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Abstract

We discuss the new layout of a cavity chain ( superstructure) allowing, we hope, significant cos
reduction ofthe RF systemof bothlinacsof the TESLA linear collider. The proposedscheme
increases the fill factor and thus makes an effective graolieart acceleratohigher. We present
mainly computations we have performed up to now and which encouraged us to oocdgptre
model of the schemestill keepingin mind that experimentsvith a beamwill be necessaryto

prove if the proposed solution can be used for the acceleration.
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1 INTRODUCTION

Recentresultshaveshownthat two main technicalspecifications:the acceleratinggradientE,
andthe quality factor Q, , 25 MV/m and 5-10 respectively,are achievablefor bulk niobium
cavities [1, 2]. The R&D program at DESY, to establish superconducting techriotogyleast
25 MV/m, is continued in order to reach specifications nepetitivelyandto lower the cost of
this technology.The essentiapart of the total investments the cost of the RF-system,meant
here as the sum of cost of acceleratingstructureswith auxiliaries and cost of RF-power
distribution system. To cut this cost more effort should be done to:

- decrease the number of RF components, like: fundamental mode (FM) couplers,
HOM couplers, waveguides, circulators, waveguide transformers.., per unit length,
- increase the effective gradien, En the collider.

In the presentTTF designthereare: 1 FM couplerand 2 HOM couplersper 9-cell structure
which is almost 1 m long. The consequence of such dense positioning of FM couplerthes that
RF-power distribution system becomes complex and thus more expensive.

The effective acceleratinggradientin both linacswill below, only 17.8 MV/m , when cavities
will be operatedit 25 MV/m. Thereare two reasons fothat: a too small fill factor and the
unflatness of the accelerating field.

The fill factor, defined here as ratio:

cavity active length

cavity total length

has a lowvalueof 0.75, resultingfrom the length of interconnectiondetweencavities,which
are at presentA32 long (see Fig. 1). This length has been chosen aettydbeginningof the sc
linear collider studies.
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Fig. 1 The 9-cell cavity and the interconnection.

The arguments at that time were:
- good cavity separation for the accelerating mode and
- simplification in the phase adjustment.

The first argumentwill be discussedater but 7 km of passivelengthseemdo be unjustified.
The secondargumentis not valid any more since a 3-stub remote controlled waveguide
transformer can be applied in the RF-input lineachcavity, to adjustboth: the phaseandthe
value of Q,, in order to get reflection-free operation.

The unflatnessof the acceleratindield within one structureis usually 110 %. A typical field



profile is shown in Fig. 2. For the acceleratmgiode, the sensitivity of thigeld amplitudeA
in an individual cell to the frequency ergfr_, of this cell, is given by the formula:
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where N is the number of cells in the cavity apdskthe cell-to-cell coupling.
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Fig. 2 An example of the field profile in a 9-cell TESLA cavity.

The experience with 20 TTF cavities showed that the current cavity design withaNd=1Q,. =
0.019 is almost at the limit. The design specification of the fiafthtness below5% israther
hard to obtain. Each chemical, thermal or mechanical cavity treatment tildes thpedfdiel This
leads to a reduction of effective Esince the achievable gradient is usually limited byttieemal
break down in the cell with maximum amplitude.

A significant cost reduction can be dombenthe numberof cells per structure increasesThis

is mainly due to lower numberof RF componentsand less FM couplersper unit length.
Unfortunately there are two fundamental limitations on N. First ofthé# field profile, asit can

be seen from the formulagcomedess stableproportionalto N2. Secondly the probability of
trapping of parasitic resonances within the structure is higher. This is especially dafgesaus
cavities because even low (R/Q) parasitic modes can have finally big beam impedance due to hi
quality factor.

Since the length of interconnections seems to be overaimbsimply increasingof N looks not
very promising, we propose a different solution which is discussed in the next chapter.

