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Beam size estimate
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10kΩ Shunt + NF amplifier 
Dependency on Acceleration Speeds

Figure 17: The WSM frame with �30 µm CNT wire.

Figure 18: The layout of experimental setup without shunt impedance (a) and
with shunt impedance of 10k⌦ (b).
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vacuum chamber (indicated by ”Triangle BM” in Fig. 4), measuring horizontal
coherent beam oscillation. The vertical coherent oscillation was measured by the
rectangular electrode situated at 5 cells upward from RF cavity (indicated by
”Rectangular BM” in Fig. 4). The amplitude of betatron oscillation is excited
by the electrical RF fields applied on ”shaker” electrodes indicated in Fig. 4
as a ”Horizontal shaker” and ”Vertical shaker”. Figure ?? [?] illustrated the
horizontal and vertical betatron shakers used in this measurement.

4 WSM experiments

To measure decay constant of each electronics setup, the short pulse was gener-
ated by signal generator and was sent to the one signal cable of CNT wire. The
output from the other CNT signal cable was monitored by oscilloscope. The
decay constant of the setup without shunt impedance is 16.92 µs and 1.903 µs
with shunt impedance.

Initially

V (t+ dt) = V (t+ dt)� V (t) exp(�dt/⌧) (6)
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Profile simulation with different wire widths
❖ Wire assumed to be fixed at 12 MeV reference orbit. 

Averaged turn separation is about 46um.

❖ Fitting has been applied on simulation results by Skew 
Normal  Distribution (SND):

, 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Skew_normal_distribution

❖ When the wire thickness is larger,  

❖ Profile has asymmetry

❖ Mean has offset from the centre of beam

❖ Variance is within statistical errors when the wire 
diameter is less than 50um.

❖ Statistical errors are given by RMS of 10 different 
simulations with 1um wire radius but no error 
angle.
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Effect of injection error?

(E. Yamakawa , 21/07/22)
Beam size ~±5 mm

Internship Report Devoille Jordan

3.2.6 Beam size : Synthesis

We therefore obtain the following values

Beam Size
Kinetic Energy Beam Size
21 MeV 5.49±0.65mm
24 MeV 5.40±0.81mm
25 MeV 5.34±0.51mm
26 MeV 5.11±0.40mm

Table 6: Beam size

An interesting point to note is that the beam size decreases as the kinetic energy increases, which is in line

with what was expected.

Moreover, all the χ2, we found were below the critical χ2
cr i t for a confidence level of 95% for three degrees of

freedom. The model we used is therefore valid. (cf Appendix B.)

Phelma - KURNS 19

(J. Devoille, Master thesis, 2022)

Beam size from momentum spread: ~3 mm 
Beam size from transverse size 
(10 𝜋 mm.mrad, β=0.9 m): ~3 mm

(D. Kelliher, IPAC19)
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Error of measurement
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Next steps

Confirmation error numbers

Data with bunched beam will give momentum spread with tomography, 
check the results with the present method for comparison
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