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Executive Summary
The Electron Ion Collider (EIC) will open exciting new frontiers for research in nuclear
physics and quantum chromodynamics. In a comprehensive White Paper [1] the U.S. nuclear physics community, with worldwide support, has compiled a detailed description of
the potential for such a facility to realize, at a fundamental level, important new understanding and discoveries regarding the nature of visible matter in our universe. The 2015
DOE/NSF Long Range Plan for Nuclear Science [2] recommends an EIC as the next new
facility to be initiated for the field, and the 2018 National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine report, ”An Assessment of U.S.-Based Electron-Ion Collider Science” [3]
states, ”In summary, the committee concludes that an EIC is timely and has the support of
the nuclear science community. The science that it will achieve is unique and world leading and will ensure global U.S. leadership in nuclear science as well as in the accelerator
science and technology of colliders.”
The key requirements for such a facility, laid out in the above documents and articulated
in the National Academies report are:
• Center-of-mass energy range from ∼ 20 to 100 GeV, upgradable to ∼ 140 GeV
• Ion beams from deuterons to the heaviest stable nuclei
• High luminosity, on the order of 1033 to 1034 cm−2 sec−1
• Spin-polarized (∼ 70% at a minimum) electron and proton/light-ion beams
• One or more interaction regions which integrate the detectors into the collider to
preserve extensive kinematic coverage
Brookhaven National Laboratory (BNL) is proposing eRHIC as the electron ion collider.
The design meets the requirements listed above for an EIC with a cost-effective implementation that takes advantage of the existing infrastructure and accelerator components
of the RHIC ion-ion collider. An electron storage ring is planned to be added to the RHIC
complex to enable electron-proton (e-p) collisions at center-of-mass energies (ECM ) ranging
between 20 GeV and 140 GeV with luminosity well above 1033 cm−2 sec−1 over the range
from 40 GeV to 140 GeV, and a top of luminosity at ECM = 105 GeV of 1034 cm−2 sec−1 .
Ion beams ranging from deuterons to uranium nuclei will be available. For collisions of
electrons with protons and light ions (deuterons and 3 He nuclei), both beams will be spin
iv
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polarized with polarization of P ≥ 70%. The design of eRHIC has been developed in
a joint effort by nuclear physicists and accelerator scientists, enabling large-acceptance
experiments with unprecedented resolving power in the domain of quarks and gluons.
This eRHIC Preliminary Conceptual Design Report (pCDR) provides the reference design
that will serve as a guiding document for the eRHIC team and the foundation for a subsequent proposal. The primary result of the pCDR is to show that the eRHIC concept is
technically feasible, is consistent with the anticipated cost expectations for an EIC, and will
deliver the performance needed to support the full scientific program recommended in the
DOE/NSF Long Range Plan and assessed by the National Academies committee.
In close coordination with the nuclear science community, the pCDR includes a description
of essential experimental measurements and a general detector concept to guide the design
of the interaction regions. This element of the pCDR is aimed at motivating the interest of
experimenters, theorists, and detector builders. The eRHIC facility includes the capability
for two large multipurpose colliding beam detectors.
All of the key facility requirements, including the availability of e-p collisions up to a
center-of-mass energy of 140 GeV, and the scaled equivalent for electron-ion collisions, will
be met with this design, requiring no further upgrades.
The full-performance luminosity for e-p collisions can be achieved via strong cooling of the
proton beam utilizing the technique of coherent electron cooling (CeC). This is a novel approach, currently under study at BNL and elsewhere, that has not yet been demonstrated.
Thus, in parallel, we have developed alternative measures for achieving the maximum
luminosity goal which depend only on established technology. These are described in Appendix ??. Without cooling or alternative measures, the luminosity for e-p collisions at
ECM = 105 GeV is 3.3 × 1033 cm−2 sec−1 , still well within the required range for this key
performance measure.
The eRHIC pCDR, in concert with the National Academies committee findings on the EIC
scientific program, is intended to facilitate a DOE Critical Decision 0; i.e. to declare a
mission need for an electron ion collider supported by a technical plan to realize such a
facility. DOE Critical Decision 1 (CD-1) will be based on a Conceptual Design Report,
along with numerous CD-1 required planning documents, and will be developed with
explicit DOE Office of Nuclear Physics support. The eRHIC pCDR demonstrates a feasible
way forward along this path.
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Chapter 1

eRHIC Overview
1.1

Physics Case of the Electron-Ion Collider

In the decades since the discovery of quarks, experiments in nuclear and particle physics
have led to a fundamental theory of strong interactions —quantum chromodynamics
(QCD) —that describes an extraordinary richness of nature at the subatomic level. The
visible mass of matter in our universe the atoms and molecules that constitute the galaxies, planets, and life itself is made up of a dynamic substructure of quarks bound together
by force-carrying gluons in complex systems internal to the protons and neutrons of atomic
nuclei. An understanding of how the properties of matter originate from the deeply fundamental constituents of QCD is a primary goal of nuclear physics and the central motivation
for an Electron-Ion Collider (EIC).
To date, a global program of precision measurements with high energy spin-polarized particle beams has begun to quantify how the intrinsic spins and orbital momenta of quarks,
anti-quarks, and gluons each contribute to the characteristic spins of observed particles,
but the mechanism by which this complex system results in the characteristic spin 12 of the
nucleon is not yet understood. The EIC concept is designed with the capability to answer
this question.
Neutrons and protons bound inside atomic nuclei exhibit collective behavior that reveals
the QCD substructure under extreme conditions. We now know, through laboratory experiments with high energy heavy ion collisions at RHIC [4] and the CERN LHC [5], that
at temperatures and densities similar to those of the nascent universe moments after the
Big Bang nuclear matter is transformed to a plasma of quarks and gluons. The strongly
coupled “perfect fluid” property of this quark-gluon plasma [6] came as a remarkable surprise, and has brought widespread interest to the study of condensed matter of the strong
force, and the understanding that the formation and evolution of this extreme phase of
QCD matter is dominated by the properties of gluons at high density.
The most energetic nuclear collisions, including electron-proton collisions at HERA [7],
established the dominance of gluons in the structure of nuclear matter when probed at
1
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high energies. This arises from the property that gluons, unlike their electromagnetic analogue (the photon), can interact directly with each other. Like quarks, gluons can interact
through a “color” charge. The energy of self-interaction among the gluons accounts for
a significant fraction of the nucleon mass. In collisions at higher and higher energies the
density of gluons seen in the nucleon increases rapidly and without apparent limit. While
this rise must saturate at some point, this saturation of the gluon density has not been
observed yet, and its mechanism is of fundamental interest. It is widely conjectured that
such a saturated gluonic state may have universal properties for all strongly interacting
particles in nature. The EIC, through high energy collisions of electrons with heavy nuclei,
is expected to enable detailed studies of this extraordinary state of matter.
In the last two decades, nuclear physicists have developed new phenomenological tools
to enable remarkable tomographic images of the quarks and gluons inside protons and
neutrons. These tools are being utilized and will be further enhanced at the upgraded 12
GeV CEBAF [8] at JLab and the COMPASS [9] experiment at CERN. Applying these new
tools to study the transition of matter from being dominated by quarks to being governed
by gluons will require the higher energy and beam polarization of an EIC.
In light of these advances and discoveries, a worldwide community of scientists has come
together over the past several years to articulate the key science questions for a nextgeneration facility, the EIC, and to broadly specify its performance requirements, at many
international conferences and workshops. Following an intensive ten-week workshop
held at the University of Washington’s Institute for Nuclear Theory (INT) in 2011, a summary White Paper, published initially in 2014 and updated in 2016 [1] presents the science
case for an EIC, including some “golden measurements” and the accelerator and detector
concepts required to achieve them.
Addressing these studies, the Department of Energy’s Nuclear Science Advisory Committee, in its Long Range Plan for U.S. Nuclear Physics completed in 2015 [2], acknowledged
the “qualitative leap in technical capabilities” required for the EIC, and identified an electron ion collider as “the highest priority new facility construction following the completion
of FRIB”. In 2018 this program was endorsed by the National Academies of Sciences Committee on U.S. Based Electron Ion Collider Science Assessment [3], stating:
“An EIC can uniquely address three profound questions about nucleons - neutrons and
protons, and how they are assembled to form the nuclei of atoms:
• How does the mass of the nucleon arise?
• How does the spin of the nucleon arise?
• What are the emergent properties of dense systems of gluons?”
These questions call for an EIC with capabilities that far exceed any current or past colliding beams accelerator facility:
• A collider with a range of center-of-mass energies ECM from 20 to 140 GeV will enable
a kinematic reach well into the gluon-dominated regime;
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• Highly polarized (≈ 70%) electron, proton, and light nuclear ion beams (for example,
deuterons, or 3 He) are planned for a comprehensive study of the nucleon structure
including their spin: The electron beam brings to bear the unmatched precision of the
electromagnetic interaction as a probe, while polarized nucleon beams are needed to
determine the correlations of sea quark and gluon distributions with the nucleon’s
spin. High values of polarization reduce the uncertainties in determination of these
correlations;
• High collision luminosity 1033 to 1034 cm−2 sec−1 over a broad range in ECM will enable precise determination of confined momentum and spatial distributions of sea
quarks and gluons in nucleons and nuclei;
• Ion beams from deuteron to the heaviest nuclei (gold or uranium) of the EIC will
provide access to the regime of saturated gluon densities and to understand how
color propagates through nuclear matter.
In this document we present the plan for eRHIC, Brookhaven’s proposal for realizing the
EIC. The eRHIC proposal provides a design that fully utilizes the existing RHIC facility
to produce hadron beams, including high-intensity polarized proton beams, and takes
advantage of recent technical advances to provide a powerful, cost-effective new facility
that fully meets the requirements for a compelling and lasting research program, with high
potential for new discovery, as spelled out in the community White Paper and described
below in Section 2.2.

1.2

Overview of the eRHIC Electron Ion Collider

The EIC eRHIC takes advantage of the entire existing Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider
(RHIC) facility with only a few modifications, and with cost implications that are small
on the scale of the eRHIC project. The well-established beam parameters of the present
RHIC facility are close to what is required for the highest performance of eRHIC. The addition of an electron storage ring inside the present RHIC tunnel will provide polarized
electron beams for collisions with the polarized protons or the heavy ions of RHIC.
The eRHIC design must satisfy the requirements of the science program while having
acceptable technical risk, reasonable cost, and a clear path to achieving design performance
after a short period of initial operating time. The strategy for arriving at an optimum
design that meets these requirements led to the eRHIC design.
The storage ring based design meets or even exceeds the requirements referenced in the
Long Range Plan [2], including the upgraded energy reach:
• Center-of-mass energy (ECM ) of 20 to 140 GeV 1 ; the long range plan requires ≈ 20 to
100 GeV.
1 The upper limit of the center of mass energy range can only be extended by a significant additional investment in RF equipment; the lower limit is softer and is given by the ability to detect low energy deep inelastic
scattered electrons; there is no hard restriction from the accelerator other than reduction in luminosity

4
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• A luminosity of up to 1034 cm−2 sec−1 ; the long range plan requires 1033 to
1034 cm−2 sec−1 .
• High polarization of electron and light ion beams with arbitrary spin patterns, with
time-averaged polarizations of ≈ 70 %, as required by the Long Range Plan.
• Beam divergences at the interaction point and apertures of the interaction region
magnets that are compatible with the acceptance requirements of the colliding beam
detector.
• Collisions of electrons with a large range of light to heavy ions (protons to uranium
ions); the long range plan requires ions as heavy as uranium.
• Two interaction regions.

The RHIC tunnel complex incorporates two large experimental halls with full infrastructure for two major collider detectors. These are at the 6 o’clock position2 , where the RHIC
STAR detector [10] is currently operating, and the 8 o’clock position, home of the RHIC
PHENIX detector [11] (see Figure 1.1). The design described here allows for two eRHIC
detectors, but initially only one will be implemented. In this report, we describe in detail the interaction region (IR) configuration for a large, general-purpose detector in one of
these areas (6 o’clock), which could fulfill the requirements for the full range of EIC science
questions described above and in Chapter 2. Our plans for eRHIC include the capability
for two such detectors.
The scientific requirements, calling for high luminosity and near-complete angular coverage by the detector, result in an IR lattice that produces a significant degree of chromaticity
(energy sensitivity of the beam optics). The nonlinear sextupole fields needed to compensate for this effect generally limit the dynamic aperture and need to be well optimized
to provide sufficient beam lifetime. Calculations motivated by experience at HERA [12]
indicate that adding an identical second IR can be achieved without further reduction of
the dynamic aperture (see Section ??). We thus plan for detectors at both the IR6 and IR8
positions. The forces acting on the particles in each beam, which are introduced by the
collective charges of the opposing beam, respectively, and the corresponding dynamical
implications are called “beam-beam effects”. In order to avoid unacceptably large beambeam effects in the case of two experiments, the collider would be operated in a mode
where each of the two experiments sees one-half of the bunch crossings; i.e., each experiment receives 1/2 of the total luminosity (see Section ??).
Highest luminosities can only be achieved by implementing strong cooling of the ion and
proton beams to counteract emittance growth by intrabeam scattering (IBS) [13] associated
with the corresponding small beam emittances. Cooling of hadron beams with beam energies up to 275 GeV requires novel cooling techniques that are currently being developed
and tested in an R&D program at BNL [14].
2 RHIC is composed of six sextants separated by six 200 m long straight sections with a potential collision
point in the center. These six straight sections are denoted as 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12 o’clock, or IR2 to IR12, with
IR12 being the Northern-most IR
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The design satisfies all requirements while the beam dynamics limits are not exceeded. In
particular, the design parameters remain within the limits for maximum beam-beam tuneshift parameters (hadrons: ξ p ≤ 0.015; electrons: ξ e ≤ 0.1) and space charge parameter
(≤ 0.06), as well as beam intensity limitations. The outline for the eRHIC electron ion
collider is shown in Figure 1.1.

Figure 1.1: Schematic diagram of the eRHIC layout.

Polarized electron bunches carrying a charge of 10 nC are generated in a state-of-the-art
polarized electron source. The beam is then accelerated to 400 MeV by a linear accelerator
(LINAC). Once per second, an electron bunch is accelerated in a rapid cycling synchrotron
(RCS), which is also located in the RHIC tunnel, to a beam energy of up to 18 GeV and
is then injected into the electron storage ring, where it is brought into collisions with the
hadron beam. The spin orientation of half of the bunches is anti-parallel to the magnetic
guide field. The other half of the bunches have a spin parallel to the guide field in the arcs.
The Sokolov-Ternov [15] effect will depolarize these electron bunches with a time constant
of 30 min (at the highest energy of 18 GeV). In order to maintain high spin polarization,
each of the bunches with their spins parallel to the main dipole field (of which there are
145 at 18 GeV) is replaced every six minutes. The polarization lifetime is larger at lower
beam energies and bunch replacements are less frequent.
The highest luminosity of L = 1 × 1034 cm−2 sec−1 is achieved with 10 GeV electrons colliding with 275 GeV protons (ECM = 105 GeV). The high luminosity is achieved due to
large beam-beam parameters, a flat shape (or large aspect ratio σx /σy ) of the electron and
hadron bunches at the collision point, and the large circulating electron and proton currents distributed over as many as 1160 bunches. Table 1.1 lists the main design parameters
for the beam energies with the highest peak luminosity.

6

CHAPTER 1. ERHIC OVERVIEW
Table 1.1: Maximum luminosity parameters.

