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Abstract
The Gamma Factory proof-of-principle (GF PoP) experi-

ment at the Super Proton Synchrotron (SPS) at CERN aims
at demonstrating laser cooling of high energy Li-like Pb79+

in a synchrotron. First, we present laser cooling simula-
tions with realistic laser and beam parameters of the GF PoP
experiment at the SPS. Furthermore, we investigate the ex-
pected cooling performance for a Fourier-limited laser pulse
and compute the performance metrics, such as emittance
reduction. These metrics are then compared to intra-beam
scattering (IBS) growth rates to determine the cooling fea-
sibility. Lastly, the angular spread of the outgoing gamma
rays is investigated.

INTRODUCTION
The GF PoP experiment at the SPS intends to demonstrate

the ability to control the excitation of partially stripped ions
in a high-energy synchrotron through head-on interaction
with a laser beam. The GF PoP experiment might open the
door for possible implementation into a machine like the
LHC to produce high energy photons [1, 2]. Atomic physics
studies that can be made possible by using these high-energy
photon beams can be found in Ref. [3, 4]. Additionally,
this technique reduces the beam emittances and, therefore,
increases a collider’s luminosity. More detailed information
about laser cooling can be found in Ref. [5].

The GF PoP experiment will use the 2𝑠 → 2𝑝1/2 transi-
tion of Li-like Pb ions. There have already been simulation
studies on the feasibility of the GF PoP experiment, most of
which were performed by A. Petrenko, e.g. see Ref. [6]. The
simulations in this paper build on the previous work using
a new implementation in the Xsuite framework [7]. This
beam-tracking code is being actively developed at CERN
with multi-purpose accelerator physics in mind. This en-
ables the study of cooling along with heating effects such as
Intra-Beam Scattering (IBS) and Space Charge effects (SC).

METHOD AND PARAMETERS
The GF PoP experiment was simulated in Xsuite assum-

ing a linearized representation for the SPS optics [8], i.e.,
only defined by a one-turn transport matrix that embeds the
transverse and longitudinal tunes and a newly implemented
laser cooling element [9] which models the turn-by-turn in-
teraction of the ion beam with a pulsed laser. The excitation
probability for laser cooling with a Fourier-limited pulsed
∗ pieter.martin.kruyt@cern.ch

laser in Xsuite is calculated using the optical Bloch equa-
tions with damping, which provide the steady-state solution
for the population of the excited state as detailed in [10,
11]. This approach does not consider any polarization of
the laser light. In the case of a successful excitation, the
ion energy is reduced due to the spontaneous emission of a
photon. The amount of energy reduction is determined by
the Doppler-boosted excitation energy of the ion and the ran-
dom emission angle. Any transverse heating due to emission
in the horizontal or vertical direction was not considered
because the transverse kicks are small (≈ 12 prad). Cooling
rates were assessed by monitoring the emittance and energy
spread while tracking. This tracking did not involve heating
effects like SC or IBS, which will be discussed separately.
Table 1 summarizes the laser parameters necessary for simu-
lations and the beam and Twiss parameters at the interaction
point [6]. These parameters establish the experimental setup
and conditions for the GF PoP experiment at the SPS, serving
as the basis for subsequent simulations of the laser cooling
performance. Further details regarding the optical system
can be found in Ref. [12].

COOLING RATES
The cooling rate is found in tracking simulations by fit-

ting the first 50 ms of the emittance (or relative momentum
spread) time evolution to an exponential function 𝜖(𝑡) =
𝜖0 exp(−𝑐𝑟𝑡), where 𝜖(𝑡) is the emittance at time 𝑡, 𝜖0 is the
initial emittance, and 𝑐𝑟 represents the cooling rate. Laser
cooling acts primarily in the longitudinal plane by reducing
the energy spread of the beam. However, if there is disper-
sion at the interaction point, the cooling can also be coupled
to the transverse plane by dispersive cooling [13]. Reducing
the momentum of a particle in a dispersive region will shift
its orbit, which affects its betatron amplitude. To reduce the
betatron amplitude in a region with positive dispersion, the
momentum must be reduced at a horizontal position 𝑥 < 0.
For laser cooling, this can be done by displacing the beam
relative to the center of the laser beam. A parametric sweep
was performed in the simulation to determine the optimal
displacement of the ion beam relative to the laser beam to
cool horizontally. The results are shown in Fig. 1, which
shows that laser cooling is a versatile tool that provides the
flexibility to select the amount of longitudinal and horizontal
cooling by adjusting the horizontal orbit of the beam relative
to the laser beam. The SPS’s optimal horizontal displace-
ment for horizontal cooling is −1.24 mm. Therefore, this
value was chosen in the simulations of the horizontal cooling
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Table 1: Parameters of the GF PoP Experiment