2 SUPERSTRUCTURE

To overcomelimitations on N and simultaneousiyto make interconnectionshorterone may

think to use the layout (superstructustown schematicallyin Fig. 3. Theideais to couplethe
cavities by short interconnections to enable an eneagygferfrom cavity to cavity insteadof to
separatehemby a long interconnectionin this scheme similar to the presentdesign, HOM
couplers are attached to interconnections and each cavity (sub-unit) is equipped with a tuner. Tt
layout will allow to increasethe numberof cells fed by one FM coupler,avoiding the two
limitations we discussed abovRoth, the field flatnessandthe HOM damping,canbe handled

still at the sub-unit level.
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Fig. 3 Chain of Ncavities coupled by short interconnections (superstructure).

The length of the interconnection is chosen to be half of the wave laigthyhenN is an odd

number, ther0 mode(Tt cell-to-cell phaseadvanceand O structure-to-structurphaseadvance)
can be used for the acceleration. As an example, the accelerating field privienoddein two

neighboringcavitiesand in the interconnectionis shown in Fig. 4. The expectedcoupling
betweensub-unitsdependsnow, since the length has beenfixed, on the diameterof the

interconnecting beam tube and on the field strength in theadlsdFor the reasonablgeometry
of the interconnection this coupling is much smaller than the cell-to-cell coupling butwrsarg
for the frequency correction one can equalize the mean wvalhe field amplitudebetweensub-
units ( not between cells within one sub-unit).
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Fig. 4 An example of Eacc vs. z in 2 neighboring cavities excitedmOthsode.

3 COMPARISON OF TWO SUPERSTRUCTURES AND THE TTF CAVITY

The performance of the superstructure depends on the field @tafiléity within eachsub-unit.
There are two ways tmakethe acceleratingield lesssensitiveto the cell frequencyerror (see
previous formula):



- increasing coupling cell-to-cell, and /or
- reduction of number of cells per sub-unit.

The firstproposed superstructunmadeof four 9-cell cavities,hada more stablefield in sub-
units, as compared to the TTF cavity, due toltigemid iris diameterand almost3 timesbigger
cell-to-cell coupling [3]. Unfortunately, the bigger aperturehas some disadvantageshigher
E eal Eacc@NdH . /E, .. andlower impedancgR/Q), thanthe presentT TF design.Thesecaused
that the total |mprovement in effectivg Evas rathesmall. Neverthelesshe proposedshapeis

better for alternative fabrication methods, like hydroforming or spinning, being still under
developmentand which may in the future significantly reducethe investmentcost [4, 5]. In

addition, muchlower transversablnd longitudinalloss factorsmakethis superstructursuitable
for the acceleration of bunches witlgher populationof particles,like in the caseof the muon
collider.

It seemghat the mostprobablefuture scenariofor the energyupgradeof the TESLA collider,

above 500 GeV, is the operation at higher accelerating gradient anédamalg the collider longer
[6]. This brought us to aalternativeversionof the superstructur¢7], basedon the TTF shape
with modified endcells andreducedN from 9 to 7. As before,the superstructurés madeof 4

sub-units.This versionkeepskE,,/E,.. and H ../E,.. low as forthe TTF cavity and makes
operationabove25 MV/m moreVisible, sincemaximumelectricand magneticfields on the Nb

wall arefurther from the theoreticalimitations. Table 1 containsa list of parameterof both
superstructures and the TTF cavity.

Table 1 Comparison of two proposed superstructures and the TTF cavity

Parameter unit Big Small[ TTF |

iris iris_| cavity
mid / end iris radius Tmm] 51/55 | 35/55] 35/39

N / N - 974 | 714 | 9/1

field instability factor, NK_ [10] 1.5 26 | 4.3
sub-unit (R/Q),/m [Q/m] 668 | OI1 | 995]

E ool Ence - 234 | 2.0 | 2.