Parameter
Center-of-mass energy [GeV]
Energy [GeV]
Number of bunches
Particles per bunch [1010 ]
Beam current [A]
Horizontal emittance [nm]
Vertical emittance [nm]
Horizontal β-function at IP β∗x [cm]
Vertical β-function at IP β∗y [cm]
Horizontal/Vertical fractional betatron tunes
Horizontal divergence at IP σx∗0 [mrad]
Vertical divergence at IP σy∗0 [mrad]
Horizontal beam-beam parameter ξ x
Vertical beam-beam parameter ξ y
IBS growth time longitudinal/horizontal [hr]
Synchrotron radiation power [MW]
Bunch length [cm]
Hourglass and crab reduction factor [16]
Luminosity [1034 cm−2 sec−1 ]

hadron

electron

104.9
275

10
1160

6.9
1.0
9.6
1.5
90
4.0
0.305/0.31
0.103
0.195

17.2
2.5
20.0
1.2
43
5.0
0.08/0.06
0.215
0.156

0.014
0.007
3.4/2.0
6

0.073
0.1
9.0
2
0.86
1.0

At the lower center-of-mass energies, the beam sizes need to be increased and/or the beam
intensities have to be decreased to keep the beam-beam tune shift below the maximum
allowed value. At a higher center-of-mass energy, which is achieved by increasing the
electron energy to 18 GeV, the electron beam intensity has to be reduced to limit the synchrotron radiation power loss to 10 MW. Figure 1.2 shows the peak luminosity versus
center-of-mass energy that will be achieved in eRHIC. In the case of collisions between
electrons and ions, the electron-nucleon luminosity is lower, but event rates comparable to
the electron-proton case are achieved.
We need to separate the electron and hadron beams quickly after collisions. In order to
avoid parasitic crossings, without introducing separator magnets and the associated generation of synchrotron radiation, the beams collide under a crossing angle of 25 mrad. Collisions with a crossing angle reduce the overlap region of the two beams thereby reducing
the luminosity by an order of magnitude. In addition, with a crossing angle, the transverse
beam-beam forces depend strongly on the longitudinal position of the particles which generates strong synchro-betatron resonances that affect the beam lifetime and stability. These

1.2. OVERVIEW OF THE ERHIC ELECTRON ION COLLIDER

Luminosity [1033 cm-2 s-1]

10

7

Beam-beam limited

10 MW SR limit

1

Space-charge limited

0.1
0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

160

Center of Mass Energy [GeV]
Figure 1.2: eRHIC electron-proton peak luminosity versus center-of-mass energy (ECM ). The
luminosity for low ECM is limited by the beam-beam interaction; at high ECM , the luminosity is limited by the electron beam intensity and the total synchrotron radiation power. A
maximum power of 10 MW is chosen to limit operational costs. This is not a technical limit
but a design choice. (Solid lines connecting the dots are inserted to guide the eye.)

crossing angle effects are avoided by employing crab crossing [17] using crab cavities.
Compensation of the crossing angle by crab cavities is a proven technology that has been
demonstrated routinely in the electron-positron collider KEKB [18], and crab crossing is
planned for the high luminosity upgrade of the large hadron collider (LHC).
The main elements of eRHIC that have to be added to the existing RHIC complex are:
• A low frequency photocathode gun delivering 10 nC bunches of polarized electrons
at 1 Hz
• A 400 MeV normal-conducting S-band injector LINAC
• A 400 MeV to 18 GeV rapid cycling synchrotron (RCS) in the RHIC tunnel
• A high intensity, spin-transparent electron storage ring with up to 18 GeV beam energy in the RHIC tunnel with superconducting RF cavities
• A high luminosity interaction region with 25 mrad crossing angle, crab cavities and
spin rotators that allows for a full acceptance detector; a second interaction region is
possible and feasible
• A 150 MeV energy recovery LINAC that provides continuous electron beams for
strong hadron cooling

8
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• A small number of additional buildings to house additional RF power stations and
the electron injector.

The eRHIC electron storage ring design is using established and existing technologies from
high intensity electron storage rings such as the B-factories of KEK [18] and SLAC [19], as
well as from modern synchrotron light sources.

1.3

eRHIC Design Concept

The eRHIC pre-conceptual design provides a path towards a machine with a nominal luminosity of up to 1034 cm−2 sec−1 . The overall concept is to base the design, to a large extent, on existing technologies which will greatly reduce the technical risk. This is expected
to result in reduced project costs, rapid commissioning, and will provide usable physics
data soon after project completion. A design version with somewhat reduced luminosity
(“moderate luminosity”) is discussed as well in the context of design risk mitigation (see
Appendix ??). For commissioning and initial operation, we consider even more modest
parameters that are, however, still within the range of requirements of the White Paper on
the EIC [1] (see Appendix ??).
In the following we will describe the parameters for the maximum performance that we
are referring to as nominal parameters, which are summarized below:
• The design peak luminosity reaches up to 1.0 × 1034 cm−2 sec−1 , depending on centerof-mass energy (see Figure 1.2). The electron energy and the luminosity at energies
Ee ≥ 10 GeV is limited by the power of the synchrotron radiation. A total synchrotron radiation power of 10 MW is considered a reasonable upper limit. This
allows a beam energy of 18 GeV together with a luminosity which is still 19% of the
maximum luminosity at 10 GeV.
• The center-of-mass energy from 20 to 140 GeV is realized by proton energies that
range from 41 to 275 GeV, and by electron energies up to 18 GeV. RHIC magnets
are capable of exceeding the present maximum operational energy of 255 GeV since
some magnets that presently limit the beam energy will no longer be needed in eRHIC. The lowest eRHIC proton energy is 41 GeV. This is limited by the need to synchronize the revolution frequency with the electron beam.
• Both electron and hadron beams will be spin polarized with flexible spin patterns.
Proton polarization is part of the present RHIC program and can be carried over
as-is to eRHIC. The capability of light ion polarization (helions and deuterons) will
be added by upgrading the Siberian snakes (this sequence of magnets which suppress spin depolarizing resonances have been first described in Reference [20]) and
ion sources, and by improved polarimetry. The electron beam polarization will be
enabled by full-energy injection of polarized electron bunches with the desired spin
direction (up or down) and frequent electron bunch replacement to ensure a high
degree of polarization.
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• A transverse momentum detection acceptance for scattered protons from 200 MeV/c
to 1.3 GeV/c in at least one transverse plane is realized by limiting the divergence
angle of the proton beam at the interaction point (IP). Proton β-functions at the IP
are chosen such that 50% of all scattered protons with a transverse momentum of
200 MeV/c can be detected by forward detectors close to the beam (“Roman Pots”),
which limits the achievable luminosity in this configuration. Increasing this lower
limit of detectable transverse momentum allows us to decrease the horizontal βfunction at the IP substantially, thus increasing the maximum luminosity by a factor
of two or more. As the cross section increases steeply with decreasing scattering angle, it is sufficient to operate in this mode for only a short amount of time (≈ 10%),
which then has only a correspondingly small impact on integrated luminosity.
The basic assumptions of this design are:
• The electron ring is installed in the existing RHIC tunnel to minimize civil engineering efforts, and it has the same circumference as RHIC.
• The layout described here admits two interaction regions (IR) and two interaction
points (IP). However, the second IR has not yet been integrated into the lattice design and the dynamic aperture assessment is yet to be completed. In case of operation with two collision points, the luminosity is maximized as half of the electron
and hadron bunches collide in one of the two interaction points and the other half
of the particles collide in the second IP. Luminosities and beam-beam parameters
quoted are based on a single beam-beam interaction per turn. In operations with
two detectors, each will receive half of the luminosity (see Section ??).
• Electron and hadron beams have identical beam sizes at the interaction point. The
beams are flat and the horizontal beam size is larger than the vertical one. At the
interaction point, the two beams intersect at a full crossing angle of 25 mrad in the
horizontal plane. The resulting luminosity loss will be largely restored by tilting the
bunches around the vertical axis in the IP (perpendicular to the crossing plane) by
half the crossing angle using transversely deflecting RF resonators, so-called crab
cavities, in the hadron ring. This is mandatory for hadron bunches. Crab cavities in
the electron ring are needed as well to avoid synchro-betatron resonances excited by
the collision crossing angle in the electron beam, though their pure geometric effect
is negligible.
• Hadron beam parameters are a moderate extrapolation of what has been achieved
at RHIC, with one exception: the number of bunches is increased from 111 to up
to 1160. The total proton current, however, is increased only by a factor of three.
Injection and acceleration will be done with 290 bunches. At the maximum beam
energy in storage mode, the bunches will be adiabatically split in two steps into 1160
bunches. Note that in the absence of strong hadron cooling, a maximum luminosity
of 0.43 × 1034 cm−2 sec−1 is achievable with 580 bunches (see Appendix ??).
• A rapid cycling synchrotron (RCS) located inside the RHIC tunnel serves as a polarized full-energy injector for the electron storage ring.
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• The maximum electron beam-beam parameter does not exceed ξ e = 0.1, a level that
has been routinely achieved at the B-factories KEKB [18] and PEP-II [19]. The electron
ring will be operated near the integer betatron resonance to mitigate the beam-beam
effect while simultaneously minimizing the impact of systematic depolarizing spin
resonances.
• The RF power required to replace the power of the synchrotron radiation emitted by
the beam is 10 MW. This corresponds to a linear synchrotron radiation power load
of 4 kW/m, which is equivalent to 37 W/mm2 in the arcs. This linear load is less than
half of the corresponding value for PEP-II [19] and KEKB [18]. There is no principle
hard limit of the RF power but 10 MW is considered a practical upper limit.

1.4

Beam Parameters and Luminosity

The luminosity of an electron-proton collider is given by
L = H · fb ·

Np Ne
,
4πσx σy

(1.1)

where Np and Ne are the number of hadrons and electrons per bunch, respectively, f b is
the bunch frequency, and σx and σy are the RMS beam sizes (assuming they are the same
for both beams) given by the electron or proton beam emittances ε x,y and β-functions at
the interaction point (IP) β∗x,y as
q
(1.2)
σx,y = ε x,y β∗x,y .
H is a factor reflecting the impact of the hourglass effect (the impact of the variation of the
beam cross section along the length of the bunch in collisions) and residual effects of the
compensated crossing angle. With the bunch length being close to the vertical β-function
at the IP, the factor H remains above 0.8. For eRHIC, the current limits are taken as 1.0 A
for the protons and 2.5 A for the electrons based on the PEP-II [19] operation with 2.1 A at
9 GeV and 3.2 A at 3 GeV.
The numbers of particles per bunch Ne,p are constrained by the beam-beam tune shift parameters induced by the bunches upon each other,
ξ x,y,e,p =

re,p Np,e
1
,
2π γe,p ee,p 1 + Ky,x

(1.3)

where re,p are the classical radii of the electrons or protons, respectively, and
Ky =

σy
1
=
.
σx
Kx

(1.4)
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Combining these two equations and thereby eliminating the emittances yields
1 + Ky
1
p
(γe γ p Ie I p )1/2
L = 2√
e re · r p
Ky

ξ ex ξ ey ξ px ξ py
β∗xe β∗ye β∗xp β∗yp

!1/4
.

(1.5)

In this form, the luminosity is expressed by the limiting factors, the beam currents Ie and
I p , the beam-beam tune-shift parameters ξ x,y,e,p , the β-functions at the IP, and the beam
size ratio Ky . We see that for flat beams, Ky  1, one gets a significant enhancement
factor of the luminosity as compared to round beams (Ky = 1). For this reason, the beam
parameters are optimized around a value of Ky = 0.08 which enhances the luminosity by
a factor of ≈ 1.5 as compared to a round beam scenario.
Colliding beam experience at RHIC suggests the beam-beam parameters ξ p for the protons
are bounded by beam stability considerations at values of ξ p ≈ 0.015, while the electrons
can, with sufficient synchrotron radiation damping, reach ξ e = 0.1 according to experience
at the B-factories. Beam currents are assumed to be limited by the bunch current values
achieved in RHIC [21] and by total beam currents achieved in PEP-II [19].
High luminosity obviously requires small values of the β-functions at the IP. There are a
number of constraints which limit the β-functions:
• For flat beams, the vertical β-function at the IP is smaller than the horizontal one.
The vertical β-function is limited by the length of the proton bunch via the hourglass
effect. The proton bunch length in turn is limited by intra-beam scattering. The
minimum value is about 5 cm for the highest luminosity case with 1160 bunches.
• An important part of the EIC physics program is the measurement of the spatial distribution of the gluon density of the hadrons. This requires detection of protons that
are scattered under a small angle. The acceptance for such low transverse momentum scattered protons (low-pt ) depends strongly on the horizontal divergence of the
beam at the IP and gives rise to another limitation for the horizontal β-function and
Ky . The horizontal divergence is proportional to 1/( β∗xp )1/2 . In order to accept scattered particles with pt = 200 MeV/c, the horizontal β-function of the hadron beam
should be about 1 m. The design values are β∗xp = 90 cm and β∗yp = 4 cm.
• Small β-functions at the interaction point (IP) imply large β-functions in the strong
final focus quadrupoles. Very large β-functions in quadrupoles cause a strong effect
on the tune and the optics for off-energy particles, referred to as chromatic effects.
Chromaticity needs to be compensated to provide sufficient space for a stable working point for the beam in-between nonlinear resonances. Chromaticity correction is
accomplished by nonlinear sextupole fields in the accelerator arcs. This in turn introduces a dynamic aperture limit and increases the width of nonlinear resonances to be
avoided by reducing the tune footprint. Sufficient beam lifetime requires a minimum
dynamic aperture. Beyond a certain value of chromaticity, the stability requirements
for the beam cannot be fulfilled. This threshold value depends on other parameters
such as phase advance per arc FODO cell and number of sextupole families. An ap-
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proximate rule is that the IR chromaticity should not contribute more than about one
third to the total natural chromaticity.