Parameter Value

Laser Parameters

Wavelength (𝜆) 1031 nm (1.2 eV)
RMS relative band spread (𝜎𝜆/𝜆) 2 × 10−4

Single pulse energy at IP (𝐸) 5 mJ
Laser waist radius at IP 1.3 mm
Collision angle (𝜃𝐿) 2.6 degrees
Fourier-limited pulse width (𝜎𝑡) 2.74 ps

Twiss Parameters at the Interaction Point

𝛽𝑥, 𝛽𝑦 54.47 m, 44.40 m
𝛼𝑥, 𝛼𝑦 -1.55, 1.32
𝐷𝑥 2.4 m
𝐷𝑝𝑥

0.09

Machine Parameters

Transverse tunes (𝑄𝑥, 𝑄𝑦) 26.299, 26.249
Synchrotron tune (𝑄𝑠) 0.00628

Ion Beam Parameters

Ion species 208Pb79+

Ion mass (𝑚) 193.687 GeV/𝑐2

Mean energy (𝐸) 18.652 TeV
Mean Lorentz factor (𝛾) 96.3
Number of ions per bunch (𝑁) 0.9 × 108

RMS relative energy spread (𝜎𝐸/𝐸) 2 × 10−4

Normalized transverse emittances (𝜖𝑛) 1.5 mm mrad
RMS bunch length (𝜎𝑧) 6.3 cm
Excited state lifetime 76.6 ps
Ion excitation energy ℎ𝜔0 [14, 15] 231 eV

for the GF PoP experiment, shown in Fig. 2. Optimal lon-
gitudinal cooling isn’t at zero offset due to dispersion. The
laser is tuned to interact with high-energy particles, which
are more prevalent for positive 𝑥 due to the positive disper-
sion. Vertical cooling, which is not considered here, can be
achieved by introducing coupling between horizontal and
vertical planes. Additionally, by changing the beam’s energy,
the laser can cause longitudinal blow-up, which can mitigate
IBS.

INTRA-BEAM SCATTERING
The IBS growth rates can be translated to an exponential

increase of the emittance or root-mean-square dp/p [16, 17],
which can be compared to the exponential decay due to
cooling. The fact that for short time intervals, the emittance
evolution due to IBS is described by an exponential allows
for a direct comparison with the exponential reduction due to
cooling, thus determining whether the beam is in a cooling-
dominated or IBS-dominated regime. The IBS growth rates
have been computed using the Bjorken-Mtingwa model [18]
and the parameters from Table 1 using xibs [17], which is
an IBS module within Xsuite [7]. The horizontal emittance

Figure 1: Cooling rate as a function of laser-ion horizontal
offset for Pb79+ ions. The blue line represents the horizontal
cooling rate, while the orange line indicates the longitudinal
cooling rate.

Figure 2: Time evolution of normalized horizontal emittance
(blue line) and relative momentum spread dp/p (orange line)
for optimized horizontal cooling in the SPS.

and longitudinal IBS growth rates have been computed for a
range of normalized emittance and momentum spreads and
then compared against the cooling rates, which are assumed
to be constant. Figure 3 shows the points where the growth
rates from IBS are equal to the cooling rates for horizontal
emittance, solid blue line, or momentum spread, dashed blue.
The plot also shows the time evolution of the laser cooling
process with the red dot indicating the assumed initial beam
parameters, and each black arrow indicates a time step of
10 s. Following the arrows, one can see the laser cooler can
reduce the emittance and momentum spread by almost 50%.
Initially, the cooling rate is large enough to overcome the
IBS growth rates, and cooling is expected to stop when the
beam reaches the cooling-IBS equilibrium after about 90 s.