Hooad Ence Oel(MVIm) | 50.2 | 41.8| 41.8
E1, (real flain. , H,, = 1065 Oe ) MVIm] 18.4 | 21.2| 17.9]
[ E2,, (real flatn. , E_, = 50 MV/m ) [MV/m] 18.9 | 21.2| 17.9

The two last rows of the table shoy, Hor the operation at 25 MV/m. In casé superstructures
values:E1, andE2, are calculatedwith two limitations. The first one, for both values,results
from the expectedfield unflatness,scaled from the value observedfor the TTF cavities,
proportional to the field instability factor shown in the fourth row. The second limitatid Epeak
for E1, andE., for E2.. Here,the scallngls accordingto factorsH,./E, .and E ea,[ aco
respectively.Note, that the maximumimprovementin the effective field is obtainedfor the
superstructure based on a 7-cell sub-unit.

4 REFILLING OF CELLS AND THE BUNCH TO BUNCH ENERGY SPREAD

The most criticapart of the numericalsimulationis the calculationof the transientstateand the
bunchto bunchenergyspread.Two codes:HOMDYN (beamdynamicsand transients see
Appendix) and LAPLACE (transientsonly), showedthat thereis enoughtime to re-fill the
cell's energy inthe superstructuréeforethe next buncharrives[8, 9]. This resultis rathernot
obvious since coupling between sub-units is very small.

As an example, the computed energy gain for the small iris superstrudbereit is operatedat
25 MV/m, is shown in Fig. 5a, b.



8155 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T

81.645

0 @
o] o o®e%° (le
o o |8 o0 S8 0.8 =
eo‘?o °$3§§8 1

81 BB |t oefpe
. . °°§° 30%3 o o o:;_:’)c>8 ons%o
Energy gain AU EN PR o azscg Ho
L o -
[ MeV] [noo00s' 070 28 48 C 0 8 b ieog@%oososq%?
81 644 | Basp Tonedo Bl 58 o°lo% 22000 o

g 14 o T

Tono 0 & o, 0 ° ° °
o© 8 o o % o
i oveg oo Tgal 3088 35[0 o
o

oo o
Tl

o
¢

81.642 =

81.64

0 200 400 600 a00 1000
Bunch index

Fig. 5a. Energy gain for 1130 bunches accelerated with the small iris superstructure.
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Fig. 5b. Energy gain vs. time.

The energy spread is mainly due to a small error in the injeitiert, andto the interferenceof

acceleratingnode with mode 1-174. The meanvalue of the energy (solid line in Fig. 5a)
increases asymptotically. This indicates that the beam was injected few picoseconds talearly
the accelerating voltage in the superstructure rises until the match condition is reached.

The oscillation of the bunch energy, betterseenin Fig. 5b, has a small amplitude and the

frequency f=8kHz, which equalsto the differencebetweenfrequencied, ,,, and f._,. The
maximum energy spread for the whole train of 1130 is given for both superstructures in Table 2



Table 2 Computed energy spread
Big iris Small iris

Energy spread <510 <710°

5 DISCUSSION

In addition, to the improvementn the effective acceleratinggradient,the numberof FM and

HOM couplerswill be significantly reduced,if the proposedschemecan be used for the
acceleration. Table 3 shows the total amount of couplers and tuners needed in the TESLA collid:
in two caseswhenlinac’s layoutis basedon the current TTF cavity designand alternatively,

when it is based on the small iris superstructure.

Table 3 Number of FM, HOM couplers and tuners

TTF design N, =4
number of FM couplers 19230 6181 +
number of HOM couplers 38460 24724 +
power/FM coupler 208 kw 640 kW -
number of tuners 19230 24725 -

The needed number of FM couplers is redungd factor of 3. This hassevereconsequences
for the cost of whole RF-system. Whte diameterof interconnectionss biggerthan114 mm
all HOMs are above cutoff. Their field strengththe interconnectionseemso be high enough
for dampingwith HOM couplersattachedat mid of interconnectionsin that way eachHOM
couplercanbe usedto damp modesfrom two neighboringcavities. Such a dampingscheme
requires less HOM couplers than the TTF damping scheme.