In summary, the general concept of achieving high luminosity is the same as that for e+ e− colliders:
Luminosity is increased by running with the highest beam currents, using flat beams, low
emittances, and low β-functions at the IP. Focusing magnets are installed as close as possible to the IP. The beam current is distributed over many, closely spaced bunches, while
the charge per bunch is relatively low. These choices mandate a crossing angle collision
geometry.
Table 1.1 in Section 1.2 shows the beam parameters for the highest luminosity. The highest
luminosity is achieved for an electron beam energy of 10 GeV and for a proton beam energy
of 275 GeV. Both the β∗ and emittances of both protons and electrons are larger in the
horizontal plane than in the vertical plane, resulting in flat beam profiles at the IP. Unequal
emittances are natural for the electrons in a storage ring. For protons, however, the beam
first needs to be pre-cooled at low energies using electron cooling. Subsequently, kicker
noise is applied in the horizontal plane to increase the horizontal emittance to its desired
value. Experimentally, it is known that such emittance asymmetries can be stable in RHIC
for long storage times.
Maximum luminosity is achieved with an electron beam energy of 10 GeV and a proton
beam energy of 275 GeV which corresponds to a center-of-mass energy of 105 GeV. For
larger electron energies, the rapidly increasing synchrotron radiation power scales with
the electron energy to the 4th power, P ∝ Ee4 . This requires reducing the electron current by
the same factor to keep the total synchrotron radiation power below the limit of 10 MW.
At the highest electron energy of 18 GeV, the electron current is only 0.26 A —nine times
smaller than the maximum value. The loss in luminosity is mitigated by decreasing the
number of bunches by a factor of four and adjusting the transverse beam parameters. The
increase of electron beam emittance, which scales as Ee2 , is compensated by increasing the
phase advance in the arcs from 60◦ per FODO cell3 to 90◦ per FODO cell. The overall
result is that the luminosity is reduced by a factor of five as compared to the maximum
value achieved at 10 GeV electron energy.
These considerations result in the luminosity versus center-of-mass energy as shown in
Figure 1.2. The parameters shown in Table 1.1 are derived under the assumption that the
proton beam emittances will remain constant at the very small values of ε x = 9.6 nm and
ε y = 1.5 nm. However, the dense hadron beam is subject to substantial emittance growth
due to intrabeam scattering (IBS). IBS must be counterbalanced by strong cooling of the
hadron beam to maintain emittances and bunch length over a reasonable amount of time.
This time needs to be much larger than the time it takes to replace a depleted hadron
beam. Several schemes for strong cooling are considered that promise to yield sufficiently
fast cooling rates to balance emittance growth at the operational parameters of eRHIC. One
of these schemes, called “Coherent Electron Cooling” [22], is being tested experimentally.
3A

FODO cell is a lattice structure with alternating gradient quadrupole magnets between the bending
magnets
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Strong cooling is discussed further in Section 1.9.6.
As already mentioned in Section 1.3, the design must enable detection of scattered protons with a minimum transverse momentum of pt = 200 MeV/c, which at a hadron beam
energy of 275 GeV corresponds to a scattering angle of 730 µrad. The RMS divergence of
the proton beam at the IP must not exceed one tenth of this minimum scattering angle,
σ0 ≤ 73 µrad. This requirement, however, may be violated in the vertical plane, provided
the beam divergence in the horizontal plane meets the requirement. A horizontal RMS
beam divergence of 56 µrad allows detection of 50% of all scattered protons with a transverse momentum of 200 MeV/c. eRHIC will be operated for a short time, say 10% of the
time, with a large β∗x that results in this low divergence and thus provides high acceptance
at the expense of reduced luminosity. For the vast majority of the time, about 90 %, eRHIC
will be operated at small β∗x for high luminosity but reduced acceptance. Because of the
large cross section for small pt , in a short amount of time, a large amount of data can be collected so that there is eventually an equal amount of data at all pt values from 200 MeV/c
to 1.3 GeV/c. This scenario substantially increases the effective luminosity of the facility.
So far we have only discussed electron-proton collisions. Most of the considerations discussed in this section apply to ions with only a few exceptions which are addressed below.
Ions are characterized by the number of nucleons, A, and the electrical charge Z · e, with
A ≈ 2.5Z. The beam-beam tune-shift of the electrons that is assumed to be at the maximum tolerable value for the collision parameters with protons is proportional to Z (for
protons Z = 1). In order to maintain the electron tune-shift value in collisions with ions,
the number of ions per bunch, Ni has to be reduced by a factor Z. The beam-beam tune
shift for the hadrons is also proportional to Z but is inversely proportional to A. Thus the
ion beam-beam tune shift is reduced approximately by a factor of 2.5 for a constant number of electrons. In principle, we could benefit from the reduced tune-shift and increase the
number of particles in the electron bunch by a factor of 2.5. However, this would increase
the electron beam current by a factor of 2.5, which is deemed too high. In conclusion, the
electron-ion luminosity is reduced by a factor of Z. However, most of the cross sections in
electron-ion collisions will increase by a factor of A compared to electron-proton cross sections. Therefore, the event rate of electron-ion collisions is expected to increase by a factor
of approximately 2.5 in electron-ion collisions as compared to electron-proton collisions in
eRHIC. A full luminosity parameter table is shown in section 3.1.1. Note that heavy ion
beams will be unpolarized.

1.5

Beam-Beam Dynamics

The eRHIC approach to achieving stable beam-beam interactions is similar to the HERA
approach: Each beam is assumed to reach the same beam-beam tune shift values as they
did when colliding with a beam of the same species. The beam-beam tune shift as discussed in Section 1.4 is an established measure of characterizing the strength of the highly
nonlinear interaction of the two beams.
However, for eRHIC, this approach is applied on a higher level of beam-beam strength
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than for HERA, as will be discussed in Section ??. The total beam-beam tuneshift values of
electrons with two collision points in HERA are about the same as for one collision point
in eRHIC. For this reason, comprehensive simulation studies have been performed to ensure that the beams remain stable in collisions and that the hadron beam does not suffer
from unacceptably fast emittance growth when colliding with the electron beam. Long
term slow emittance growth is investigated by so called weak-strong beam-beam simulations. With this method one beam is considered static in its transverse and longitudinal
dimensions. This is the equivalent of treating it as a static external field. The other beam is
described by individual particles that are launched in phase space and whose trajectories
are tracked in a complete dynamic model over a large number of turns. This study did not
reveal any unacceptable hadron beam emittance growth for the operational parameters of
eRHIC.
The other effect that might compromise the performance of an electron-ion collider is a
strong coherent interaction between the two beams. Such interactions have been observed
occasionally in HERA but could not be studied systematically. If such a coherent beambeam instability occurs, the hadron beam transverse phase space will filament quickly,
which corresponds to a strong effective emittance growth. This would render the hadron
beam useless for high luminosity collision operations.
This issue was investigated for eRHIC parameters using so-called strong-strong beambeam simulations. Both beams are described by super-particles in a complete dynamical
model. The particle distributions at the collision point are used to generate a realistic
beam-beam force. Much mathematical finesse is required to suppress artificial noise due
to the fact that the number of super-particles is much smaller than the number of particles
in a real beam. These methods are not well suited to investigate long term stability of the
beam but are designed to describe short term strong dynamic effects.
The simulations for eRHIC performed with the computer codes BBSS [23] and BeamBeam3D [24] indeed revealed a coherent instability such as observed in HERA. A clear
instability threshold has been found for beam-beam tune shift values of the hadron beam
which are twice as large as the eRHIC design parameters. Figure1.3 shows the result of
this simulation.
A particular complication of the beam-beam effect arises from crab crossing as the
“crabbed” bunch exhibits residual deviations from a straight line due to the sinusoidal
crab cavity field. According to simulations, this deviation must be small compared to the
transverse beam size to avoid hadron emittance growth.
The conclusion of the beam-beam dynamics study is that while the eRHIC beam-beam
parameters are fairly aggressive, the simulations predict stable beams in collisions with
only small long term emittance growth.
Further studies are still in progress at this stage of the eRHIC design, for example imperfect
compensation of the crossing angle and residual dynamic effects such as synchro-betatron
resonances, as well as imperfection and spurious dispersion in the crab cavities. Some of
these effects are described in more detail in the body of this pre-conceptual design study.
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Figure 1.3: Coherent beam-beam instability as seen by strong-strong beam-beam simulations using the code BBSS. The number of protons in the upper plot is at 1.6 times the eRHIC
design value of 1011 ; the resulting motion is still stable. In the lower plot, the number of
protons is increased to twice the design value. In this case both beams perform unstable
betatron oscillations. Such oscillations will blow up the hadron emittance.

1.6

Layout of the Interaction Region

The layout of the interaction region (IR) fulfills the following requirements:
• To achieve small beam cross sections and high luminosity, the beams are strongly
focused at the interaction point (small β∗ of order a few centimeters) by low-β
quadrupole magnets, also referred to as final focus quadrupoles.
• The final focus quadrupoles must have sufficient aperture for the large beam size at
their location.
• Large contributions to the chromaticity, which is a set of parameters characterizing
the energy sensitivity of the beam optics, are generated in the low-β quadrupoles.
Chromaticity needs to be compensated by nonlinear sextupole fields which, in turn,
limit the dynamic aperture. The eRHIC IR design balances small β∗ and tolerable
values of chromaticity.
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• The EIC physics program requires a large acceptance of hadrons scattered under very
small angles off the collision point. The low-β quadrupoles have a large aperture so
that scattered hadrons and neutrons can be detected by detector elements placed
further downstream.
• The beam divergence and therefore the minimum β∗ is restricted to enable detection
of forward scattered protons with transverse momenta as small as pt = 200 MeV/c.
These particles are then outside the 10 σ proton beam envelope and are detectable
by near-beam detectors, so-called “Roman Pots,” which are placed on the forward
hadron beam pipe.
• The beams collide under a crossing angle of 25 mrad to separate the electron and proton beams quickly, to avoid parasitic collisions, and to provide space for a neutron
detector in the forward4 direction and the luminosity detector in the forward electron direction. An important factor is the large bunch frequency of up to 99 MHz,
which corresponds to only ten nanoseconds bunch spacing, required for high luminosity. The crossing angle effects, in particular the reduced overlap of the two beams
and excitation of synchro-betatron resonances, must be compensated for by using socalled crab cavities —transverse RF resonators that kick the head and the tail of the
proton and electron bunches in opposite directions in the plane of the crossing angle.
These cavities are placed at a horizontal betatron phase advance of π/2 from the interaction point (IP) on both the rear and the forward side, forming a 180◦ bump. This
causes the bunches to be tilted in-between the crab cavities in the horizontal plane
by exactly half the crossing angle at the IP, and provides (ideally) the same collision
geometry as head-on collisions, thereby avoiding synchro-betatron coupling.
• Strong synchrotron radiation generated by the electron beam can destroy sensitive
detector equipment and make data-taking impossible. Therefore, the electron beam
must not experience dipole fields in the interaction region (IR), certainly not on
the forward side upstream of the IP. This is another strong reason why the two
beams must collide at a crossing angle. Synchrotron radiation generated in the lowβ quadrupoles on the electron-upstream side (the forward side of the IR) should be
absorbed on the rear side of the IR as far as possible from the detector to minimize
backscattered photons. This requires an extra large aperture for the electron low-β
quadrupole magnets on the downstream side of the IP.
• Both the light hadron (protons, deuterons, 3 He) and electron beams are spin polarized. Polarization is only stable if the polarization direction coincides with the direction of the guide field in the arcs. In collisions, the spins are oriented longitudinally.
Thus, the IR design accommodates pairs of spin rotators that accomplish longitudinal spin at the IP and vertical spin in the arcs. The spin rotators in the hadron ring already exist and are unchanged in this design. The spin rotators for the electron beam
consist of two pairs of strong solenoids with quadrupole magnets in-between each
pair, which are tuned such that the x-y coupling by the two solenoids cancels. This
4 The

IP separates the IR into a forward and a rear side or direction. The forward side is the side of the
proton beam coming from the IP and the rear side is the side of protons going to the IP.
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set of four solenoids is required on each side of the IP. The beam transport between
the rotators is “spin transparent.” This means the magnetic fields in quadrupole
magnets experienced by a particle performing betatron and synchrotron oscillations
cancel between the spin rotators. This translates into beam optics spin matching conditions.
• The IR layout must provide room for a luminosity monitor on the rear side. This
monitor detects hard γ-rays that are generated in the Bethe-Heitler process and exploited for luminosity measurement. The dipole magnet bending the electrons away
from the path of the γ beam is at the same time a spectrometer magnet.
• On the forward proton side, a neutron detector is required. A dipole magnet bends
the hadron beam away from the collision axis to provide space for this element.

Figure 1.4: Schematic layout of the interaction region (top view, as simulated for high divergence, no cooling). Beams cross at an angle of 25 mrad. Note the length scales for the
horizontal and vertical axis are very different. The IR design integrates focusing magnets
for both beams, luminosity and neutron detectors, electron taggers, spectrometer magnets,
near-beam detectors (Roman pots for hadrons), crab cavities, and spin rotators for both
beams. The two beams are focused by quadrupole doublets. On the hadron-forward side,
there are separate focusing magnets which are partially longitudinally interleaved. The first
quadrupole magnet for electrons is integrated into a hadron spectrometer dipole. On the
rear side, hadrons and electrons are focused by quadrupoles which are installed side-byside in the same cryostat. The maximum β-functions in the IR for hadrons of 2000 m remain
within the operating range of RHIC, while the maximum β-functions for electrons remain
below 860 m.

Figure 1.4 shows a schematic of the top-view of the IR with 25 mrad beam crossing angle
which satisfies all these conditions. For high luminosities, the β-functions at the IP are
required to be as small as possible. In the case of 10 GeV electrons colliding with 275 GeV
hadrons, the β-functions are β∗x,e = 43 cm, β∗y,e = 5 cm, β∗x,p = 90 cm, and β∗y,p = 4 cm (see
Table 1.1). To avoid generation of an excessive amount of chromaticity generated in the
low-β quadrupoles, these magnets should be placed as close as possible to the interaction

18

CHAPTER 1. ERHIC OVERVIEW

point. Special quadrupole magnets are needed to focus the two beams with the conditions
and constraints mentioned above.
On the forward side, electron and hadron quadrupole magnets are partially interleaved.
The first magnet is a room temperature spectrometer magnet with a very large aperture;
located inside the aperture of the spectrometer magnet there is an electron quadrupole,
which is shielded from the dipole field by an anti-dipole magnet. Further downstream
the electron beam is shielded from the strong fields of the superconducting hadron
quadrupoles by return yokes with designated cut-out regions which provide a field-free
region for the electron beam. A strong dipole magnet is required on this side of the IP to
steer the hadron beam away from the path of neutrons that are detected in the downstream
neutron detector placed in this area as well.
On the rear side, the superconducting focusing magnets for electrons and protons are installed side-by-side in the same cryostat. The cross-section of the first quadrupoles on the
hadron-rear side is shown in Figure 1.5. A steel return yoke shields the electron beam
from the field of the hadron quadrupole magnets. Electron quadrupoles have an extra
large aperture to provide sufficient space for the synchrotron radiation fan generated by
the forward-side quadrupoles and must be absorbed further downstream, far away from
sensitive detector components. The electron beam is steered away from the path of γradiation created by electron-hadron scattering (Bethe-Heitler), which is used to measure
luminosity. The bending magnet acts as a spectrometer magnet for deep-inelastically scattered electrons with low Q2 . These are tagged as part of the luminosity measurement.

Yoke

Quadrupole magnets

Electron beam

Hadron beam

Figure 1.5: Cross section through the first low-β quadrupole cryostat on the hadron rear side
(electron forward side). The two superconducting magnets, one for hadrons (left) and one
for electrons (right), are separated by a common return yoke structure.
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The maximum β-functions in the low-β quadrupoles for protons are β̂ x,p = 700 m and
β̂ y,p = 2000 m, respectively. For electrons the corresponding numbers are β̂ x,e = 860 m
and β̂ y,e = 645 m. The two beam lines are relatively close, so the early magnets of both
beams need to have limited outside radial dimensions, outside of which the fields must
be low. On the forward side, the apertures for the hadron magnets are considerably larger
than required by the circulating hadron beam to provide sufficient clearance for scattered
hadrons from the IP to be detected further downstream. For further details of IR magnet
properties see Section 3.2.1.

1.7

Spin Rotators

Spin polarization of electron and hadron beams is preserved in beam storage if the spin
orientation in the arcs of the accelerator is vertical. In collision, both electron and hadron
spins are required to be in the longitudinal direction. In order to rotate the electron spin
from the vertical direction in the arcs to the longitudinal direction, a set of magnets called
spin rotators are required and need to be integrated into the interaction region. A second
spin rotator, which rotates the spin back into the vertical direction, is required after the
beam passes the interaction point. Spin rotators are an integral part of the interaction
region and are associated with a number of beam optics conditions as discussed below.
The ends of the arcs surrounding the detectors in IR8 and IR6 accommodate the spin rotators. The proton spin rotators are identical to the ones presently used in RHIC, which
are based on helical dipole magnets. Spin rotators based on helical magnets have been
successfully used for polarized protons in RHIC [25, 26]. A helical magnet design leads
to smaller orbit excursion compared with a design based on regular dipoles. The eRHIC
electron spin rotators must operate over a large energy range, up to 18 GeV. Since the orbit
excursion in the dipole magnets (either regular or helical) scales inversely with the beam
energy, a HERA-type rotator would lead to 1 m orbit excursions of 5 GeV electrons [27].
Furthermore, the synchrotron radiation power per meter produced by 18 GeV eRHIC electrons is considerably larger than that generated by the 27.5 GeV electrons in HERA, due
to the much larger electron current. Reducing the linear power load requires further increasing the rotator length and, correspondingly, the orbit excursion. Therefore, the most
practical solution consists of a spin rotator based on strong solenoid magnets. Solenoidal
Siberian snakes have been used in electron accelerators operating in the 0.5 GeV to 1 GeV
range [28].
The spin rotators for electrons are based on interleaved solenoids and bending magnets.
Each of the long and short solenoid modules contains a solenoid (split into two halfsections), and five quadrupoles that compensate the impact of the strong solenoidal fields
on beam optics and transverse coupling and are required to satisfy the spin matching conditions. The lengths of the solenoids are chosen such that the maximum magnetic field
required is 7 T. The settings for the magnetic fields of the solenoids to achieve longitudinal polarization of the electron beam depend on the beam energy. Optimization of the
solenoidal spin integrals led to the parameters listed in Table 1.2.
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The optics functions through the IR are shown in Figure 1.6. The set of β-functions describing this coupled case is given in Mais-Ripken parameterization [29]. Betatron coupling
functions are limited to the rotator insertions, which are also made dispersion-free.
Table 1.2: Spin rotator parameters.

