrelf-field and in the
absence of any other magnetic field the stability criterso[i87]

(50~ fu) = (1= 1)) > 55 (6.39)

Thus, for a charge neutral bearfy & 1), a current neutralization fractiofy, < %
provides enough self-magnetic field to stabilize the mideonentation mode.
This criterion was derived for a collisionless plasma. FaoHisional plasma,
where no analysis comparable[fo [187] is available, theroin (6.39) is likely to
be still applicable. Infact, thisis very plausible becatigegeneral criterion (6.87)
applied to a beam for which, is given by equatiori(618) shows that filamentation
is suppressed iB is at least equal to the maximum value of the self-magnetit fie
of the non-neutralized beam.

It therefore remains the problem of current neutralizedvsesauch thay,, >
1/2. This has been clarified in a study which derived rigorousiffisent and
approximaltely necessary conditions for the absence di¢len-Weibel microin-
stability [188]. This study concluded that even in the pnesof collisionsg # 0)

a beam satisfying the criterion (6137) is always stable,thatlin the absence of
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collisions ¢ = 0) a beam not satisfying (6.B7) is always unstable. Moreadner,
the collisional case, a criterion weaker than (6.37) wawddyi.e.,

w2Ty/mc® + w? > 2w + w2, /mc?, (6.40)

whereT, = T, and7, are the beam and plasma temperatures. Therefore, if there
is a small amount of magnetic field (e.g., Earth’s magnetid)figuch that

wi > w2T,/mc?, (6.41)

the criterion [(6.40) implies that the beam micro-filameiotaimode can be sta-
bilized primarily by beam temperaturedf T, /mc* > 3*wy, i.e., if the criterion

(6.38) is satisfied.

Finally, there is alast beam parameter which has a positipact of controlling
filamentation and that we have not yet discussed: the amtipaction of a
macroscopic beam rotatian [189]. This can be done by reglikiat the centrifugal
effect of an axial rotation is similar to that of a transveesergy spread. This
enables to introduce a compound parameter, the transveesgy\1V/, , equal
to the sum of the transverse energy spread and the rotational energyt/2m.
In fact, using the notation of reference [189], one can definee dimensionless
parametersy, o, andn) characterizing the influence of beam parameters on gtabili
behavior:

& = k) Bewy QA—M/QJ‘, (6.42)
mc
which represents the effect of the transverse en&gy ;

AW

y>me
which represents the effect of the longitudinal energy agprelV; and
u}2
n=2(1 = fu) + 575, (6.44)
b

which represents the effect of the magnetic self-pinch astereal field forces.
Using these parameters it is possible to present the redute stability analysis
in the form of two-dimensional contour plots (rather thestjas lower or upper
bounds) and see that the full transverse-energy and th&ladntal energy-spread
can play major stabilizing roles [189].
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6.2.3 Beam-plasma heating by microinstabilities

While microinstabilities are in general detrimental toderange beam propaga-
tion, they are a welcomed mechanism when it comes to traeskemgy from a
beam to a plasma, for example to heat a plasma to thermomueteperatures.
For this reason microinstabilities and beam-plasma hgai@ve been extensively
studied in the context of thermonuclear fusion researchulmer of papers cited
in the present report are therefore relevant to this sulgechotivated by it, e.g.,
[123,[126] 127, 128, 129].

6.2.4 Discussion of microinstabilities

Concerning the stability of a beam with respect to micr@hsies, the situation
can now be summarized as follows:

e At very low gas pressure, the plasma generated by the beanbezo
weak that the beam is only partially charge neutralizéd< 1), and the
conductivity so low thatf,, ~ 0. In that case, wheid > f. > 1/42,
the beam is pinched but the plasma electron density may ldfigisnt
for microinstabilities to develop. With electron beamse tiwo-stream
instability is avoided as long as the product of gas pressodegoulse length
is low enough to keep secondary electrons from accumulatisige the
beam [[64]. This is sometimes referred to as e pressure propagation
window, in which the beam propagates in the so-calledfocused regime
(IFR). For air, it corresponds to about 1 torr for a 10 kA, 1 @dius beam
[59,/64]. For such a beam, with an energy of 500 MeV, the rang@dvbe
on the order of 200 km [64].

e At intermediate pressures, the two-stream mode sets inthendeam be-
comes unstable. The range of the beams is then determinkd aximum

growth rate given by{(6.27) of (6.28).

e At pressures above a few torr, for beam currents in the 10@dk20range,
the two-stream instability is suppressed. This has beearebéd in many
experiments — for a review sele [27] and for actual experis¢rd, 60].
However, above the critical pressure, the rise in plasmduwctivity enables
a return current to flow and filamentation becomes possiblé,as- 1.
Moreover, because of this increase in conductivity, otleav mstabilities,
including macroinstabilities, also become possible. €fme, the narrow
stability window observed in air near 1 torr is due to the seppion of
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microinstabilities by collisions and kinetic effects, atalthe temporary
absence of resistive macroinstabilities which set in ahéigressures.

6.3 Macroinstabilities

The small amplitude distorsion of the shape of a cylinditiegm can be described
by giving the perturbed form of the beam surface, e.g.,

r=a+ Ar(z,1,0,t). (6.45)

The standard method is to make a multipole expansion of ttierpation in a thin
annulus as a function of the azimuthal angle

Ar = Z Ary,(z,7,t) cosme. (6.46)

For small amplitude periodic perturbations, this can berieowanalyzed as a
superposition of modes such that [190]

Ar = Z A (r) expi(k - 7 — wt + mb). (6.47)

The moden = 0 displays harmonic variations of beam radius with distanceg
the beam axis: this isuusage instability. The moden = 1 represents transverse
displacements of the beam cross-section without chandeifotm or in a beam
characteristics other than the position of its center ofan#ss is calledinuous,
kink or hose instability. Higher values ofn represent changes of cross-section
from circular form:m = 2 gives an elliptic cross-sectiom, = 3 a pyriform cross-
section, etc. Modes withn > 1 are referred to aglamentation modes, because
their growth leads towards the break-up of the beam intoragpéilaments.

For a given azimuthal wave number various radial modes are possible. They
are usually classified according to the dedteef polynomial eigenfunctions of
the dispersion equation. For example, when= 0, n = 0 corresponds taxial
hollowing, n = 1 to standardausaging, n = 2 t0 axial bunching, etc., [191]. A
systematic classification of the modes excited by resistigeroinstabilities in a
simplified helical orbit beam model has been given by Stevemidérg [193].

The primary concern with macroinstabilities is to deterenineir growth rate
and the conditions for which they are sufficiently conveetio ensure that the
growth will be of limited consequence for a sufficiently shibeam pulse. The
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analysis is then simpler in the Doppler-shifted frequenegresentation of the
oscillations, i.e.,
expi(kz — wt) = expi(Qz/v — wT). (6.48)

In this representatiomn, gives the position of a section of the beam pulse measured
from the head of the beam (5.6), afids the Doppler-shifted frequendy (6]13).

When( is real, andv complex, the dispersion relatiad(2,w) = 0 yields
solutions giving the free growth of instabilities corresdng to initial value
problems in the beam frame. These are potential instasldeveloping during
the flight of the beam towards its target. It is thus crucial tthese instabilities
are convective, i.e., thdte w(£2) # 0.

Whenw is real, and2 complex, the same dispersion relation yields solutions
to initial value problems in the accelerator frame. The emtive nature of
these instabilities, or the limited duration for the accatien period for absolute
instabilities, will ensure that their effect will disappeafter the pulse has left
the accelerator. For practical reasons, one usually studacroinstabilities in
laboratory experiments by deliberately introducing pdrations at the end of
the acceleration process [194]. In the following discussiwe will assume that
the accelerator can be built in such a way that the pulse islistirbed during
acceleration. We will thus concentrate on instabilitidfeeting the flight of the
beam towards its target.

6.3.1 Macro-filamentation

We begin the discussion of macroinstabilities by macro¥fdatation because a
partially or fully current neutralized beam may spontarsdpireak-up into fil-
aments and blow apart without having been subject to anyifiignt external
perturbation that could have initially disturbed the shap¢he beam. This is
because macro-filamentation can result from the growth cofavfilamentation,
which is always possible if there is some noise and some degfreurrent neu-
tralization in the beam.

Since macro-filamentation is a complicated non-linear gsedt is best stud-
ied in computer simulation$ [181], although some analytstadies have been
attempted [165, 195]. Because it is a particularly dangefotm of instability in
several proposed ion beam fusion schernes![196], it has beensé/ely studied
in that context, e.g., [166, 167, 197].

In its early (linear) stage, where the instability grows@xentially from noise,
the micro-filaments are not actually formed and do not rea¢chemselves as real
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current filaments would do [195]. However, as soon as the @lgmare able to
self-pinch, their development becomes non-linear angibssible to qualitatively
discuss their growth in terms of elementary concepts oftieldgnamics — such
as the Biot and Savart law, which implies that parallel cofregtract, so that fil-
aments grow by expelling currents of opposite sign, unéhtiole beam breaks
up into separate filaments of minimum size given by the Bermpieth condition.
Consequently, starting from an initial configuration trepartly or fully neutral-
ized by two (or more) uniformly interpenetration streamg(ethe beam current
and the plasma return current), the final configuration magisb of many locally
self-pinched ‘beamlets’ of opposite signs, with a globajrée of neutralization
equal to that of the initial configuration.

While such a bundle of self-pinched beamlets may possibkg lnateresting
characteristics for some applications, we will use it heseaanental picture to
derive two ‘marginal stability criteria’ of the kind that weefound in the study of
stability problems related to early thermonuclear fusienices [185] (see also
[197]). These criteria will be such that if they are met mafti@mmentation should
not occur, in which case micro-filamentation will not be stggsed but rather
saturate and hopefully decay without impeding beam prapaga

Let us rewrite the Bennett pinch conditidn (4.25) of a fulhacge neutralized
beam as
T4

(1 - fm)[B’

in order emphasizes that for a an accelerator system prglacbeam of given
emittance:; and Alfvén currentl 4, the pinch radius is a function of the variables
Iz and f,,. Then, if a fixed radius is chosen for some particular reagois,
evident that an arbitrarily large current can be transpliethe beam, provided
fm — 1. This possibility is of great interest in applications sashon-beam fusion
where a very large beam current is focused on a tiny targetdardo compress

it and hopefully reach thermonuclear ignition. Howeveiisialso evident that
such a beam may split into several filaments, provided eadherh carries a
current satisfying the Bennett condition, which accordiag6.49) may range
from (1 — f,,)Ip to Igz. The maximum number of possible filaments is therefore

ap(Ip, fm) = €1 (6.49)

1
Nfil(fm<l) = ﬁ (650)

Since N; must be an integer, one can derive a marginal stabilityrasitefor a
single beam not to decay into two filaments, i.e.,

Nfz‘l <2 > fm < %, (651)
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which turns out to be consistent with the criterigon (6.39)the absence of micro-
filamentation.

In the case where a beam is fully current neutralizéd= 1, equation[(6.49)
does not apply any more and a separate analysis is requicadise(/z) can
in principle have any value. However, if such a beam is pregbavith an initial
radiusa(/p) = ap(Ip,0), i.e., equal to that of a fully pinched beam with the same
current, it is clear that it will not be able to break up intgparate filaments if
for some reason current separation occurs. More genetfaibyjs also the case
if a(Ip) < ag(Ip,0), whereas when(lz) > ag(Ip,0) the beam may possibly
break up into a number of filaments such that

a*(Ip)
Neacp o) = ——22 6.52
filln=1) = G2 0 (6.52)
Again, this enables to derive a marginal stability critarioe.,
N <2 = a(lg) < V2ap(Ig,0), (6.53)

which is compatible with (6.31), in the sense that this cdtecan also be written
in the formCLB([B, fm) < \/50,3(]3, 0)

In conclusion, we see that while beams that are not fully-giei€hed are
liable to macro-filamentation, they can nevertheless bgimalty stable provided
they have an initial radius less thaf® times the radius of a fully pinched beam
of same non-neutralized current. In principle, this disows could be extended
to plasmoid beams, in which the current neutralization e/led by comoving
particles of opposite electrical charges. We will leave thiethe chapter explicitly
dealing with plasmoids.

6.3.2 Electrostatic kink (or ‘ion hose’) instability

Analysis of the major macroinstabilities for propagatiomir at pressure between
0.01 and 1 atmosphere shows that only short pulses may mtgpager sizable
distances. Furthermore, because of the considerableatiffe in relativistic mass
between transverse and longitudinal motions of the beastahilities involving
transverse displacement will grow fastest. As a resultfitseorder description
of a beam pulse during the early stages of the growth of aahiigy will not be
that of a thin and flexible thread but of an axially rigid roldetcross-section of
which is undergoing distorsion. This is the so-caltédd beam approach.

However, in the case of a beam propagating in a vacuum or a énsity
plasma, thehin thread approximation can be satisfactory. Let us consider, for
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example, the stability of a charged beam in a vacuum, and tthereffects of
a plasma on it[[167]. In that case, the most serious instahdithem = 1
electromagnetic kink mode in which the beam is distorted #atasnake or a
screw. The growth rate can be determined by analyzing tleealatotion of a
flexible cylinder of charged particles in a vacuum. The daliton is easiest in the
beam frame, and after Lorentz transformation into the aca®r frame the result
is

Q= —§iwb@ ln(@
Y Y
Because of the finite radius of the beam, the growthdate— Im(w) = — Im(2)
for k = k) real, has a maximum &z = 0.6, and a cut-off aka = ~. In the
rest frame of the beam, the effect of a plasma environmeatreduce the electric
field by a factor equal to the dielectric constant{6.6) : teetacreduce the growth
rate byl/, /e, . Whenv > kv, (6.54) then becomes

Q= —%i%%, [vkoin(L). (6.55)
p

This is the dispersion relation of the electrostatic kingtability in the hydrody-
namic limit for a thin beam. It applies for beams propagaitingpllisional plasmas
under such conditions that the magnetic forces can be rtedle€his is the case
in air at pressures below 1 torr. The maximum growth rateis.at 0.72~, where

1 [vvlip
0=—4/———. 6.56
4V 1,aly ( )

In the kinetic regime, this instability is damped whén(2) < kAv;. This
happens when

). (6.54)

2a1
T > 2224 (6.57)
yvulp

Let us consider now the stability problem of a rigid beam sabjo transverse
displacements. Thisisthe = 1 mode, and itis easiest to start by considering first
a beam with a constant density profile and a sharp bounday,teough we will
have to examine later the more realistic case of a beam watiBé&mnett profile.
We further assume that the beam is fully charge neutraligeddollisional plasma
of constant density with radius larger than the beams radius

If a beam is slightly displaced in the transverse direct@rsurface charge
density distribution with @aos # azimuthal dependence will appear. Such a charge
distribution produces a homogeneous dipolar electric fighich results in an
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electrostatic restoring force directly proportional te ttisplacement. For a beam
with a flat density profile, the equation of motion is simpl@§l

d2
p = —1wi (Yo — yp), (6.58)

wherey, is the position of the axis of the displaced begpthe position of the axis
of the non-neutral plasma column which neutralizes the baanhj—t = % + v%
the total derivative. From the equation of continuity andi&ss law one can see
that the plasma will move according to

0 1

ayp = 7__8(?/b — Yp)- (6.59)
Taking small perturbations of the foraxp i(kz — wt), this couple of equation
yields the dispersion relation

QQ

12 02"
Wi Q

— ’L.WTe = (660)
This is the electrostatic kink instability. Fét real, w is purely imaginary and
the growth is absolute in the beam frame. Furthermore, tetfrrated = —iw
tends to infinity a$)? approacheéwg. If we take forr, the complete expression

V—iw
Te = 2 s (661)
p
the dispersion relatiof (6.60) can be put in the more famitiem [199]
2 2
1%y (6.62)

wlw+iv) 202

Apart from the facto%, itis identical to the dispersion relation for transvelise (
¢ = %) two-stream instability((6.17). In the collisionless linti = 0) this result

is well known to particle accelerators specialists [14].

6.3.3 Electromagnetic kink (or ‘resistive hose’) instability

In a low conductivity plasmar, is very large and(6.60) reduces to stable oscilla-
tions at frequency)? = gwg. Physically, this corresponds to a beam neutralized
by infinitely heavy ions, so that the beam’s motion is sim@yrhonic oscillations
about a cylinder of neutralizing charges which cannot maves is obvious from
(6.59) which shows thaj, is constant whem, = oo. At the other limit of high
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conductivity 7. becomes very small. In that case (6.59) indicates ghat v,
and this corresponds to the fact that when conductivity ry Ysgh the plasma
neutralizing the beam can follow it exactly, and there aresleatrostatic beam
oscillations or instabilities. However, when the condutyiis high, magnetic
forces have to be taken into account:

When a beam is displaced transversely to its direction giggation, the mo-
tion of the magnetic field generated by the beam curigrnihduces a longitudinal
electric field. If7, = %ﬂb is the velocity of the sideways beam displacement

and B, the azimuthal magnetic field, the Lorentz transformatiothaf magnetic
field gives]i = U, X By in the limit of small,. This electric field generates a
longitudinal plasma current. = ¢ E,, which, if the plasma conductivity is high
enough, generates an azimuthal magnetic field of sufficieangth to interfere
with the beam-current-generated azimuthal magnetic fi@ltis plasma current
should not be confused with the plasma return current, wimehassume to be
negligible for the momentf,, = 0.) As the displacement of the plasma does not
coincide with that of the beam when the conductivity is finitee total magnetic
field resulting from.Jz and.J, will have an axisy,, different from the beam axis
yp, or the plasma current axis. This displacement of that magnetic field axis is
directly related to the magnetic diffusion time. Thus

0 1

aym = ﬁ(yb - ym) (663)

When the conductivity is low (i.e7,,, small) the plasma induced by the lateral
displacementis negligible ang, = v, i.e., the magnetic axis always corresponds
to the beam axis. On the contrary, when the conductivitygh lfi.e., 7, large),
or the plasma infinite in extent (i.ef, — o0), v,, iS constant and the magnetic
field is ‘frozen.” When the magnetic field axis does not cquoesl with the beam
axis, the particles in the beam are subjected to a restoragnatic force which
Is equivalent to the force needed to drive the plasma cutfent his force can
be determined from the effect on the beam of the dipolar magfield resulting
from the differences in position between the beam and thenstagfield axis.
This gives

d? 9
T3 = — 5% (s = ). (6.64)

For periodic small amplitude oscillations, the systém$,.66.64) gives the
following dispersion relatior [201, 203]

, %5
BT ey

2

(6.65)
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This is the dispersion equation of thlectromagnetic kink or hose instability of a
rigid beam in a resistive plasma. It shows absolute instgli the beam frame
and infinite growth forQ?> — 15%w7. This resistive hose instability has been
extensively studied [41], [191], [193], [200], [201], [2P#203], [204] and [205].

The dispersion relation (6.65) is similar to its electréisteounter part{(6.60),
but corresponds to a different driving mechanism. In famtf, < 7., the kink
instability is of the electric kind and the dispersion rilatis (6.60). On the
other hand, in high conductivity plasmas, whefe> 7., the instability is of the
magnetic kind and the dispersion relation[is (6.65). In timtlof 7,,, oc 0 — 0,
the electric oscillations are stable with frequeriey = mg, and in the limit
T, X 0 — 00, the magnetic oscillations are stable with frequeﬁéy: 152w}

6.3.4 Macrostability of a beam penetrating a neutral gas

When a beam pulse penetrates a neutral gas and generates ifdasma, the
electric and magnetic kink modes are encountered sucedsasthe conductivity
rises from zero to a maximum. A model valid for arbitrary coativity and

combining the two instabilities is thus important. Such adelds obtained by

combining [6.58),[(6.59)[(6.63), arld (6164). This leadhitosystem of equations:

d2

ap + 5w (U5 — p) + 3075 (Y6 — Ym) = 0, (6.66)

0 1
el Ay, — ) = 6.67
8t?/p + T (yp yb) 07 ( )

0 1
— —-— — 1) = 0. 6.68
8tym + £7’m (ym yb) 0 ( )

The resulting dispersion relation is [191, 202]
1,.27122 : -2 2
, , swp (0 +iwTey ™ + W LTim)

(1 —iwlr,)(1 —iwr,) = 2 1Pt — . (6.69)

Asthem = 1 oscillations are stable in the limiss— 0 andoc — oo, the instability
growth rate has a maximum at some finite value of the condtctivhe dispersion
relation [6.69) shows that this maximum is obtained when

o= L1y = %\/Z. (6.70)
By comparison with[(5.39) and (5142), one sees that this éxappt a point very

early in the beam pulse, and that= 1 instabilities will have maximum growth
in the neck region.
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In the head region of the beam,, andr, are directly function of the beam
current(5.3DB). Therefore, in order to minimize the lendtthe neck region over
which the growth is largest, the conductivity generatioriliyybeam should be as
large as possible, requiring

Ig > Ig. (671)

However, this condition implies high plasma return curserihe hose instability
should therefore be examined in tfig # 0 case as well.

A non-zero plasma return current has essentially no efiethe electrostatic
forces, and thus on the electric kink instability. On theenthand, the magnetic
forces are directly affected, and the first effect of a retwnment is to diminish the
magnetic force in(6.64) by the factor — f,,,) which is equivalent to replacing by
I the current/ used to calculate? with (6.8). But there is also an additional
effect: as anti-parallel currents tend to repel each otfieen the beamis displaced
relative to the plasma channel in which the return currentd|ahe interaction
between the beam current and the return current tends &asethe displacement.
This is the so-calledelf-hose effect which results in a supplementary force on the
beam proportional tdzIr = f,,I%. Including those two effects, the equation of
motion (6.64) becomes

d2 122 2 122 2

_be = _§ﬁ Wb(yb - ym)(l - fm) + §ﬁ Wbymfm

dt (6.72)
- _%BQC‘)E (yb(l — fm) — ym)

Similarly, they result into the replacementaf by w?(1 — f,,,) in the denominator
on the right hand side of equatidn (6.69), [191]. ThusAor> 7.,

L3R i + O
B2 (L= fn) — Q%

With the effect of the self-hose included, the growth rateéha magnetic hose
instability is clearly worse. In particular contrary fo §6), the growth rate at
2 = 0 is now non-zero. This implies that whefy, # 0, even a very slow
transverse displacement may result in the disruption obten. Furthermore,
as f,, — 1, the growth rate increases and the position of the pole miovesrds
smaller frequencies.

(6.73)

— WLy, =

The electric and magnetic hose modes for rigid oscillatiohdlat profile
cylindrical beams show very bad stability properties. Ttvesequences of various
damping effects on these instabilities will be discussddvie Before that, we
will examine them # 1 modes with the same flat profile rigid beam model, but
only for resistive modes in the limit af,, > 7..
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Form = 0, the sausage mode dispersion relation is as follows [19],:19

1 —Fwip(l = 2fm) + Q@
—W=Tym =

6 2022(1 — f) — Q2

(6.74)

The main difference between this dispersion relation amdhbse dispersion
relation [6.78) is that the sausage mode is unstable in &elihfiequency range
only: for f,, ~ 0, betweenu, and2w,. This will enable the kinetic effects to
stabilize this instability provided that, as can be seemf(6.74),

fm < 3. (6.75)
Form > 1, there are numerous unstable modes possible. Howevee limtit

of small f,,,, the main modes obey the approximate dispertion relati®g][1

—(m® —1)55%w; + O
m%ﬁ%ug — 02

(6.76)

— Wy, =

In the casen = 1 one recognizes the hose mode, andrifor- 1, similarly to the
sausage mode, instabilities exist only in a limited frequyarange, which becomes
narrower in proportion whem? increases.

The essential difference between the hose mode andrtié 1 modes is
that whenm = 1 a low frequency disturbance can be produced without interna
compression or distorsion: only a simple transverse digneent is required
[193,/203]. Because there is no change in internal preseymotuce a restoring
force, hose instability appears at an arbitrary low (Dopglafted) frequency.
Furthermore, the stabilizing effects of possible spreadthe beam velocities
vanish in that limit. For then # 1 modes, instability potentially appears at finite
frequency, but is strongly suppressed by kinetic effects.WwM thus concentrate
on these effects on the hose mode only, assuming that copinghis worst case
mode will be sufficient.

6.3.5 Macrostability of beams with rounded radial profiles

In examining now the stability of more realistic beam plasna@dels we will see
that the instabilities are somehow not so bad as for idehlzedels such as the
sharp boundary, flat profile, cylindrical beam studied so V&e will first look at
the effect of rounded beam profiles — specifically of the Bénm®file (4.32) —
and then at the effect of spreads in velocity distributioajnty arising from the
particle’s oscillations in the pinch field.
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Let us rewrite the hose dispersion relation fgr = 0 in the following form

QQ

— WTy = 7ﬁ2w§ — QQ'

(6.77)

wg is thebetatron frequency, equation[(4.30), which for a beam with a flat current
profile is simply
wh = 30w == W, (6.78)

In the case of a beam with the Bennett profile_(#.32), the tmtdtequency is
not constant but uniformly distributed between zero andila@imumwg,,. The
force equation (6.64) has then to be averaged over the Batisgibution and the
resulting effective betatron frequencylis [203]

1
wh = 65%5. (6.79)

Similarly, for the magnetic axis diffusion equatign (6.68) dipole magnetic dif-
fusion time must be recalculated by properly averaging tebeam and plasma
conductivity profiles. Assuming the beam current and themkconductivity to
both have Bennett profiles with scale radiutor the beam and for the plasma,

one finds .