The small iris superstructure based on a 7-cell sub-unit increases timeimolerof cavitiesby
22 %. This is an additional costfor 22 % more tuners and LHe vessels.Neverthelesshe
mentioned simplification in the RF system and the simplificaitiotine cryostatconstructionwill
dominate and a total cost reduction can be expected.

The proposedayoutis not yet provenexperimentallyln the nearfuture a coppermodelof the
superstructuravill be ordered.The RF-measurementsn that modelshouldhelp us to makea
cross check with the computationwe have done up to now for the superstructurein the
superconducting and the normalconducting version.

We will be able to check on the copper model:

- tuning and field profile adjustment,
transient state in individual cells,
HOM damping scheme,

coupling to FM coupler,

influence of machining errors.

We won'’t be ableto prove with this coppermodel the numericalsimulation of the bunch-to-
bunch energy spread. For that Nb prototype must be built and tested with the beam.

The power transfer by the FM coupler feeding superstructure is 640 kW. The new version of th

FM coupler developed at DESY has been tested up to 1 MW for whole TESLA pulsq ihgth
The limitation was du¢o the RF-powersource.Sincethis versionalreadyovercamethe power
neededfor operation of superstructureat 25 MV/m we do not expect here fundamental
difficulties.



ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to express our gratitutteR. Brinkman,D. Prochandthe TESLA collaboration
group for many helpful discussions.

REFERENCES
[1] D. A. Edwards, "TESLA Test Facility Linac-Design Report”, TESLA Rep. 95-01.

[2] B. Aune, D. Trines, "Results from the DESY TESLA Test Facility (TTF) Linac”, Proc.
of PAC’97, Vancouver, May 12-16,1997.

[3] J. Sekutowicz, "Superconducting Superstructure”, TTF Meeting, Orsay, June 25-27,1997
[4] H. Kaiser, private communication.

[5] V. Palmieri et al.., "Recent Experience with the Spinning of 1.5 GHz Seamless Copper
Monocells”, Proc. of "AWork. on SRF, Gif sur Yvette, 1995.

[6] R.Brinkmann, "Status of the Design for the TESLA Linear Collider”, Proc.of PAC’95,
Vol. 1, Dallas, May 1995.

[7] J. Sekutowicz, M. Ferrario, C. Tang, "Superconducting Superstructure” , Proc.of LC'97,
Zvenigorod, September 29- October 3, 1997.

[8] M. Ferrario et al. , "Multi-Bunch Energy Spread Induced by Beam Loading in a Standing
Wave Structure” , Particle Accelerators, Vol. 52, 1996.

[9] J. Sekutowicz, "Transient State in Standing Wave Accelerating Structures”, Particle
Accelerators, Vol. 45, 1994.

[10] D. Proch, private communication.

[11] J. Sekutowicz, M. Ferrario, C. Tang, "Computations and Measurewfefitansientsn a
Superstructure Pre-prototype", Proc. of the TTF Meeting, DESY, March 9-11, 1998,
TESLA 98-06, p. 179.

[12] J. Sekutowicz, "2D FEM Code with Third Order Approximation for RF cavity
computation”, Proc. of the LINAC 94, Tsukuba, pp. 284.



APPENDIX - BEAM LOADING COMPUTATIONS

We studiedthe superstructure-beamteractionby meansof the code HOMDYN (see[8] and
other references quoted there for a more detdisclission) Originally the codewas developed
for single and multi-bunch dynamicscomputationin injectors devices,where transition from

classicalto relativistic dynamicstakes place and space charge effects dominate the bunch
transverse dynamics. Such a code reliea simple self-consistentnodelthat couplesa current
density description of beam evolution with the Maxwell equationsin the normal modes
expansion form. It takes into account singiechspacechargeeffects,beamloading of a long

train of bunches puild-up effectsof higherordermodesandan on axis localized generatorin

order describe the cavity re-fillingom bunchto bunchpassageThe codeis of coursesuitable
for a fully relativistic beamdynamicscomputation,especiallywhen transientfields excitation
plays an important role. Severalcross checkswith other similar models, PIC's codesand
recentlywith experimentalmeasurementf transientfields excitationin a superstructurg¢l11],

allow us to conclude that our model is reliable.