Parameter
Field integral range [T · m]
Solenoid length [m]
Solenoid spin rotation angle at 18 GeV
Location in the RHIC tunnel

Short solenoid module

Long solenoid module

20-34
5.4
32◦
RHIC dipole 9-10

4-122
18.
116◦
RHIC dipole 6-8

Figure 1.6: 18 GeV electron beam optics in the colliding straight section with the interaction
region, the matching sections, the spin rotators, and dispersion suppressors. In the center
of the plot is the interaction point (IP) with large values of the β-functions on both sides.
The additional β peaks, in this plot denoted by β 1,2 and β 2,1 , are caused by the coupled βfunctions that vanish outside the rotator. These are drawn on a different scale, shown on the
right hand side of the plot.
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1.8
1.8.1
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Electron Storage Ring Design
Storage Ring Overview

The electron storage ring is located in the existing RHIC tunnel, in the same plane as the
ion ring, and has a circumference of 3833.940 m that matches the proton revolution time at
133 GeV, an energy that balances the orbit offsets required for maintaining the revolution
time at 100 GeV and 275 GeV, see Section 1.9 Like the ion ring, it consists of alternating
inner and outer arcs in order to have the same revolution time as the ion ring. Figure 1.7
shows a tunnel cross section with the two existing RHIC ion rings, the electron ring, and
the rapid-cycling synchrotron.
As in the present RHIC, there are six arcs separated by six approximately 200 m long
straight sections with a potential interaction point (IP) in the middle. These straight sections are denoted by their geographical positions as IR2 to IR12, with IR12 being in the
North.
The ring is organized as follows:
• Straight section IR 6: colliding beam detector with hadron/electron low-β section,
spin rotators and crab cavities.
• Straight section IR 10: superconducting RF systems, hadron beam abort.
• Straight section IR 12: polarimetry, damper systems, special instrumentation, electron injection and extraction.
• Straight section IR 2: electron source and pre-injector LINAC, strong hadron cooler
facility.
• Straight section IR 4: hadron injection, warm hadron RF.
• Straight section IR 8: 2nd colliding beam detector, spin rotators and crab cavities.
The average arc radius is 380 m, with a dipole bending radius of ρ = 290 m. The lattice
in the arcs and the non-colliding utility straights is composed of FODO cells. Each of the
main dipoles in the arcs consists of three individual bending magnets, a short, 0.594 meter
long magnet in the center between two longer (l = 3.253 m) magnets, thus forming superbends.
In this configuration, the amount of synchrotron radiation can be controlled to ensure sufficient radiation damping for all beam energies between 5 and 18 GeV, thereby providing
sufficient damping decrements in support of the anticipated strong beam-beam parameters of ξ x,y ≤ 0.1 (see below). In addition, the split magnets produce the desired beam
emittance at 5 GeV beam energy. Each arc of the electron ring is composed of 16 identical
FODO cells. Each half cell consists of a 0.6 meter long quadrupole, a 0.5 meter long sextupole, a 7.4 meter long dipole triplet, and a 0.25 meter long dipole corrector. The drift
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Figure 1.7: Schematic view of the location of the electron storage ring in the tunnel arcs. The
Rapid Cycling Synchrotron injector is mounted above the collider ring plane.

spaces between the individual magnets are slightly different for the inner and outer arcs
to account for the difference in the average bending radius. Figure 1.8 shows the layout of
one arc FODO cell. At both ends of each arc, two additional FODO cells with individually
powered quadrupoles are used to match the optical functions between the straights and
the arc, and to suppress the dispersion in the straight sections. A missing-magnet scheme
eases the dispersion matching.
The specific horizontal emittances required at different energies are realized by a combination of FODO cell phase advances in the arc, and utilizing the super-bends, while the
vertical emittance is controlled by applying a vertical dispersion bump. At a beam energy
of 18 GeV, the phase advance per arc FODO cell is set to 90◦ , while at 5 and 10 GeV it is
reduced to 60◦ . The vertical phase advance is set to the same value in order to maximize
the dynamic aperture [2]. These different phase advances require a flexible chromaticity
correction scheme, based on four families for a FODO cell phase advance of 90◦ and 6 families for a 60◦ phase advance. The parameters of the beam optics of the arcs for different
beam energies are shown in Table 1.3.
A large number of constraints have to be fulfilled to match the interaction region into the
arcs. The small β-functions at the IP result in large β-functions in the low-β quadrupoles.
The horizontal β-functions are intentionally large at the crab cavities in order to lower the
required cavity voltage. Together with the large β-functions in the final focus quadrupoles,
these contribute significantly to the chromaticity. The solenoid spin rotators induce betatron coupling. This coupling is compensated by splitting each solenoid into two individual magnets with a system of five individually powered quadrupoles between them. Spin
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Figure 1.8: One arc FODO cell for an outer arc cell. The lengths of individual components
are to scale.

matching is accomplished by adjusting the independent quadrupole circuits in the interaction region. Figure 1.6 shows the colliding straight section with the interaction region,
matching section, dispersion suppressors, and spin rotators.

1.8.2

Maintaining Radiation Damping and Emittance Control for 5 GeV Electron Beams

Radiation damping allows the electron beam to have a large beam-beam tune shift. While
sufficient radiation to allow a large beam-beam tune shift is produced at higher energies,
simply scaling down the dipole fields for lower energies does not result in sufficient radiation damping to allow for the same large beam-beam tune shift. The radiation damping
for 11 GeV still corresponds to the damping decrement δ = 1/( f c · τx,y ) of KEKB, where
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Table 1.3: Parameters of the electron storage ring (eSR) beam optics in the arcs for different beam energies. At the lowest energies Ee < 10 GeV, the short dipole in each half-cell is
reversed, thus creating a super-bend. This increases radiation damping and damping decrement, provides the required beam emittances, and prevents the bunch length from becoming
too short.

Parameter
Phase advance per cell [degrees]
Horizontal emittance [nm]
Relative energy spread [10−4 ]
Transverse damping time [turns]
Natural chromaticity x/y
Momentum compaction factor [10−3 ]
Quadrupole strength kQF [m−2 ]
Quadrupole strength kQD [m−2 ]
Hor./Vert. sextupole families/sextant
Arc βmax
[m]
x
Arc βmax
[m]
y
Arc maximum dispersion [m]
Quadrupole aperture requirement x/y [mm]

5 GeV

10 GeV

18 GeV

60
20
6.8
5480
-96.2/-89.5
2.5
0.175
0.175
3
33.4
33.4
1.24
30/30

60
20
5.8
4650
-96.2/-89.5
2.5
0.175
0.248
3
33.4
33.4
1.24
30/30

90
24
10.9
720
-101.2/-99.6
1.2
0.248
0.248
2
32.9
32.9
0.67
30/30

τx,y denotes the horizontal and vertical damping time and f c is the revolution frequency.
The solution to this is to place three dipoles, instead of a single dipole, between the arc
quadrupoles. At energies of 10 GeV and above, all three dipoles have the same field. At the
lowest energy (5 GeV), the central dipole will have a higher field (0.46 T) and reversed polarity. This will increase synchrotron radiation sufficiently to reduce the transverse damping times to 50 msec which gives a damping decrement comparable to that realized in
KEKB. This arrangement will also increase the beam emittance close to the 10 GeV value
whereas the total synchrotron radiation power is less than half the 10 GeV value (3.2 MW).
Figure 1.9 shows schematically the dipole configuration and orbits at different energies.
There are three impacts associated with this scheme:
• The orbits are different for each energy, requiring wider dipoles and a wider vacuum
chamber.
• The additional drifts between dipoles reduce the dipole packing fraction, leading
to additional undesirable synchrotron radiation losses at higher energies due to the
higher required dipole fields.
• Higher dipole fields are required for the center dipole when operated at 5 GeV.
The parameters of the electron storage ring are summarized in Table 1.4.
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Figure 1.9: Schematic view of beam orbits and 10 σ envelopes in the split dipole magnets for
various beam energies.
Table 1.4: Parameters of the electron storage ring lattice.

Parameter
Path length in dipoles per half-cell [m]
Bend angle [mrad]
Number of split dipoles in the entire ring
Drift space between split dipoles [m]
Transverse Damping decrement [10−4 ]
Minimum Beam Energy [GeV]
Length of strong center dipole [m]
Field strength of center dipole [T] at 5 GeV, 18 GeV
Max. Difference between 5 GeV and 18 GeV orbits [mm]
Length of weak and long dipole [m]
Field strength of center dipole [T] at 5 GeV, 18 GeV

1.8.3

Value
7.4
25.5
192
0.15
1.3 - 10.6
5
0.594
-0.456, 0.248
14
3.253
0.113, 0.248

Electron Spin Polarization in the Storage Ring

The collision of longitudinally polarized electrons is a key requirement of the electron-ion
collider, and a large effort has been undertaken to ensure good polarization of the electron
beam during collision operation. The evolution of beam polarization in electron storage
rings is defined by two processes related to synchrotron radiation, namely Sokolov-Ternov
self-polarization and depolarization caused by synchrotron radiation quantum emission.
The self-polarization process leads to a slow buildup of electron polarization in the direction opposite to the vertical guiding field, up to a maximum level of 92.4% in an accelerator
without spin rotators and with sufficiently weak spin resonances. However, the presence
of spin rotators, super-bends, and strong spin resonances reduces the equilibrium polarization level. An important quantity is also the self-polarization time, which has a strong
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Figure 1.10: Sokolov-Ternov electron spin polarization time as a function of electron beam
energy. The depolarization for spin parallel to the magnetic guide field due to the SokolovTernov effect becomes important for beam energies well above 10 GeV. At 18 GeV, electron
bunches with polarization in the direction of the guide field have to be replaced every
six min.

dependence on the beam energy. The self-polarization time as a function of beam energy
for an eRHIC storage ring placed in the present RHIC tunnel is shown in Figure 1.10. The
calculation takes into account the split dipole structure which enhances the synchrotron
radiation at energies below 10 GeV. Nevertheless the self-polarization time is quite long
over the entire energy range, except approaching 18 GeV where it drops to about 30 minutes. This demands a full energy polarized electron injector, so that the electron beam
is injected into the storage ring with high polarization (≈ 85%). One benefit of the long
self-polarization time is that spin patterns containing bunches of opposite polarization orientation can be efficiently used.
The HERA collider had a successful electron spin program with an electron energy of
27.5 GeV. Electrons collided with hadrons in three interaction points (one of them was a
fixed target) that required three pairs of spin rotators [30]. The polarization was between
45 and 55%, limited by the slow Sokolov-Ternov time (24 min) and the low rate of reliable polarization measurements in presence of slow drifts of the closed orbit. Essential for
the success of spin operations in HERA was a spin matched optics between spin rotators
around each interaction point (IP). Spin matching requires a set of beam-optical conditions
where the small spin rotations experienced during betatron and synchrotron oscillations
due to the fields of the focusing magnets and solenoids cancel for all particles in the beam,
thus zeroing spin rotations to linear order in transverse and longitudinal phase space variables. Spin matching for eRHIC includes the effects of all quadrupole, dipole, and solenoid
fields (see Sections ?? and ?? for details).
Another important element of high polarization in HERA was the introduction of har-
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monic orbit bumps [27] in the lattice to cancel the driving terms of spin imperfection resonances by residual dipole fields due to orbit distortions in the arc. It was also essential that
the betatron tunes were chosen close to the integer resonance Q x,y = 48.08, 48.12, as far
away as possible from the half integer depolarizing resonance. The plans for high electron
polarization operation in eRHIC are based on the successful HERA spin program.
The main challenge of spin dynamics in the eRHIC storage ring is to preserve the high
polarization level of the injected beam, which implies that beam energies must be chosen
far from spin resonance conditions. The required time scale of polarization preservation
is defined by the time interval between electron bunch replacements. Depolarizing effects
are dominated by spin diffusion caused by the quantum nature of synchrotron radiation
emission. In the presence of synchrotron radiation related spin diffusion the equilibrium
polarization is described by the Derbenev-Kondratenko formula [31]. The depolarizing
time τdpl is defined by the diffusion rate of the beam energy spread and the sensitivity of
the stable spin solution ~n to the particle energy,
1
τdpl

1
∂~n
≈ hγ
2
∂γ

2

d(δγ/γ)
iθ
dt

(1.6)

where γ is the relativistic factor and the averaging inside the angle brackets is performed
over the accelerator azimuth θ and over the beam phase space. The strength of depolarizing effects generally increases as E7 , thus making it more difficult to maintain high polarization in storage rings at higher energies [32]. The accelerator technology used to achieve
high polarization at high energies includes highly efficient orbit correction, beam-based
alignment of beam position monitors relative to quadrupole field centers, and harmonic
spin matching [32]. The control of betatron coupling is also essential to maintain high levels of polarization. These tools mitigate the effects of imperfection spin resonances and
their synchrotron sidebands. In addition, the intrinsic resonances must be narrow enough
to preserve high polarization, at least at energies far enough away from spin resonance
conditions.
As discussed above, the eRHIC storage ring uses split dipoles to increase the damping
decrement at lower energies. Such enhanced synchrotron radiation increases the spin diffusion rate. Thus, careful attention has been paid to the possibility of enhanced depolarization at lower energies.
Similarly, the effect of beam-beam interactions on polarization requires consideration. One
concern is the large electron beam-beam tune spread that might effectively widen the intrinsic spin resonances. In HERA, the effect of beam-beam interactions on polarization
was not critical. However, in case of positron-proton collisions, it was observed that noncolliding positron bunches had a smaller polarization in collision mode because the tunes
were optimized for colliding bunches. For electron-proton collisions, the opposite effect
was observed [33]. This observation, however, raises a concern for the eRHIC polarization. The beam-beam tune shift is about the same in eRHIC compared to HERA (taking the
sum of the beam-beam tuneshifts from the two interaction points in HERA which is to be
compared with a single collision per turn in eRHIC). Moreover, the amplitude dependent
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tune shift for large amplitude particles needs to be carefully considered. This beam-beam
tune spread might push a significant part of the electrons away from ideal tunes for good
polarization.
The spin tracking study for eRHIC indicates that the polarization levels at 18 GeV electron
beam energy in eRHIC will be at least similar to the polarization levels achieved in HERA.
At lower energies, significantly higher polarization levels are expected.
Polarization tuning to eliminate imperfection resonances is expected to be easier in eRHIC
than it was in HERA. A much more efficient polarimeter design and the frequent injection
of fully polarized bunches is expected to speed up the tuning process by a factor 10-100
compared to HERA.