3 7 n*+1
_ 2 log(n) — 1) - .
=g 1) (772 — og(n) T (6.80)
wheren = b/a. In the case where = b, this is
1
4= STm, (6.81)

and by comparison with (6.80) one sees that- +7,, whenb > a, so that the
beam is more stable in the case where the conductivity ptiefideoader than the
beam profile[[205].

The dispersion relatiori (6.177) has been derived in the tdydramic limit.
However, from([(6.717) and (6.115),

|wl|T
g 1+ |w|?r?

Thus, according td_(6.14), kinetic effects cannot be igddoe the hose insta-
bility. The simple dispersion relation (6]77) should tHere be replaced by the
expression

Q] =w < kminAvy = wg. (6.82)

w2m Q2
— oy = / SRR, P — . (6.83)
0 5} Wi — Q
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wheref(wg) is a suitable distribution function. In principle this disution func-
tion could be derived from the Vlasov kinetic plasma the@uyt an exact solution
to this problem has still not been found. However, two déf@rphenomenolog-
ical approaches [203, 204], which agree with computer satars [205], give
plausible results with the following function

flw?) =62 (1- =2, (6.84)

Wi, Wi,
For f,, = 0, the resulting dispersion relation is [203, 204]

. wi o1 02 O2(WE,-0Y) Wi, -0
—WTy = 6—w26 (5 ~ + 24 log p 0 )
pm pm Bm

(6.85)

In comparison with[{6.747), this dispersion relation showshless serious insta-
bility problems:

e The growth rate has a cut-off & = wg,, and there is no pole & = wg.
Instead, fo2 = 0.52 wgs,,,, the growth rate has a maximum

S = 209 (6.86)

Td

e The instability, from absolute in the beam frame, becomews/ective.
Therefore, as a perturbation of the beam grows, it will atdhme time
move backwards into the pulse. For a perturbation of angsif0) gen-
erated at the head of the beam, a saddle point analysis ofigpersion
relation [203] shows that the growth of the hose is such thidestail of the
beam pulse its amplitude will be

At
T —
Td

y(At) = y(0)(1 ). (6.87)

The existence of a maximum and of a cut-off [n_(6.85) have be=ified
experimentally[[194]. Similarly, other experiments [6@ve also demonstrated
the convective nature of the hose instability. In these expnts, the hose
instability leads to an erosion of the beam tail. This is liseafor a beam of finite
duration, the disturbance is maximum at the end of the pulse.

The significance of (6.87) is that for a pulse of finite dunatia disturbance
ultimately disappears. Thus, if a beam pulse has a durafitmecorder ofr, it
will be able to propagate over large distances. In practieeproblem is that;
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is only of a few nanoseconds for a high current beam injectedthe atmosphere
at normal pressures. Therefore, stable beam propagatiestigcted to very short
pulses.

A further difficulty with the hose instability is that its memum growth and
its convective nature depend on the extent of current niegtien of the beam.
It is found, for instance, that even a small amount of currenitralization (i.e.,
fm = 0.1) is strongly destabilizing, particularly at low frequeesj and leads
to absolute instability as seen by the beam [204]. The hos@bility in the
presence of current neutralization has been studied on auwemin the frame
work of the Vlasov theory [205]. The results show that for erent neutralization
fraction larger than 0.5 the return current driven selfenbescomes the dominant
destabilizing mechanism.

The general properties of the hose instability can be tr@seghto the case of
them # 1 macroinstabilities and this has been verified in a numbeasés. For
example, it has been found that the sausage mode is stabldgutdhat [205]

fm oI5 (6.88)

1_fm ]G

6.3.6 Discussion of macroinstabilities

The stability with respect to macroinstabilities seemsdahsured for beams of
pulse length of the order at,, provided thatf,, is small. In practical cases,
these requirements may be somewhat less stringent. Fanggstthe effect of
various damping factors (such as variations of beam cuatanhg the pulse,
energy spreads, smooth radial and longitudinal beam psofildte pulse length,
etc., [59]) cannot be calculated easily. Experiments sa¢h@se that are possible
with the high-current high-energy accelerators which Heeen proposed or built
at Los Alamos/[70], Livermore, [71] and in the Soviet Unio0E? are thus crucial.

6.4 Mastering and damping instabilities

A direct application of the study of instabilities is the agsof methods to suppress
or (at least) to control instabilities in actual systems: lleams propagating within
accelerators there are a number of classical techniquesasuc

¢ longitudinal magnetic fields,
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e focusing magnetic fields,
e conductive walls,
e cooling,

e etc.,

which have the effect of mastering and damping instalsljtes well as of shaping
and conditioning beam pulses. When the goal is to extradi¢laen and to inject
it into an external medium in which the pulses freely propegéurther beam
shaping and conditioning techniques are required. As vélleRplained when
discussing beam propagation experiments, these tectstgueprise various em-
pirical methods such as

e beam chopping, e.gl, [59, 80],

radius tailoring, e.g./ [158, 160],

emittance tailoring, e.g., [160],

beam quieting,

e etc.

Because of the need for short pulses, actual beam weap@ms/gill have to
use trains of small pulses in order to send sufficient enengwitds the target. This
creates additional stability problems, because pulsdsirwé train will have to
propagate in the plasmabackground generated by the pegvibses. The analysis
of these complicated problems, together with that of thégasf reduced density
plasma channels, will be part of the conceptual design dftimal particle beam
weapons.
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Chapter 7

Plasmoid beam propagation

7.1 Plasmoids in fundamental and applied sciences

In conventional plasma physics a plasmoid is defined as #atésbplasma which
holds together for a duration much longer than the collisioes for the constituent
particles. The term plasmoid was suggested by Winston &astrelation to early
experiments which showed that toroidal shaped plasmaspiasma rings, could
be created and projected across magnetic fields [209]. Tigenak concept of
directed plasmoids, also due to Bostik [209], i.e., of laead clumps of plasma
projected by a ‘plasmagun, e.d., [210, 211}, is therefasewssed since the 1950s,
as is explained in the review [2[12] covering theoreticakdgsions, experimental
observations, and computational results up to 1990.

Starting from these early experiments, theoretical anceex@ental studies
related to the acceleration ebmpact plasmoids, e.g., doughnut shaped toroids,
over distances many times their own dimensions and to éidddnetic energies
much greater than their stored magnetic and thermal ersepgeeeeded slowly.
As a new type of accelerator able to accelerate such ringsgto dnergy was
proposed in 1982, i.e!l, [213], some speculations were madeeir possible use
asweapons[214]. Experiments performed in 1983 demoaditia¢ gross stability
and self-contained structure of compact toroids [215].sTead to the proposal
of a dedicated experimental facility to demonstrate thenfdron, compression,
and acceleration of compact toroid plasmoids [216], whichficmed that such
plasmoids could be routinely produced and accelerated ltcivies of > 10°
km/s, e.q.,[[217]. However, despite further progress ordland related systems
based on rotating ion rings (e.d., [218, 219,1220]), or oatesl activities such as
‘ball lighting’ research (e.g./ [221, 222]), it seems tha prospect for practical
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applications of ring type plasmoids is not sufficiently highustify claims such
as those made in the early 1980's, elg., [214].

Similarly, the concept of directed plasmoid beamsxain plasmoids), i.e., of
fully charge- and current-neutralized accelerated beamsplicitly contained in
the seminal works of Alfén [13]223], and explicitly in those of Bennétt[39, 224],
because such beams are naturally occurring as cosmic strefaparticles and
plasmaﬁl It is therefore quite natural that the surprising 1966-oN&ey (i.e.,
reference([55]) of the unsuspected low-pressure propagatindow for high-
intensity electron beam in air near 1 torr was quickly inteted by Bennett as
a confirmation of his theory, which strongly emphasized thpartance of full
charge and current neutralization, se€ [56, 3()@3I?pssibly for this reason, the
January 198®uarticle Beam Research Workshop at the U.S. Air Force Academy
similarly emphasized the importance of plasmoid beamsssing in particular
that “An intense high-energy plasmoid beam has severabtipaeal advantages
in exoatmospheric military applications” [82, p.54].

In fact, according to astrophysical observations, andia@gent with the orig-
inal ideas of Alf\en and Bennett, the cosmos is full of directed energy phename
such as jets [225], flares, and bursts of gases in variowesstéionization, as well
as of very energetic particles (cosmic rays) and photomaffgaray bursts), which
can be highly collimated and able to propagate over thoussaildyht-years/[226].
Some cosmic streams even appear to consist of matter-atgimkasmoids, i.e.,
jets of electron-positron pairs, and there is considerdébate on their origin and
the mechanisms responsible for their acceleration [223]. Znce the physics of
the propagation of such beams through the interstellanpaas closely related to
the subject of this report, there are many publications froplysical journals of
direct interest to it. This is especially the case when aereng long-range prop-
agation of particle beams under conditions in which stregmmicroinstabilities
cannot be avoided, e.g., [229, 230, 231].

On the interplanetary rather than interstellar scale taezenany phenomena
such as solar flares, geomagnetic storms, solar wind, stagekhas many plasma
effects in the Earth’s iono- and magneto-spheres, whicle bacome accessible

In his 1954 paper, referende [224], Bennett consideredyieharge and current neutralized
proton beams streaming between the Sun and the Earth, wittnt¢si on the order of 15 A up to
150 kA, and energies of 50 MeV down to 50 keV, respectively.

2As stressed by H.L. Buchanan of thefense Advanced Research Projects Agency, “theoretical
understanding of beam physics in this pressure regime, atledcthe ion-focused regime (IFR),
has evolved slowly”[[65, p.221]: Indeed, it took many yearsully appreciate that propagation
in this mode is most advantageous when the plasma is less tlersthe beam, and its conduc-
tivity sufficiently low that beam-induced return currentglghus beam-current-neutralization are
negligible.
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to direct observation by rockets, artificial satellites deep-space probes. More-
over, many near-Earth phenomena of such type have becoress#ue to direct
manipulation, e.g., by means of particle beams|[50, 51,32, 233| 234, 235, 236,
237,238l 239] and materials [240] injected into the neatkE@nvironment from
rocket-borne platforms or orbiting space laboratoriesstatically, it is through
the study of geomagnetic storms [241], which are causedregrsis of neutral
ionized gas ejected from the sun, that Chapman and Feriszowdired many basic
plasma properties which were independently obtained uatleratory conditions
by Langmuire (who originally gave the nanpéusma to such neutral ionized
gases). Of crucial importance to the subject of this reoitiat these studies are
directly related to the problem of propagating streams ef@etic particles across
magnetic fields — hopefully in straight line and with minimlwsses.

In effect, basic physical processes such as plasmoidielgdiarization and/or
paramagnetic/diamagnetic-magnetization in responsetéorel electromagnetic
fields, are the same in astrophysics [241, 242], in the mati@pacecrafts across
the magnetosphere [243], or in heating/fueling magnéyicanfined thermonu-
clear fusion plasmas [244, 245, 246, 217,1247], as in ‘Yratdefense’ [[248,
p.3554]. However, despite many similarities, there areartgnt differences be-
tween these domains, essentially because their chasdtesnergy and length
scales can be very different [212, Table.ll]. In particuéstrophysical plasmoids
are generally extremely energetic and wide, while solarmaagnetospheric plas-
moids are significantly less. But in both cases the energgiteand the di-
rectionality are very low in comparison to those requireddither compact or
beam plasmoid weapons. Similarly, in thermonuclear fudievices (which may
be of the magnetic or inertial confinement type), the velesiof the plasmoid’s
particles are typically non-relativistic, while in plasids for strategic defense the
particles may have to be highly relativistic in order to degtropagation over
large distances.

These differencies are clarified in the next two subsectwhsre the distinc-
tive characteristics of compact and beam plasmoids aresied in quantitative
terms in view of their possible strategic applications. Whensidering the prop-
agation of such plasmoids across an external magneticBgldansverse to the
direction of motion, the key parameters (see, e.g., thevepapers [212, 247])
are:

e The so-calledinetic-beta, defined as the ratio of the plasmoid kinetic energy
density to the magnetic field energy density, i.e.,

sm(Be)*ny

B = IvwEy T (7.1)

137



whereny is the number density of the plasmoid particle of either sign
m = m; + m. = m; the sum of the electron and ion masses, and= v
their velocity.

e The ratio of the plasmoid radiusto the Larmor gyroradiu® of the ions,
equation[(4.57), i.e.,

GBO
= 7.2
a/R=ag— (7.2)
so that a plasmoid such that R < 1 will be called narrow, andwide if

a/R > 1.

In both criteria the magnetic field intensity appears exgyibecause the Lorentz
force is maximal for a transverse field. In the case bhgitudinal magnetic field,
the key parameter (see, e.g., the review paper [249], areddomparison between
the transverse and longitudinal geometries [250]) is:

e The ratio of the plasmoid radiusto the electromagnetic skin depily of

the electrons,
a/ds = s = a/ Eo;yme’ (7.3)
We €Ny

so that wheru/As < 1 the magnetic field penetrates into the plasmoid
and all of the patrticles trajectories are deflected towdrdgptasmoid axis;
while for a/As > 1 the magnetic force is concentrated at the surface of the
plasmoid and the plasmoid is compressed radially untiliitexnal pressure
balances the magnetic pressure.

Therefore, as is well known, the main effect of an axial magnield is to
focus and compress a beam or plasmoid along its axis, wlateofha transverse
magnetic field is to deflect it and spread it apart, which isptedlem studied in
the remainder of this Chapter.

7.1.1 Compact plasmoids

Compact plasmoids have properties that are more closeliereto those of ordi-
nary plasmas than to those of particle beams. The thedretethods can thus
be borrowed to the fields of standard magnetodynamics asdplahysics [244],
provided the usual conditions such as quasi-neutrality tength scale charac-
terized by the Debye length are satisfied. The distinctivaeatteristic of these
plasmoids is to be diamagnetic to the extent of completetjuelkng any external
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magnetic field, which make them attractive for applicatismsh as refueling [217]
or heating magnetic confinement fusion devices [246]. Tkertical feasibility
of this cross-field propagation mode has been proved on gegeyunds([246,
Appendix], and by constructing explicit solutions [251]h& properties and for-
mation of compact plasmoids are also linked to the problemagjnetic-field-line
reconnection, an unsolved fundamental issue in magnetodydamics|[252],
geophysics[242], and astrophysics [253].

According to ideal magnetohydrodynamics, a compact plasrsoch that
Bk > 1 anda/R > 1 should exhibit a strong diamagnetic behavior, i.e., behave
as a perfect conductor, so that the exclusion of the maghfelitshould result
in simple ballistic propagation. However, in a series of@xpents with a 4 kA
neutralized beam of ions (composed for about 75% of protwiit) peak ion
energy in the range of 100-200 keV, it was found that relatimarrow plasmoids
with Fx between 0.01 and 300 were able to propagate over a magnesizedm,
but showed very little diamagnetic behavior [254, 255]. sTwias explained by
anomalously fast penetration of the transverse magnetdfito these plasmoids
[212,1255, 256], a phenomenon which has also been obsenast diifferent
experimental conditions in several active space expetisneGonversely, while
these experiments showed that self-polarization can docurarrow plasmoids
with Gx as large as 300, magnetic expulsion as been reparted [2B66Yide
plasmoids with3x down to 1.3. This means that ideal magnetohydrodynamics is
insufficient to understand these phenomena, and that onddstedy on detailed
experimental and computer simulation investigations[247

The wayjk is defined emphasizes that it is a quantity which is mostlyluse
in the context of non-relativistic magnetohydrodynamiddevertheless, since
protons with energies up to about 200 MeV (which have a ratit-betas =
v/c ~ 0.56) may still be considered as non-relativistic in first appneation, the
concept of magnetic field exclusion may still correctly gpplhydrogen plasmoid
beams with proton energies in the 50 to 100 MeV range.

For example, using computer simulations, 50-MeV-prot@sploid configu-
rations withGx > 1 have been shown to be able to propagate uninhibited through
a magnetized plasma corresponding to the Earth’s ionospditean altitude of
approximately 300 km, provided the plasmoid-to-backgtborass-density ratio
is large [257]1 More precisely, such simulations have been able to denaigstr
that “ion beams in the mega-electron-volt range with curdamsity of the order
of 1072 to 10* A/cm? will be able to propagate ballistically over distances od 50
to 2000 km” [258, p.1090].

3The size of this ratio ensures that the electromagnetic d¢&pth is much smaller than the
plasmoid radius.
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The adjective ‘ballistic’ used by the authors of these stadiuggests that in
the high-kinetic-beta mode of propagation strong diamagmdfects imply that
the background magnetic field and plasma are excluded fremlésmoid, which
therefore behaves almost like a solid conductor movingssceomagnetic field.
This means that the behavior of the plasmoid and its inter&tvith the ambient
plasma correspond to what is expected from ideal magnetotlydamics, which
is known to be applicable to relativistic plasma beams gledi[190, Appendix]

LR (7.4)
I4

In the case of the simulations [258], whefg ~ 100 kA and Iz ~ 40 MA,

this criterion is clearly satisfied. On the other hand, ingheviously mentioned

experiments/[254, 255], whetlg, ~ 500 kA and Iz ~ 4 KA, it is not satisfied,

which may explain why diamagnetisme was not observed.

The crucial idea leading to the Finkelstein-Surrock’sestdan (7.4) is that
the particles should be confined by the plasmoid’s self-raigrield to remain
within the transverse radius It then turns out that this is a sufficient condition
for ensuring charge neutrality, i.e., the condition < a (provided the particles’s
temperature:T, is less than their directed energy), as well as for neglecting
the plasma electron inertia, which enables writing Ohmisitathe form custom-
ary in magnetohydrodynamics. However, as stressed by Bieke and Surrock,
the criterion [[Z.4) is only a necessary condition for theligppility of magne-
tohydrodynamics to relativistic plasma streams, so thttiléel experiments and
simulations cannot be dispensed of.

In conclusion, the simulations [257, 258] confirm that thexest a parameter
range in which the old idea of ‘plasma bullets’ hurling asrosagnetized plas-
mas [244] is essentially correct, and demonstrate thatpniameter range may
correspond to relatively narrow compact plasmoids. In ficac however, this
range corresponds to very-high-current but rather lowgnrdensity plasmoids,
such as those considered in reference [[258], which are &dautlong and 2 km
wide at half-densitﬂ. These simulations therefore show the limits of that idea,
because (unless the plasmoids are made of antimattegmtigrotons neutralized
by positrons, or of relatively high-energy, i.e., 200 to 408V, ions) their lethal
effect will only come from the amount of kinetic energy irdepted by the target,
which may turn out to be quite small, even if the plasmoid’lery is a non-
negligible fraction of the speed of light. For this reasdre toncept of compact

4While these dimensions could correspond to the propagatinof some initially narrower
plasmoids, there is at present no practical concept fogdexi a ‘plasma gun’ suitable to generate
and fire them into the ionosphere. On the other hand, the bé&esmpids discussed in the next
sub-section are directly related to extrapolations oftexgsor near-term particle beam technology.
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plasmoids propagating in the ballistic mode is in direct petition with the so-
called ‘kinetic-energy interceptors,’ i.e., solid buiédunched by electromagnetic
guns or other means, and will not be further discussed irrépisrt.

7.1.2 Beam plasmoids

Beam plasmoids have properties that are more closely defatéhose of particle
beams than to those of ordinary plasmas, so that their grepare in many ways
similar to those of the particle beams studied in the pres/ahapters of this report.
They can be considered as the limiting case of very high id+iedta and narrow
plasmoids, i.e.fx > 1 anda/R < 1, with the added constraint of being highly
directional, i.e., of low-emittance with angular divergen typically measured in
prad. In contrast to compact plasmoids (where the currerdsnaagnetic field
lines are essentially ‘closed’) they are more ‘open’ suues, and contrary to
the Finkelstein-Surrock magnetohydrodynamicity craeri{Z.4) they generally
satisfy the Bennett-Alfen paraxiality criterion(4.36)

I
=t (7.5)
Iz

For example, at the January 1980 U.S. Air Force Académyicle Beam
Research Workshop the following significant parameters were defined for a beam
plasmoid accelerator: “100 to 200 A/én®d to 10 MA, 20 ns, 200 to 400 MeV, 20
to 30 urad, hadron plasmoid; Option: 25to 50 A, 1 ms, 200 to 400 MeMdd”

[82, p.55]. In this concept the idea was to accelerate (whtommon structure)
a number of hadron (i.e., protons, ions, or other stronglgracting particles)
beams, and to neutralize them with co-moving electronsderoio form a~ 1 m
radius multi-beam plasmoid at the exit of the acceleftor.

In practice, there are numerous possibilities, all basesioone variant of the
concept of fully charge and current neutralized high-epddgams. The most
promising designs are not necessarily those based on hatieams, or a mixture
of hadrons and leptons, but possibly on purely leptonic lsdagcause the lethality
of high-energy (i.e., multi GeV) electrons and positron®iacting with heavy
materials is comparable or higher to that of hadronic beams.

To illustrate a few of these possibilities, and to relatenthte single-species
particle-beam configurations, it is interesting to consmlelassification that has

SSeveral accelerator designs, based on both radio-frega@adnduction linac technology, in
which multiple beams thread common components, have bediedtduring the 1980s as possible
drivers for inertial confinement fusion.
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been suggested by researchers of the University of Mary@mah initially pure
electron beam injected into a possibly ionized and mageewas|[259]:

1. The intense beam is injected into an initially neutral gad ionization at
the beamfront results in the creation of a neutralizingmpgshannel that
allows for effective beam propagation in the ion-focusegime.

2. A pre-formed channel is produced by various methods. is rtanner
beamfront erosion can be significantly reduced and trassviestabilities
can be suppressed. Moreover, the channel may act as a guitbexefore
enable the beam to propagate undeflected across a magridtic fie

3. The electron beam is injected through a localized plasmm vacuum.
Beam space-charge effects accelerate ions downstreane Wiasrprovide
a co-moving channel of neutralization that permits effecglectron beam
propagation into the vacuum region.

The third class obviously corresponds to a basic methodéating beam plas-
moids because particles from the initially non-neutraibearry along oppositely-
charged neutralizing particles picked-up from the loadiplasma. (Another
method would be to merge two separately accelerated strearoppositely
charged patrticles).

When the initial beam is made of positively charged parsi¢eg., protons
or heavy ions) the neutralizing plasma may simply consist loicalized electron
source such as a glowing tungsten filament. It is well knovat sluch a neutral-
ization technique can be very efficient, and should haveigibig effect on the
ability to focus beams|, [260, 261, 262]. In the jargon of tighr heavy-ion inertial
confinement fusion research this mode of plasmoid formadioth propagation
is named ‘neutralized ballistic transport’ [263], whichagperimentaly studied
in the Neutralized Transport Experiment (NTX), a joint wanet of the Lawrence
Berkeley and Lawrence Livermore National Laboratoriel]26

When the initial beam is made of electrons, as in the abovd ttass, the
method has been tested and shown to lead to Bennett-typlk pqadlibria for
plasmoids in which the co-moving ions and electrons do noésgarily have the
same longitudinal velocity, a possibility that was first tmmplated by Bennett
[39]. For example, in an experiment where electrons hadacitglof about).84 c,
and the ions about.05 ¢, the plasmoid was able to propagate across a transverse
magnetic field of up to 200 gauss [266]. Therefore, it is técdlly possible to
envisage beam plasmoids propagating in a pinched mode p2B688]. However,
if the particles have different velocities the plasmoid wdt remain localized for
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long propagation distances. (Going to the plasmoid restdtat is obvious that

all species have to move at the same velocity in order to egsther.) Moreover,

as different particle species are likely to experiencesdéit type of losses during
propagation, the ideal beam plasmoids for long-range egijdins are most likely

to be ‘co-moving pair plasmoids, e.g., particle-antipaet beams in which both

species move at the same velocity.

Conversely, it is possible to envisage non-neutral beamshich different
numbers of electrons and ions move at the same velocityalrctse the plasmoid
is not charge neutral, and its deflection by an external magfield can be such
that the ions are bent in the same direction as the elect®ush configurations
may find applications in endo- or exo-atmospheric accelesistems for steering
or bending high-current high-energy beams using much lessyhand bulky
electromagnets then conventional methods|[265].

There is therefore a large spectrum of beam plasmoid coafigas, with
various species of particles moving in the same directidh possibly different
velocities, with two or more overlapping or radially segathstreams, and some
special configurations such as co-moving particle-artiigarstreams. For many
reasons itis not necessary to examine all these posabilitidetails. In particular,
it is intuitively clear that many important properties canderived from the study
of the most promising and simple configurations, such as b&dito-moving H
ions, proton-electron, proton-antiproton, and positetectron pairs.

For definiteness, we will focus on particle-antiparticlaghoids, and refere
to other possibilities when appropriate. We will also use word stream for
each of two single-species particle-beams composing theohthe wordbeam
plasmoid for their combined configuration, even though the streamg ardy
partially overlap, or even be radially separated. Finally,will define thecurrent
of a beam plasmoid as the current corresponding to eachs# #teeams, and give
it the plus sign if the positively charged one is moving forekal herefore, we will
write J,. = +efcn, andJ_ = —efcn_ for the stream’s areal current densities,
wheren, = n_ = n. is the beam-plasmoid’s particle number density.

7.1.3 Time-scales for beam plasmoid propagation

In the following sections we are going to consider the falsilof striking distant
targets with beam plasmoids sent across the magnetosphalitiades above
100 km and over distances of up to 10°000 km. This means thalevihe
plasmoids do not have to be absolutely stable, their ‘lifest should nevertheless
be somewhat larger than the time required to reach the tamget ‘time of flight’
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of
Tr = fcAz ~ 33 ms (7.6)

in the ultrarelativistic limit.