We recall in this appendix the main equations of the model concerning the casstudggawith
somenew featureswe addedrecently.We representhe electricfield in the cavityas a sum of
normal orthogonal modes:

E(tr) =Y O An(t)en(r)] 1)
with complex amplitude
An(t) — O(n(,[)(_:‘ioont _ an(t) ei(wnt+¢n(t)) 2
2

where g(t) is a real amplitude. The field form factors :

en(r) = ) ®
are any normalized solution of the Helmholtz equation, satisfying the boundary condition:

nxe,=0 (4)
on the cavity surface and the solenoidal condition:

0@, =0 (5)

within the cavity volume. They can be computed by standard finite differences codes
(SUPERFISH,MAFIA, etc.), or, asin the presentcase,by a finite elementcode recently
developed [12]. In the following we witkstrictour attentionto the on axis longitudinal electric
field components of TM modes. The modes amplitude equations are:

0 C
Ag+80A +a2A, = -3 gz el (6)
Qn €o dt g
where as a driving current density we consider the superposition of two terdg +JJp . The
term Jg is a feedingsinusoidalcurrentdensity, representinga point like power supply orthe
cavity axis locatedat zg. The secondterm Jp representshe beamcurrentdensity. The loaded
quality factor Q accounts for the cavity losses.



We haveincludedthe possibility to changethe rf pulserising time 1g, as discussedn [9],
representing the power supply term as follows:

H

% wlt‘HIJl (7)

where Jg is the generatorstrength, v, and y; are the generatorfrequency and phase
respectively.

0
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The basic assumption in the description of the beam term consists in representing each bunch &
uniform charged cylinder, whose lengthabhdradiusR canvary undera self-similarevolution,
I.e. keeping anyway uniform the charge distribution inside the bunch. Further details are reporte
in [8], we recall herethatthe beamcurrentdensity term Jp can be written for eachbunchas

follows:
Jp(t,2) = CIBEar [r](z—zt)—r](z—zh)] (8)

whereq is the bunchcharge =v(t)/c, n is a stepfunction andthe indexesh, t referto bunch
headand tail positionsrespectively.The equationsfor the longitudinal motion of the bunch
barycenter are simply:

. e
Bbar = — 3 Ez(t’zbar) 9)
MoCY bar
Zpar = BparC (10)

Substitutingthe definition (2) in the modesamplitudeequations(6), underthe slowly varying
envelope (SVEA) approximation

dap,
— << wpa 11
gt nOn (11)
we can neglect the second order derivatives

2
R << uka (12)

and we obtain a first order amplitude equation for each mode:

A S =
2(3,151 2Qn?” 2wneoEl 2Q

ap +

Ud = O - —iwnt
%agJ(z,t)Een(z)dz% n (13)
O 0

The SVEA approximation supposes small field perturbations producanylsingle bunch, that
add upto give an envelopeof any field modeslowly varying on the time scaleof its periodT.
Because the characteristic cavity reaction time is of the order of

=21 (14)
w



we fulfill the SVEA hypothesis. This approximation allows to reduce the numerical and analytical
computing time. The evolution of the field amplitude duringlibachto bunchintervalis given
by an analytical solution of equation(13) with Jp=0 , which connectssuccessivenumerical

integrationappliedduring any bunchtransit. Taking into accountthe generatorfeeding current
(7), with a general initial conditiomn(to) =aQ, the analytical solution of (13) is:
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whereQ, =w; - w, , g= i and
T
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