1.8.4

Electron Storage Ring Dynamic Aperture

The dynamic aperture of the electron storage ring is critical. With their maximum βfunctions of ≈ 860 m a single interaction region contributes approximately 30% to the
natural chromaticity. A phase advance of 90◦ per FODO cell is required to achieve the
desired horizontal beam emittance of 20 nm for 18 GeV beam energy. At 10 GeV, where
the highest luminosity is achieved, the optimum betatron phase advance in the arcs is 60◦
per FODO cell. The total natural chromaticity including one IR is ξ x,y ≈ −100. At 18 GeV,
the interaction region contributes chromaticities of ξ IR
x,y ≈ −30. The dynamic aperture for
on-momentum particles is maximized by using a two-family sextupole correction scheme
to set the chromaticities to ξ x,y = +1. However, the large off-momentum β-beat generated
by the low-β quadrupole magnets causes a large nonlinear chromaticity that deteriorates
the off-momentum dynamic aperture. The strategy to recover off-momentum dynamic
aperture is two-fold:
• Achieve as much intrinsic compensation of (∆β x,y /β x,y )/(∆p/p) by optimized betatron phase advances between the sources of chromaticity. However, this is constrained by the spin matching conditions and the special phase advances between
crab cavities and IP.
• Arrange the sextupoles in the arcs in families which are tuned to create an offmomentum β-beat that cancels the off-momentum β-beat from the IR, while avoiding
the generation of nonlinear resonance driving terms.
In addition, sextupoles in the dispersion-free straight sections, called ”geometric sextupoles,” may be used to minimize residual contributions to driving terms of nonlinear
resonances.
The six eRHIC arcs consist of 16 regular periodic FODO cells and have, at each end, three
FODO cells for dispersion matching, which are not identical to the regular cells. For the
60◦ optics for a beam energy of 10 GeV, a scheme with a structure of 32 sextupole magnets
(16 horizontally focusing and 16 vertically focusing ones) per arc is applied. They are powered in three horizontal and three vertical families, labeled by Ah,v , Bh,v , and Ch,v . Vertically
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focusing sextupoles are interleaved with the horizontal ones; the scheme is the same. Sextupoles belonging to the same family are always spaced by 180◦ . This implies that driving
terms for off-momentum β-beat accumulate over the sextupoles of the same family and
thereby maximize the potential for compensation of the β-beat from the IR. The contributions to nonlinear driving terms from sextupoles of the same family, however, cancel, so
that non-linear effects are only created in higher order. Since the β-wave generated in the
IR arrives at each arc with a different phase, the sextupole families need to be re-optimized
in each individual arc.
This scheme produces an on-momentum dynamic aperture of ±22σx and provides a momentum aperture of 12σp . These values are believed to provide sufficient margin to accommodate magnetic imperfections and effects of misalignment. An additional margin
is provided by non-chromatic sextupoles in the straight section, which have not yet been
optimized. Figure 1.11 shows the dynamic aperture for different values of the relative
momentum offset ∆p/p in the ( x, y) plane.

Figure 1.11: Dynamic aperture in the ( x, y) plane for different values of the momentum
offset ∆p/p.

The beam optics for 18 GeV with a phase advance of 90◦ requires a different strategy. With
a phase advance of 90◦ , two sextupoles in neighboring cells (horizontally focusing or vertically focusing, respectively) will generate an off-momentum β-beat if the two strengths are
different. Sextupoles in successive pairs with the same strengths will add to this β-beat.
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However, there is no control over the phase of that β-beat. For this reason, the phase of the
beat which comes from the IR needs to arrive with the correct phase at the first sextupole
in the regular arc.
The betatron phase needs to be optimized between the six arcs in order to enable all sextupoles for correction of second order chromaticity. Alternatively, one can arrange that
the first arc corrects only the cosine-like part of the β-beat and the next arc which would
be spaced by a horizontal and vertical betatron phase difference from the first arc of
(2k + 1)π/4 (k integer) to correct the sine-like component of the β-beat (phase referring
always to the first regular sextupole in the arc adjacent to the IR). The 18 GeV lattice is not
fully optimized yet and is not further discussed. In case of unexpected difficulties, it will
be possible to run with a 60◦ lattice at this energy which would result in some luminosity
loss.

1.8.5

Collective Effects in the eRHIC Electron Storage Ring

We have considered coherent instabilities, intrabeam scattering, and Touschek scattering.
Emittance growth times due to intrabeam scattering in the electron storage ring are of order minutes, much longer than the 50 msec radiation damping times. Touschek lifetimes
are hours —much longer than the bunch replacement time required to compensate polarization loss. Coherent instabilities in the electron ring have been studied using a modified
version of TRANFT [34], which was used during the design of NSLS-II. The code has
evolved to simulate both single bunch and coupled bunch instabilities by tracking typically five bunches and assuming a uniform fill pattern. This allows one to use a few times
105 simulation particles per bunch when doing coupled bunch calculations.
Table 1.5: Electron Beam Parameters for | Z/n| = 0.1 Ω. A uniform fill of 630 bunches was
assumed for coupled bunch effects.

Parameter
RF voltage (h = 7560) [MV]
γt
Vsynch [MV]
Ne [1010 ]
σ( p)/p (Z/n=0) [10−4 ]
σ( p)/p (Z/n=0.1) [10−4 ]
σs (Z/n =0.1) [mm]

5 GeV

10 GeV

18 GeV

12
31
1.3
26
6.8
7.5
9.6

24
31
3.6
42
5.5
5.6
7.5

68
41
38
40
10.9
10.9
8.7

Simulations were done for 5, 10, and 18 GeV, and the results are summarized in Table 1.5.
The code tracks three dimensions but the longitudinal and a single transverse dimension are subjected to wake forces. The other transverse dimension is included so that the
beam beam force has the right distribution. The calculation includes the short range re-
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sistive wall wake scaled from NSLS-II, coherent synchrotron radiation, and narrow band
impedances. The dominant narrow band transverse impedance is from resistive wall and
was modeled as a low frequency resonantor. The main longitudinal HOM is from the RF
cavities.
The beam-beam force was sufficient to damp transverse coupled bunch modes, and a longitudinal damper with a gain of Im( Qs ) = .001 was able to suppress the coupled bunch
longitudinal oscillations. It is envisioned that one would use a transverse pickup in a
dispersive region with closed orbit subtraction and a filter to notch out the betatron oscillations. The beam-beam parameter was set to 0.1 initially but values as low as 0.075 were
found sufficient to stabilize the electrons.
After dealing with the longitudinal coupled bunch modes the threshold intensity was set
by the resistive wall instability. The beam parameters in Table 1.5 are stable against resistive wall and no third harmonic RF system was used. The momentum spreads and bunch
lengths listed in the last two lines include some small impedance induced spread but the
momentum spread is only slightly larger than the Z/n = 0 result.
The ion instability has been studied as well. A computer code has been written and, as with
impedance driven instabilities, the beam-beam force is the dominant transverse damping
mechanism. The code is still being benchmarked against analytic estimates, Elegant and
data but we are confident the results fairly good. We find that H2 is not a problem for any
reasonable pressure. For carbon monoxide we found maximum partial pressures. For 20
ns bunch spacing with 599, 55 nC electron bunches, a partial pressure of 0.31 nTorr was
stable. For 10 ns bunch spacing with 1160, 28 nC electron bunches, a partial pressure of
0.12 nTorr was stable. We note that these are averaged over the electron storage ring, and
not peak values. This appears challenging, but reasonable.

1.9
1.9.1

Hadron Ring Design
Lattice Design

The present RHIC and its injector complex remain, for the most part, unchanged when
becoming a part of eRHIC. In particular, the arcs with their superconducting magnet structure will remain the same as the present RHIC. Some modifications are necessary or desirable. eRHIC hadrons will circulate in the “Yellow” ring while the “Blue” ring will remain
in place as well. The sextant between IR6 and IR4 of the Blue ring will serve as a transfer line and the beam will be injected in IR4. New injection kickers with faster risetime
will be placed in IR4. Some modification of the RF system is necessary to accommodate
the 290 bunches at injection and to accomplish the splitting into 1160 bunches. Space for
more RF cavities will be provided in IR4 and IR10. The non-colliding straight sections
(utility straights) will be simplified by removing the DX magnets5 , in order to simplify the
5 DX separator dipoles on each side of each IP put the two hadron beams of present RHIC onto the common

head-on collision orbits. The D0 dipoles at the entrance of the quadrupole triplets put the two RHIC beams
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geometry and provide space for the electron ring crossover from inner to outer arcs and
vice versa. Studies are underway to investigate whether the D0 magnets can be removed
as well. The sextant between IR2 and IR12 of the Blue ring will be used to circulate low
energy hadrons at 41 GeV which then have the same revolution time as electrons, despite
their reduced velocity.

1.9.2

Keeping the Hadron Revolution Frequency Constant for All Beam Energies

Proton and ion beams are not ultra-relativistic in the energy range of an electron-ion collider. In eRHIC, the proton beam energy is chosen to vary between 41 GeV and 275 GeV.
If the beam orbit was the same, the revolution time would vary by 3.3 nsec between these
two beam energies. In order to maintain synchronization with the ultra-relativistic electrons, the hadron orbit will be shortened by up to 94 cm for the lowest hadron energies
(41 GeV).
This is accomplished in the following way:
The hadrons circulate counterclockwise in the Yellow ring. In the arc between IR2 and
IR12, the high energy beam (in the 100 to 275 GeV energy range) travels in the outer arc
(part of the Yellow ring), while the 41 GeV beam passes through the inner arc (part of the
Blue ring). The inner and outer arc radii differ by 88 cm, and an inner sextant is 94.2 cm
shorter than an outer one. This path length difference allows for synchronizing 41 GeV
hadron beams with the electrons. For energies of 100 GeV and higher, the outer arc between IR2 and IR12 is used. If the beam passes through the quadrupole centers, a proton
beam of 133 GeV would be synchronized with the electron beam. For the beam energies
275 GeV and 100 GeV the synchronization is accomplished by +14 mm and −14 mm radial shifts, correspondingly, which is well within the acceptance of the 80 mm diameter
vacuum chamber. A 41 GeV, proton beam is synchronized by using the inner arc between
IR2 and IR12.
The corresponding modifications to the RHIC lattice are only relatively minor. This requires some rearrangement of the bus system. The “Blue” ring sextants used for injection
and low energy running must be powered with reversed polarity. The superconducting
magnets of RHIC are protected by cold diodes which in principle must be reversed. However, an analysis shows that at less than 20% of maximum magnet excitation, this protection is not required. Thus modification of the RHIC lattice and magnet system for eRHIC
are fully reversible and are accomplished with relatively little effort.

1.9.3

Hadron Ring Dynamic Aperture

The strong focusing of the hadrons at the collision point causes maximum β-functions in
the low-β quadrupoles of β x = 700 m and β y = 2000 m. The contribution to the natural chromaticity generated in one IR amounts to ξ x = −30 and ξ y = −40, which is 20%
on near-parallel orbits.
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of the contributions from the arcs. This implies a large contribution of the chromaticity
generated in the interaction region that must be compensated by sextupoles in the arcs
in order to confine the tune footprint of the hadron beam to remain within the space between nonlinear resonance lines. As discussed above, the strength of these resonances is
enhanced by the nonlinear field, and the resonance-free space in the tune diagram shrinks.
As addressed before, there is a maximum amount of IR chromaticity and corresponding
tune footprint which can be accepted. This chromaticity limit is determined by numerical
particle tracking to verify that the dynamic aperture is sufficiently large. The numerical
simulations also include the impact of field errors of the superconducting magnets, the
magnets in the interaction regions, and imperfections such as magnet misalignment.
The dynamic aperture is defined as the maximum betatron amplitude at which particles
are stable over a given number of turns. The long-term dynamic aperture converges to
the boundary between regular and chaotic motion. Experience with RHIC operations indicates that relevant dynamic aperture simulations require tracking over 106 turns. The
stability of a particle is assessed by the analysis of the trajectories over 106 turns, which
allows one to characterize a trajectory as stable or unstable.
The results of such simulations show that the dynamic aperture of the eRHIC hadron ring
amounts to 10 σ at injection and 6 σ at high luminosity operation. The simulation includes
the beam-beam effect in weak-strong approximation. These are the same values as obtained for present RHIC.

1.9.4

Electron Cloud Effects

Electron clouds are a serious concern for the ion ring with 1160 bunches and 0.6 × 1011
particles per bunch. Electrons produced in the beam vacuum chamber by ionization of the
residual gas by the beam may get accelerated by the following bunches and hit the vacuum chamber wall, thereby releasing more electrons from the wall. This mechanism can
create an electron avalanche that builds up rapidly as the bunch train passes by. The consequences include high cryogenic losses and beam instabilities. Next to beam current and
bunch parameters, the key parameter that determines the seriousness of the electron cloud
effect is the secondary emission yield (SEY, number of emitted electrons from the surface
per incident electron) of the vacuum chamber material. We assume that the stainless steel
beam pipe of RHIC will be coated with copper and that we will be able to improve the
secondary emission coefficient by scrubbing the surface by beam operation to the level
achieved in the LHC [35]. An initial simulation using the computer code CSEC [36] and
a model for the wall parameters in the scrubbed LHC showed dangerous electron clouds
both for the LHC and for eRHIC, with LHC being slightly worse. Due to lack of a liner,
eRHIC requires a stronger suppression of the electron cloud mechanism than LHC in order
to keep the cryogenic load within tolerable limits of Pload ≤ 1 W/m. This is planned to be
achieved by an additional layer of coating consisting of amorphous carbon. For electron
clouds we are collaborating with CERN in understanding and reproducing their results.
In the end we know that electron clouds in the LHC are difficult but tractable. There is
currently no reason to believe otherwise for eRHIC.
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Intra-beam Scattering

The effect of multiple Coulomb scattering of charged particles off each other inside a
bunched beam, taking into account the Lorentz boost, is known as Intra-Beam Scattering
(IBS) [13]. This causes emittance growth in all oscillation planes of the beam. This effect
limits the high beam density needed for high luminosities, and it affects the luminosity
lifetime and the average luminosity. Beam parameters must be chosen to achieve an IBS
growth time of several hours given the beam setup time of typically one hour, unless the
emittance growth can be overcome by strong active cooling of the beam. Table 1.6 lists
the beam parameters and calculated IBS growth times for the eRHIC design parameters of
protons at 41 GeV, 100 GeV, and 275 GeV.
Table 1.6: eRHIC proton beam parameters.