A second time-scale is set by the deflection of the plasmpiaficles in the
geomagnetic field, which is characterized by their cyclo{ar Larmor) frequency
we , 1€,

1 p
Te ™ w. eByfe
if we assume a magnetic field 8 = 0.5 gauss= 5 x 107 tesla, and a particle’s
momentum ofp = 10 GeV/c. In the case of a narrow plasmoid, as defined by
Eq. (Z.2), this time is much larger than the time taken by twpasitely charged
particles to move apart by a transverse distance equal ¢te tive streams’s radius
a. A more stringent time-scale is therefore set by the timeired for the streams
composing a plasmoid to fully separate under the effect@fjfromagnetic field,
which, provided nothing is opposing such a separation, iherrder of

2a 1
Ty RS LY 3.8 us, (7.8)
V Bewe

assuming: = 1 m and a momentum = 10 GeV/c.

~ 2.2ms (7.7)

A third time scale is set by the particle density of the stre@wmposing the
plasmoid, which is characterized by their beam plasma &eqyw, i.e.,

1 17kA
S Y LA LSNP (7.9)
wy 2c I m,

where we assume an energy = ym,c?> = 10 GeV, a current/ = 10 kA, and a
stream radiug = 1 m. This time defines the scale on which instabilities develop
as well as self-field effects such as space-charge expangioch according to
(3.13) corresponds to a radius doubling time of

1
Ty A2 27— ~ 6.6 uS, (7.10)
Wy

for 10 GeV proton streams.

7.2 Propagation across a magnetized vacuum

While a plasmoid propagating in the high-atmosphere wiljleatly affected by
its interactions with the ambient ionospheric plasma, avskibly with the self-
generated plasma due to its particles’s collisions withrésédual atmosphere, it
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is useful to start by considering the simpler case of a plagmpmpagating in
vacuum. Also, in order to identify the key physical procassaaich enable a
plasmoid to move in straight line across a magnetic field, agrbwith a very
simple configuration, the well-known ‘capacitor model’ 241267, 268, 269,
270,272].

This plane-symmetric capacitor model has been much stuhddmany of
its limitations have been identified and discussed in detail least in the non-
relativistic limit, e.g., [270]. We will not go into all theedails of this model, but
rather focus on the main features of a special case, namatyothan electron-
positron or proton-antiproton plasmoid (which for the maitnee assume to be
stable with regards to annihilation), and examine the iogpions of its motion
being relativistic rather than non-relativistic. In thexhsection, still using this
model, we will examine the main impact of an ambient plasmammpagation
across a magnetic field. Then only, in the following sectiae, will move to
a more realistic model: the axially symmetric ‘Gaussiaofipg beam plasmoid
model.

In the capacitor model the plasmoid is supposed to be vegjitotine direction
of propagation, and of oblong rectangular cross-sectidh thie external field3,
perpendicular to the smaller side. In our case we supposehisaplasmoid
consists in first approximation of two overlapping and inpoessible oppositely-
charged flat particle-streams which may move rigidly re&atio one another.
We also focus on the transverse motion and neglect possaniations in the
longitudinal direction. In the absence of any external feldh a configuration
is stable: the only possible effect of a temporary pertuobas that the negative
and positive streams may oscillate about their equilibnposition. When a non-
zero external fieldB, is applied, the negative and positive streams are displaced
towards opposite directions so that two polarization layegpear, one on each
side orthogonal to the directions of both the magnetic field the velocit)@ If >
is the surface charge density of the polarization layersyagd to be very thin,
the ‘capacitor model’ implies that the polarization elecfreld £, = 3 /¢, will
be nearly constant within the plasmoid, so that the trasgvequation of motion
of an electron (or of a positron by changing the sign of thetalecharge) located
between the polarization layers will be

vmi = efeBy — 2 ¥, (7.11)
€0

6As this phenomenon is rather common in electrodynamics Esta physics, it is associated
with a number of more or less equivalent names such as patianizlayers, polarization sheets,
charge layers, double layers, polarization sheath, etim#fes terminology is used for polarization
current layers, sheets, etc.
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In writing this equation we have assumed that the motion rsnedativistic, i.e.,
that 5 < 1, so that the self-magnetic fiel, = —5%/¢, due to the motion of

the polarization layers could be neglected. Since thersissaparticles’s density
isn, = n_ = n4, the surface charge density can be expressed in terms of the
polarization layer thickness, i.e.,> = eAn.. The equation of motion becomes
then

1
ymi = effcBy — —e*An, (7.12)
€0
or
& = Bwe — A, (7.13)

where we have introduced the beam cyclotron and plasmadreies according

to (Z.1) and[(7.B) witm;, = n..

The meaning of Eqs[(7.112) dr (7113) is that under the efféth® external
field the polarization layer thickness adjusts itself uthté right-hand side is zero,
so that the particles inside the plasmoid (i.e., ‘betweercdpacitor plates’) move
undeflected by the magnetic field. This can be interpreted 55 a B drift’ effect
in which a self-polarization electric fielﬁp is self-consistently compensating for
the effect of an external magnetic fielt), i.e.,

BeBy = E,, (7.14)
which from Eqgs.[(7.12) and (7.13) implies thasatisfies the equation

= f—, (7.15)

where the label ‘n.r. recalls that it corresponds to a nelativistic plasmoid.

An important quantity which can easily be calculated froma the polarization
current, i.e., the current, = efc wny which flows in the polarization layers
assuming that the streams have a widthn practice, e.g., to facilitate comparison
with axially symmetric models, we will agree that each sindzas an effective
cross-sectional area:?, so that: is the usual scale radius, and that= 7a. Then,

B
Innr = =32, (7.16)
Ho

where we have used the identity,,c> = 1, and where the constani3, / 1 equals
125 A/min a typical geomagnetic field. With this conventithre condition\ < a
which means that the boundary layers must be thin in congratesthe plasmoid
radiusa for the capacitor model to be valid, is equivalent to the ctol

I < I, (7.17)
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which implies that the current in the polarization layerssiroe small compared
to the current in the streams.

Equation [7.16) has been derived under the assumption hiapdrticle’s
density is constant within the polarization layers. In itgathe streams do not
fully neutralize each other in these layers, and the extenagnetic field is only
partially compensated by the polarization electric fieldon§equently, space-
charge repulsion and deflection by the external field impét the polarization
layers of a plasmoid sent into a magnetized vacuum exparigpesgpiagates.

In principle, for an very long plasmoid, this expansion steghen the parti-
cles deflected by the magnetic field have made half a gyratidnstart moving
backwards relative to the streams until they come back dlmsleem, and then
continue a cycloidal motion at an average velocity smaliantthat of the streams.
This suggests that there may exist self-similar solutiaich ghat, after a period
of expansion, the boundary layer thickness remains constarteed, writing
down the corresponding equations of motion, it is not diffitw see that there is
always a self-similar solution to the ‘capacitor model iloat a non-relativistic
beam plasmoid can in principle propagate over very longadists, provided it
has enough energy and current to overcome the losses in eagy@nd current
at the head and tail, e.d., [270]. However, these steady stduitions are such that
the polarization layers have a particle density much lezsith (so that they are
very wide, i.e. \ of the order of the particle’s gyroradidgs = Gc/w,.), and have a
transverse longitudinal-velocity profile such ti#atgoes to zero at the outer edge.
Finally, they exist only for simple (e.g., plane symmetnohfigurationﬂ Thus,
these non-relativistic solutions are more appropriatbeéaotion of geomagneto-
spheric plasmas [241], than to the long-distance propagati narrow plasmoid
beams.

Let us return to the question of the response of a beam plasiman external
field By assuming that its boundary layers may have expanded stéhetmdition
A < ais not true anymore. Their particle density will then be lgms that of the
streams, i.e.< n, implying that\ will be larger than its capacitor model value
given by [7.1b). However, despite of this, the polarizatdectric field £, and
the polarization current, will still in good approximation be equal to their values
calculated according to Eq$. (7114) ahd (¥.16), because theantities depend
on the charge integrated over the polarization layerstktiess. Therefore, for

’In particular, if the plasmoid boundary is less simple thanhie capacitor model, a steady
state may not be possible. An example is any cylindrical bdamnwith its generators parallel to
the beam velocity: the particles in the surface transitigefs are only in quasi-equilibrium [241].
The charge in the layers is driven away from the streams lfrelgatic repulsion, resulting in a
continual repolarization of the plasmoid [277].
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propagation to be possible, the main necessary conditimaires that given by
Eq. (Z.1T), which states that there should be enough cueertharge) in the
beam for a pair of boundary layers to form and be able to cahealeflection due
to By.

For non-relativistic plasmoids, wherg < 1, the condition[(7.1]7) may easily
be satisfied, even for magnetic fields much larger than thenggaoetic field, and
consequently a number of experiments have demonstratedssfal transport of
neutralized low-energy ion beams across magnetic fieldaauwm, e.g., [250,
271,266, 24'7]. Forelativistic plasmoids, however, equation (71.11) has to be
modified to include the magnetic force due to the self-mégfietd B, = — 3% /¢,
induced by the currents corresponding to the longitudiradion of the polarization
layers. This leads to replace Eq. (4.13) by

i = Bwe — (1 — Bwi, (7.18)

which shows that the self-magnetic field tends to quench diarigation elec-
tric field, i.e., to reduce its effectiveness in compengathre external magnetic
field. Indeed, ag — 3% = 1/+2, the corresponding relativistic expression for the
boundary layer thickness is
A= ”}/2ﬁcw—;, (7.19)
)
which can be much larger thap ;. sincey > 1 for a relativistic beam.

Similarly, the relativistic version of the polarizationrcent (7.16) is
B
I, = W—Oﬁ272a, (7.20)
Ho

which shows that in the non-relativistic limj#{ < 1 andy? ~ 1) the polarization
current may be small, while in the ultra-relativistic linfit> ~ 1 and~? > 1)

it may be very large. For example, let us consider a plasmordposed of
particle/antiparticle pairs having 1 GeV of kinetic energe., 3 = 0.87 and

~ = 2.07 for protons, and? = 0.99 and~ = 1950 for electrons. Requiring that
the plasmoid radius should lbe= 1 m when reaching the target, the polarization
current would have to be about 400 A for the proton/antiprgaasmoid, and
about5 x 10® A for the electron/positron plasmoid. Since, beam plassoid
should be significantly relativistic, preferably with egexs on the order of at
least 10 GeV according to Tabile 4.3, we see that propagatieteatron/positron
plasmoid through magnetized vacuum requires truly enoshwomrents; while
for a proton/antiproton plasmoia,/m.)? = 3 x 10° times smaller currents may
suffice.

8].e., characteristic of relativistic inter-stellar paté streams.
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However, satisfying condition (7.20) insures propagatinly as long as there
is enough particles in the streams to replace those in tlaipation layers which
are lost during propagation as a result of their deflectiothlbyexternal magnetic
field, or because of space-charge repulsion. Supposingfteasome initial phase
the boundary layer thickness remains constant, this regalculating the ‘life
time’ of the polarization layer, i.e., estimating the tirhata particle spends in the
boundary layer between the moment it emerges from the fellynalized stream
(where the electric field is equal #9,) and the moment it reaches the edge of the
charge layer (where the polarization electric field is neadual to zero).

The rate of boundary layer’s particle loss due to deflectiprihe external
magnetic field can be estimated by assuming that the eldaftt decreases
linearly within the charge Iaye&.An elementary calculation, requiring that the
particle’s trajectories and velocities are continuouagteto a non-linear equation
which can be solved numerically, i.e.,

12X 1
Tstrip ~ 1.16 @;7 (721)

which (as could be expected) has the same form as[Eq. (7.8)calMey, the

magnetic stripping time because it corresponds to the takert by the force
exerted by the magnetic field to drive a particle out of therfatzuy layer. (In the
axially symmetric Gaussian-profile model we will encourarrelectric stripping
effect such that polarization layer particles are lost glthre magnetic field lines.)

The rate of boundary layer’s particle loss due to spacegehaxpansion can
be estimated by assuming that the particles are lost on asiale equal to that
required for the charge layer to double its thickness urieeeffect of space-charge
alone. Thisrequires deriving the one-dimensional coupdetof Eq.[(3.14), which
leads to the closed form expression

S Y LY ry (7.22)
c\V w I,

Writing w = ma, and replacing\ by its value given by[(7.20), one finds a
remarkable result, namely that= 7, provided\ = a and the numerical factor
1.16 is ignored in Eq{7.21).

Therefore,r, and ¢, are on the same order, and both nearly equal to the
separation time scate defined by Eq.[(7]8), which can therefore be taken as a
measure of the the boundary layer life-time, provided okeddor its thickness

9This corresponds to a constant charge density within tharizaltion layer, which is actually
the case in the non-relativistic capacitor model.
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during propagation the value= a, whichis also a very plausible estimate. For our
example of a 1 GeV proton/antiproton plasmoid, which cqroesls to a particle’s
momentum of 1.7 GeV/c, the life-time of the boundary layeherefore of about
1.5 us, which is equivalent to a propagation distance of only 400Timerefore,

if the plasmoid is to propagate over a distance suitableriarder-space system,
e.g., atleast 400 km, the initial current has to be at lea®d 1ines larger than the
400 A required in the polarization layers, i.e., of at e &A.

Consequently, mainly because of boundary layer lossesodunagnetic strip-
ping, the current of a relativistic beam plasmoid propagptcross a typical
geomagnetic field of 0.5 gauss has to be very large, possiblgrge that the
required high-current accelerator could be far too heawy laulky to be used
in outer-space. However, this conclusion was reached wsioge-dimensional
model — the capacitor model in its relativistic form — whilenamber of pub-
lished two-dimensional computer simulations, e.g., [2ZZ7B6,[277], show that
the propagation of a plasmoid in vacuum is more complicdted suggested by
the analytical studies mentioned at the beginning of thedige. In particular,
it would be important to confirm whether or not the relatistffects which
are particularly detrimental to electron/positron-plagis propagation also af-
fect their motion across a magnetized plasma. Moreoverefieets of several
possible instabilities and further erosion mechanismsilshalso to be taken into
accountl[273, 274, 275, 2i72]. Itis therefore essentialédwsv a plasmoid would
propagate in a plasma background before going into furteeilg.

7.3 Propagation across a magnetized plasma

The difficulty of propagating a plasmoid across a magnetadma was antici-
pated long ago when it was realised that the presence of zeidbiackground gas
tends to neutralize and reduce (i.e., to ‘quench’ or ‘shiocudt’) the polarization
surface charges of the moving plasmoid [241, p.921]. Thesaching effects have
been extensively studied in a number of computer simulatjg86, 237, 23

and [239, 278| 279], as well as experimentally [254,255].e Tbmplexity of
these effects, especially if the plasmoid is made of norakbmass particles, and if
the induction electric-field effects become important,as® described in simple
terms with reference to the ‘capacitor model’ in refereff€&], Sec.lll] (see also
[277, p.1896]).

10The third of these papers explicitly describes the beamawyafion physics to be studied with
the U.S. Air ForceBeams on Rockets (BEAR) experiment, prior to its launching into space, on 13
July 1989. See Sec. 9.2.
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In references [239, 278, 2[79] two-dimensional simulatiares made for the
convection of a finite slab-shaped plasmoid across a magaetiacuum or a
magnetized plasma: this enable to clearly understand wdygpens when the
background gas is of non-negligible density. For instaasegcalled in reference
[278], a plasmoid propagating in vacuum loses momentum digtance due to
three erosion effects: (i) the erosion of the charge layeestd the velocity shear
(magnetic stripping), (ii) the erosion of the charge laydue to their expansion
along the magnetic field lines (electric stripping), ang {iie erosion of the head
of the stream due to Larmor-radius effects. When the plagsioeams across a
magnetized plasma, these erosion effects are diminisreetbdbie short circuiting
of the electric field by the background plasma. However, tresection velocity
decreases with distance until the plasmoid is stopped.

Similar effects are observed in experiments where the gafpzn of a plas-
moid beam through a magnetized vacuum is compared to itagation through
a magnetized plasma [254, 255]. While these experimente wet the first to
demonstrate that a plasma background tends reduce thézptitar electric field
and inhibitE x B drift, see, e.g.,[[209, Fig.20], they were the first to stulaigtt
effect under conditions closely related to the “propagatd a neutralized ion
beam (plasmoid) in and above the ionosphere in a backgroagaatic field and
a low density partially ionized plasma” [255, p.3778].

However, just like in the previously mentioned computerdations, these
experiments made witha 5 kA, 0.15 MeV beam do not correspmtigbtconditions
of an actual directed plasmoid beam weapon, because sueita deuld require
beam energies of at least 100 MeV to several GeV or more tofbetiek, and
that under these circumstances self-magnetic field eftessieme very important,
especially for electron beams. Therefore, instead of thels¢ively low-energy
simulations and experiments, one has to investigate tleetedf a background
plasma on relativistic plasmoids of the type consideretiénrevious section.

In this perspective, we will restrict our discussion to vaarrow plasmoids,
and use the paraxial approximation in a way similar to thadus Sec[ 4]2 to
introduce the effective currerdt; defined by Eq.[(4.24). This is because in that
approximation the main effect of a plasma background is tdifpthe relativistic
equation of motion(7.18) according to the substitution

L ey A2
5= (1-82) = (0=s)- 80 tw), (7.23)
which is equivalent to defining atffective gamma
1 1
2 T 5 + BQfm - fea (724)
&7
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so that the transverse equation of motion (I7.18) becomes
1

T = Pw, — —ng)\. (7.25)
TE
Consequently, the same substitution has to be made in[E@8) @hd[(7.20), i.e.,
A—w@ﬁQ 2 0 (7.26)
Lo TE Ji ) .
B
I, = W—OﬁQ”}/iwa. (7.27)
Ho

Qualitatively, the main difference between the magnetizaclium equation
(7.18) and the magnetized-plasma equafion {7.25) is,thaan take any positive
or negative value, while? was restricted to/?> > 1. In particular, whery,, = 0
andf. > 1/+2, the effective gamma is imaginary, < 0, and we get quenching
phenomena similar to those mentioned at the beginning sfsettion for a non-
relativistic plasmoid injected into a plasma rather theéo wacuum: the external
magnetic field is no more compensated by the polarizatiartreddield so that the
whole plasmoid tends to charge-separate; erosion desrbasause the boundary
layers pinch rather than expand, but fiie< B drift stops as soon ak, = 0, etc.

Moreover, wherny? < 0, and the initially overlapping positive and negative
streams are separated transversely by a small distafee [7.25) shows that the
particles within the plasmoid are submitted to an electigmesic force which adds
to the Larmor gyration force, and therefore tends to in@#as separation. In fact,
this additional force tends to increase the effect of anyavarse perturbation even
if By = 0: Contrary to the vacuum case, a beam plasmoid is absolutshable
when propagating through a charge-neutralizing plasmais iBhof course a
consequence of the fact that opposite currents repel, amopdesexample of the
filamentation process by which the oppositely charged stselmrming a beam
plasmoid tend to separate into independent filaments asssaoagnetic repulsion
becomes more important than electric attraction.

Therefore, in order to maximize the benefits of the polaiaraglectric field,
and to avoid gross instability, the charge neutralizati@ction f. should be as
small as possible, and the current neutralization fractipsuch that % is positive,
i.e.,

ﬁzfm > fe - iQ (728)
Y

Thus, if f,,, is not too small, it is possible to have an effective gamypdhat is
much smaller than the kinematic gamma, i.e.,

1
N —— 7.29
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so that (even for an electron beam) the polarization cutregiven by Eq.[(7.2]7)
may be much smaller for a relativistic plasmoid propagatmg plasma than for
the same beam plasmoid propagating in vacuum.

The question is therefore whether it is possible or not tisfsaEq. (7.28) for a
highly relativistic plasmoid propagating in the upper aspioere. In other words,
wheng ~ 1 andy~2 < 1, whether it is possible to satisfy the conditign > 7.,
which means that the plasma electrons should stay withiplémmoid streams,
rather than been expelled or attracted into them. This esphat the longitudinal
electric fieldE, should be non-zero while the transverse (or radial) elefiéld £,
should negligible, i.e., that’,| < |E.|. If we take an axially symmetric plasmoid
and for E, its maximum valué®,.(a), this leads to the condition

po 21 to » O
which implies that the rise-time of the plasmoid currentidobe less than
2La/c =~ 6.6 ns fora = 1 m. Therefore, the conditiofi,, > f., which is opposite
to the usual conditions required in order to have a fully geameutralized beam,
e.g., [116, p.1998], may be satisfied provided the plasmordeat variation is
sufficiently fasf

The magnetic neutralization fraction of a beam propagaimghe high-
atmosphere can be estimated by means of[Eq.](4.19) whicleay@re because
collisions can be neglected. Thus, according to Eq. (4&@),providedh;, < n.,

Lw? a?

=Lt~ L 2. 7.31
/ Ewg—kc?/aQ ECQ% ( )

where the approximate value corresponds to the lifpit< 1. Taking for the
ionospheric plasma density, the numbers given in Table 4.1, we obtain for
a = 1 m a maximum current neutralization ¢f, ~ 15% at an altitude of 300
km, and smaller values, with a minimum @f, ~ 0.3%, between 100 and 1000
km. As f. =~ 0 and f,, # 0, the boundary layers will of course expand rather
than pinch. But that was also the case in vacuum, and Silg€ma < I vacuum
boundary layer expansion will actually be slower in a plashaa in vacuum.

The main difficulty with Eq.[(7.31) is that it is strictly valionly when the
charge density:, in the boundary layers is less than the ambient plasma gensit

1n reference]77], where the goal is to propagate a 200 MeYoprbeam as a Bennett pinch in
the high-atmosphere, the solution is to carefully tappertbam current density in order to avoid
a fast rise-time which would result in little charge neutation (see, in particular, the discussion
on page 1676).
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ne, i.e., whem, < n, sothat effect of the longitudinal electric field in the boangd
layers is simply to put the ionospheric plasma electrorsmmbtion. This means
that there are sever restrictions to the applicability of EG29), namely that
the boundary layers’s charge density should at most be equal tf,n., or if
the plasmoid is able to ionize the background gas molecol¢s t,, wheren,
is the atomic density of the residual atmosphere. Thesediions are similar
to those given in Table 5.1 for charge-neutralized beanas, that if we take
fm = 10% for example, the absolute limit to the current density in armary
layer is about 2 MA/rh at an altitude of 300 km, and rapidly decreasing when
going to higher altitudes; and that if the plasmoid’s currezutralization is to rely
on the ionospheric plasma alone, the current density in adeny layer would be
limited to a maximum of 2 kA/rf, which occurs at an altitude of 300 km.

In conclusion, the boundary layers of a relativistic beaasploid propagating
in the ionosphere between 100 and 600 km can be current heedrat a level
of about 0.1 to 10% under suitable conditions, so that tharpation current
(7.27) may be calculated withz given by Eq.[(7.29). This leads to a drastic
reduction in beam current requirement, especially if treesloid’s trajectory is
such that the lowest beam current requirement corresporttis £nd of its range.
Since propagation as a Bennett pinch corresponds to thefcase and f,, ~ 0,
the present case whefe ~ 0 and f,,, # 0 may be qualifed as an ‘anti-pinch’
propagation mode.

7.4 Gaussian-profile beam plasmoid model

NB: The normalization is wrong in this chapt@% should not be there in
Eq. (Z.32).

To finalize our assessment of the theoretical prospect ativedtic beam
plasmoids it is necessary to use a simple two-dimensiondebecause such a
model enables to discuss a number of effects which are atasesninot be properly
estimated in a plane symmetric model, and to better noreatiajor parameters
such as the current required for successful long-distanmgagation. For this
purpose, the most simple model would be to consider a plasousisting of
two constant density streams of equal radii. However, ibtsmuch more difficult
to consider a more realistic charge/current distributguth as a Bennett profile
[266], or a Gaussian profile [265], which we will assume heee,

()_N 1 ( r2)
=y TP\ a2)

(7.32)
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where N = I /(efc) is the linear charge density aadthe RMS stream radius.
Using this distribution we will therefore repeat a numbeistdps already made
with the capacitor model, making all calculations as forgagation in vacuum,
and replacing where appropriaidy vz to enable the transition to propagation in
a plasma.

The starting point is to calculate the average (electric euagjnetic) force
exerted by one Gaussian stream on the other one, assumintélgamaintain
fixed density and current profiles when they are laterallpldised by a distance
x. This leads to calculating a double integral similar to Eg48), so that the
resulting equation of motion is simply [266]

1 2N 2 2

X
¢ — BeeBy — — —(1— _ ) 7.33
myE = BeeBo V% dmeg x exp 4&2) ( )

The corresponding total stream-stream force per unit keisgtasily found to be

AF o 1 52 z?
& S [—(1— _ ) 7.34
Az O 4r 2L x exp( 4&2) ’ ( )

where, in the limit of large separation {> a), which corresponds to ignoring the
exponential term, we recognize on the right the standardesspon for the force
between two thin electrical streams separated by a distance

The next step would be to investigate under which condittbesequation of
motion, [7.38) or[(7.34), leads to a bound state by settiadgtth hand side to zero.
However, it is immediately seen this would lead to two salng, one withe small
and the two streams closely overlapping, and one with ¢ and the two stream
nearly separated. This calls for a proper analysis, whighlies integrating the
equation of motion. We therefore rewrite Eq. (7.32) in némehsional form as

E=A— B% (1 — exp(—€2)), (7.35)

where{ = z/(2a), and the parameterd and D are independent of. After
multiplication by¢ this equation can be integrated with the initial condit§oh) =
£(0) = 0, and we obtain [266]

1

N2 D : 2
S(€)F = A6 — ZEin(¢?), (7.36)

where the functiorEin(¢) is a particular form of the exponential integral [21,
p.228].