PHOTON PRODUCTION
For maximum photon generation, the laser-ion offset was

set to 0 according to Fig 1. The estimated number of photons
produced from a Li-like Pb79+ beam using the laser from
the GF PoP experiment is shown in Table 2, which shows
that the laser can excite 14.1% of the ions. This corresponds
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Figure 3: Time evolution of the root-mean-square momen-
tum spread and normalized emittance for the optimized hor-
izontal cooling in the GF PoP experiment. The red dot
indicates the beam before cooling. Each arrow represents
10 seconds of cooling. The solid blue line indicates the equi-
librium between horizontal cooling and IBS growth rates,
and the dashed line for the longitudinal plane.

to a photon intensity of 1.27 × 107 photons per bunch for a
single passing by the laser. The Doppler-shifted laser photon
energy must match the ion’s excitation energy. The Doppler
frequency shift is computed using the Lorentz transformation
between the two reference frames, according to

𝜔′ = (1 + 𝛽 cos 𝜃)𝛾𝐿𝜔 ≈ 2𝛾𝐿𝜔, (1)

where 𝜔′ is the photon frequency in the ion-rest frame, 𝜃
is the photon-ion angle, 𝛾𝐿 the Lorentz factor, 𝜔 is the fre-
quency in the lab frame, and the small angle approximation
was used. The Eq. (1) shows that the photon frequency in
the ion-rest frame 𝜔′ is 2𝛾𝐿 times larger than the frequency
𝜔 in the lab frame. The Lorentz transformation also affects
the angular spread of the photons that are emitted by the
excited ions. In the comoving frame of the ion, the emis-
sion is equally probable in every direction. However, in the
lab frame, the photons will be emitted with angular spread
𝜃𝑒 ∼ 1/𝛾𝐿, which means that the small angle approximation
can also be applied to the Doppler frequency shift of the
emitted photons. To determine the energy of the photons af-
ter spontaneous emission, the Doppler shift is applied to the
excitation energy of the ion, which will give another factor
of 2𝛾𝐿. Consequently, the energy of the emitted photon is
enhanced by a factor 4𝛾2

𝐿 compared to the photons produced
by the laser. For example, this factor would be ≈ 108 for
LHC beams [19].

The distribution of photons produced from the GF PoP
experiment is shown in Fig. 4 for two cases: the case where
the divergence of the ion beam is neglected, in orange, and
the case that also considers the ion from which the photon
was emitted and its traveling angle. As expected, taking this
into account the total distribution of photon angles is wider.
In the case of a cooled ion beam, the angular spread will be
smaller, and the angular spread of the ions will contribute
less to the angular spread of the outgoing photons.

Table 2: Photon Production Parameters

Parameter Value

Number of ions per bunch [20] 0.90 × 108

Fraction of excited particles 14.1%
Number of emitted photons per bunch 1.27 × 107

Laser wavelength 1.2 eV (1031 nm)
Ion excitation energy ℎ𝜔0 231 eV
Maximum emitted photon energy 44 keV

Figure 4: Energy distribution of photons produced by the
GF as a function of scattering angle 𝜃 for Pb79+ ions.

CONCLUSION
The simulations in this study focus on the laser cooling of

Li-like Pb79+ in the GF PoP experiment. In particular, hori-
zontal cooling is maximized by finding the optimal laser-ion
beam displacement to profit from the large horizontal disper-
sion at the interaction point. This optimal horizontal cooling
setup is used for a long simulation of the laser cooling per-
formance without any heating effects. The resulting cooling
rate is compared against the computed IBS growth rates to
determine the equilibrium between the laser cooling and the
emittance blow-up from IBS. The results show that the GF
PoP will be able to achieve an appreciable decrease in emit-
tance before the cooling reaches an equilibrium with IBS.
Lastly, simulations were performed to estimate the intensity
of the produced photon beams and their energy distribution.
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