Parameter
Bunch intensity [1010 ]
RMS Horizontal normalized emittance [mm mrad]
RMS Vertical normalized emittance [mm mrad]
Longitudinal bunch area [eV sec]
RF frequency [MHz]
RF voltage [MV]
RMS momentum spread [10−4 ]
RMS bunch length [cm]
Longitudinal emittance IBS growth time [hours]
Horizontal emittance IBS growth time [hours]
(without coupling)

41 GeV

100 GeV

275 GeV

2.6
1.9
0.45
0.2
197
10.5
10.4
7.5
3.8
3.4

6.9
4.0
0.22
0.4
591
16.1
9.0
7
2.
2.3

6.9
2.8
0.45
0.7
591
28
6.6
6
3.4
2.0

For the high luminosity parameters as listed in Table 1.6, beam growth due to IBS is significant, and strong cooling is required to maintain the beam density and the luminosity over
a reasonable store time of at least several hours. These parameters are based on reuse of
the existing 197 MHz RHIC RF system, and the addition of a new 591 MHz RF system for
the hadron ring. The results are based on complete decoupling of horizontal and vertical
betatron motion. This is also essential to maintain unequal emittances in the horizontal
and vertical plane. Very good vertical orbit control is also mandatory to avoid any significant vertical dispersion. With strongly suppressed vertical dispersion, there will be no
significant emittance growth due to IBS in the vertical plane.
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Hadron Ring Strong Beam Cooling

Highest luminosity in an electron-ion collider can only be achieved by introducing a strong
beam cooling mechanism that counteracts IBS, which would otherwise cause a rapid increase of emittance and reduction of luminosity. Moreover, the hadrons that gained large
transverse and longitudinal amplitudes by IBS experience a strong nonlinear beam-beam
force imposed by the electron beam that would enhance halo formation and experimental backgrounds. Thus, with the parameters required for high luminosity, the hadron
beam would quickly become unusable without cooling and would have to be replaced
frequently. As the turn-around time of superconducting RHIC is about one hour due to
the magnetic cycle of the RHIC main magnets and spin rotators and the filling time at injection, the increase of peak luminosity above a certain level of performance would lead to
a reduction of average luminosity.
The eRHIC High Luminosity parameters (see Tables 1.1 and 1.6) were selected to have an
IBS growth time ε/(dε/dt) of no less than two hours in order to ease the requirements on
the hadron cooler.
Stochastic cooling is a well established cooling mechanism for hadrons that was pioneered
at RHIC for bunched ion beams. It is used very successfully for cooling of gold beams in
RHIC operations and has enhanced the luminosity significantly. It would work, in principle, for protons at high energies, but the cooling rates at typical intensities of eRHIC proton
bunches fall short of the need by orders of magnitude because of bandwidth limitations of
beam pick-up and kicker magnets.
Electron cooling with a DC electron beam is a standard cooling mechanism for hadron
beams that works well at low hadron energies up to a few GeV. For large hadron energies
of multi-GeV, however, this cooling method becomes quite weak as the cooling time scales
strongly with the beam energy as γ5/2 , with γ being the relativistic factor of the hadrons.
Furthermore, the electrons have to have the same relativistic factor as the hadrons and DC
electron energies of tens of MeV are not available. Using bunched electron beams accelerated by an RF LINAC would mitigate this. However, the cooling of 275 GeV hadron beams
is still extremely challenging with incoherent electron cooling and the effort in cooling installation becomes unrealistically large because of large required electron beam currents
on the order of amperes.
For this reason we need to consider more advanced approaches for strong hadron cooling.
A novel method of hadron cooling that promises to work at very high hadron beam energies has been proposed [22]. This method, which is called “coherent electron cooling”,
uses an electron beam to pick up the longitudinal Schottky noise of the hadron beam, and
subsequently amplifies the signal by sending the electron beam through a free electron
laser. The strongly micro-bunched electron beam is then merged with the hadron beam
with proper timing. The electron beam then acts as a kicker to reduce the energy spread
of the hadron beam. Recently, a variant of this method has been proposed, which achieves
the micro-bunching by sending the beam through a chicane or a series of chicanes with optimized R56 [37]. This method has limited amplification of the signal but reaches extremely
large bandwidth. A proof-of-principle experiment on a low energy RHIC ion beam is un-
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derway that aims at demonstrating coherent electron cooling with FEL amplification [14].
Figure 1.12 shows the layout of the proposed coherent electron cooling system for eRHIC,
designed to support the storage of hadron beams required for luminosities in the range
of 1034 cm−2 sec−1 . An electron beam generated by a superconducting RF gun is injected
into an energy-recovery superconducting LINAC that provides an energy gain of 150 MeV.
The fully accelerated electron beam of 150 MeV is injected onto an orbit that overlaps with
the orbit of the eRHIC hadron beam in the straight section of IR2 over a distance of 50 m,
which is called the “modulator section”. After this first common section, the hadron beam
propagates through a section with an appropriately tuned R56 = λFEL /(∆p/p)RMS to separate particles with positive and negative energy deviation by a longitudinal distance corresponding to the width of the micro-bunch peak of the electron beam. The hadron beam
path length is increased by a chicane which extends over a large fraction of the straight
section.

Figure 1.12: Schematic of the layout of the eRHIC strong hadron cooling facility. Note that
the vertical scale has been stretched by a factor of ' 50.

The electron beam is energy-modulated, due to residual fluctuating space charge forces
from the hadron beam. The electron beam passes then through an isochronous chicane
where the energy modulation, caused by the hadron beam density fluctuation, is transformed into a micro-bunching of the electron beam. The density modulation of the electron
beam is then amplified by a mechanism exploiting plasma oscillations: After one quarter
plasma oscillation wavelength, the density modulation is transformed into a, now, even
larger energy modulation, which, after a second chicane, is turned into a stronger den-
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sity modulation. The present stage of the development proposes two amplification stages
to produce a sufficiently strong electron density modulation. The electron beam is again
launched onto the hadron orbit, thereby overlapping with the hadron beam with carefully
adjusted phase. Hadrons with higher energy will be ahead of the electron micro-bunch
and will be decelerated. Hadrons with lower energy will trail behind the electron microbunch and will be accelerated. The energy spread of the hadrons will thus be reduced
after this “kicker” section. Cooling times of ≈ 1 h are envisioned. Table 1.7 summarizes
the parameters of eRHIC coherent cooling.
Table 1.7: Parameters of the eRHIC coherent electron cooling.

Parameter

Value

Hadron energy range [GeV]
Electron beam energy [MeV]
Electron beam current [mA]
Electron charge per bunch [nC]
1st R56 [m]
2nd R56 [m]
3rd R56 [m]
Plasma amplification stages
Length of the modulator section [m]
Length of the kicker section [m]
Cooling time [h]

41-275
22-150
100
1
2.4
2.4
2.4
2
40
40
≈ 0.25

1.10

Electron Injection Complex

1.10.1

General Considerations

The requirements on the electron injector complex are driven by the need for polarized
electrons in electron-ion collisions. The electron polarization should be close to 80%. To
suppress systematic errors of the detectors it is necessary to have two electron spin polarization directions simultaneously present in the same store.
In principle, electron polarization in a storage ring builds up by the Sokolov-Ternov effect:
Spin flips are induced in the process of emitting synchrotron light photons. Spin flips from
spin that is parallel to the magnetic dipole field to spin that is antiparallel when emitting
photons are slightly more likely than the opposite spin flip. The differential flip rate leads
to a slow buildup of polarization antiparallel to the magnetic dipole field. Unfortunately,
the polarization build-up time is much too slow to be of practical use at eRHIC electron
energies.
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Consequently, the spin polarization for eRHIC electron beams must be produced at the
source and must be preserved during the acceleration process.
The bunches that are polarized parallel to the magnetic guide field are subject to slow
depolarization by the Sokolov-Ternov effect in the storage ring. At 18 GeV operation, a
bunch replacement rate of once per six min for each individual bunch in the storage ring
is required to keep the time-averaged level of polarization at a level of ≈ 70 %, assuming an
initial polarization of the freshly injected bunches of 85 %. Thus the injector has to provide
a new bunch about every second to maintain good polarization of all 290 bunches. At
10 GeV and 5 GeV, the depolarization time is much longer and the bunch replacement rate
can be reduced by a factor of at least five.
The RCS injector will deliver electron bunches which are 85% spin polarized at beam energies up to 18 GeV. In the storage ring the highest bunch charge of 27.5 nC is required for
operation at 10 GeV and below. For 18 GeV operation a bunch charge of 11.7 nC is more
than sufficient. In order to reach the storage ring bunch intensity of 27.5 nC at 10 GeV
five 5.5 GeV bunches from the injector need to be accumulated in one storage ring bucket.
Thus, at maximum the injector has to deliver 12 nC at a 1 Hz rate. These bunch charge
and rate requirements are sufficient for operation at all energies with and without hadron
cooling, as shown in Table 1.8.
Table 1.8: Requirements for the electron injector.

Parameter
Ext. Ek from source (γ = 1.27) [keV]
LINAC energy gain [MeV]
Normalized electron emittance after LINAC [µm]
Emittances at RCS extraction ε x /ε y [nm]
Bunch charge in storage ring [nC]
Number of bunches in storage ring
Bunch charge in source and RCS [nC]
Repetition rate [Hz]
Bunch replacement period [min]
Bunch replacement period (polar. req.) [min]

5 GeV

20
20/2
27.5
1160
5.5
48.5
70

The electron injection complex consists of the following elements:
• Electron gun with a Ga-As photo-cathode.
• Low energy transfer line (0.4 MeV).
• Electron S-band LINAC (400 MeV).

10 GeV
350
400
20
20/1.2
27.5
1160
5.5
2
48.5
59

18 GeV

55
24/2
11.7
290
11.7
2.4
3.1
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• Medium energy transfer line (400 MeV).
• Rapid Cycling Synchrotron (0.4 to 18 GeV) in the RHIC tunnel.
• High energy transfer line (up to 18 GeV).

1.10.2

Polarized Electron Source

The requirement for the polarized eRHIC source is a charge of 3 to 12 nC of 85% polarized electrons at a rate of 2 Hz and a normalized transverse emittance of 10 to 55 µm. This
requirement satisfies the needs for all operation modes of the storage ring.
Polarized electron beams are obtained from special photo-cathodes. The most common
material which has been used successfully in the last 30 years is Ga-As alloy. Strained GaAs cathodes which are irradiated with UV laser light of 780 nm yield high polarization of
the extracted electron beam and a high quantum efficiency (QE ≥ 1%) when coated with
a mono-layer of Cs.
The polarized electron gun of the Stanford Linear Collider (SLC) which was developed in
the 1980s provided a reliable performance delivering up to 20 nC [38] of polarized electrons (70 to 75% polarization) at 120 Hz repetition rate. In principle, the eRHIC injector
could be based on the SLC gun. However, to exploit the technical development which
has occurred in the last three decades, a dedicated eRHIC gun is being developed which
promises higher beam energy, longer cathode lifetime, higher reliability, and larger polarization (≥ 80%). A comparison of gun parameters is shown in Table 1.9.
Table 1.9: Electron source parameters.
Project
SLC
5 mJ, 845 nm Laser
eRHIC
5 mJ, 780 nm Laser

RF Frequency
[GHz]

σs
[psec]

Bunch Charge
[nC]

Energy
[MeV]

Emittance
[µm]

∆γ/γ
[%]

Cathode
Material

DC

2000

9 . . . 16

0.12

15

1.5

Ga-As

DC

2000

3 . . . 12

0.35

10 . . . 55

2

Ga-As
super lattice

A new gun geometry based on the “inverted gun” scheme has been designed. The design
is optimized for a high extraction voltage of 350 keV and low electron beam loss. For good
cathode lifetime and high reliability, excellent vacuum conditions are needed in the gun,
the extraction line, and the tune-up beam dump. A prototype of this beam line has been
built and tested. A load lock system for installation of prepared and activated cathodes
into the gun has been designed. A prototype of this system is available and has been
tested.
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Rapid Cycling Synchrotron

Full energy injection of polarized electron bunches is accomplished by a Rapid Cycling
Synchrotron (RCS) in the RHIC tunnel which accelerates the electrons from the 400 MeV
LINAC to up to 18 GeV for injection into the storage ring. The synchrotron has a repetition
rate of up to 2 Hz and a total ramping time of 100 msec. The most important design feature of the synchrotron is spin transparency - the preservation of spin polarization during
acceleration - up to the full energy of 18 GeV. This is accomplished by enforcing a high
lattice periodicity P. The RHIC tunnel, however, only allows a lattice symmetry of six as
it is composed of six arcs separated by six straight sections. This lattice design overcomes
this constraint by configuring the straight section beam optics such that the transformation
of beam coordinates through the straight section is an identity transformation. This also
includes the electron spin. In order to suppress intrinsic depolarizing resonances, the periodicity P and the vertical betatron tune Qy,arc , calculated by accounting for betatron phase
advance in the arcs only, must fulfill the conditions:
P − Qy,arc > aγ

(1.7)

Qy,arc > aγ

(1.8)

and
where aγ = 40.849 is the spin tune with a = 1.16 × 10−3 being the anomalous magnetic
moment of the electrons. This leads to the choice of Qy,arc ≈ 50 and P = 96, which is readily accomplished given the large arcs of RHIC. The lattice in the arcs is thus composed of
6 × 32 FODO cells with a betatron phase advance of π/2. A super-period consists of two
FODO cells as there are two sextupole families per plane to compensate linear and nonlinear chromaticity. A special feature of one of the straight sections is that the rapid cycling
synchrotron must pass around the colliding beam detector with a spin transparent chicane.
At the peak energy of 18 GeV, the electrons suffer from an energy loss of 36 MeV/turn due
to synchrotron radiation. The acceleration and radiation loss compensation is done by
5-cell superconducting 591 MHz RF cavities.
The synchrotron accelerates single bunches with a charge of 10 nC. With this amount of
bunch charge, the electron beam remains below any collective instability threshold.
The concept of spin transparent acceleration was extensively simulated. The amount of
depolarization during the acceleration was found to be only in the order of two percent.
These simulations take into account an imperfect machine lattice. In order to obtain realistic estimates on the preservation of electron spin polarization, imperfections of quadrupole
fields, typical betatron coupling, misalignment, and closed orbit errors, as well as sextupole fields for chromaticity corrections, have been introduced in the machine model.
Correction algorithms have been applied to adjust correction elements such as dipole correctors, tune correction quadrupoles, and skew quadrupoles. It is assumed that closed orbit excursions can be kept below 0.5 mm. It is further assumed that the betatron tunes during the ramp are kept within |∆Q| ≤ 0.01 by applying tune feedback or pre-programmed
time-dependent tune corrections. With this realistic machine model, simulations show
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that the polarization is robust and resilient against residual imperfections (see Figure 1.13).
These good polarization results are consistently obtained for a number of statistical error
seeds.

Figure 1.13: Electron spin polarization in the Rapid Cycling Synchrotron as a function of
beam energy expressed in terms of spin tune aγ during the ramp. Different colored curves
indicate different RMS values of residual orbit distortions. Note the suppressed zero of the
vertical scale.

1.10.4

Electron Injection

The requirement of arbitrary spin patterns in the electron ring coupled with radiative polarization necessitates regular bunch replacement. At an electron beam energy of 18 GeV,
we plan to replace electron bunches on average every three minutes. With 290 bunches,
this corresponds to half a second between injections. The electron injection is accomplished
by a combination of fast and slow kickers and a pulsed eddy current injection septum in
the horizontal plane.
The slow kickers form a closed two-bump. The first sine half-wave is used to extract a
bunch with depleted polarization to create an empty bucket for the fresh bunch. It kicks a
large fraction of the stored beam to transverse amplitudes close to the extraction septum.
A fast kicker magnet, right next to the first slow bump kicker only kicks the bunch that
will be extracted and is going to be replaced by a fresh, injected bunch. The additional
kick allows the selected bunch to enter the extraction septum.
The second sine half-wave is for injection. The storage ring beam optics has a dispersion at
the injection septum where the second slow bump has its maximum spatial excursion. The
new bunch is extracted from the RCS with a slight energy offset with respect to the energy
of the circulating beam in the storage ring. The energy offset times the dispersion equals
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the distance of the bunch to be injected from the orbit of the circulating beam. This scheme
results in injection without a transverse oscillation, but with a longitudinal oscillation. The
offset of the injected beam, with respect to the closed orbit vanishes at locations where
the dispersion is zero, which is, in particular, the case in the IR. The longitudinal injection
oscillation will be eventually removed by radiation damping. The scheme is illustrated in
Figure 1.14. We plan to replace each bunch that is kicked off this way in five steps of 5.5 nC
each, thus accumulating in the longitudinal phase space.