Equation [7.36) is the kinetic energy of the interactingatns, so that the
zeros of the equatioft)? = 0 correspond to stationary separations of the streams.
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Solving numerically this equation, one finds that thesetgmig (which come in
pairs) exist only i2A/D < 1. ReplacingA and D by their values this translates
into the condition

B
I > Inin = 87r,u—052fy%d = 1[KA] #*+ia. (7.37)
0

The limiting case2A/D = 1, which corresponds in very good approximation to
¢ = 2, defines the domain of stability. The solutions such that2 are therefore
unstable, so that the stable solutions are confined to thevait

x < 4a. (7.38)

In the limit x < 4a these solutions are easily evaluated from Eq.(7.33) odl7.3
by setting the force equal to zero and keeping only the firdeioterm in the
exponential, i.e.,

TN = 8%—627]3 T (7.39)

Equation [[7.38) shows that bound solutions exist for streaparations as
large as four root-mean square radii, i.e., Gaussian sg¢hat are almost 90%
separated. Equation (7137) gives the minimum curigpt necessary for the
streams to move undeflected across a transverse magnetic Tiels current is
therefore the Gaussian-stream model counterpart of tlagipation current given
by equationd(7.20) or (7.27) in the capacitor model. Thibées to notice that that
model was in fact underestimating by a factor of about fivevéftakea ~ 1.5a)
the minimum polarization current required by an axially syetric plasmoid to
propagate across a given magnetic field. The same discrepmamoticed by

comparing Eq.[(7.39) with its capacitor model countergags. (7.19) orl(7.26).

An important quantity that we did not calculated with the @ejor model is
the energy required to separate the two streams in orderléniz®in response
to an external magnetic field. This energy corresponds tass Which affects
both streams every time that the plasmoid has to repolaiizes. evaluated by
calculating the work done by the streams to separate, whicd$mall separation
dx < a is obtained by integrating the stream-stream force termherright of

Eq. (7.34), i.e.,

AWpo (" AF . g 1 ,r6z\2
Az _/0 Az de = 47Tﬁ2’)/?5] (2&) ' (7.40)
Taking fordz the separation given by Eq.[(7.39) we get
AWho _ 0 L (7.41)
Az
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which is equal to the linear electromagnetic energy derssatsed in the polariza-
tion electric field.

In the capacitor model the planar symmetry implied that lolauy layer ex-
pansion and losses could only proceed in the direction perpelar to both the
beam velocity and the external magnetic field, i.e. athdbrection along the mag-
netic forces x By. In an axially symmetric model it becomes possible to study
the expansion and losses of the streams’s polarizatiomeHayers in the other
transverse dimension, i.e., thedirection along the magnetic-field lines (parallel
to either directions oféo). This will be done qualitatively by referring to the
most simple model, the ‘cylindrical dipole model,” in whitihe plasmoid consists
of two solid streams or radius displaced by an infinitesimally small transverse
distance[[27]7]. In that model, the external magnetic fietlges a polarization
electric characterized by a maximum value such that= GcB,. This field is
uniform within the plasmoid

Ex,inside = EOa Ey,inside - 07 (7-42)

and has a typical dipolar angular dependence outside

a? ) a?
Em,outside = Ly COS(ZH) - Ey,outside = £y SID(QQ) -

)
7,72

ok (7.43)
Consequently, within a polarization layer, there is an teledield component
E, along the magnetic lines which has a maximum valiyg..x = +F,/v/?2 at

0 = +x/4. This field, which is fully uncompensated liy,, therefore leads to
a continuous stripping of the boundary layer along the miagfield lines. In
fact, since the average driving force of this electricpgiing mechanism is about
half as large as the magnetic-stripping force, the net etieboth mechanisms
are comparable because a particle entering the boundaydagny point on the
surface of the plasmoid will be approximately at the sam&adie away from it
after a time on the order of that required to move over a degtaf about.

From the perspective of the effectiveness of the polanrdtiyers in shielding
the inside of a plasmoid from deflection by the geomagnetid,fighat matters
most is the average effective charge that remains in thgeeslduring propagation.
It is therefore clear that the particles which have movedsvarsally beyond the
edge of the plasmoid because of thecomponent of the polarization field should
be considered as lost. Consequently, during propagati@ngeffective charge
contributing to the generation of the polarization fieldlvieé concentrated in a
region of approximate thicknessand width2a on both sides of the plasmoid,
in qualitative agreement with the behavior of the ions in pater simulations of
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these effects, e.gl, [2177, Fig@].

This qualitative analysis enables to confirm the reasonimgin the capacitor
model led to the conclusion that in a relativistic plasmdid thagnetic striping
time (7.21), and self-charge expansion doubling time {)7.2& nearly equal to
the magnetic separation time scaledefined by Eq.[(7]8) where the length scale
is preciselya. This allows us to continue using E@. (I7.8) for the life-tiofethe
boundary layer in the Gaussian-stream model, where to béerdnservative
side we take: instead ofu for the length scale, i.e., .

2a 1 2a ym
R = ———. 7.44
i \/ﬁcwc BeceBy ( )

This life-time is related to the propagation distance ovhich the charge layer
has to be replaced in order to continue moving across the etiagreld, i.e.,

2z = Berg = /2?1&, (7.45)
GBO

which is remarkable since it depends only on the plasmoidusadnd on the
momentum of the particles.

For example, witlk = 1 m andp = 100 GeV/c, one finds e.gz, = 1.14 km,
a relatively small distance. This implies that if such a plagl were to prop-
agate over 1000 km, it would have to repolarize about 9004jraed that the
corresponding particle current and energy would be lost. tgeefore define a
repolarization range, that is the maximum range a plasmoid can travel until its
repolarization current supply is exhausted, i.e., using} Ef37) and (7.45)

I 2me\1/2 _ _
Zmax(f) = Zs[/fmin = g%(;(e—&]) g 1/25 3/271/2%32. (7.46)

In order to get a meaningful result, the repolarization eahgs to match the
collision driven expansion of the plasmoid, which can benestied according
to Eq. [4.85), that is the maximum range at which the plasmstidams have
expanded to a radius i.e.,

. mc?\2/3 3
@) = ( - ) (3X,) a2/ g4/3203, (7.47)
which at an altitude of 300 km, wher€, = 3 x 102 m, gives
zmax(@) = 273 [km] p*3a2/33%/3. (7.48)

12The fact that these simulations are non-relativistic da#smatter here since we consider the
effect of forces that are transverse to the streams.
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when the momentumis expressed in units of GeV/c.

Settingy,*> = (3% f,, according to Eq{7.29), and equatingx(I) with zmax(a),
we get an equation for the initial plasmoid current, i.e.,

By s eBy\ Y2 rmc?\2/3 1/3 1/6. _
](zmax)zgﬁa(%) <Es) (3X0) 3 (3) Vo0 523 £ 1. (7.49)

which at an altitude of 300 km, and fprexpressed in GeV/c, gives
I(2max) = 760 [KA] p'/Sa™/C3/3 1. (7.50)

A related quantity is the number of repolarizations, ilee, tatio

eBy\1/2 yrmc?\2/3 1/3 1/6.
I (2max)/ Tmin = (%> ( E) (3X0)"* (87)/%aVe, (7.51)

which is seen to be independentgf* and only weakly dependent gnanda,
and which (again at = 300 km andp in GeV/c) gives

I (2max)/ Imin = 760 p"/%a*/®3%/3, (7.52)

A final quantity of interest, which also leads itself to a slenpxpression, is the
fractional energy loss due to repolarization. Combining.Hd.41), [(7.52), and
the linear energy content of each plasmoid stream AB/in /Az = mc?(y — 1)
x1/(efc), thisis

AWpo Az I(zmax) 2z a4 [°y =z
Az AWiin  Imin  Zmax QR’}/_lzmax7

(7.53)

whereR is the Larmor gyroradius, and which for a relativistic plasdis a loss
of negligible magnitude.

Equations[(7.47) td (7.53) are the main results of this sactihey provide
a consistent and realistic first order estimate of the kewrpaters of a beam
plasmoid propagating in the ionosphere at altitudes caagdrbetween 100 and
600 km. It is seen that if thg?/? factor is set equal to one (which is an excellent
approximation for relativistic streams), these equatidegend only oy anda,
so that they are independent of the particle’s mass, andftrerdirectly apply
to both proton and electron plasmoids. Moreover,titependence of(zmax) IS
very weak, which means that the plasmoid current is almaktpendent of the
momentum, which itself is essentially defined by the rangeugh Eq.[(7.48).

For example, if the ultimate range is set:tgy = 6000 km (which means that
the effective range would be something like 5000 km sinceptaemoid would
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already have lost 80% of its current after propagating thstadce), Eq.[(7.48)
implies that the momentum is 100 GeV/c for a focus of 1 m radiushe target
whenf,, = 15%. The initial current in each streamis then given by Eq. (y,..5€.,
I(zmax) = 11 MA, which according to[(7.52) is enough for 1600 repolaiizas.
Assuming that the pulse length is 3 ns, the energy and powerdsd on a
5000 km distant target would be about 1000 MJ and 300 PW. Tha&seneters
— a momentum of 100 GeV/c, a pulse length of 3 ns, and a curfel@ A in
both plasmoid’s streams — are technologically very demandHowever, they
are not very much different from those required by other tiagrtechnological
enterprises such as laser- or particle-driven inertiafinement fusio

Nevertheless, if we return to the discussion following E£g31) in the previous
section, we see that the present boundary layer currentyiefistl MAmM—2/1600
~ 7 kA/m? is larger than the 2 kA/fhwhich can be supported by the iono-
spheric plasma alone. This implies that for a range of 600Qhanfull set of
plasmoid/residual-atmosphere plasma-physical effdotsild be taken into ac-
count, which can only be done with a full-fledged two- or thdémensional
computer simulation program. For a smaller range, the cains$ will of course
be reduced, but due to the relatively mild scaling dependenappearing in
Egs. (7.47) tol(7.52), the plasmoid currents will remaintmnarder of kA to MA,
and the momenta in the multi-GeV/c range.

There are also other considerations and potential diffesulb take into ac-
count. For instance, because of the very large current andentum, a pulse
duration A7 of 3 ns (i.e., a plasmoid beam-length of about 1 m) is enough to
deliver a sufficiently large energy on the target. This haslmer of advantages:
For example, the condition that the current is rapidly vagyiwhich is a pre-
requisite for the derivation of Eq._(7.31), is satisfied; anmwst important, the
pulse length is sufficiently short for most instabilities h@ have enough time to
develop. On the other hand, a short pulse means that inéwtny any other form
of erosion at the head and tail should be very small. If fomepie Eq. [(3.4PR)
is blindly applied to a boundary layer with the above charastics (100 GeV,
7 kA, 3 ns), the inductive erosion range would be of only 100 khiowever,
Eq. (3.42) was derived for a narrow beam while here we havecuog with a
plasmoid which comprising the boundary layers has a trassweidth larger than
its length. Therefore, most particles that would be losbading to the standard
picture of inductive erosion find themselves simply dispthwithin the boundary
layers, so that the would-be head erosion process becomtes paundary layer
stripping, and that EqL_(3.42) does not apply. Thus we regainahe conclusion

BBMoreover, a current of 10 MA and in pulse of 3 ns repregert10'” antiprotons, i.e., only
0.3 ng of antiprotons.
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that beyond the calculations presented in this sectionpadwthree-dimensional
computer simulation program is most probably the only wagliably study these
complicated effects.

7.5 Feasibility of matter-antimatter beam plasmoids

A matter-antimatter plasmoid beam propagating across anetagd plasma is
possibly the most complex system considered in this reviBut this system is
also an important contender for a possible long-range @tace particle beam
weapon, and despite its complexity it is entirely based arcepts and processes
which have been considered in previous parts of this reviewith-the exception
of the annihilation processes which have so far been negleend which may
take place when antiparticles interact with ordinary [ges.

We have chosen to discuss this system because it has a nuimiiariaus
advantages over asymmetrical ion-electron beam plasmgaittras (to which
many of the results obtained in this chapter apply afterablat modifications),
and because on a time-scale compatible with the full-sogpdogrment of high-
power long-range particle beam weapons in outer-spacialnidy of antimatter
in the form of positrons (and at a greater cost of antiprgtshsuld not be the
main obstacle.

Moreover, apart from the advantages which come from havipiaamoid
composed of two charge-symmetric streams, there are ay@stoming from
the fact that a particle-antiparticle plasmoid is a paispla so that several compli-
cations present with ordinary plasmas are absent. For deathp conductivity of
a pair plasma is purely scalar, and unlike the Ohm’s law faoarelectron plasma
there is no Hall effect or pressure contributions [280]. sThas no impact on
the fact the background atmosphere is an electron-ion @lasat can drastically
change the character of various beam-beam and beam-plasenactions. For
example, some instabilities such as the dicotron mode asdilkely to arise in a
pair plasma than in an electron-ion plasma [275].

Finally, there are some aspects of beam-plasmoid physicé as the im-
portance of transverse and longitudinal emittances (oivatpntly transverse and
longitudinal temperatures), which have not been addresskd previous sections,
and which become essential in the context of possible bezamtannihilation ef-
fects, so that they find their place in this section. We aresfioee going to examine
the magnitude of these effects, in order to see to what extemdmay prevent
propagation across the magnetosphere towards a distget.tar
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The first major difference between a particle-antiparti®am plasmoid and
either a same-charge-particle beam, or a neutral-pabiéden, is that interactions
with the background gas or plasma may lead to annihilatiactrens, which
will remove some antiparticles from the plasmoid. Since ttrieates a charge
imbalance, an equal number of particles will be ejected ftbeplasmoid so
that thisstream-background annihilation effect leads to an equal decrease in the
current of both the matter and the antimatter streams ascadarof propagation
distance.

The second major difference is that particles of one streay amnihilate
with their antiparticles in the other stream. Thigeam-stream annihilation ef-
fect is potentially important since oppositely chargedipkas attract rather than
repel, so that while a same-charged-particle beam is clesirzed by a blow-up
due to space-charge repulsion, as seen in a referentiahgewth the beam, a
particle-antiparticle plasmoid is characterized by aeitowvards matter-antimatter
explosion|[[297].

Let us take an electron-positron beam plasmoid. The firssidenation is
therefore to evaluate the positrons’s rate of loss due tw #mnihilations with
electrons in the outer-space medium, which at altitudesab00 km is a partially
ionized plasma with a total electron number density appnaxively given by the
product Zn,, whereZ =~ 7.2 is the average atomic-number of air, angthe
number density of the atoms in the residual atmosphere @ale(%4.1). Ifo., is
the positron-electron annihilation cross-section, thalatation rate is then given
by

— % = ZngOepfc = 1/Tep, (7.54)
so that the number of positrons decreases as

N(t) = Nyexp(—t/7.p). (7.55)

The annihilation cross-section is given by Dirac’s form!.’r]ﬁl

1 244 1 3
Oop = T2 [7 T In(y++/92—-1) — L] (7.56)

vy+1l 42-1 VE—1

In the low-energy limit, this cross-section reduces to

1
Ba
¥n fact, this formula is valid for positron velocitigs> «, i.e., for energies greater than6.3
eV, the binding energy of positronium. Since formation o$ifr@mnium atoms tends to slow down

the annihilation process, the cross-section (|7.56) leadsbnservative estimate of positron losses
by annihilations.

(7.57)

Conly = 1) = mr?
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and, in the high-energy limit, to

Tep(y — 00) = WT?% [In(2v) — 1]. (7.58)

Because the positrons in the plasmoids considered in thisweare highly
relativistic, the high-energy limit applies and the strelaackground annihilation
life-time (7.54) becomes

1
1/ Tep = WT?CZHG; [In(2v) — 1]. (7.59)

Using mrc = 7.5 x 107 m3s™!, this givesr,, ~ 10° seconds for a 1 GeV
plasmoid (i.e.,y ~ 2000) propagating at an altitude of 100 km whetg ~

5 x 10'® m=3. Therefore, already at this altitude the plasmoid curress due to
annihilations with background electrons is very small reieereach targets located
many 1000 kilometers away, i.e., corresponding to propagdimes of several
tens of milliseconds. At a somewhat greater altitude, oafbigher energy beam,
this effect would become even more negligible.

The second consideration is to evaluate the stream-stnesitmlation rate, i.e.,
the rate of positron loss due to their annihilations witlcelens in the overlapping
part of the plasmoid. In that case, while the cross-sectiatili given by Dirac’s
formula [7.56), the annihilation rate is not determinedly beam’s velocity as a
whole, but by the average velocity of the positrons relatvéhat of the electrons
in a frame of reference moving with the streams. In that frathe electron-
positron plasmoid is a non-thermalized plasma charaetby two temperatures,
T, and7j, which for a actual beam are in general different. For examipi
a typical neutral hydrogen beam system envisaged for @p&ce particle beam
weapon use, the initial emittanceds< 10-7 m-rad, and the beam energy spread
AW/W = 0.1% [310, p.24-77]. Using equations(2117) and (2.18) this give
KT\, ~ 2 eV andkTj,, ~ 0.25 eV, respectively. In the case of a kA to MA
current, multi-GeV beam plasmoid of the kind consideredhengrevious chapter,
the temperatures will also have to be in that range. Thezefas is the case
for high-quality (so-called ‘cold@ beams, both the transverse and longitudinal
temperatures are relatively low and non-relativistic (k&' < mc? = 0.5 MeV).
Consequently the cross-section to use is givemn by (7.5@¢rahan[(7.58), as was
the case in the stream-background annihilation effectipusly investigated.

In the frame moving with the beam, writingfor the electron or positron beam

15As a ‘temperature’ of 1 eV corresponds to about 118R0this terminology is of course not
related to the everyday notion of temperature.
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number density, the stream-stream annihilation rate gy the equation [282]
— — =n*(ov), (7.60)

where (ocv) denotes some average over the effective cross-sectiometthy
multiplying (Z.57) with the probability of finding an elecm at the position of
the positron in a Coulomb field, and the relative electron-positron velocity.
Assuming a Maxwellian velocity distribution, this average

4mc?
= 72 7.61
(ov) = mrica T ( )
The solution of equatior_(7.60) is very simple, namely

No
=_ " 7.62
Sy — (7.62)

wherer,, is the beam half-life in the frame moving with the beam
1

/Ty = §n0(av), (7.63)

while the beam half-life in the accelerator frameiis = 7, because of Lorentz
time dilatation.

Taking again a plasmoid stream energy of 1 GeV, and a vergseteurrent of
10 MA in a radius of 1 m, we have, = 6.6 x 10'® m~3, and from the calculated
beam temperatures we hajyev) ~ 10~ m?s~t. Therefore, using either the
transverse or longitudinal temperature, we find from (7t68) 71 /» = 7, iS ON
the order ofl0° seconds, i.e., very large. The main reason for this is tiedb&am
density is comparatively low, even for a current of 10 MA, ahiensures that
contrary to the case of a high-density matter-antimatesmpk([282], the life-time
of a particle-antiparticle plasmoid beam of the type to bedus an outer-space
system is very long.

In the case of proton-antiproton annihilations, there isingple theory lead-
ing to an analytical formula similar to Dirac’s result_(7)56However, in the
relatively low beam-temperature domain characteristib@dm plasmoids, the
proton-antiproton annihilation rates are about nine titaeger than the corre-
sponding electron-positron rates, as can be seen by loakirtbe respective
reaction rates shown in Figure 1 of reference [282]. The s chbfference be-
tween electron-positron and proton-antiproton plasmaeids given energy is
their Lorentz factory, which for relativistic energies differ by their mass ratio
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m,/m. = 1836. Therefore, the times calculated in this section for posgr
should be divided by=17°000 to get the corresponding numbers for antiprotons,
which brings them down into the range of a fraction to a fewosés, which still
means that proton-antiproton plasmoid life-times areiantly larger than any
conceivable time of flight to a target orbiting the Earth. Sitwncludes this section,

in which we have shown that matter-antimatter annihilatlaring propagation is
not a major effect for relativistic plasmoids propagatinghe high-atmosphere.
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Chapter 8

Scientific and technical prospect

8.1 Discussion of theoretical prospect

We have examined the main physical problems involved in tlopagation of
particle beams for possible exo-atmospheric or endo-giheygc beam weapon
systems.

There is no problem of principle with the propagation of melparticle beams
in outer space. Systems with adequate characteristicades development since
more than twenty years§ [283]. For short range exo-atmogphgstems, i.e., on
the order of a few hundreds of kilometers, charged beamsasnmid beams
might eventually be used.

For land-based systems, the main problem is to cope withaihiéicting nature
of the following set of conditions:

1. The beam power has to be larger than the Nordsieck powé&t)(ih order
for the beam to propagate over sizable distances;

2. the beam current should be less than the critical curfeB8), and the
current neutralization fraction as small as possible (.4& that the beam
is well pinched;

3. the beam pulses have to be long enough so that they willenocoimpletely
eroded before reaching their target (5.62). Furthermdwe beam should
be relativistic enoughn(> 10) for the steady state erosion hypothesis to be
valid,
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4. the pulse duration has to be of the order of the dipole magddfusion
time so that propagation is not disrupted by macroinstisI{6.87);

5. in order to keep the growth of instabilities at a minimuhe turrent neu-

tralization should be minimized (6.89), (6173), (68.75)d46.88), and the

conductivity should rise fast enough to avoid excessivavtran the head

©.71);

6. the beam radius, emittance, energy, and current shouichrttze Bennett
pinch radius[(4.25) at the exit of the accelerator systend, slrould be
compatible with the requirements of beam stability and lholeng.

These conditions cannot easily be simultaneously satisfi@d is primarily
because the pulse length is set by magnetic diffusion tima. aFgiven beam
radius, this time can only be increased by increasing thenbmarent, and thus
producing an undesirable large current-neutralizatiantion.

However, within rather tight limits, a set of acceptable beam parameters seems
to exist. In order to find out if these conditions are really satisfactory for beam
weapon applications, careful experiments are needed. This concluding sentence
was written in November 1982, together with the additioratark: These crucial
experiments will be done with accelerators currently under construction in the
United States [70,|71l] and probably in the USSR [206)]. Within a couple of years,
at most, the final answer should be known. What can we add to this conclusion,
more than twenty years after it was written?

e First: That the laws of physics have not changed, and thaththeretical
analysis done in the previous chapters remains valid. tntaging followed
the literature over the past twenty years, it appears thdimgreally new
and important has been found and published. In partichlamntost difficult
theoretical problems addressed in this report — the questielated to the
stability of propagating a charged-particle beam througineaexisting or
beam-generated plasma — are still discussed in recentpbpeeferring
to the seminal work done during the 1960s to the 188Rhis is not to
say that no progress has been made, but that the basic diprsicesses at
work in high-intensity high-energy beam propagation irsplas appear to
have been properly recognized and analyzed during theselegc

e Second: That a major step in the theoretical understandimgpmn-propaga-
tion stability was made between the time of the early anadytialculations,

1See, for example, references number 20 to 25 cited in a reeg@er where the resistive hose
instability is reinvestigated for low-collisional plass[284].
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such a those of Steven Weinberg [193], and the time of the mapéis-
ticated studies, such as those of Edward P. Leel[203], whiokved that
oversimplified models were likely to predict far too pessititi behaviors in
comparison to more realistic ones. This means that an ésisstafp after
accelerating a beam pulse is that of ‘conditioning,” thabfishaping and
smoothing its spatial an possibly temporal extent in suclayte avoid the
onset and growth of instabilities during propagaﬁon.

e Third: That some experimentally well-established obs#ona, such as
stable long-distance propagation in low-density gas (hehe ion-focused
regime [64]), are now also much better understood the@igtithan some
years agol/[65]. This means that one can have much greatedenoé
in the theory, both for free-propagation in high- or low-digy air, as for
controlled transport and conditioning in the acceleray@tean generating
the beam. In particular, the interaction of intense reistiw electron beams
with pre-formed laser-generated channels in the atmosdféd., 115], as
well as the stability of such beams in beam-induced char{@8k;, [286],
appear to confirm present understanding of such phenomena.

e Fourth: That conceptual and technological advances asgaatty changing
the context in which specific systems have to be assessel,fiooh a
theoretical and a practical point of view [287]. For example

Antimatter and muon beams. The possibility of the use of antihydrogen
beams in exo-atmospheric systems came to the author’'s mit2B3 when
a former CERN colleague told him about Los Alamos managemigner-
est to hire him for antimatter work at their laboratary [288his lead him
to realize that antimatter was the sole portable source a@insuvhich are
the main byproducts of the annihilation of antiprotons withtter [289].
This means that if muons from such a source could be ‘cddlead ac-
celerated, the possibility of exploiting the high-rangenaion beams (see
Figured 4.2 and 4l 3) would become theoretically possibiefadt, as will
be seen in Se€. 10.8, the problem of generating and cooltegse beams
of muons is the subject of vigorous research since a few yé&#hsle this
effort may not succeed in producing muon-beams sufficieintignse to
propagate in self-pinched mode over significant distartbesievelopment
of muon technology for fundamental research will help assgswhether

2This is the plasma-physical counterpart of the hydrodyeahmeed to smooth boundaries
and remove all unwanted discontinuities in order to avoabdturbulence, and instabilities in the
motion of ships, aircrafts, or missiles.

3‘Cooling’ means decreasing the kinetic energy dispersfanlmnch of particles.
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muon beams, and beams of their related neutrino decay gydoay have
other practical applications [290, 291].

Laser-driven particle accelerators. Radio-frequency-based accelerators are
limited to relatively low accelerating electric fields,.j.&0 to 100 MV/m,
requiring tens to hundreds of meters to produce a multi-Geahih On
the other hand, ultra-high-intensity lasers can producelatating fields in
the 10 TV/m range (1 TV = 16 V), surpassing those in radio-frequency
accelerators by six orders of magnitude. It had therefoen lzmticipated
for a long time, and demonstrated in computer simulationat GeV of
electron energy per centimeter of acceleration distance tivaoretically
possible[[292]. The experimental confirmation of this pcédn came in
2004, when three groups were independently able to gerezatas of 80—
170 MeV electrons with low divergence and a small energyap(ess than
three per cent) [293, 294, 295]. This achievement was madsilpe by
the application of a number of techniques, including soratehlve already
been discussed in this report, e.g., the use of a prefornasnal-channel
to guide the laser. As the practical implications for theigiesof much
cheaper and smaller particle accelerators were immediaebgnized, the
publication of these results was the highlight of the Sepem80, 2004,
issue of the journatature, see Fig. 811

8.2 Discussion of beam propagation experiments

The discussion of the technical prospect of particle bearthn@logy for exo-
atmospheric applications is quite different from that dl@ematmospheric applica-
tionsH Indeed:

e Exo-atmospheric beam technology is very similar to thetinadly low-
intensity (mA), relatively high-energy (GeV), beam teclogy used in
numerous, officially non-military, national and intermatal nuclear and
elementary-particle research laboratories. Moreovertytpical accelerator
and beam steering technologies required for outer-spaa® beeapons is
very similar to those of emerging applications of accetamsasuch as cancer
therapy, breeding of fissile and fusion materials, tranatit of nuclear

4A summary of the early efforts on particle beam weapons rebedrom World War 1l to
1980, as well as some comments on Soviet particle beam obsegie given in a comprehensive
fact-sheet published by the U.S. Department of Defenseg][296
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Figure 8.1: Ultra-high-energy laser-driven beam. Under the heading ‘Dream
beam’ the journakarure published in September 2004 the papers of three groups
([293] at Rutherford Appleton Laboratory, U.K., [294] athence Berkeley Na-
tional Laboratory, U.S.A., and [295] at Ecole PolytechmigBrance) experimen-
tally confirming that GeV per centimeter accelerating-ggat$ (i.e., thousands of
times stronger than in conventional radio-frequency a&ce&brs) were possible,

as predicted by T. Tajima and J. Dawson in 1979.

waste, breeding of antimatter [297], or proton-radiogsegitthe detonation
of conventional explosives and nuclear weapon'’s primaf2€] and [299,
p.84—89]. Finally, the more advanced technology for beampeas is sig-
nificantly overlapping with that of powerful research aecators such as the
Large hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN and the future linealtider (which
will most probably be a laser-driven accelerator [300]) & Huilt (most
probably in the US) as a fully international effort [301]. i¥hmeans that
most components of space-based beam weapons can be dehaidested
in civilian laboratories (Se¢._9.1), and that the role ofitaily laboratories
is to develop and test systems which integrate these comfmraad merge
them together with the application specific technologiéstee to their use
in an outer-space battle-field environment, rather tharessarch tools in
a laboratory (Se¢. 9.2). Finally, most experiments on eérmsapheric sys-
tems can be done on the ground, e.g., using evacuated piga®pagating
the beam, and at reduced beam power, i.e., without requsafegy precau-
tions that would be dramatically more stringent than thespiired by the
operation of typical accelerators used for scientific resea

e Endo-atmospheric beam technology is very similar to thatiedly high-
intensity (kA), relatively low-energy (MeV), beam techagl used in mil-
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itary laboratories for the flash x-ray radiography of theodetion of con-
ventional explosives and nuclear weapon’s primaries|[2091-84], the
generation of high-power radio-frequency or free-elactiaser beams, and
the simulation of nuclear weapons effects![68]. On the ottard, this
technology has only few civilian applications, such as stdal radiogra-
phy, electron-beam welding, and possibly future inertadf;mement fusion
drivers and very high-energy particle accelerators [33Rerefore, the de-
velopment and demonstration of this technology is mostlyedo military
and national laboratories, as will be seen in Sgcs] 1.1 & 10everthe-
less, there is significant overlap between these develognaedl those of
conventional research accelerators, as is shown by théhdboth type of
technologies are generally discussed at the same natiodahgernational
scientific conferences, and published in the same techpizalals. Finally,
an additional reason for locating these experiments irtamliaboratories is
that even relatively modest endo-atmospheric systemtecspacial hazards
because the total energy in typical beam pulses can easdylogalent to
the energy content of gram- to kilogram-amounts of highlasiges.

The purpose of this report is to review the physics of higlensity high-
energy particle beam propagation. The discussion of exmspheric systems
could therefore be very brief since (as noticed in $ed. iddetis in principle
no scientific obstacle to propagating a neutral beam ovey thstances in the
near-vacuum of outer-space. We will nevertheless addmse ®f the critical
issues related to these systems, even though they are mar¢echnological
than physical nature. This is because the development ederospheric beam
weapons is in many ways linked to those of endo-atmosphags,and because
their development illustrates the very strong interdepecd which characterizes
civilian and military particle accelerator research, aslae the importance of
informal international collaborations and scientific eaoges (including between
‘enemies’) in relation to the development of advanced waapmystems.
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Chapter 9

Neutral particle beams propagation
experiments

9.1 Neutral hydrogen beam technology development

According to Sed. 3]1, what is required to focus a stream ofrakparticles on
a 1 m target at a distance of 1000 km is a beam with an initialsadf 20 cm
and an emittance & x 10~7 m-radll As a charged particle is needed in order to
be accelerated by electromagnetic means, the generaliqeehis to start from
a negative-ion source producing a low-energy, low-emtgameam of H or D
atoms, which is then injected into an accelerator whose opaatity is to increase
the energy of the ions to about 100 MeV without unduly inciegthe emittance of
the beam. At the exit of the accelerator this high-brighérisam is very precisely
focused on a target by a magnetic beam-steering optics hamdolassed through
a neutralizing cell in order to remove the extra electrontifaut increasing the
beam emittance) so that the final beam is neutral.

Most of the basic technologies necessary for building susyrstem have been
invented, built, and tested between the late 1970s and titye E200s. This is
what will be summarized in the next subsections:

1Chapter VII and VIII of the Los Alamos Accelerator TechnojoDivision 1978 progress
report is describing a number of features associated wiylstem based on a 20—100 mA, 50-500
MeV beam with such an emittance [310, p.24-77].
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9.1.1 The ion source

The first advance advance which made the concept of a neatratlp beam
weapon scientifically feasible was the invention of a sudfitilow-emittance
negative ion source by the group of V.G. Dudnikov in the USSBZ[[303].
This pulsed surface-plasma ion source was quickly adoptettivwide, and Los
Alamos soon demonstrated its superior performancesvelatpreviously existing
sources[[304, p.117], [305].

9.1.2 The injector

The second major advance was again a Soviet invention. eddhe problem
of injecting into a linear accelerator a low-energy low-t#arnce beam while
maintaining its brightness. Moreover, this new injectoiswary compact and
rugged. Itis so-called ‘radiofrequency quadrupole’ (RR&)ich, in combination
with the Dudnikov high-brightness Hsource, led to speculations in the years
1978-1980 that the USSR might have had a considerable aglimparticle beam
weapons technology. However, while development of RFQrteldyy started in
Russiain 1970 already, it only reached maturity around 18@@ut the time when
Los Alamos started its own RFQ program [306].

In fact, it is in 1978 that a newccelerator Technology (AT) division, headed
by Edward A. Knapp, was formed at Los Alamos. The first stepérdevelopment
of a neutral particle beam system for possible deploymespate, code-named
‘White Horse, was to build a 100 mA, 5 MeV accelerator teabst, which could be
scaled up to about 50 MeV for outer-space re-entry-veldely discrimination,
and later to about 500 MeV for boost-phase or mid-coursedaf of ballistic
missiles. This accelerator test stand (ATS) was to integnad test-bed a Dudnikov
H~ source, a RFQ to reach an energy of about 2 MeV, a drift-tulealiaccelerator
section to increase the beam energy to 5 MeV, and beam ditgegsipments.
This relatively small and low-cost system was to be suppigate by several
collaborative undertaking on related military or civilignojects. This is why
Los Alamos was glad to accept a proposal form CERN, repori¢dda 1980 AT
division progress report [304, p.36]:

“(CERN) in Geneva, Switzerland, has asked the AT divisioodop-
erate in the design and construction of an RFQ linac. Thalimould
replace the [...] injector [...] used with the ‘old’ linacrfthe CERN
proton synchrotron. [...] The plan is to carry out the medtein
design and assemblies at CERN, and then send them to Los Alamo
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for machining of the pole tips.”

The reason why CERN needed Los Alamos for building an RFQasttie
precise machining of its pole tips required a computertodied milling-machine
of a type that was only available in a nuclear-weapons ldaborasuch as Los
Alamos. Reciprocally, Los Alamos needed CERN as it providedst-bed for
coupling an advanced RFQ injector to a high-energy linaciclwhmoreover,
happened to be the most recent and advanced in the world @nthe

Therefore, while the first successful high-power operaioa prototype RFQ
with beam was obtained in February 1980, the first operatiRR& built at Los
Alamos was shipped to CERN and installed on its new linac)enthie second
to become operational was installed on the Los Alamos a@teletest stand in
November 1982[[307, p.53].

9.1.3 The accelerator

A major achievement of the Los Alamos accelerator technottdgsion has been
to reach, in 1979, a quantitative understanding of emigagiowth in linear
accelerators [308], showing that there is a lower limit te #mittance of such
accelerators [309]. This understanding had been madebt®dsy numerous
exchanges between Los Alamos and many other institutioasiding the CERN
laboratory in Geneva. As an example, we cite a few senterfd® cection on
emittance growth of the 1978 Los Alamos accelerator tedgyadlivision progress
report [310, p.63,64,7ﬂ:

“The new 50-MeV injector linac of CERN is the latest of thigpgy
proton linear accelerator to be commissioned in the world]. Pre-
liminary results from CERN during the early summer 1978ngsi
the first tank at 10 MeV, indicated larger than anticipatedtt@mce
growth. Knowing our urgent need for verification of the desap-
proach for the FMIT project, the CERN Linac Group graciously
vited our participation in the commissioning of the full rhate. An
on-site collaboration afforded us the opportunity to readbvel of
understanding impossible to achieve at conferences orttey.|4...]
We very much appreciate the complete openness, candorcapd h
tality of the whole CERN linac group. Their willingness td les use

2\We stress that these quotes are from a 47-page long chaptehediedicated to the discussion
of the design of an accelerator and of a beam-steering systepossible use as a particle beam
weapon in the context of the ‘White Horse’ project.
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their raw data, before they had time to publish their resuiss the
key that enabled us to answer our basic questions in the tutigea
scale imposed by current projects.”

9.1.4 The beam focusing and steering optics

A majorissue in a space-based neutral beam system is tlitg &dibcus the beam
into an acceptably small spot at some distance, and to pravstieering capability
for aiming the beam. Using the ray-tracing computer progf&RTLE (a typical
particle beam optics development tool devised by a colktimr of accelerator
physicists from FNAL, SLAC, and CERN), the Los Alamos accatier group
was able to show in 1978 that a 50-meter long system of bendagnets and
solenoids was able to focus 91% of a few 100 MeV hydrogen bedamnathe
desired radius, starting with an initial radius of 0.2 m an@mittance of x 10~
m-rad [310, p.52-62]. An optical system with these charasties was ultimately
built and successfully tested in 1990 at the Argonne Natibadoratory near
Chicago.

In this context it is important to recall that the beam foogsand steering
technology for particle-beam weapons does not overlapyiistbeam technology
for high-energy-physics, but also with the more directhated technolgy of ion-
beam focusing and steering for particle-beam driven ialeconfinement fusion.
In the United States, this technology is developed as almmiédion between the
Lawrence Berkeley and Lawrence Livermore National Lalmwias, and has led
to significant results, including recent final focus expenms [311].

9.1.5 The neutralizing cell

The final part of a neutral particle beam accelerator systeenneutralizing cell
in which the extra electron is detached from the acceleratedo form a beam
of neutral atoms, is possibly the most controversial coreporof the whole

system. This is because simple techniques (such as pass&irgeam through
a foil or a gas to strip-off the extra electron) are likely tgrsficantly increase
the emittance of the beam and therefore to unduly decreadarightness, at
least for the most demanding applications of outer-spacpwe systems. The
most promising technique is therefore that of laser phdsmienent, which is
potentially 100% efficient rather than limited to about 55%ovath collisional

processes. High efficiency in outer-space is very imporsamte any degree
of incomplete neutralization of the beam could result inrghey the orbiting
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accelerator, ultimately causing arcs that could lead todsstruction. Moreover,
it could be that by means of a multiphoton detachment pratessxcess electron
could be removed without increasing beam emittancel[312jwéver, the kind
of laser required for this purpose would add a consideraviel lof complexity to
a space-based particle beam device, so that the whole sobjeeutralization is
still an open issue, despite constant progress [313, 314].

9.1.6 Summary

The developments presented in this section clearly shotthieakind of accel-
erator and beam optics required for a neutral particle beaapan can be built.
Therefore, they established the scientific and technieaiifidity of such systems.
However, they does not prove their practical engineeriagifality, namely they
do not demonstrate that a complete system (including powgpl®s, cooling,
and many ancillary equipments) can be put in orbit and opdrat outer-space.
This is where the specific developments described in thetmexsections come
in.

9.2 BEAR and GTA at Los Alamos National Labo-
ratory

Until 1983 the development of neutral particle beam weapoechnology and
systems was made in the form of small, relatively low-cost] enostly ‘paper’
research programs. This was because (as shown in the pgesgotion) the much
more costly civilian research programs related to fundaaleasearch could be
used to develop and build all the key components of such mgstend that even
international laboratories such as CERN, located in a abatm-nuclear-weapon
state, could be used for testing key component in full-seateleratorg.

For this reason, the accelerator test stand (ATS), extelysigferred to in the
previous section, was sufficient to provide first hand exgrexe on the most crucial
components of a neutral particle beam system, and was eletoadlemonstrate
reliable operation at 170 mA and 5 MeV, making it the brightegh-current H
beam in the world [317, p.3].

3The same will happened in the mid-1980s, and still contindey, with the development of
antimatter technology where U.S. scientists from weapabsratories or working on defence-
contracts have essentially free, unlimited access to allEERRN’s antimatter facilitied [297, 315,
316].
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Nevertheless, with the advent of President Reagan’s §tcabefense Initia-
tive, neutral particle beam weapons were to be evaluatempettion with other
directed-energy systems such as high-energy lasers andampeimped x-ray
lasers. This lead to the definition of a comprehensive, natiaeutral particle
beam research and development program lead by the Los Alabostory, de-
scribed in a September-1986 brochure |317], and relatduhieal reports/[318].
The objectives of this program were: (i) to provide the neaegbasis for a de-
cision by 1992 to build a space-based neutral particle bgaters to be used as
a decoy/warhead discriminator (near term goal); (ii) toedep the technology
in stages to ultimately build a neutral particle beam weagapable to provide a
rapid hard kill of enemy warheads (far term goal). To meesé¢hebjectives and
more directly the first one the essential elements of therarogvere:

1. Thelntegrated Space Experiment 1 (ISE-1) and
the Beam Experiment Aboard Rocket (BEAR);

2. TheGround Test Accelerator (GTA) and
the Technology Program.

The near-term goal was therefore to use the space shuttanach, in 1991, a
50-MeV-accelerator-based system into space (ISE-1),ta gmbitious objective.
This was to be preceded by the suborbital launch, in 19871V accelerator
by a single-stage Aries rocket. In this context, the GTA wesd representative of
what was actually to be placed into orbit in ISE-1, while tHeAR payload was
basically to be a ruggedized and less powerful version ofAlf®, packed into a
cylindrical volume of 1 m diameter and 7 meter length, togethith diagnostic
instrumentation.

However, as a consequence of the January 28, X988/enger space shuttle
disaster and funding constraints, the Integrated Spaceriwent (ISE-1) was
cancelled, and Los Alamos was asked in December 1987 to etenBEAR on
an accelerated schedule with limited funding [319, p.2%le BEAR payload was
launched 200 km into space on July 13, 1989, and several ats;@ug., reference
[319], as well as the final report, i.e., reference [320] cdéed the experiment as
a success:

“The US Department of Defense’s Strategic Defense Invigafrga-
nization is sponsoring the development of neutral parbekem (NPB)
technology for strategic defense applications. The fiegt 8t demon-
strating the functioning of an NPB in space was the develoyzwed
launch of the Beam Experiments Aboard a Rocket (BEAR) in New
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Mexico in July 1989. A government, laboratory, and indadtieam,
under the technical coordination of Los Alamos Nationaldvabory,
designed, developed, and tested the BEAR payload. The pgrima
objective of BEAR was the operation of an NPB acceleratopacs.
The payload was also designed to study (1) the effects optwye-
hicle of emitting an NPB and associated charged beams iatsghce
environment; (2) the propagation and attenuation chanatitss of
an NPB in space; (3) the dynamics of the charged particle cemp
nents of the beam in the geomagnetic field; (4) the effectsaftral
effluents from the vehicle; and (5) any anomalous or ungdted
phenomena associated with operating an NPB in the spaceenvi
ment. The BEAR experiment successfully demonstrated tiparaf

an NPB accelerator and propagation of the neutral beam dgfweé

in space, obtained first-of-a-kind NPB physics data, andatestnated
the ability of the BEAR accelerator to survive recovery anddantinue
operating normally. No unanticipated phenomena were erieced
that would significantly delay further development of NPB&teology
for defensive, space-based weapon systems’ [320].

On the ground, despite the cancellation of the first (and sulssequent)
integrated space experiment(s), construction of the GDegeded more or less
on schedule, and the accelerator was commissioned in 1888)@ng a 24 MeV,
50 mA beam with a 2% duty factor [321]. Consistent with thegieseport, [318],
and other reports, e.gl, [317, 322], work on GTA and relamgipments, such
as the magnetic optics, proceeded in collaboration with erons laboratories
and universities (e.g., the Oak Ridge, Lawrence Berkeleg,Argonne national
laboratories, the Northeastern University and the Unityes Texas) as well as
with the industrial contractors associated to the projéttparticular, a state-of-
the-art RFQ was built at Los Alamos and delivered to serve@si@n source in
the Superconducting Super Collider (SSC) expected to lamliexas [322, 323].
Similarly, development and testing of the magnetic opt@®ponents were done
at the Argonne and Lawrence Berkeley laboratories.

However, although all its components had been built, andymeéthem suc-
cessfully tested, the GTA was never fully assembled, andaitsstruction aban-
doned at the end of 1993 [323]. The floor space was later useg$embling and
testing the Low Energy Demonstration Accelerator (LEDA)tlné Accelerator
Production of Tritium (APT) project [324]; various equipnie and spare parts
were reused in other projects; and finally the GTA accelerggelf was donated
in 2004 to the University of Indiana for its Low Energy NeutrSource (LENS)
facility, to be used as a training ground for scientists whib later work at the
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$1.5 billion neutron source to be completed in 2006 at OalgR{825]...

9.3 Emerging neutral beam technologies

As recalled inthe previous section, the years immediat¢lgwing the collapse of
the Soviet Union coincided with the abandonment of the misg#ble components
of the U.S. national neutral particle beam research andloj@veent program:
the ISE experiment and the GTA accelerator. Nevertheléss,did not mean
that interest in neutral particle beam was lost, neither deaelopment stopped
there. In particular, the numerous told and untold reasongerminating an
attempt to demonstrate the viability of a neutral partickain system in outer-
space were much more of a technical and political nature dhanfundamental
one. With a successful proof of principle experiment sucBBAR, there was no
really compelling scientific reason to make another spased experiment which
would not have added very much to the understanding of thenyndg physical
issues. In fact, problems such as developing an approki&téo MW class
energy source for the whole system, a suitable cooling sy&iethe accelerator,
or a highly efficient beam neutralizer, would not have muchdbiéed from a
crash-program to put GTA into outer-space.

The points to be stressed are therefore:

1. That the accelerators and associated technologies éitrahbeam weapon
systems are so closely related to those of acceleratorsatadtdrs used for
fundamental nuclear and elementary particle researckbiatevelopment
does not need to be done in military laboratories;

2. That the specific characteristics of neutral particleMsetor military appli-
cations such as ballistic missile defense should be disdusselation to the
full range of technologies available for accomplishingitandecoy/weapon
discrimination and/or target destruction objectives [287

Indeed, the most important and almost unique advantageglofmergy par-
ticles are their ability to penetrate deeply into any taged to interact strongly
(that is by inducing nuclear reactions) with any substarid@s implies that the
potential damage can be considerable, and that even fotax@rintensity beams
the secondary particles emitted in the nuclear interastrath the materials in the
targets provide a signal giving a lot of information on the@mposition. This is
illustrated by the current method which uses backgroundchamsay particles as
a natural beam for the remote analysis of the elemental ceitipo of artificial
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satellites[[326]. While this method requires times on traeoof months or years
to integrate sufficient events to achieve useful data, timga modest beam of ac-
celerated particles at a given spacecraft would achievedime result in a fraction
of a second.

Considering that it is most probably easier and less experisi destroy a
ballistic missile or a spacecraft by means of some kind ohatkt interceptor than
by either a high-energy laser or particle beam, the mostnp@teplication of a
space-based particle beam is quite certainly that of wafdeaoy discrimination.
This is possibly why this application had been assignedioripy to space-based
particle beam systems starting 1986 in the United States (sg., references
[317] and [318], where it was stated that a discriminatoapen decision was
to be made by 1992). The remaining question to answer befsiguoing and
possibly deploying such discriminators is therefore whetihere could be any
strong competitor on the design horizon, of which three @il be identified:

9.3.1 Antihydrogen beams

While a neutral hydrogen beam containing 5 to 10 MeV protoosld/ be suf-
ficiently energetic to strongly react with the surface of i@és a beam with an
energy of atleast 50 to 100 MeV is necessary to penetratansi to generate suf-
ficiently many neutrons on the surface, in order to determinether there could
be a nuclear warhead within. If instead the beam would ctsxsfdow-energy an-
tihydrogen atoms, the antiprotons would spontaneouslihdate on the surface,
generating several high-energy pions for every antiprbitswhich would deeply
penetrate into the target and strongly interact with theens. An antihydrogen
beam would therefore enormously simplify the design of tbeekerator, which
could operate at a much lower beam energy and current thacoforentional
hydrogen beam. Therefore, the technological burden woellddnsferred to the
antimatter technology, which, however, is under intendeeelopment since more
than ten years [289].

4This requires, of course, the use of very sensitive and cleahniques for detecting the
secondary particles emitted by the target, and for disc@timg them against the cosmic-ray
background, something that can only be compared to therskjliired to design the detectors
and analyze the results of sophisticated high-sensitivitylear or elementary-particle physics
experiments.
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9.3.2 Positronium beams

Positronium (i.e., atomic bound states consisting of anteda and a positron)
can be formed in two states: parapositronium with a lifeetiof 1.2 x 107° s
and orthopositronium with a life-time df4 x 10~" s. Thus, even for a beam of
orthopositronium atoms, a very high kinetic energy per aitorequired for long-
range propagation to be possible. However, as with matt@matter plasmoids,
propagation may not be the main problem: forming a positnonbeam pulse of
the required energy might be the most difficult step [327), 328)].

9.3.3 Ultra-high-energy laser beams

Comparisons of the relative ability of neutral particle tmeand laser systems
for discriminating between reentry vehicle and decoys sti@t particle beams
can typically discriminate about hundred times as manyaibjas can lasers,
and do so with significantly greater certainty [330]. Thiplags, however, to
lasers with relatively low peak power. The recent inventarichirped pulse
amplification,” which provided a factor of one million (i,eL0°) increase in the
instantaneous power of lasers, enabled tabletop lasersdage nuclear reactions
directly [331]. Therefore, such superlaser beams combimease in steering and
focusing of optical laser beams with the capacity of pagtisbams to generate
high-energy secondary patrticles in distant targets, whighs them the ability
to ‘x-ray’ remote objects and discriminate whether theywseeheads or decoys
[287].

9.3.4 Summary

One can therefore conclude that neutral particle beamsde@vcredible option
for discriminatior but that this option should be constantly compared to emgrgi
alternatives which arise as technology advances. In pdatidt may happen that
the laser system required to neutralize a negative hydrog@m could in fact be of
a complexity comparable to that of a superlaser able to dsahee discrimination
task on its own... But it would then be necessary to assetsiittiaer advances in
antimatter technology would not require a complete reataln of the possible

5In Sec[I0.B it will be shown that chargeaton beams also have a potential for warhead/decoy
discrimination. This could be used to discriminated olfemter at least part of their ballistic
flight, and therefore become a competition or a complemenetdral particle/antiparticle-beam
systems, provided muon-beam systems could operate ingheahinosphere.
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military uses of antimatter, both in offensive and in defemsveapons (see,
[297,[315] 316, 289] and references therein).