Figure 1.14: Electron injection and extraction scheme, based on one slow 360◦ kicker bump.
The first sine half-wave is for extraction (right-hand side) and the second one for injection (left-hand
p side) which bring the stored beam within three horizontal RMS beam sizes
(σRMS = ex β x + Dx2 σe2 ) to the injection and extraction septum, respectively. The bumps
rise in 13 µsec (one turn) and return to zero during the following 13 µsec. The dispersion
at the injection septum is non-zero. The beam to be injected has a slightly different energy
than the stored beam and the distance between the center of the stored beam and the beam
to be injected equals the dispersion times the relative energy difference between stored and
injected beam. This way the beam is injected in the center of horizontal phase space but
off-center in the longitudinal phase space. For extraction, a fast kick is required on top of the
slow bump to kick the beam into the extraction septum.

1.11

Hardware Systems of the eRHIC

By far, the largest fraction of present-day RHIC will remain unchanged for eRHIC. There
are only very few technical components of the hadron storage ring that need some upgrade
for eRHIC operation. These will be discussed in the following sections. Much of the hardware of the new additional electron rings is based on well known accelerator technologies
such as room temperature magnets and magnet power supplies. Established electron beam
instrumentation technology can be carried over to eRHIC as well. Innovation is limited to
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critical systems such as RF systems, vacuum systems and IR magnets. Only these critical
subsystems will be described in the following sections.
The total power consumption of the the electron storage ring magnet system is a significant fraction of the increased operational power needs for eRHIC as compared to RHIC.
Figure 1.15 shows the power consumption of eRHIC magnet systems.

Figure 1.15: Power dissipation of storage ring magnets for operation energies 5 GeV to
18 GeV.

1.11.1

Hadron RF Systems

Hadron bunches extracted from the AGS will be received by the existing RF capture and
acceleration system, modified from its RHIC operational frequency of 28 MHz to 24.6 MHz
for eRHIC. Bunch train formation for maximum luminosity operation requires adiabatic
splitting of the hadron bunches into four bunches via a two-stage bunch splitting scheme.
This requires new normal conducting bunch splitting cavities, two each at 49.3 MHz and
98.5 MHz.
The existing RHIC 197 MHz system will be used to further compress the bunches before
they can be accepted and compressed to the final store bunch length in a 591 MHz storage
cavity system. The 591 MHz RF system will be superconducting, employing cryomodules
identical to the RCS 591 MHz RF system. Two 591 MHz cavities will be required to squeeze
the bunches to 6 cm bunch length, which requires a total RF voltage of 28 MV.

44

1.11.2

CHAPTER 1. ERHIC OVERVIEW

Hadron Injection Kicker

A new injection kicker system will be required to support single bunch transfers with a
bunching frequency of 24.6 MHz. This kicker system must provide rise, flattop and fall
times which total no more than the 24.6 MHz bunching period, or 40.7 ns, compared to the
current RHIC bunching frequency of about 107 ns. Rise and fall times will need to be on
the order of 10 ns, providing about 20 ns of flattop for the injected bunches. A total of 20
kicker units will span a length of ≈ 25 m. The new injection kickers will be placed in the
IR-4 straight section. The corresponding updates of the magnetic elements in IR4 are only
minor.

1.11.3

In-Situ Coating of the RHIC Beam Pipe

The high peak current of the eRHIC proton beam, with its large number of short, high
intensity bunches, results in unacceptably high heat load of the cold stainless steel beam
pipes in the superconducting RHIC magnets. To reduce this heat load to levels below
1 W/m, which can be compensated by the RHIC cryogenic system, the conductivity of the
beam pipe must be increased. This will be accomplished by in-situ copper coating of the
entire RHIC ring.
To prevent electron cloud buildup due to the short bunch spacing the secondary electron
yield (SEY) of the beam pipe surface should be reduced below 1.2. Thorough “scrubbing”
of the newly applied copper coating using a plasma discharge cleaning technique might
accomplish that, but in order to reduce risk, it is also planned to apply a layer of amorphous carbon to safely reduce the SEY below the critical value.

1.11.4

Electron Storage Ring Vacuum System

The eRHIC Storage Ring vacuum system consists of 3.8 km of vacuum chamber separated
into 36 vacuum sections. Each of the arc vacuum sections is comprised of eight arc FODO
cells. Each FODO cell has two 7.4 meter long super-bends, each with a common vacuum
chamber, and two 1.7 fix number meter long quadrupole chambers. The quadrupole
chambers accommodate the quadrupole, sextupole and corrector magnets, the beam position monitors, synchrotron radiation masks, and pump ports. The individual chambers are
separated by RF shielded bellows. There are also twelve vacuum sections for the 1.2 km
of straight section and, in addition, twelve sections with specialized equipment, such as
interaction region, RF-sections, and beam injection/extraction. The sections are separated
by gate-valves that isolate the vacuum sections from each other.
The vacuum chambers are pumped by NEG-strips, NEG cartridges, titanium sublimation
pumps and ion getter pumps. The vacuum system is designed for a pressure of 10 nTorr
with full beam current of 2.7 A. The lifetime due to bremsstrahlung from scattering off the
rest gas is larger than 20 hours for all beam energies from 5 GeV to 18 GeV.
The thermal load from synchrotron radiation hitting the beam pipe is considerable. A
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total synchrotron radiation power of up to 10 MW is accommodated by the water-cooled
vacuum chamber. On average, the vacuum chamber is exposed to a linear power density
of 6 kW/m if the beam energy is between 10 and 18 GeV.
With the horizontal aperture of 80 mm, the emitted synchrotron radiation travels, on average, five meters before it hits the vacuum chamber. With a horizontal beam emittance
of ε x = 24 nm and an emittance ratio of κ = ε y /ε x = 0.02, the synchrotron radiation
spot of the 18 GeV beam has a height of h = 128 µm when it hits the vacuum chamber.
This corresponds to an average power density of 37 W/mm2 . A material with good heat
conductivity properties has to be chosen, which has, at the same time, good vacuum properties, good mechanical stability, and will allow standard manufacturing processes such
as extrusion, welding, or brazing. Such a material is the Cu-Cr-Zr alloy, which has a heat
conductance close to that of copper, as well as excellent manufacturability. In addition, this
material has excellent yield strength and it is less costly than materials with comparable
properties. Figure 1.16 shows a cross section of the vacuum chamber.

Figure 1.16: Cross section of storage ring vacuum chamber in dipole magnets.

With a cooling water velocity of 2 m/sec, the maximum temperature on the inner surface
of the dipole chamber is about 100◦ C. Figure 1.17 shows the temperature distribution on
the dipole chamber inner surface.
The chamber can be fabricated by extrusion. The pumping screen, flanges, and pump port
will be attached to the chamber by tag welding without loss of the mechanical stability
of the chamber material. The highest surface temperature is obtained at 5 GeV operation,
when the center dipole is reversed in field direction and the field is increased to about twice
the value for 18 GeV operation. In this case, the synchrotron radiation reaches the inside of
the quadrupole vacuum chamber where the pump screen is located. At this location, there
is no cooling and the temperature reaches up to 210◦ C.
The gas load in the vacuum chamber is dominated by desorption of molecules from the
chamber wall by synchrotron radiation photons (Photon Stimulated Desorption - PSD).
The photon flux at 10 GeV with a beam current of 2.7 A (worst case) is 8.1 × 1017 ×
E/GeV × I/mA = 2 × 1022 Torr · l · m−1 · sec−1 . A desorption coefficient in the order of
η = 1 × 10−6 molecules/photon is assumed to be achieved after some conditioning. The
desorbed gas load is then 1.3 × 1013 molecules/(sec · m) or 4 × 10−7 torr · l/sec · m. The lin-
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Figure 1.17: Analysis of the temperature distribution of the dipole chamber exposed to the
full synchrotron radiation power.

ear pumping speed is designed to be 100 l/sec · m which results in a pressure of 4 nTorr.
This capacity is achieved by pumping slots which cover 10% of the surface of the pump
screen corresponding to a conductance of 200 l/sec · m. Near the location of the quadrupole
magnets, large lumped NEG cartridges and ion getter pumps are foreseen.
Due to the high beam currents, the RF-shielded bellows are a very critical element of the
vacuum system design. The eRHIC design adapts the design that has been produced for
the NSLS-II storage ring. The thermal contact of the sleeves is accomplished by fingers on
the outside (see Figure 1.18). The NSLS-II design has shorter and wider fingers compared
to the bellows designed for the Advanced Photon Source. The gaps in-between fingers are
minimized to avoid heating of the fingers by RF power leaking through the gaps.
Another critical element of the vacuum design is the RF seal of flange connections. The
pre-conceptual design choice is to use soft RF springs. These require careful assembly and
alignment to avoid steps and discontinuities in the vacuum chamber, which could lead to
considerable impedance and beam heating.

1.11.5

Electron Storage Ring RF System

One parameter that limits the luminosity of the eRHIC electron-ion collider is the design
value for the synchrotron radiation loss in the electron storage ring. Up to 10 MW of RF
power is required to replace the synchrotron radiation losses of the high current electron
beam, with currents up to 2.5 A. The 38 MeV per turn energy loss at 18 GeV determines the
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Figure 1.18: Schematic view of the bellow-finger concept.

maximum required peak RF voltage of 68 MV. The RF system is the most costly individual hardware sub-system of the electron complex of eRHIC and its components must be
carefully optimized from both a performance and cost point of view in the earliest stage
of the design. Table 1.10 summarizes some relevant parameters for 10 GeV and 18 GeV
operations that determine the RF System.
Table 1.10: Summary of the eRHIC RF system requirements for 10 GeV and 18 GeV operations.

Parameter
Beam Current [A]
Energy Loss per Turn [MeV]
Synchrotron Radiation Power [MW]
Required RF Voltage [MV]

10 GeV

18 GeV

2.5
3.6
10
23.7

0.27
37.8
10
68

Superconducting RF cavities are chosen for reasons as follows:
• Operational cost saving. For 18 GeV operation, up to 10 MW of RF power are required at up to 68 MV (38 MV synchronous voltage) to replace beam energy lost to
synchrotron radiation. For an SRF system, minimal RF power is dissipated by the
cavity at any operating voltage, although it is of course an extremely important consideration for the cryogenic power load and system cost. The cryogenic wall power
to support the SRF installation would be on the order of 300 kW, with all RF power
available for the beam. A normal conducting RF system would require substantial
additional power both to produce the required cavity voltage, and for cooling the
cavities. A rough estimate of RF power required to drive normal conducting cavities
(i.e. cavity ohmic loss) yields about 11 MW, based on a 2-cell structure with a Q0
of 3.0E4, a circuit (R/Q) of 100Ω per cell, and a voltage of 1 MV per cell, doubling
overall CW RF power requirements compared with an SRF system, and adding the
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additional 11 MW of cooling load to the water system.
• Superconducting cavities have a much higher stored energy and are therefore much
better suited to handle heavy beam loading conditions.
• The impedances which drive coupled bunch instabilities are much lower than they
would be for a normal-conducting cavity system with the same RF voltage.
• The much higher operating gradient of superconducting cavities (16 MV/m vs.
2 MV/m for normal-conducting cavities) leads to an installed system requiring much
less longitudinal space than normal-conducting cavities.

Superconducting RF systems are used in most light sources, and for example the SuperKEKB electron-positron collider. Technical solutions for such cavity systems based on
single-cell 500 MHz resonators exist. The designs are mature and the systems are, in principle, commercially available. The available systems are, however, not optimized for high
energy beam applications such as eRHIC. While the systems would work technically, the
solution would not be optimum from a cost point of view.
The eRHIC storage ring RF system is based on an optimized superconducting cavity concept:
• 2-cell, 591 MHz, single cavity cryomodules are designed for a more compact and cost
effective RF structure.
• We are developing a variable, high power input coupler to provide optimal coupling
across the wide range (x10) of loaded Q which results from the large range of operational cavity voltages in conjunction with the very high delivered beam power.
• RF power stations based on inductive output tube (IOT) amplifiers with high power
RF combiner networks provide a cost effective, high reliability modular design requiring a relatively small footprint. It is anticipated that as solid state technology
matures, power densities increase and costs decrease, such amplifiers may also offer
a cost effective solution even at these very high power levels.
These design concepts lead to the parameters referenced in Table 1.11.

1.11.6

Superconducting RF Cavities

One 2-cell 591 MHz cavity is installed in each cryostat. The cavity shape has been optimized to suppress parasitic modes to the extent that the coupled-bunch instabilities associated with the residual higher order modes (HOMs) can be safely controlled by a multibunch damper system. The broad-band impedance of the cavity structure is sufficiently
low so there is no issue with single bunch instabilities. The cavity shape is depicted in
Figure 1.19 and the higher order mode structure is shown in Figure 1.20.
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Table 1.11: eRHIC RF system parameters.

Parameter
RF Frequency [MHz]
Number of cells per cavity
Number of cryostats
Maximum accelerating gradient [MV/m]
Total installed voltage [MV]
Maximum required RF voltage [MV]
Maximum power per input coupler [kW]
Number of input couplers per cryomodule
Total installed RF power [MW]
Number of RF transmitter stations
HOM power per cryomodule [kW]
HOM coupler type
Beam pipe absorbers per cryostat

Value
591
2
14
16
110
68
500
2
12.7
28
80
beam-pipe SiC
4

Figure 1.19: Optimized shape of the 2-cell 591 MHz superconducting cavity for eRHIC.

Strong damping of higher order parasitic modes is important to achieve robust beam stability and to limit the required power of the broad-band damper system which actively
stabilizes the beam. The choice made in the design of the eRHIC RF is to use warm, beampipe HOM absorbers located in the warm beamline sections adjacent to each cryomodule.
The design is adapted from the ANL APS-U design, and benefits from the work of many
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Figure 1.20: Longitudinal impedance of a single 2-cell cavity. The solid line is a Lorentzian fit
of the envelope function; the dots are calculated using the code CST Microwave Studio [39].
The vertical axis is impedance in units of kΩ.

labs. Figure 1.21 depicts the SiC absorber. Figure 1.22 shows a rendering of the 591 MHz
cryomodule design.

Silicon Carbide Liner

Water Cooled Jacket

Figure 1.21: CAD model of the eRHIC SiC HOM damper.

1.11.7

High Power RF Input Couplers and Power Amplifiers

The power capability of the fundamental power input coupler (FPC) is an important parameter for the layout of the RF system, since it determines the minimum number of cryomodules needed to feed 10 MW RF power to the beam, compensate the substantial power
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Figure 1.22: Cutaway view of the eSR 591 MHz cryomodule concept. Shown is the cryomodule, with a nominal valve to valve length of 4.8 m, including the adjacent warm spaces with
four SiC beam pipe absorbers per cryomodule, beampipe tapers and gate valves. Shown
also are the cryogenic feeds and the top RF input coupler, oriented vertically to save space
in the IR.

lost to HOM generation and power extracted by a possible third harmonic RF system
should it prove necessary. The choice was made to employ two 500 kW power couplers
in each cryomodule, based on a fixed, 500 kW coupler designed and successfully tested
on the superconducting photo-cathode gun developed at BNL. The eRHIC fundamental
power coupler is a further development of this high power FPC. Operation at different
electron beam currents and beam energies requires an optimized, variable coupling in
order to avoid a large amount of reflected RF power. The optimum coupling varies by
about a factor of 10 over the range of these operating parameters. For the worst case beam
loading scenario at 10 GeV, installation of 14 cryomodules (28 power couplers) brings the
expected maximum operating power of the couplers to just over 400 kW each, or 80% of
design maximum.
RF power sources for the eRHIC electron storage ring cryomodules are based on high
power units comprising multiple IOT transmitters and high power RF combiner networks.
Each high power unit can deliver up to 500 kW of RF power, with two units required for
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each cryomodule. The RF system includes a power margin of about 15%. Figure 1.23
shows a CAD-model of the eRHIC variable coupling high power input coupler.