Conversely, if some major scientific or technical advanoedade in accelerator
technology, such as very-high-efficiency supercondu@oeeleration and radio-
frequency generation, very-high-brightness laser-acagbn of neutral-particles,
etc., neutral particle beams may find again their leadingtipasas a potential
rapid hard-kill system, simply because of the intrinsiosgly-interacting nature
of high-energy particl%.

5The abstract of a typical comparative study (possibly liasefavor of particle beams)
summarized this fact as follows: “This report explores tbée rof directed energy weapons
(DEWS) in theater defenses. For ranges shorter #an- 300 km they are much cheaper than
space-based interceptors (SBIs); they are competitivegritund-based interceptors (GBIs). For
inter-theater ranges ef 1000 km, lasers are competitive with the SBIs, but NPBs are sicauitily
cheaper than either. For nominal laser and space-baseddpter (SBI) costs, lasers are strongly
preferred for ranges und&n0 — 500 km. For ranges 700 km, SBIs have a slight advantage.
Neutral particle beams (NPBs) appear dominant for ranges40® — 1000 km” [332].
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Chapter 10

Charged particle beams propagation
experiments

10.1 ATA at Lawrence Livermore National Labora-
tory

The purpose of the construction and operation of the Advéiest Accelerator
facility (the ATA) at the LLNL, as well as its basic characggtics, have been
described in a number of informal, e.q., [333] 71,1334, 386§ more technical,
e.g., [336, 3317, 338], papers and reports. Summarizing th@se publications:

The main uncertainty in the concept of charge-particle beaagpons
is whether it is feasible to propagate an intense self-fedetectron
beam through the atmosphere. That is, an electron beamrhidyht
focus by its own magnetic field. To conduct a comprehensiggiam
of electron-beam propagation experiments, LLNL has coostd
between 1978 and 1982 a 50 MeV, 10 KA, linear acceleratoXTh¢
at its high-explosive test locatioSiite 300, which is well equipped for
managing experiments with unusual hazards.

Together with its associated program of beam propagatigsigs$,
the ATA represents the largest single component of the Befél-
vanced Research Agency (DARPA) particle-beam technolagy p
gram, whose aim is to establish the feasibility of partickaim
weapons. The prime goal of the Department of Defense paticl
beam technology program is to resolve what is and is not plessi
beam propagation. Accordingly, the goal of the ATA is to depean
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experimental capability that can resolve critical quesiabout beam
propagation physics in a timely and cost-effective fashion

A first generation of particle-beam weapons will emphastzerts
range applications. Potentially first applications of géetbeam
weapons may be for the defense of large ships against crugsse m
siles. Another early use may be for terminal ballistic méesdefense
of hardened sites such as missile silos or national commatha iaty
centers. The short range, which reduces the sensor burdszaoch
and fire-control radars, demands the high lethality thaigarbeams
possess. Boring its way out to targets at a rate of a kilommter
millisecond, the beam can deposit megajoule of energy adlimstan-
taneously. Consistent with fire-control system considenat beam
weapons can have the capability of engaging tens of targetepond.
With such characteristics, charged-particle beams atepkrly well
suited to counter small, very fast, highly maneuverabledts.

Photographs of the completed 200-meter-long ATA facilay, well
as drawings of the 80-meter-long underground experiméautil are
shown in reference [334]. Also visible is the 4-meter-thstielded
door which can be moved aside for beam experiments in opeRa@ir
such open air experiments the beam is directed towards iagtaga
where it may interact with various targets after propaggitirfree air
over distances which are only limited by the topography ef AfA
site, located in a shallow valley &ize 300.

The main characteristics of the ATA in relation to his prijm@urpose, the
study of endo-atmospheric beam propagation and interastithh military targets,
are as follows:

e Beam energy : 50 MeV

An energy of 50 MeV means that the electron beam is fully rnetic but
of an energy still substantially below the 1°000 to 10°'000 W#hat are
needed to have a beam power on the order of the Nordsieck poivieh
is the required for propagating a distance of about one tiadiéength in
open-air in a single pulse (Figure 4.3). This means that xper@ments at
ATA will be done under rather difficult conditions, which hiae advantage
that the results will easily extrapolate to higher energieshis respect, itis
important to recall that the main difficulties with parti@deceleration is in
the low energy section: as soon as an electron beam has deaclemergy
of 10 to 100 MeV itis easy to inject it into a betatron and fertaccelerate
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it to higher energies. An example of such a betatron, dedigmaccelerate
the 10 KA ATA beam from 50 to 250 MeV, is given in reference [B39

e Beam current: 10 kA

A current of 10 kA is on the order of the critical current givey equa-
tion (5.38), which corresponds to the maximum current fdf-gi@ched
propagation through the atmosphere a sea-level pressure.

e Beam transverse emittanceé0—* m-rad

For a 50 MeV electron beam the An currentis 4 ~ 1.7 MA. Assuming
that f. = 1 and f,, = 0 when the beam is injected into the atmosphere, the
effective currentigz = Iz = 10kA. The Bennett pinch relation, Eq.(4125),
gives therefore a minimum initial beam radius- 1.5 mmf!

e Beam radius: 0.5cm

The transverse emittance at the exit of the acceleratods/i@lminimum
beam radius of 0.15 cm for propagation in full density air.wdger, since
beam conditioning before injection into the atmosphereailltess some
emittance growth, the nominal beam radius is generallytaké = 0.5 cm
in standard test cases of beam propagation|[121] or hosabihst [341]
simulation programs.

e Pulse length: 70 ns

A pulse length of 70 ns is adequate for studying nose erosidnal losses
during propagation, as well as the convective nature of magiabilities
such the hose instability.

e Burstrate: 1 kHz — Average rate : 5 Hz

A maximum repetition rate of 1'000 Herz, and an average rate lderz,

imply that every second five successive pulses separatedtibyeadelay
between 1 and 200 milliseconds can be sent into the expetantmk

or into the atmosphere. This enables to study hole boringcadinel
evolution, as well as tracking and stability of subsequarnsgs through
the low-density plasma generate by preceding pulses ircesddensity or
ground-level air.

e Lethality : 35 kJ/pulse

1The published measurements of the ATA injector brightn&ef, [340], yield the value
e, =~ 0.75 radcm for the average ‘normalized emittance,” which is relatedhe transverse
emittance by the equatian = ve, .
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The is only 3.5 percent of the 1 MJ energy which would be dedideoy a
100 ns, 10 kA, 1 GeV beam pulse, i.e., the energy equivaleaibodit 0.25
kg of TNT, which is considered to be on the order necessaresirady a
typical target. Nevertheless, this is sufficient to tesiétieality of the beam
on numerous targets without completely destroying themthadsensors
used in the measurements.

The accelerating principle used in the ATAnagnetic induction, atechnology
traditionally used in circular accelerators such as thatbat, which was pioneered
and developed for use in linear accelerators at the Lawreveemore National
Laboratory by N.C. Christofilo§[342]. For a general discms®f this technology,
and its applications to both linear and circular accelesaio the United States
and in Russia, see the review [343]. For a more technicaudson of solid
core induction accelerators, such as ASTRON, ETA, and AFAyeall as of next

generation concepts such as HBTS (High Brightness Testihtaee the report
[344].

“The successful completion and operation of the ASTRON lacator
[342] provided a new tool to test particle beam weapon prapag
ideas under the auspices of ARPA. This program, named SEESAW
was centered at LLNL from 1958 to 1972"[344, p.3].

“The Beam Research Program at Livermore was dormant frorg@ 197
to 1974 when it was revived by the Navy under the name CHAIR
HERITAGE. Under Navy sponsorship, LLNL built the Experintain
Test Accelerator (ETA) which produced currents an order afym
nitude higher than had been previously acheived. (...) rBegg
with the construction of the ATA, the project was placed unithe
auspices of the Defense Advanced Project Agency (DARPAIchvh
provided funding for the particle beam weapons researah 678

to the present[344, p.4].

The construction of the ATA started in 1980. The first testshef electron
gun (injector) began in November of 1982, and its full 10 k& RleV, beam was
delivered to the ATA main accelerator in January 1983.

The ATA started operating at its full design specificatiohsbkA and 50 MeV
in July 1984. However, the beam current was found to be Btriichited by
instabilities within the accelerator so that only very onih beam pulses could

be accelerated to full energy when injected into the 85-nglmain accelerator
structure.
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The most serious such instability, term&elim break-up (BBU), is a very
rapid growth of any beam’s transverse displacement to aplise amplitude. A
radical cure to this problem was found and tested in the 488 using another
lower-energy induction accelerator, the Experimentalt Pescelerator (ETA),
[345,(346]. The idea was to fill the accelerator with benzea® @ a pressure
of 1072 Pa, corresponding to an altitude of 80 to 120 kilometer altbgeEarth,
and to created a plasma channel by sending a low-energydatss through it.
This proved to be very successful, the channel providindectrestatic guide for
the beam all the way through the accelerator [347]. Moredies breakthrough
provided a way to greatly simplify the construction, andeduce the weight, of
future linear induction accelerator. Indeed, quoting framOctober 1985 review
of the ATA progress:

“Clearly, the laser guiding technology gives a tremendouoigrove-
ment in accelerator performances as well as simplifies actelr
operation and future construction (i.e., no longer neededransport
solenoid or steering magnets)”[348, p.3145].

The final confirmation of the full and reliable operation ofAAby the use of
the laser guiding transport technique was given on Septe@&6, [349, 350].
From then on the ATA could be used for what it had been built forinvestigate
the feasibility of an intense charged-particle beam as do-@mospheric point-
defense weapon. It turned out that the answer to one basstign@f principle,
namely that the propagation of the beam over long distamagsan air is possible,
came very soon.

Indeed, in his State of the Laboratory statement of 1987itteetor of LLNL
was able able to highlight:

“A major accomplishment in the laboratory’s beam researdgmm
was the first demonstration of open-air propagation of anten-
beam. Using the Advanced Test Accelerator (ATA), reseascivere
able to tailor the electron beam to permit stable propagatathe
open air’ [351, p.3].

In the Beam Research section of the same annual report,ltbeiftg details
were given:

“Recently we successfully transported a high-intensityMeV elec-
tron beam from our Advanced Test Accelerator (ATA) into dtind-
ing and diagnostic cells and then into free air. This testatfle beam
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propagation in free air is the first of its kind at this energyel of
beam current (5 to 10 kA), and pulse rate (1 Hz). We have ddudie
carefully the effects of beam parameters upon stabilityriargd have
begun measurements of ancillary phenomena that will be ritapo

in assessing the practicality of using high-intensity etatbeams as
tactical weapons’ [352, p.54].

However none of the experimental details concerning thesgggation exper-
iments appear to have been published, except for the absfragpresentation at
the April 1990 meeting of the American Physical Society:

“The Advanced Test Accelerator (ATA) was designed and Hayilt
LLNL under the auspices of DARPA to examine the feasibility o
stably propagating high currentz(10 kA), moderate energy={ 50
MeV) electron beams in the atmosphere. We report on a nunfber o
experiments conducted at ATA over the past five years thaliexiu
propagation characteristics of beams at pressures rafigm@0 mil-
litorr to full atmosphere. At pressures above 20 torr, thestserious
problem with propagation stems from the resistive hoseabity.
We discuss various techniques of beam conditioning aneiggitto
reduce the growth of this instability. With a proper tailagyiof the
radial and emittance profile at the beam head, propagatithouti
catastrophic hose disruption was possible over 20 metens axper-
imental tank. We also discuss the benefits and drawbacksasér'|
guiding" on a photoionized benzene channel within the deiteeler-
ator and the effects this transport scheme had upon bearntionirth
and propagation’l [353].

From then on there will be no publications any more. In patg there is still
no information on whether or not the beam generated by thet®Bbeen injected
into another, most probably circular, accelerator to iasedts energy from 50 MeV
to 500 MeV or morel[339, 354, 355, 356]. The only subsequeenqqublications
related to the ATA are those concerned with its use as a diovex free-electron
laser, e.g.,[357], or publications related to technolagievelopments which may
be used to upgrade the ATA or to build highly reliable and &ffic components
for a new generation of high-current high-energy accetesae.g.,/[358].

In conclusion, if we take the above statements for grantedhave to assume
that the ATA project has succeeded in meeting its statedsgoBhis means, in
particular, that single pulses must have propagated intdestaanner in free air
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over a distance of at least one Nordsieck length, equdtiofB)4i.e., about 20
meters according to the calculations made at the end of S&c. 4

Morover, since ATA is able to fire five closely spaced pulses single burst,
operation in this burst-mode must have allowed to verifytihastable propagation
of a tightly focused beam is possible up to a distance of ab@@tm. According
to the available drawings of the ATA facility, e.g., the copage of the brochure
[333], thisrange is about the distance between the exigtine ATA and the focal
point of the out-doors staging area. As a matter of fact, @apgicommunication
to the authors of a paper published in 1993 claimed that ‘imghrticular series
of ATA experiments, known as the multipulse propagationegixpent (MPPE), a
train of up to five 10 MeV pulses, separated by several msescamditioned and
propagated” [159, p.4184].

10.2 RADLAC at Sandia National Laboratory

The main advantages of linear induction accelerators ssittesATA used for beam
research, or such as the FXR, DARHT, or AIRIX used for flashy+adiography

[359], are their intrinsic simplicity and capability to mhace high quality beam
pulses under reliable conditions. However, while suchlecators are well suited
for research applications, they are very heavy and bully/tlaerefore not suitable
for applications in which relatively compact and light-gkt accelerators are
required.

One alternative technology has been successfully develmpA.|. Pavlovskii
inthe Soviet Union, with possible applicationgiteear induction accelerator with-
out iron [360,206], antpulsed air-cored betatrons [361,[362]. This technology,
which does not use ferrite- or iron-loaded cavities, wasseghently developed
in the United States, and the first device based on this pimevas built and
successfully operated at the Sandia National Laboratd@$][3The current and
energy achieved in this accelerator, called RADLAC-I, wafrg5 kA and 9 MeV
with an average accelerating gradient of 3 MV/m. This acediley gradient is
substantially larger than that of the ATA (about 0.5 MV/m)igthimplies that the
RADLAC is a promising candidate for a compact high-powerde@tor. More-
over, the RADLAC can operate at high repetition rates sihcenot affected by
the classical beam breakup (BBU) instability, so that |ggeding of the beam in
a laser-generated channel within the accelerator is n@ssacy/[363, p.118ﬁ].

2For a general discussion of this technology, and its aptpdica to both linear and circular
accelerators in the United States and in Russia, see thewd@43]. For a more technical
discussion of RADLAC, with many references, see [364]. Aoidan up to date review, including
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The RADLAC technology was substantially improved during 1#980s and the
construction of RADLAC-Ilinitiated. This accelerator costs of two accelerating
modules called RIIM. Using several such modules in sucoassir recirculating
a given pulse several times through them, a beam can be eateel¢o higher and
higher energies. In 1985 RIIM was capable of reliable opemadat output levels
of 40 kA and 9 MeV [366].

With the RIIM operating, RADLAC-II could be assembled andgiepropa-
gation experiments using its 40 kA, 18 MeV beam were soonessfal [367]. In
early 1986 the beam was extracted, without significant kyse®&d propagated into
a magnetic-field-free, air-filled experimental tank. At agsure of 1 atm the beam
propagated straight without oscillations, and the radias measured to be about
0.75 cm, somewhat smaller than the 0.9 cm beam radius witkeirmtcelerator.
The RADLAC-II beam was then conditioned in a 16-m-long, fooused region,
and was allowed to propagate outside the accelerator bgildiopen air where it
propagated in a stable manner for quite a distance. As amadiffzct, figure 9 of
reference[367] is an open-shutter photograph of the RADILW&2am propagat-
ing outdoors at night. The Manzano mountains of New Mexi@wsible in the
background.

Subsequent publications gave no further details on outsdempagation ex-
periments. Nevertheless, research and development didgtoptthere, as is
indicated by the summary presented at the subsequent DABRRK&rencel|368] :

“RADLAC program activities are reviewed. The work is broadl
categorized under lead pulse stability (LPS), channekingc and
Recirculating Linear Accelerator (RLA) activities. In LRStivities,
stable, open-air propagation of the RADLAC-II beam was demo
strated over ranges longer than a Nordsieck length. Theds slere
coordinated with the activities of other experimenters soeiag beam
induced emissions, and demonstrated that RADLAC-II coelfited
on a predetermined schedule to allow numerous, coordinated
geographically widespread measurements to be made. Siose t
experiments, improvements in the RADLAC-II acceleraton-focus
regime (IFR) beam conditioning cells, and matching of theeéerator
beam to those cells have produced a beam which should alkavegr
than 20 betatron wavelengths in a Nordsieck length andaatarof
hose growth to be observed. Channel tracking activitiee irstuded
continued hardware development on the RADLAC-1I ModulelkRI
for pulse-to-pulse channel tracking, the design of a lasecdnduc-

the discussion of recent progress [365].
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tivity channel tracking, and demonstration of a crude bemeattbr for

a high current beam. Codes which allow channel tracking ksitimuns

to be done have also been developed. Pulsed power and bewm tra
port experiments on the Recirculating Linac have led toWward and
techniques which will allow demonstration of beam reciatian of a
high current beam this year and a recirculating linear &casr next
year. These transport schemes and pulsed power developoagre
extended to higher energies and a conceptual RLA for Navsgela
particle beam weapon (CPBW) applications has been dewklope

As well as at the 1987 SDIO/DARPA Services Annual Propage®eview [369] :

“The RADLAC program encompasses high power electron beam
propagation experiments and accelerator developmertt, footad-

vanced propagation experiments and to develop compadeaate

options for future charged particle beam weapons (CPBW)pder

gation experiments include conditioning cell and lead @usigbility
(LPS) experiments on RADLAC-II, and channel-tracking expents
on IBEX. The RIIM accelerator was used for two-pulse acettarex-
periments to explore two-pulse configurations for RADLACTIhe
ion-focused regime (IFR) transported, recirculating dinaccelera
tor (RLA) experiment is aimed at future CPBW compact acetter
development. This paper briefly outlines recent work in ¢hegas.”

Indeed, a considerable emphasis of research at Sandianbllatiaboratory is
on developing high-energy accelerators suitable for abfenhigh-value force-
projection assets such as aircraft carriers [368, p.5] :

“IFR guiding is not sufficient for energies higher than theler of
10 MeV. For higher energies, a combination of IFR and straxy$
sector magnets has been theoretically shown to producedoaed
transport. CPBW accelerator concepts based on coaxidlesand
IFR/sector-magnet beam transport have been developed. stdivle
propagation, these conceptual designs can satisfy Navsionise-
quirements and meet volume and weight constraints (...)a fikeet
defense CPBW.”

Concerning the stable open-air propagation of the RADLAGdam, it is
remarquable that it was demonstrated in 1986 already| [36&{ is possibly one
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year earlier than the same experiment with the ATA beam,[53] and [352,
p.54]. This illustrates both the maturity of the RADLAC textogy, and the level
of the inter-US competition between national laboratories

However, as is explicitly recognized in Ref. [368], and et explained in the
report [156] where RADLAC-II beam conditioning is discudsetable propaga-
tion of the relatively low-energy RADLAC-II beam is not suifiént to guarantee
the stability of the first pulse of a high-energy beam: “thaaal physics issue fac-
ing the use of intense relativistic beams for weapons indivet atmosphere! [156,
p.1]. This is because the effect of the low net-current,(ifg. ~ 30-50%) and
large beamradius (i.ex,~ 1-5 cm) in these experiments severely limit the number
of betatron wavelengths that the beam propagates befoemdipy by scattering.
According to Eqs[(4.31) and (4]75), the numb&ey ) = zx /s, Of wavelengths
within the first Nordsieck length of propagation scales\dsy) IE/Q/a when
Py < Py. This scaling clearly shows that large radius, low effezsturrent beams
will expand before propagating many betatron Waveler@ﬂﬁhis has the effect
of suppressing hose-instability growth by temporal betatte-tuning, “an effect
that will be minimal for weapon grade beams” [156, p.1]. Hiere, subsequent
work on RADLAC Il has been aimed at increasing the effectiverent and de-
creasing the beam radius by properly conditioning the beafioré injection into
open-air[[156]. The goal of 20 betatron wavelengths per Bieak lengths should
be achieved, which means that the beam will truly propagaite Bennett pinch,
and that collective effects such hose-instability can beist in order to assess
lead pulse stability.

As for the significance of the RADLAC-II open-air experimgirt comparison
to the corresponding ATA experiments, it should be remertbdrat what matters
most in first order is beam power, as is shown by the elemeatdunyion [4.74) to
the Nordsieck equation (4.[72). For ATA the initial beam povgeP, ~ 0.5 TW,
and for RADLAC-II P, ~ 0.72 TW. Therefore, according to Nordsieck length’s
approximation, Eq[(4.75), RADLAC-II should have a singlgise range on the
order of about 30 m, instead of about 20 m for ATA. Howevehé talculations are
made by computer-integrating the complete beam envelopatien (4.64) using
Moliere’s theory of multiple scattering [86] and detailed egdags models, it
turns out that both RADLAC-II and ATA have about the samfld range of
approximately 22 m. In other words, while Nordsieck’s eguatprovides a
good first approximation (especially for beams of high-ggearticles), computer
simulations are indispensable in the relatively low-egetgmain in which both
ATA and RADLAC-II are operating.

3In relation to this, see the discussion at the end of[Sekt. 4.5.
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A final important conclusion deriving from the RADLAC-II $ike propagation
experiments is that the plasma generation curtent|(5.38yhshould theoretically
limit stable propagation to currents less then about 10 lo&schot appear to be
so critical, since the RADLAC-II beam intensity is of 40 KA.

10.3 LIA-10 and LIA-30 at Arzamas-16

The development of high-current electron-beam technoiodiie Soviet Union
and Russia parallels in many ways the corresponding dewedopin the Western
and other major countries such as Japan and China. Therevameseveral
instances of importants discoveries which were first madéénSoviet Union
[371,[372] 378]. For example, in the 1960s and 1970s, theyh&foexplosive
electron emission. Unlike a low-current electron coldefieinission, an explosive
electron emission results when a thermal explosion of mpcodusions takes place
on the cathode surface. The resulting dense plasma thezssesthe main supplier
of electrons into the diode acceleration gap [373, p.67].

As it originally started in the Soviet Union, e.d., [360, 3@06], and was later
implemented with virtually no modifications in the Unitedafs at the Sandia
National Laboratory[[373, p.70], the development of iroeef linear induction
accelerators, and most certainly their use for beam prdigagexperiments, must
have continued in Russia. Indeed, the LIA-10 acceleratohe®fl970-1980s was
upgraded to yield 50 KA for a 25 MeV pulse of 20 ns duration i®3,9and the
construction of a new accelerator, LIA-30, producing a bedm00 kA at 40
MeV, initiated [370]. Similarly, the development of iroeds betatrons continued,
and was even proposed as a new technology for the flash x-daygraphy of
fast-going processes [362].

However, there are no published results on long-range beapagation ex-
periments using these facilities. Moreover, while thersubstantial published
work on Russian beam propagation experiments through lesspire air or even
laser formed channels, e.d., [371, B72], there appears to lmpen publications
available on experiments similar to those made with ATA andRAC [

4The Rand Corporation repoft [372] mentions that: “A follen-report will discuss Soviet
research on the propagation of intense relativistic edadbeams through higher-pressure air and
gasesP > 102 torr).”
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10.4 PHERMEX at Los Alamos National Labora-
tory

A third technology suitable for making compact high-powecelerators is the
more conventional standing-wave radio-frequency linabelogy used in most
high-energy linear accelerators built for fundamentalleaic and elementary-
particles research. Using this technology, it is theoadlifgpossible to accelerate
a 10 kA beam pulse from 10 to 1000 MeV in a 30-meter-long lirezaelerator

[374].

This technology was in fact used in the first high-power flaglayfacility,
the PHERMEX accelerator completed in 1963, built at the Lé&swos National
Laboratory to study the implosion of nuclear weapon’s prieg[375]. As this
facility was expected to be superseeded by more powerfulcithah linacs (such
as the DARHT, which is now operating) it was suggested in #re/e1980s that
PHERMEX could possibly be upgraded and used to study the-attdospheric
propagation of electron beams [70].

While the RF-linac technology has a few disadvantages cosdpto the
induction-linac technology (e.g., a relatively short gulength), it has an in-
trinsic high repetition rate and multi-pulse capability.edtdes, PHERMEX is
located “in a blast-proof building at a remote, controlletess site [where] a
clear line of site of approximately 2000 meters exists’ [7@].

In fact, some preliminary propagation experiments weréopered using the
available bean [376], in particular to provide datal [70] ¥afidating theoretical
models of two-stream instability [178]. PHERMEX was suhssgly upgraded
to operate in the 20 to 60 MeV energy, up to 3 KA intensity randpch was
anticipated to be theoretically possikle[[70, 377]. Thiakdad further data to be
taken and to compare measurements at 7 and 21 MeV to a uniéedytbf the
two-stream and filamentation instabilities [378].

Further publications include emittance measurementypocal 300 to 500 A,
26 MeV, 3.3 ns micropulses [379]; results on the first use afltma-violet-laser-
ionized channel to guide multiple 30 MeV pulses over distaraf 13.5 m[380]; as
well as several papers indicating that there are planseatithe PHERMEX beam
into a circular accelerator [381, 382, 355]. Besides imgirepathe beam energy,
such an accelerator would have the advantage of providingeaaito accumulate
and condition the beam pulses before sending them into thesgthere with a
suitably larger energy, current, and duration.

There are, however, no subsequent publications on thesdogevents. In
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particular, as with LLNL's ATA, it is not known whether or n®tHERMEX is
now used as an injector to a higher-energy circular (or ewwssiply linear, see
[374, p.2]) accelerator, and there is no published inforomaon related beam
propagation experiments.

10.5 Other electron-beam propagation experiments
in the USA

Apart from the large dedicated accelerators such as ETA aifd a& LLNL,
and RADLAC at SNL, which have been specially built to studgotion beam
propagation in the atmosphere, there are numerous otheleaaiors in the United
States which like PHERMEX at LANL can be used to study variaspects of
high-power beam generation and propagation physics. Totbse accelerators
comprise various proton and ion beam machines, of which seithbe referred
to in Sec[10.J7, as well as electron beam machines of which amion a few
examples here. For each of them we will give their nominatenitt voltage or
energy, and pulse-length, in order to illustrate how thisedsity of accelerators
enables to explore the wide range or parameters that padagarticle beam-
weapons’s propagation physics.

10.5.1 DARHT — 2 kA, 3.5 MV, 2 /s

The DARHT (Dual Axis Radiographic Hydrodynamics Test) fiigiat LANL

is an example of an advanced, high-resolution, 2 kA, 20 M&M3 flash x-ray
machine characterized by a high quality & 1.2 x 1072 m-rad, Ap/p < 0.01)
beam produced by a linear induction accelerator [359]. Aufeaof interest to
the subject of this report is that the DARHT 3.5 MeV injectasta comparatively
long pulse-duration of 2s, so that it can be used to study convective instabilities
such as the ‘ion hose, which is particularly important ie ibn-focused regime
[14],[208], and which has properties similar to the ‘reseshwese’ instability[[203].

It is expected that electron impact ionization of the realdaackground gas in
the accelerator~ 1.5 x 1077 torr average) will result in a fractional electric
neutralization of the order db—*. Even at this relatively low ion density, potential
troublesome coherent transverse displacements (ioneisggkations) of the beam
and channel can result due to their mutual electrostationieg forces. However,
according to 3-dimensional simulations, it is expected thatability growth,
which increases linearly from head to tail of the beam pueuld be suppressed
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by nonlinear effects because the ion oscillation is sevarads larger than that of
the beam, a conclusion that will have to be verified in actusdsurements [383].

10.5.2 Hermes III — 19 MeV, 700 kA, 25 ns

Hermes Il is a 13 TW, 19 MeV, 700 kA, 25 ns pulsed electron bregor at the
Sandia National Laboratory that produces intense breatdsirg doses and dose-
rates over large areas for the study of nuclear effects eibg~ rays [384| 385].
This beam, with current near the Aém limit, was used to measure and model beam
transport over distances up to 11.5 min gas-cells filled wiiftogen spanning six
decades in pressure range fraar? to 10° torr [386,'387] 388].

The existence of two regimes of stable transport was condiriadow-pressure
window (between~ 10~% and~ 10~! torr) that is dominated by propagation in
the semi-collisionless ion-focused regime, and a higlsgaree window (between
~ 1 and~ 100 torr) that is dominated by propagation in the resistiveisighal-
dominated regime. Below 1073 torr, there is insufficient ionization to confine
the beam; between the windows, the two-stream and hollowmsigbilities dis-
rupt propagation; and above 100 torr, the resistive hose instability degrades
propagation.

10.5.3 1IBEX — 70 kA, 4 Meyv, 20 ns

IBEX is a 70 kA, 4 Meyv, 20 ns electron accelerator at the Sahgiaonal Lab-
oratory that has been used to study intense electron bedawirg instabilities,
which although routinely observed in axisymmetric compsimulations of beam
propagation in air, are not often seen in experiments becatisompeting non-
axisymmetric effects [389, 390].

Previous experiments were made with the 10 kA, 1.5 MeV, Fé&®elerator at
the Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory [194, 207],4B&kA, 1.5 MeV, FX-
100 accelerator, and the 20 kA, 1.1 MeV, VISHNU accelerkoth at the Air Force
Weapons Laboratory. Attempts to understand the resultbasdet experiments
were not very successful, especially with regards to thertteal prediction
that the hollowing instability threshold should scale astilne derivative of the
beam current divided by the air density. For this reason BteXl experiment
was undertaken, leading to good agreement between experand simulation,
therefore validating existing hollowing instability soaj laws [207| 389, 390].
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10.5.4 MEDEA II — 13 kA, 1.2 MYV, 2 x 10 ns

An essential requirement for endo-atmospheric systemsngpossible to extend
their range from a few hundred meters to a few kilometersp ise capable of
sending a burst of carefully timed pulses through a chanumeligg them towards
the target. This requires accelerators capable of gengratinsecutive pulses at
a flexible high-rate, and experiments to optimize the ggdiffect of preceding
pulses on subsequent ones. In view of this, as mentioneddnl®el, the ATA
has been designed to produce such bursts of pulses. Butishecepublished
information on any related or any other propagation expenirperformed with the
ATA. Similarly, as mentioned in Selc. 10.2, a two-pulse camfégion for RADLAC

Il has been investigated, but it is not known whether it habeplemented and
used to study multi-pulse channel-tracking.

It is therefore interesting that the results of a two-pulgeeeiment, performed
at McDonnell Douglas Research Laboratories (MDRL), haslpeblished[113],
while a similar experiment using the Pulserad 310 electeanbgenerator at the
Naval Research Laboratory (NRL) [113, Ref.6] was publistrdgt two years later
[115].

The MDRL experiment was performed with the MEDEA || electiomam
generator, which consists of two pulse lines in series, eatgpendently charged,
which produce two independent 1.2 MV electron beam pulses the same diode
with interpulse delays as short as 0.2 ms.

Typical reported ‘density-channel tracking’ guiding expeents with MEDEA
Il consist of sending a first pulse into air at a pressure betvaoout 250 and 550
torr, which produces a channel with a 2.2 cm radius with 26%sig reduction.
The second pulse is then injected after a delay of 1.75 ms. higreer temper-
atures found in a channel of reduced density produce a grelgtetron-neutral
momentum-transfer collision frequeneyand, hence, according to EQ. (4.7), are-
duced conductivity, which result in a reduced plasma returrent in that region.
This results into a magnetic guiding force which unlike thectic guiding force
in ‘conductivity-channel tracking’ has only a weak depemck2on channel radius
and depth.

The magnetic guiding effect observed with MEDEA Il is therefthe process
of importance for guiding particle beam pulses through fdghsity air, which
in the case of the MEDEA Il beam is maximum at an ambient pressti400
torr, and negative at pressures below 250 torr. At presalvese 550 torr, air
scattering increases the beam radii and reduces guidintheAsst pulse reduces
the channel density by about 25%, this implies that a thitdgowould find nearly
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optimum guiding conditions.

10.5.5 Pulserad 310 — 5-10 kA, 1 MeYV, 35 ns

In 1987-88 the NRL performed a series of beam ‘density-chhtracking’ ex-
periments that were publish in 1992 only [115]. In these erpents a technique
different from that used with MEDEA 1l was applied because Bulserad 310
generator is a single pulse accelerator. Instead of stgdyibeam tracking a
channel produced by a preceding pulse, the Pulserad 310imgn¢ measured
the magnetic attraction between a channel pre-formed bsest lleam and a beam
pulse launched along a trajectory parallel to the channglpfiset by a varying
amount relative to the channel axis. These experimentsrovedi the existence
of the density tracking force, but were difficult to performdainterpret since
propagation along a channel offset by just one or two cm vka$ylto amplify in-
stabilities that destroyed the beam, or made the interjiwataf the measurements
ambiguous.

Beam conditioning prior to injection into the atmosphereswhaerefore es-
sential, especially to reduce the level of perturbatiolas$ sleed the resistive hose
instability, and to introduce head-to-tail taper in therbeadius in order to detune
that instability [115, p.3409]. These experiments weredfuge as much a success
in demonstrating the existence of the density-channetitmgdorce, as in showing
the paramount importance of beam conditioning.

10.5.6 Febetron 706 — 5 kA, 0.4 MeV, 3 ns

The Febetron 706 is a relatively old pulsed electron beanergeor, originally
manufactured by Field Emission Corporation [391] and lateHewlett-Packard
Corporation([14]7, Ref.11], both at McMinville, Oregon. Tparticularity of this
accelerator is to produce a pulse of orl$ ns duration, approximatively ten times
shorted that generally used in beam propagation expergan&iith such a short
pulse-length a number of instabilities have no time to dgwelvhile leading and
falling edge effects such as beam head erosion and tail fessxacerbated. This
enables to make a number of useful measurements, which eserectout in either
a 7.6 cm diameter, 300 cm long glass drift tube, or in a 3.4 mdtar, 6 m long
vacuum chamber, at McDonnell Douglas Research Laborat@®RL) [147].

In particular, measurements confirmed the existence of atively high-
pressure propagation window between about 2 and 8 torr;leowlex] that propa-
gation over distances between 80 and 180 cm appears to lhediby erosion of
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the beam head at the lower pressures (so that the ion-focegrde propagation
window could not be observed) and by loss of the beam due sagauand hose
instabilities at higher pressures, with the loss of taildem@inant. This led the
experimenters to carefully measure the beam nose erogierasaa function of
pressure, which today remain the only published experiateldta on the beam
front velocity of a high intensity electron beam propaggimpinched mode [147,
Table I]. As a matter of fact, the availability of this data@ses to have escaped the
attention of the authors of later publications on beam heasi@n, except those
of the French paper [148].

10.5.7 Stanford Mark III — 10 A, 42 MeV, 4 ps

While the accelerators so-far mentioned in this sectiong\a# high-current but
relatively low-energy machines, the last one is an exampke low-current but

comparatively much high-energy accelerator typical ofrttamy radio-frequency
linear-accelerators built for research in nuclear and elgary particles physics
— the Mark Il accelerator at Stanford University [392].

The 10 A, 42 MeV, 4 ps beam pulses of the Mark Il are three to toders
of magnitude shorter than those of the accelerators camsida the previous
subsections. The current is al$6® to 10* times lower, although the current
density is similar, with the electrons forming a bunch 1 mmdiameter and
1.2 mm long. Nevertheless, the beam was observed to prapagthbut serious
degradation through 1 m of hydrogen at pressures flomto 1.25 atm, a property
which can be attributed to the short time scale of the pulseatticular, the beam
current was fully transmitted through the gas, with litten@ pinching and with
no evidence of a reverse current or instabilities. The oiggiBcant effect of the
gas was an emittance growth consistent with multiple seatférom the neutral
gas molecules.

Therefore, since the conclusions of this experiment wighNfark Ill can be
extended to much higher beam energies without restrictiaan be considered
as a proof of principle experiment showing that short-pueV to TeV energy,
electron or proton beams are able to propagate over veyg-listances through
the upper-atmosphere, and for that reason are potentisélple as outer-space
beam weapons.
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10.6 Propagation experiments in other countries

In the previous sections we have mostly discussed the mam h@opagation
experiments that have been, or that are still being, caougdh the United States.
This is because these experiments are the most visible asgibpothe most
advanced in the world.

In fact, many technologically advanced countries couldringdple carry out
high-power beam propagation experiments. This is becéesetuired electron-
beam generators and accelerators have characteristitarsonthose used in flash
x-ray radiography, whether for industrial or military poges|([383]. The list of
potential countries would therefore include all those hguieveloped nuclear
weapons, and a few others such as, in particular, Japanh 8onea, Germany,
and Poland.

Other countries which could potentially have an interestameloping particle
beam weapons are those where missile defence programmesdaevay. Ac-
cording to theSIPRI Yearbook 2004, these include, in 2003, the United States,
Israel, and Russia; India and South Korea expressed ihiaerdsveloping their
own missile defences; and Japan announced an ambitiousopdanelop a multi-
layer missile defence system in cooperation with the USA][39

However, apart from the United States and Russia, the oniptcp to have
regularly published papers on research (explicitly suigabloy a defense-funding
agency) which can unambiguously be related to particle hgaapons is France,
e.g., reference [148] in which 10 kA beams with energies ofdbB00 MeV are
considered.

In the case of Japan, which is well known to keep up with all neghno-
logical developments, and which has several powerful imggrsity electron and
ion accelerators, world-class research is being done @spécts of high-energy
beam technology — without being shy about referring to @it@dd work done
at foreign weapons laboratories, e.Q., [394]. This inctuaetive participation in
space-based beam propagation experiments, the developfgowerful elec-
tron and ions generators for particle-beam fusion, eadglist of the ion-focused
regime in collaboration wuth a Dutch grolip [63], beam pr@tem experimentsin
channels[[103], pioneering self-pinched proton beam gyapan experiments in
collaboration with a German team at the Karlsruhe Light losién (KALIF) fa-
cility [415], extensive development of the linear and ciecunduction accelerator
technology, ambitious very-high energy accelerator @oty, etc.

Finally, while the United States and France are the only teswith an
explicitly stated particle beam weapons research progeapyssible exception
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is India. Indeed, in the year 2000, “the (Indian) DepartmanAtomic Energy
intend(ed) to use part of its additional 2,270 million rupeée develop intense
electron-beam machines that can potentially knock out gmaissiles” [395]. In
fact, India has already a number of high-current electr@mbgenerators, such as
the 20 kA, 0.3 MV, and 200 Joules “Kilo-Ampere Linear Injett@ALI-200),
which was used to study beam propagation and current entmamten the ion-
focused regime in a 1 m long drift tube [12@]Similarly, Indian scientists have
published a number of theoretical and experimental papewiag that they are
closely following what is being done abroad in this context,, [123| 1209].

10.7 High-intensity proton and ion beams

So far in this chapter we have only considered experimenthioh high-energy,
high-intensityelectron beams are injected into a gas or the atmosphere. The
main reason for this is that the technology for generatirthaartelerating electron
beams is much more mature and readily available then thesmonding technol-
ogy for heavy-ion or proton beams. This is partly the conseqga of political
technological factors such as the military need for highgoelectron machines
for applications like flash x-ray radiography and nucleaapans effects simu-
lation, and partly the consequence of fundamental phy$acabrs such as the
large mass difference between electrons and ions, whiclesnidiat generation
and acceleration of ion beams are generally much more diftizan of electron
beams — especially in the low-energy sections of the mashimere protons and
heavy ions are non-relativistic.

Nevertheless, in view of the potentially larger rangemiton versus electron
beams (see Figures 4.2 dnd|4.3) and of applications such-akii@n thermonu-
clear fusion, plasma heating, and laser pumping, researdhdavelopment of
high-current proton beam sources, and of acceleratoraldeifor accelerating
such beams to high-energy, are under way since the earlys19M@is effort is
dominated by activities in the United States and Japan,afadlowed at a much
lower level by a few other countries. According to a 1988 syr\there are at
least three other countries which have developed highentiproton sources with
powers of at least 1 TW : France, Germany, and Poland [397E [i&h does not
include Russia, because (apart from some limited develomp&oviet pulsed
power research never made the transition from high-cumkadtron beams to
high-current ions beams, as did the United States|[373).p.69

5The name of the first author of this paper is mentioned in tleprmt distribution list of the
report [396], published in 1982, confirming the long ternenetst of Indian scientists in the subject.
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This effort led to a number of basic concepts and developsnehich are
described in several reviews (e.q., [398,1399, 283, 353 moks (e.g., [401], 13,
Sec. 2.4 and Chap. 7]). Basically, there are three generthlade for generating
ion beams with currents in the kiloampere range: (1) accatimi and pulse
compression of lower intensity beams, (2) collective am@ion, and (3) diode-
like sources.

10.7.1 Accumulation and pulse compression

In most relatively-low-intensity accelerator systemscusefundamental nuclear
or elementary-particle physics research, bursts of pestgenerated at low-energy
are stacked and accelerated to higher energies by lineacolar machines which
at the same time greatly increase the peak current withipulses. State-of-the-
art conventional accelerators (RF linacs, synchrotramagie rings) have produced
proton currents larger than 100 A at many GeV (storage riagd)about 1 A at
100 MeV (RF linacs), albeit in multi-purpose machines thatia general of very
large size and weight. In colliding beam machines, the pesients can even
reach many kA, and the energies many 100 GeV.

Using similar techniques of particle accumulation and pssing, as well
as by combining separate bearns [359], it is possible to dedgglicated high-
intensity high-energy machines producing beams able foguate over distances
on the order of one or more Nordsieck lengths in dense gasegeomuch longer
distances in tenuous plasmas typical of outer-space ¢onslitlt is also possible to
generate high-power beams of exotic particles (antipratarons, positrons, etc.)
starting from relatively low-intensity initial sources.et.us give two examples,
where the beam particles are electrons and respectivelyrso

1. The electron-gun of the PHERMEX accelerator at Los Alafatonal
Laboratory produces micropulses with current of about 35anél duration of
about 3 ns, i.e., containing an average charge of abgu@.10ne proposal for
obtaining a much higher current beam is to inject 100 suchgsuhccelerated to
20 MeV into a modified betatron [331, 402], so that the totalrge would add to
1004C. This corresponds to an initial betatron current of 35 kAjalk would be
amplified to 140 kA at the exit of the betatron, where the eperguld increase
to about 60 MeV, and the pulse length shrink to about 0.7 ns.

2. Various type of medium intensity (i.e., 10 to 100 A) ion sms have been
successfully developed for tokamak neutral beam heatitagti®y from a 50 keV,
100 A, 3us proton beam extracted form such a source, a proposal hagphee
forward at the Naval Surface Weapons Center (NWSC, White ®akyland) to
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accelerate this beam to 5 MeV with a proton induction linagider to inject it

into a betatron-like devicé [403]. A longitudinal pulse qamssion by a factor of
100 in this betatron would yield a current of 10 kA, and a puléswth of 30 ns,

suitable for an endoatmospheric beam weapon. However,ilstompression
may also be achieved by the precise modulation of the voliaigeng a number

of induction modules in a linear accelerator, a techniqaéithactively developed
in Japan to achieve 10 kA, 10 GeV, current and energy levetiseaéxit of the

accelerator [409].

10.7.2 Collective acceleration

This concept uses in various ways an unneutralized higingitly electron beam
to accelerate ions to energies much higher than the eleetrergy [401]. If the
beam electron density is large enough, a sizable electiogtatential well is
formed. Positive ions with kinetic energy less than the welbth are trapped in
the well, and, if the well is accelerated, so are the ions][.@gghis acceleration
mechanism was discovered in 1970 in early experiments iclwliectron beams
were propagated through a gas-filled region [404], and was lsed as a method
(mentioned in Se¢.7.1) for producing plasmoid beams, R859].

However, as can be anticipated by elementary considegtiba ion current
in collective accelerators is generally much lower than tfighe driving electron
beam, and there are great practical difficulties in loadn&gions in the well and
keeping them trapped during their acceleration [399]. Haid the consequence
that many experiments started in the late 1970s early 188@Refs/[3, Chap.7]
and [283], were not very successful.

On the other hand, the basic idea of using a high-intensitydnergy electron
beam to accelerate another beam to much higher energiesitvased, and will
probably be an essential ingredient of future ultra-higérgy accelerators, such
as the ‘two beam’ and ‘wake field’ accelerators that will becdissed in Set. 10.9.

10.7.3 Diode-like sources

The method which at present appears to be the most econdmgeatherate kA to
MA ion beam pulses, is the one which simply consists of inagrthe polarity of

a diode so that positive ions rather than electrons (andlggssegative ions) are
extracted from the cathode. In the most simple configuraaame-dimensional

5This and various related processes may also be used to @teaiisters of ion$ [400].
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theoretical model predicts that the currents of nonrdktitvelectrons and ions
are related by the expression [399], [3, p.57]

RN (10.1)

so that, for a proton source, the ratio of proton to electuent is only 2.3%.
Consequently, various techniques (such as ‘reflexinggiching, or ‘magnetic
insulation’) for the suppression of the unwanted electrow fhad to be developed
in order to improve efficiencyl [398, 399]. This implies thamisources are
necessarily more complex than electron sources, whagwmei the complexity of
the methods presented in the two previous subsectionglmmates the empirical
fact that any electron-beam device is generally simplen #ray proton- or ion-
beam device of similar current and/or energy.

Nevertheless, motivated by several applications in whedmhs of protons or
ions are superior to beams of electrons, considerablet éfés been devoted to
developing relatively efficient high-intensity proton soes with about 1 MeV en-
ergy. A typical pulsed power machine, primarily designedjenerating electron
beams, which has been successfully applied to the gene@ition beams is the
GAMBLE Il pulser at the Naval Research Laboratory. In 19 H&rge-neutralized
beams of 30-50 ns duration consisting of 150-200 kA, 0.5M&¥ protons were
routinely produced [405]. Another example is the 6.0 kA, MY proton beam
obtained at Cornell University Laboratory of Plasma Stad#)6]. This beam,
which was better than 98% charge neutral (and could thexdfave been used
for plasmoid beam research), was primarily produced toysh&hm generation
and transport to a possible high-energy linear inductiatgoer accelerator, a tech-
nology that is under development in the United States![4688] and in Japan
[408,/409/ 410].

However, in the United States, the leading laboratory feeaech on high-
intensity light-ion beams is the Sandia National Labomgtathere beam species
such as H or Li are accelerated to more than 10 MeV at the 36 00 TW,
Particle Beam Fusion Accelerator (PBFA II) facility [4138k well as at the more
recent SABRE and PBFA-X accelerators [412]. A major chagjkeim this program,
which goes back to the mid-1970s, has been the developmemtdagnostic
package that can adequately measure the parameters ofrgenke ion beams
[413]. In part, this difficulty is due to the fact that the ins= beams generated on
PBFA are nearly 100% space-charge neutralized and >70%ntuneutralized.
This precludes many electrical measurements invokinggeheollection or the
measurement of self-magnetic fields. Another aspect of iffieuty is that the
diagnostics must be able to operate in hard (several Me\dyXaremsstrahlung
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backgrounds of som#0? to 10'° rad/s produced by electron losses in the ion
diodes.

10.7.4 High-intensity proton beam propagation experiments

As we have said in the introduction to this section, and seehe previous sub-
sections, the development of high-current proton machmeensiderably more
difficult than that of electron machines, especially if tlmalys to develop compact
low-cost devices rather than big expensive facilities tordamental research. It
is therefore not surprising that a number of basic propagatkperiments, which
have been made long ago with electron beams, have only hederdgn made
with proton beams. This is the case, for instance, of thesfrari of high-intensity
proton beams in a Bennett pinch state, where “the first losigidce ion beam self-
pinched transport experiments have been carried out” if® D3y [414, p.356].
In these experiments the proton beams propagated a disthr®cm, i.e., a
factor of ten improvement over the only previous self-pitreémsport experiment,
carried out by a German-Japanese team at the Karlsruhelbightusion (KALIF)
facility, in which a proton beam propagated a distance of ér¢m [415].

The essence of the difficulty with propagating low-energgt@n beams in
a gas is that ion-beam-induced gas ionization is substintreore rapid than
electron-beam-induced gas ionization at the same energis i§ immediately
seen in Bethe’s stopping power formula, Eqg. (4.68), whiadwshthat ionization at
low-energy scales with the inverse squared power of thecitgdhat is (for a given
kinetic energy) in direct proportion to the ion to electromass ratio — a factor
of 1836 for a proton beam. Therefore, a non-relativistid@mndeam injected in
a gas will rapidly charge and current neutralize, so thagfitsctive current —
and consequently the pinch force — will be zero. This led sdbnclusion that
a non-relativistic ion beam could not propagate as a Bemeth, and no such
transport experiments have been attempted [419].

However, by carefully studying and modeling ion-beam-icetligas ioniza-
tion, including beam-ion-impactionization, secondalge&on-impact ionization,
gas breakdown, late-time Ohmic heating, and full gas chieynisg., [416] 417],
it was found that ion beam self-pinched transport is poedin a limited range of
gas pressuré [418]. Indeed, using a high-current focuse#dmpbeam produced by
the GAMBLE Il pulsed-power accelerator, the self-pinch@shsport of a 100 kA,
1.1 MeV proton beam was demonstrated, and found to be in ggregment with
simulations that predicted self-pinching in a pressuredainm between 35 and
80 mtorr helium[[414]. In this experiment, the propagatitstahce of the 5 cm
radius proton beam was 50 cm.
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These propagation experiments should not be confused witterous earlier
experiments that demonstrated, in the United States, @2, [104], and in
Japan, e.g., [103], efficient propagation of 50-500 kA, 1 M@dtons beams
over distances of 2-5 meter in z-discharge channels. Ire thiescharge channel
transport’ experiments a high-conductivity channel isforened in a gas by alaser
(or some other means) and a z-discharge, to create a frozgmetiafield before
the ion beam is injected. Neither should they be confuseld thi¢ ‘neutralized
ballistic transport’ mode in which an ion beam is neutralite reduce its space-
charge expansion prior to injection into an evacuated clari#64]. The key
advantage of the ‘self-pinched transport’ mode demoresirat Ref. [414] is that
it minimizes the use of ancillary equipments to transportraense low-energy
beam from a source to an accelerator (e.g., an induction)linavhich it may be
accelerated to a much higher energy.

To conclude this section, we recall that the physics of prdteam propaga-
tion is fundamentally well understood and similar to thatigih-intensity electron
beams, but more complex because ultra-relativistic appraons are inappro-
priate [8]. There also significant differences in the detdile to the difference in
the sign of the electric charge. Some of these have beensdisdun Secs. 3.3,
[4.1,[4.4, and 511, and are further discussed in Ref.|[414]refedlences therein.
However, none of these differences are such that they caelkpt the propa-
gation of high-energy, high-intensity proton beams if &#i@e beams of similar
characteristics are shown to be able to propagate suctigs$his also enables to
have full confidence in computer calculations, such as sitiaris of beam erosion
of 10 kA, 0.1 to 2 GeV proton beam pulses propagating in fudlsgure air [150],
which confirm that the possibility of using proton insteacetdctron beams is a
serious option.

Therefore, in the case of an equal availability of high-powkectron and
protons beams, the decisive factor will be the beam intenaatith the target,
where the lethality is primarily due to an electromagnetisaade in the former,
and a nuclear cascade in the later case, which have differepérties depending
on beam energy and target composition.

10.8 High-intensity muon beams

Since about twenty years considerable research is unddovagyoducing high-
intensity low-emittancewon beams for fundamental research [420]. If the tech-
niques used for producing these beams could be extrapdtateeld sufficiently

powerful pulses of muons, a single such pulse could in gulegdropagate (ac-
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cording to Figures 412 arid 4.3) to ranges of up to several kopén air.

The main problem with muons, however, is that they are sivatt particles,
with a life-time 7, of only 2.2 microseconds at rest. Nevertheless, if the muons
are accelerated, say to 1000 MeV (which since the mass oftio@ 8, = 105
MeV/c? corresponds to a Lorentz factorpfe 10) they would be able to propagate
to a distance ofict, ~ 6.6 km before decaying. Therefore, in theory, a series of
high-energy muon beam pulses could be used either to sttdget at a distance
of tens of kilometers, or else to bore a channel in the atmegpio guide a more
powerful electron or proton beam to a distant target [289].

Another potential application of muon beams is that of wadidecoy dis-
crimination. This is because contrary to electrons or pretmuons are not much
absorbed when they pass through an object. They just loose kimetic energy
as given by Bethe’s term and ohmic losses in formula (4.6%) they are slightly
deflected by multiple scattering as given in first approxioraby Rossi’s formula
(4.68). Thus, a high-energy muon beam emerging from thesidarof an object
will have a somewhat smaller kinetic energy and a somewlggi@mittance, i.e.,
a larger Bennett pinch radius according to equafion {4.25).

Therefore, if the beam-sensing system used to direct acki tihe muon beam
is sensitive enough to measure small variations of its eaflm emittance), it
is possible to measure the amount of heavy material comtdiméehe objecﬂ
In this case, the muon beam could be used to probe a poteatggttat the
same time as it could bore a channel to guide a more powertldastructive
proton or electron beam. In fact, muon-radiography usirggrdéo-ray muons has
recently been proposed as an alternative to x-ray radibgrip detecting nuclear
weapons possibly hidden in large containers. The prinegplasically the same
as for warhead/decoy discrimination: By measuring the arhot deflection,
the object’s density can be reconstructed, rather as xreesl varying density
through differing amounts of absorption [421].

While such concepts may look very futuristic at presenty tsieould never-
theless be seriously assessed in view of several synerfastors which relate
muon beam technology to other advanced beam technologiespafritance to
the subject of this report. For example, there is stronglanty between the
technigues used to produce muons (see, e.g., chapters 2 teteience [420])
and those used to produce antiprotons (see, e.g/, [297hotincases the simplest
method consists of striking a production-target with a sigfitly high-energy pro-
ton beam to generate copious amounts of either muons oraiatis during the

A direct measure of emittance is provided by the Cherenkgivt lemitted by a beam as it
traverses the air.
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collisions, to collect as many as possible of these pastieli¢h a magnetic lens,
and to decrease their kinetic energy dispersion (i.e, tol*tloem) in order to form
a sufficiently low-emittance beam, which can then be storedirectly used for
some purpoéﬁ.Moreover, if instead of producing the muons with a high-gger
proton beam, a high-intensity electron beam is used insteeglis led to a system
involving a multi-megawatt muon production-target drivina multi-kiloampere
electron beam, which requires the kind of technologies apémence associated
with accelerators such as the ATA [4@].

In practice, the kind of muon production and cooling systemgsaged or
under construction at present, e.Q., [420,/424], are na&rp to be fully opera-
tional before 2006 to 2010. Also, their muon yield will be ersl of magnitudes
below what would be needed to envisage concentrating a bointdtem into a
pulse suitable for propagation in self-pinched mode ovegaificant distance in
open air. Nevertheless, this situation is quite similahtat of antiproton ‘facto-
ries,” which have increased (and are still increasing)rtbetput by many orders
of magnitude over the years.

10.9 Ultra-high-energy particle beams

Ultra-high-energy particle beams have specific merits beedhe large kinetic-
energy per particles, i.ey, > 1, is favorable in terms of stability and reduced
bending in an external magnetic field. Even though such béwws a reduced
intensity for a given total power, they have a strong poggritir applications in
outer-space, and possibly even more for sending the velyamgrgy beam straight
up through the atmosphere. For example, the report [425iders a GeV-energy
proton beam sent from ground to space (through an expohatitiasphere) with
platforms/targets located at altitudes of 0, 15, 100, 466,32’000 km.

Until recently the main practical obstacle to consideririgachigh-energy
particle beams has been the size of accelerators needesei@gethem. But with
the demonstration of the feasibility of table-top lasexein particle accelerators,

8Another link between muon and antimatter technology, whicts already mentioned in
Chap. 8, is that antimatter is the sole portable source ofilio the sense that upon annihilation
every antiproton yields on average between 2 and 3 muonshwbuld be fed to a collecting and
cooling system without needing a high-energy beam to prethe muons in the first plade [289].

9The first author of this reference led the ATA project for a temof years, seé¢ [T, 334].
It should be remarked that in an electron-beam based systemsame high-power electron
accelerator could be used as a driver for either a freereledaser or a muon-factory, which
would both provide a means to guide the more powerful eleeam towards a distant target.
For more examples of such synergies, see, €.9.] [423].

208



see Figl.8.11, very compact accelerators became a realitge $eses first proof-
of-principle experiments the generation of stable GeV tebecbeams from a
centimeter-scale accelerator has been confirmed [426].tddmology has now
been adapted to accelerate light-ions [427] and protorS; [4i29].

The development of compact laser-based particle accetergg a rapidly
evolving field which is attracting large global interest.igimterest is motivated by
their potential for civilian applications in fundamentasearch [300] and medicine
[429], as well as in defense applications such as inertiaficement fusion [427],
radiography of dense objects [428], and beam weapons. Ityipieal example
of a dual-purpose technology in which the potential forl@w applications is
highlighted, whereas the potential for military applicais is minimized in open
scientific publications.
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Chapter 11

Conclusion

In this report we have reviewed the theory and the proofrofeple experiments

which have been carried out to demonstrate that high-iitygmgh-energy particle

beam propagation in full or reduced-density atmosphergeasible, and that the
range and stability of the beam pulses were in agreementiatiry.

We have, however, not analyzed the practical consequeottagse conclu-
sions, which determine with certainty the range of phygeabmeters compatible
with realistic high-power directed-energy particle begistems; neither have we
investigated the R&D related to the possible constructimhd@eployment of such
systems. These are the subjects of a companion r@mm\/hich only a small
part, concerned with the radiological effects of directeghkintensity high-energy
electron beams, has so far been published|[430].

Nevertheless, by going through the theory and the detadswdral important
experiments, we have followed several complete ‘reseaycles,’ that is several
paths going from some initial ideas to their verification bgans of a suitable
experimental program. In the present case the outcomeesé tlesearch cycles
can be qualified as ‘scientifically successful,” meaningtinatechnical feasibility
of some concepts have been established. While this is impipit does not mean
that the associated technologies should necessarily beloed and applied,
which is precisely the motivation for writing this rep@rt.

YParticle beam weapons: A review and assessment of current R&D, report ISRI-82-05. (This
report has never been completed.)

2“And let us not forget that a great breakthrough in militaeghnology, like the invention of
the H-bomb, can quickly come back to haunt us.” Hans Bethgsib Today, October 1978, p.13.

210



Chapter 12

About this report

My interest in the topic of this report originates from theidental discovery, in
the Spring of 1978, of the existence of PBW research by smpttighly visible
classification stamps on a unusually looking report that imaslvertently left
open on a desk by physicist Burton RicHtevho at the time was working at
CERN in the same collaboration as me, and sharing the offioceyafroup leader,
Valentine L. Telegdi. This was very troublesome since | hatithe slightest
idea that elementary particle physics and particle acatles could have military
applications. This was something that | never heard in actyte or seminar |
had listen to, or read in any text book or scientific paper. &doer, this discovery
was almost unthickable considering that at the age of thwigs just coming back
from the University of Chicago after completing my PhD expant at Fermilab,
and had chosen to work in fundamental research precisebukedt claimed to
be totally unrelated to any practical ardfrtiori, military applications...

On that day | went to the library and started looking for doeumis which
could prove or disprove that there were military applicasido particle physics
and accelerators. Soon | found dozens of references, imgud pure science
journals, showing that there were many such applicatioh& réason why | had
never taken notice of them is that the military connectiors ganerally indirect,
or hidden in footnotes, acknowledgments, or the affiliagiohthe authors. After
a few hours | became an expert in transposing pure-scierpeEgpato their real-
world context, and it was clear that the particle-beam waaponentioned in
Richter’s classified report was not science fiction!

1Burton Richter (1931-) received in 1976 with Sam Ting the &lgivize for the discovery of
the J/W particle. For an appreciation, see P.A. Mod#enouring Burton Richter, CERN Courier
(April 2000) 23-24.
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But this was not enough for me, | also wanted to know on whide &ichter
was sitting: Was he just interested in this subject by cityi@sWas he a critic
and an opponent to such military developments? Or was helsmgeactively
collaborating with the military establishment? | thereféried to find a reference
to a paper that would associate his name to some obviouamiléchnology. This
is how | found his name on a ‘JASON report’ assessing the gaisyf heavy-ion
driven inertial fusion, reference [166], i.e.,

C.G. Callan, Jr., R.F. Dashen, R.L. Garwin, R.A. Muller, BctRer,
M.N. Rosenbluth,Heavy-ion-driven inertial fusion, JASON report
JSS-77-41 (Stanford Research Institute, Arlington, Va. &tober
1977) 14 pp.

It took me more than six months to obtain a copy of this repehich was
the first confirmation that Richter was not just working ontgnergy physics,
l.e., ‘pure science’ as is supposedly done at CERN or SLAGMag also actively
involved in military related research. Moreover, what wasstrshocking for me
in the list of authors of that report was that the names of atldne of them
(M.N. Rosenbluﬂﬁ) were well-known to me and to any patrticle physicists of my
generation: Callan for his work with Gross on electron-pautcattering, Dashen
for calculating the neutron-proton mass difference, Garf@r his contributions
to the discovery of parity violation, Muller for his theory mclusive reactions,
Richter for the discovery of the/ ¥ particle. It was as if my heroes suddenly
turned into traitors of the cause of pure scierige...

| got the JASON report from Peter Jenni, now spokesman forAIHeAS
experiment at the CERN Large Hadron Collider, who after wagkn the same
group as me at CERN went to SLAC to collaborate with BurtorhRicwho had
returned to the US. He sent me the JASON report on May 9, 19#9the remark:

“Dear Andre, lam sorry to have you had waiting so long for h8ON
report. But | was extremely busy writing the e~ — et e~ 1/ paper.
Furthermore, it was not so simple to get a copy of the reponialfy,

2Marshall N. Rosenbluth (1927-) is a well known plasma phigsieho’s name is on many
thermonuclear and particle beam weapons physics papara.sRort biography sd@annes Alfvén
prize to Marshall N. Rosenbluth, Europhysics News (July/August 2002) 146.

SMuch later | learned, from the overwhelmingly negative tearcs of my former colleagues,
that I had also become a traitor in their eyes: The normalidgiof scientists is to ignore such things
as the military implications of their work, and to emphagtzeluminous side of science. Breaking
the silence on the negative implications means becomingiahpia the scientific community. To
follow his moral inclinations or the path leading to profies&l recognition is the dilemma of the
whistle blower.
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Burton gave me the report, from which | send you a copy. [.aliS
Peter.”

| received this document at about the time Iragi engineenseceo CERN
and enquired about the technology of the rather unique agd laagnet used in
the experiment | was working on, a technology which could/dod of interest to
them if they were intending to use electromagnetic isotepasation for producing
enriched uranium for a nuclear weapon [431]. It meant thawéen Spring 1978
and Spring 1979 | had learned more than enough about thamiiihplications of
particle-accelerator technology to decide to leave CERNil&\my vocation had
always been to spend my life working on pure science, thesetgeconvinced me
that if the science | was working on, and the techniques | vgasgwere directly
related to existing or new types of weapons | should make —heniterest of
peace and disarmament — these connections known to otleetists and to the
public.

This is how, as a result of discovering the existence of glarbeam weapons
research and of Iraq’s interest in large-scale electromtagisotope separation,
| decided to try to create, on the model of the ‘Stockholm rimational Peace
Research Institute’ (SIPRI), a ‘Geneva International BeBesearch Institute’
(GIPRI). With considerable support from a number of CERNeagjues and from
Frank Barnaby the Director of SIPRI, and in collaboratiotiva few University
of Geneva academics and Geneva personalities, GIPRI waddduat the end of
1979.

The initial research program of GIPRI included a collabioratwith SIPRI
on the military applications of particle accelerators, g@rticle beam weapons,
simulation of nuclear weapons effects, and use of partatelarator technology
in the nuclear fuel cycle [432]. Thus, the first GIPRI papeb&submitted to a
high-impact scientific journal, i.eNature, was co-written with a SIPRI researcher
(see pages 216 o 220).

The GIPRI-SIPRI collaboration also included visits to amahi SIPRI. This
led me to get the definitive confirmation that 1976 Nobel lateeBurton Richter
had been doing classified work on particle beam weapons ilateel 970s, and
that the classified report that | saw in 1978 at CERN was indelated to particle
beam weapons. This happened in 1981 when | was working atl adP&visiting
scientist on a early version of the first part of the preseppre Going through
unclassified military journals that were not available brdiries such as CERN’s
| could read, in the July/August 1977 issueHséctronic Warfare,

[...] Both the Soviets and the US military have been invesing

213



particle beam weapons for more than a decade.

Dr. John L. Allan, deputy for research and advanced teclyyod
DDR&E, recently told the executive session of the Senatee&ser-
vices Committee: “Particle beams — beams of electrons xamgple
— are not directly affected by weather and may provide lomgeges
that the HEL (high energy laser) in adverse weathew(May/June,
p.12). [...]

A nuclear particle beam weapon would have one decided aalyant
over lasers: Much more of the energy consumed by the devies go
into the beam than in the extremely inefficient HEL. Howel@rys-
ing the beam is more difficult and imprecise. Propagationugh
the atmosphere involves “nasty, difficult plasma physicxfaading
to Burton Richter, a recent Nobel prize winner at the nortaryi
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center (SLAC) in Palo Alto, GAchter
would be surprised if anything of this sort could be made &wef
through the atmosphere for long distances. There would bey“v
sever problems with the stability of the beam.” It would b&emely
unstable, darting about th earth’s fluctuating magnetiddiélike a
lightning bolt.” Allan echoes this by saying: “Charged pelg beams
have a tendency to be unstable. They are also deflected byetagn
fields, so pointing and tracking uncertainties exist.” Batlelieves
that: “If these problems can be solved, a viable weapon systaild
result.” [433, p. 31-32].

Later, in the course of the study of particle beam weapond, ainother
advanced weaponry, | came across many more papers authoreellknown
elementary-particle physicists, of all nationalities aricdboth sides of the ‘lIron
curtain.” For a physicist particularly fond of fundamentasearch like me, pos-
sibly the most shocking example, however, is that of 1979ell@ureate Steven
Weinberg (1933-) who published in 1967 a 35-page long papehe stability
of long-range high-intensity particle beams, in which hpleily acknowledged
that:

“This work was performed by the author as a member of the Jason
Division of the Institute for Defense Analyses, Arlingtoviygina”
[434, p. 635].

This paper, directly related to the particle beam weapossareh (code-named
‘seesaw’) at the Lawrence Livermore and Los Alamos Natihahloratories, was

written in 1967. This must have been the ‘golden year’ of &eWeinberg: In
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that year, at the age of 34, he published his most famous @hpsaiperA model
of leptons [435], as well as a 55-page long secret Jason report adviseny.S.
Government at the highest level on the “military consegesrof a U.S. decision
to use tactical nuclear weapons in South East Asia”|[436].

In conclusion, the present report is an example of a ‘sciyased technology
assessment’ which, in the spirit of ‘peace-research, tsardten as a classified
document for exclusive use by governmental executivesadan open document
available to the scientific community and to the public ag¢ar Indeed, it is a
strong conviction of the author that scientific and techgmlal development can
only benefit a democratic society if decisions on future veespare made on a
truly informed basis.
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Appendix

One of the first papers | wrote after leaving CERN and crea@hgRI at the
end of 1979 was in collaboration with Bhupendra Jasani, &iptsg working at
SIPRI. It was a commentary on a review article entitfedricle beam weapons —

a technical assessment by MIT scientists G. Bekefi, B.T. Feld, J. Parmentola, and
K. Tsipis, published inVature 284 (20 March 1980) 219-225. Our commentary,
Particle beam weapons: A need for re-assessment, was submitted t&Vature. But

it was never published despite a long argument with the Edite MIT scientists,
and their mentor Victor F. Weisskopf who happened to be alsoeaber of
GIPRI’'s honorary committee.

Since theVature review article and its companion papetiientific American
240 (April 1979) 38—-49 were quite influential in dismissing alyracience-based
discussion of the subject, it is perhaps important to reball Bekefi, Feld, Par-
mentola, and Tsipis's were invited at the 1980 PBW Workshbthe U.S. Air
Force Academy [82], and given the possibility to deliver g-kete address:

“The workshop was opened with overviews of DoD’s interegpan-
ticle beam research and development by Dr. George Gamadaa an
perspective on the viability of particle beams as weapor3rbyohn
Parmentola of MIT (see, John Parmentola and Kosta Tsiis,
ticle Beam Weapons, Scientific Americar240 (4) 54, April 1979).
These were followed by invited presentations in each of treedreas
which defined the working panels of this meeting: Power geian
and Conditioning; Sources and Injectors; Acceleratorep&gation;
Beam/Material Interactions!' [82, p. 1]

Over the years Bekefi, Feld, Parmentola, and Tsipis’s pders been regularly
cited in ‘military-professional’ papers, usually with aitch of irony. For example:

Ref. 1 of [101], ‘interactions of beams with channels;’

Ref. 1 of [113], ‘tracking with MEDEA II;

Ref. 4 of [114], ‘tracking with Pulsread 310;’

Ref. 60 of [159], ‘beam conditioning.’
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Particle beam weapons:
A need for re-assessment

Andre Gsponer and Bhupendra Jasani
GIPRI-80-04 (9 August 1980) SubmittedMature

Recently a number of articles have been published in vasoigntific, technical
and military journals on the possible use of high energyigarbeams as weapons
[1*]. One of the most recent was a review article publishedim:re early this
year [2*]. Although one of the few objective articles written the subject, it
contained a number of technical errors. Since the consegaaf such weapons,
should they become a reality, are so far reaching, an aecasatvell as objective
analysis of the state of the technology and its future prasperery important. In
this letter, therefore, we wish to point out some errors améssions made in the
Nature article so that any future studies on the subject do not sfrfien possible,

if only slight, loss in credibility.

For instance, the beam dispersion calculations are dong t@imulas outside
their range of validity; the conclusion on endo-atmosphprbton beam propa-
gation can be misleading; the heating of the air in the regidine beam comes
mostly from ionization losses, even in the case of electtbasremsstrahlung’s
contribution is negligible; and the figure used for the atdensity of air at STP
Is incorrect so that errors are introduced in several catmiis.

The article also suffers from a lack of adequate discussiorthe endo-
atmospheric use of particle beams (i.e., for point defegsénat cruise-missiles
and incoming re-entry vehicles) and their target damageluaties.

The problems of beam propagation in the atmosphere are earaptl differ-
ent particles (e.g., electrons, protons, and ions) of sinkiinetic energies behave
differently with different propagation ranges so that tinaye to be treated sep-
arately. In the relative vacuum of outer space, propagasiomainly affected by
the Earth’s magnetic field and, therefore, discussion s¢hse are confined only
to neutral particles (i.e., hydrogen atoms).

As for the propagation of high energy particles in the atrhese, contrary to
the suggestion made in tiMzrure article, a proton beam, in principle, has better
atmospheric propagation properties than an electron b¥érhave numerically
integrated the full equation of the beam expansion theotydgyand Cooper [3*],
taking beam energy loss and beam intensity loss into accd\ectording to our
estimates, a proton beam pulse with an intensity of 10 kA akidetic energy of
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1000 MeV would propagate in air at standard temperature eggspre up to 350
m. After this distance the beam breaks up. Under the samatmorg] a similar
pulse of an electron or an alpha ion beam would propagatedotdb0 m. For
10 kA and 10’000 MeV beam pulses, we find ranges of 200, 500,68%dm,
respectively for electron, alpha ion, and proton beams.

In the sameéVarure article, little consideration is given to the intense alect
magnetic (or nuclear) cascade that is generated by a bedettbas (or protons)
as it propagates through the atmosphere or interacts vattatget. In the case of
an electron beam, the electromagnetic shower produced B9 asllong, 10 kA,
1000 MeV beam would result in a radiation dose of about 200® Rer pulse
within a diameter of 10 m around the beam axis and over a aistahabout 400
m. A few such pulses would thus direct towards the target@neanadiation beam
of an intensity sufficient to upset the electronics or top@bple, without the beam
having to score a direct hit.

Moreover, contrary to laser or heavy ion beams, which ictesgth the target
only at its surface, electron, proton, or light ion beams panetrate the target
and thus inflict potentially more severe damage. This iSqaddrly important as
it renders shielding against such beams more difficult. Heunhore, a beam of
protons in the 1000 MeV energy range on hitting a heavy taxgeld generate
a nuclear cascade with a substantial flux of spallation aag@ation neutrons
[4*]. If the target contains a nuclear warhead, the neutmmgd enter the fissile
material causing the atoms to fission and so generate largerdamof heat.

All these various aspects show the complex nature of sucpevesaand point
to the fact that apart from the long range strategic appdinatdiscussed in the
Nature article, short range tactical applications of these weapsmould also
be considered. This is particularly needed because in tbgenparticle beam
weapons may be less prone to countermeasures. Also, a olight ion beam
has some potential as an ABM system and may compare favosétblyther fast
and short range ABM systems.

The use of particle beams as weapons is an old idea, probabig pack
to World War Two [5*]. Even at this time it was realized thateoaf the major
problems was the question of beam stability. Very extengieeretical studies
were therefore conducted in the 1960’s on this question hyyrpeominent U.S.
physicists working in collaboration with the JASON divisiof the Institute of
Defence Analysis [6*]. It was found that the propagationttdiged particle beams
through ionized gases may be hindered by many possibléitisés. It was not
until the construction of powerful high energy acceleratbat these theories were
put to test experimentally. It was discovered in 1967 thathlstbeam propagation
of short but intense pulses of charged particles were plesilbugh air, but at a
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reduced density corresponding to a few Torr [7*]. Similaygeaigation experiments
were subsequently performed in the U.S.S.R. investigdhiagtability question
at atmospheric pressures at well [8*].

These results, together with the considerable developaieicelerator tech-
nology led to renewed speculations on the military potémtigarticle beams,
and triggered an extensive coverage of the subject [1*,1%may be prema-
ture to draw any final conclusion on the feasibility of pdeibeam weapons, but
the rather pessimistic conclusions drawn in Migure article do not seem to be
supported by the large amount of effort been put at preséntlre research and
development on such weapons and related subjects.

Research directly related to particle beam weapons insltudgéher testing of
high intensity beam propagation in air at various pressatéise Naval Research
Laboratory [9%], the study of reduced gas channel formatippulsed laser [10*],
the development of new accelerators such as the 50 MeV, 1ddéction linac
at the Lawrence Livermore Laboratory [11*], or the autoresnt accelerator
(supported by the U.S. Army Balistic Missile Defense AdweahcTechnology
Center) [12*] which is expected to accelerate protons toreergy of 1000 MeV
in a few tens of meters [13*]. Fot fiscal year 1981, approxeha$35 million
is budgeted for particle-beam technology by the Departnoéidefense. The
major objective of this program is to demonstrate the feltyilof stable exo-
and endo-atmospheric propagation of high power beams [Rrgbably similar
efforts are being made in the U.S.S.R. also [15*].

Research indirectly related to particle beam weapons diedwf course that
devoted to laser beam weapons and the considerable resdaiog poured into
the development of inertial confinement fusion devicegirgd by high-energy
lasers and various particle beams. Similarly, the constmiof large and powerful
accelerators for both military and civilian purposes wiltaly help to solve many
technical challenges implied in the construction of acedtes suitable for beam
weapons applications.

Finally, itis worth noting that the current proliferatiohaxcelerator technology
has serious implications on several other arms controéssilihe development of
particle beam weapons, particularly their tactical use artEand their long range
use in outer space by technologically advanced nationsceitainly add a new
dimension to the arms race. Itis this very important to priype-asses the beam
weapons question, especially in view of the clear need efiational agreement
to prevent the misuse of the modern particle acceleratbntdogy.
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