Figure 1.23: CAD model of the eRHIC 500 kW variable Qext power coupler. Two fixed coaxial couplers are shown attached to the cavity. The blue structures are the coax-waveguide
doorknob transitions. These are attached to the waveguide tuner sections which are used to
adjust the Qext of the couplers.

1.11.8

Crab Cavities

The eRHIC crab cavities, designed to operate at a frequency of 394 MHz, will be realized
as superconducting Double Quarter Wave Crab Cavities (DQWCC). This cavity type, designed and developed at BNL for the LHC luminosity upgrade, has gone through a rigorous development program. The frequency of the LHC DQWCC devices is 400 MHz, conveniently close to the eRHIC DQWCC frequency, and thus serves to validate the expected
performance of the eRHIC DQWCC.
At this time, a total of five LHC-style DQWCC have been built and tested with exceptionally good results: a proof-of-principle cavity built by Niowave Inc. for the BNL team and
tested at BNL, two prototype cavities designed by BNL, built by Niowave through a LARP
program, and tested at Jefferson Laboratory, and two prototype cavities of the same design
built and tested at CERN. The BNL crab cavity team has been an active contributor to all
the tests at JLab and CERN.
While the superconducting crab cavity is the most critical element of the crabbing system,
there are many other auxiliary subsystems that are challenging and critical for the proper
crabbing of the beam. These subsystems, which will be described in detail in this document, include the liquid helium tank, HOM dampers, fundamental power and pickup
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couplers, mechanical cavity frequency tuner (comprising the dressed cavity, seen in Figure 1.24), as well as the crab cavity cryomodule. At this point all the subsystems mentioned
have been built and successfully tested for the LHC DQWCC, and lessons learned from the
LHC devices will be applied to the eRHIC DQWCC design.

Figure 1.24: Cross section view of the eRHIC DQWCC showing the dressed cavity, with
helium tank, couplers, and tuner.

The ultimate test of any accelerator cavity is its performance in the presence of beam. This
is particularly true for hadron crab cavities, since there has never been any previous implementation of crab cavities in hadron accelerators. For this reason, a complete system,
including two fully dressed DQWCC with all the couplers and tuners in a cryomodule,
has been installed at CERN in the SPS accelerator, as shown in Figure 1.25. Beam tests
commenced in April 2018, with active participation of BNL staff. During these tests no
detrimental effects on the proton beam were observed.

1.11.9

Civil Construction and Infrastructure

An important feature of the Brookhaven eRHIC proposal is that, due to the significant existing RHIC infrastructure, a relatively small amount of new building square footage is
required. There are 13 proposed new buildings totaling 145,00 square feet. At the present
stage of the design, it is necessary to provide a new 70,749 sq. ft. building in the IR10 location to house RF power amplifiers and supporting equipment for the electron storage ring
and the RCS. A new 21,000 sq. ft. facility will be constructed in the IR2 straight section to
house the electron pre-injection LINAC and the strong hadron cooling electron ERL with
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Figure 1.25: The LHC prototype twin DQWCC cryomodule installed in the SPS tunnel for
beam tests (Photo Courtesy CERN).

their associated laser systems and other support equipment. Additional smaller buildings
are required around the ring to house power supplies and other support equipment at
locally optimized points. The existing central cryogenic plant will be used for cryogenic
cooling for all of eRHIC, but additional cryogenic support facilities will be required to
support 2 K cooling of new superconducting RF equipment in IRs 2, 10, and 6. The current
operation of RHIC requires distributed cooling water systems located at or near the points
of use. eRHIC will however require a significant increase in cooling water capacity for
the electron storage ring vacuum chamber (10 MW) along with magnet and power supply
cooling for the electron storage ring and RCS. Each building will also have HVAC requirements driven by the equipment and rack demand. The requirement for electron beam
thermal stability will drive the design and installation of a new HVAC system for the tunnel. This system is currently envisioned to be an industrial ductless system to avoid the
installation of large air ducting systems throughout the tunnel space. Existing site power
is currently sufficient for the needs of eRHIC; however, the distribution system will require
an upgrade to supply enough power to the new locations. A “ring bus” style distribution
is envisioned for eRHIC, allowing for sections of the ring to be opened for maintenance
operations without affecting downstream loads. A new 20 MVA main power transformer
will be installed to support RF power demand. Backup power capacity will be installed in
the form of two diesel generators along with distributed UPS systems where required.
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Overview Summary

The eRHIC collider, as described in the pre-conceptual design provides collisions of electron and hadron beams stored in two storage rings: the Yellow ring of the Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider (RHIC) and a new electron storage ring with high luminosity of
L = 1034 cm−2 sec−1 over a center-of-mass energy range from 20 GeV to 140 GeV. The technical solution is based on accelerator physics and technology that is a moderate extrapolation of the state-of-the-art. Appendix ?? gives a detailed description of the hadron beams
in the RHIC complex that are available for eRHIC. The required modifications of RHIC are
few and relatively inexpensive on the scale of the entire project. The challenge of the design
lies in its implementation into an existing tunnel with existing infrastructure at a reasonable cost, which will require very detailed planning. The final factor of two to three in
luminosity requires strong hadron cooling, which will be realized by a novel scheme or by
substantial extrapolation of existing technology. The main mitigation of the corresponding
technical risk lies in the fact that a very respectable luminosity of up to 4.3 × 1033 cm−2 sec−1
can be achieved without strong hadron cooling, a performance which would provide full
access to the entire EIC physics program.
The electron injector complex consists of a polarized electron gun and 400 MeV S-band
LINAC which will provide polarized electron bunches of 12 nC to the rapid cycling synchrotron in the RHIC tunnel. This large synchrotron is to be constructed with normalconducting magnets and normal-conducting RF systems. The critical requirement is high
spin transparency for the polarized beam. This has been taken into account by special
design features and has been tested by extensive simulations.
The anticipated performance of the collider has been addressed by a comprehensive accelerator physics design study. The design allows for two large-solid-angle detectors utilizing the existing experimental areas now occupied by the RHIC detectors STAR and
PHENIX/sPHENIX. Final parameters are chosen such that there is still a margin between
the design values and values believed achievable. In that sense, the presented solution
should be considered as robust and realistically achievable. While there are no components
that require completely new technical concepts, several components are at state-of-the-art
or slightly beyond present technology. The list of these components includes special superconducting magnets in the interaction regions with large apertures. Other advanced
components are 2-cell superconducting cavities with 1 MW of input power and variable
coupling of the forward power couplers. Strong hadron cooling requires a CW electron
source which can reliably deliver 100 mA of beam current.
In conclusion, the presented eRHIC design based on an electron storage ring and its injectors added to the RHIC complex is an attractive, relatively low risk solution, which meets
all requirements on an electron-ion collider at reasonable cost.
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Chapter 2

EIC Physics and Requirements for
Machine Design
2.1

Introduction

Half a century of investigations have revealed that the neutrons and protons (nucleons)
that make up the atomic nucleus are composed of more basic constituents, the quarks
and gluons, with their interactions mediated by the exchange of gluons. Their discovery
has led to the development of the fundamental theory of strong interactions, quantum
chromodynamics (QCD). QCD attributes the forces among quarks and gluons (collectively
called partons) to their color charge. In contrast to quantum electrodynamics, where the
force carriers (photons) are electrically neutral, gluons in QCD carry color charge and can
self-interact.
As a consequence of QCD the internal structure of nucleons consists of a complex dynamical system of valence quarks immersed in a quantum sea of virtual quarks, antiquarks,
and gluons, a system unlike any other heretofore observed in nature. The unique spin of
the nucleon is not a simple sum of the spins of the valence quarks, but also includes significant contributions from this quantum sea. The mass of the nucleon is not the sum of its
constituent partons (which is near zero), but emerges from interactions among the valence
quarks, antiquarks, and gluons.
Understanding the structure of nucleons and nuclei, as well as their properties such as
spin, mass, and nucleon-nucleon interactions from the properties and dynamics of quarks
and gluons is a central goal of nuclear science. Decades of work in high energy physics
and nuclear physics to probe the nature of matter at the QCD level has revealed a rich
tapestry with many detailed answers, but the most fundamental questions remain unresolved, entailing many opportunities for new discoveries. The Electron Ion Collider (EIC)
is conceived with unique capabilities to explore this new realm of discovery for understanding the fundamental role of QCD in the observed structure of matter.
The dynamical interactions between quarks and gluons have profound consequences, such
57
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as the generation of the nucleon mass. They also result in a little explored domain of matter
where gluons dominate the nuclear wavefunction. Hints of this domain have been seen
in nuclear collisions at RHIC and the LHC where the nuclei collide at nearly the speed
of light. Similar hints have been obtained from prior electron-proton scattering at HERA.
The corresponding strong color fields are at the heart of many poorly understood emergent
phenomena in QCD, such as confinement, properties of the quark gluon plasma, and the
origin of nucleon spin. A quantitative study of matter in this domain of gluon dominance
is a central goal of the EIC.
In the last two decades, nuclear physicists have developed new phenomenological tools
that show promise of realizing tomographic images of the quarks and gluons inside polarized and unpolarized protons and neutrons. These tools are being utilized now and will
be further refined in the next few years to study the valence quark region in the nucleon
using the 12 GeV CEBAF at JLab and the COMPASS experiment at CERN. However, our
knowledge of the nucleon will be far from complete without the investigation of the gluon
dominated region within it. While high-energy polarized and unpolarized hadron-hadron
collisions at RHIC and the LHC have initiated the exploration of this gluon-dominated
regime, the EIC will complement these studies by simultaneously bringing the precision
of the well-understood electromagnetic probe, polarized beams, and high energies to the
study of the gluon dominated region.
As one increases the energy of the electron-nucleon collision, the deep inelastic scattering
process probes regions of progressively higher gluon densities. However, the density of
gluons inside a nucleon must eventually saturate to avoid an indefinite rise in the strength
of the nucleon-nucleon interaction. How this exactly happens in QCD is unknown. Unambiguous evidence of this saturated gluon density has so far eluded us, although tantalizing
hints at RHIC and the LHC have been observed. Experimental design limitations of the
past are being specifically addressed in the design of the EIC in order to study this remarkable form of matter; this will be facilitated by electron collisions with heavy nuclei, where
coherent contributions from many nucleons effectively amplify the probed gluon density.
The scientific goals and the machine parameters of the EIC were first agreed upon in
deliberations at a community-driven program held at the Institute for Nuclear Theory
(INT) [40]. They were further refined and summarized in the EIC White Paper [1]. The EIC
science goals were set by identifying critical questions in QCD that remain unanswered despite the significant experimental and theoretical progress made over the past decades, and
would remain unanswered unless the EIC is realized. Those science goals and the consequent machine parameters for the EIC were supported in the 2015 NSAC Long Range Plan
(LRP) [2] leading to the recommendation for the EIC as the “highest priority new facility”
to be constructed in the US by DOE’s Office of Nuclear Physics.
The eRHIC machine design (pre-CDR) presented in this document addresses all the scientific goals that were identified by the broader community [1, 2, 40, 41] as the most compelling questions in QCD that the future Electron Ion Collider must address. An independent assessment of the science of EIC was recently conducted by a panel convened by
the National Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine [3]. The report strongly
endorses this program, noting that it addresses profound scientific questions central to
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nuclear physics research while also advancing U.S. leadership in accelerator science and
technology.

2.2

The Science Goals of the EIC and the Machine Parameters

In this section, we present a few selected topics amongst the set of compelling questions in
QCD that led to the recommendation for construction of an EIC in the NSAC process, and
summarize the machine parameters that are needed to address them.
The key scientific questions that the EIC could address are:
1. How are the sea quarks and gluons, and their spins, distributed in space and momentum inside the nucleon? How do nucleon properties emerge from them and
their interactions?
2. How do color-charged quarks and gluons, and jets, interact with a nuclear medium?
How do the confined hadronic states emerge from these quarks and gluons? How
do the quark-gluon interactions create nuclear binding?
3. How does a dense nuclear environment affect the quarks and gluons, their correlations and their interactions? What happens to the gluon density in nuclei? Does it
saturate at high energy, giving rise to a gluonic matter with universal properties in
all nuclei and even nucleons?
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Figure 2.1: The gluon (xG), sea (xS) and valence quarks (x uv and x dv ) distributions as
extracted from the data collected at HERA along with their uncertainties. Domination of
gluons at x ≤ 0.1 is evident.
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Figure 2.1 depicts the parton distribution functions extracted from e + p scattering data
from the HERA collider at DESY. To leading order, these functions represent the probability
density for finding a particle with a certain longitudinal momentum fraction x at resolution
scale Q2 . The plots show the valence quark, sea quark, and gluon distributions extracted
from the data. The most surprising feature of this result was the rapid rise of the gluon
distribution indicating that gluons dominate the proton’s wavefunction at high energies
or with decreasing x.

10

4

104

Current polarized DIS ep data:
CERN

DESY

JLab-6

10

Current polarized RHIC pp data:
STAR 1-jet

102

1

C
EI

=
√s

45

10-4

−

1

41

V
Ge

C

EI

1

.0

,0

10

=
√s

22

≤y

−

≤

63

eA/μA DIS (E-139, E-665, EMC, NMC)
JLAB-12
νA DIS (CCFR, CDHSW, CHORUS, NuTeV)

3

DY (E772, E866)
DY (E906)

W bosons

Q2 (GeV2)

Q2 (GeV2)

103

PHENIX π0

Measurements with A ≥ 56 (Fe):

JLab-12

SLAC

95

0.

V
Ge

10-3

1

.0

,0

≤
≤y

95

0.

102

10
C

1

x

10-2

10-1

1

EI

perturbative

√

s=

32

−

90

C
EI

=
√s

1

.0

,0

V
Ge

15

≤y

−

40

≤

95

0.

1

.0

0
V,

Ge

≤y

≤

95

0.

non-perturbative

0.1
10-5

10-4

10-3

x

10-2

10-1

1

Figure 2.2: Left: The x-Q2 range covered by the EIC with two different center-of-mass energy ranges in comparison with past and existing polarized e + p at CERN, DESY and SLAC
and p + p experiments at RHIC. Right: the kinematic range in x-Q2 for lepton-nucleus deep
inelastic scattering and Drell-Yan (DY) experiments and future JLab12 experiments in comparison with the EIC.

The EIC design described
in this document covers a center-of-mass energy range for the
√
e + p collisions of s of 29 to 140 GeV. The kinematic reach in x and Q2 , the momentum
transferred by the electron to the proton, is shown in Figure 2.2. The diagonal lines in each
plot represent lines of constant inelasticity, y, which represents the ratio of the virtual photon’s energy to the incoming electron’s, in the target rest frame. The variables x, Q2 , y and
s are related to each other by a simple equation Q2 = sxy. Since the EIC is being designed
to study the domain of gluon dominance in the proton, it has to have a substantial energy
reach to access the low-x region (x ∝ 1/s). The left figure shows the kinematic acceptance
for polarized and unpolarized e + p collisions, and the right figure shows the acceptance
for e + A collisions. Also shown for comparison is the reach of past and current fixed
target facilities that acquire comparable data sets, and in case of the left plot, polarized
p + p collisions from RHIC. Note that there are no data from past or current experiments
in the region of x < 5 × 10−3 . The two figures establish that the EIC would, for the first
time, allow us to explore significantly lower values of x where the role of gluon degrees of
freedom is enhanced.
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The details of the science case for the EIC have been presented in the EIC White Paper [1].
In what follows, we describe, in greater detail, the compelling scientific questions outlined
above, and motivate the requirements for the machine parameters that would help us address these questions.

2.2.1

Nucleon Spin and Imaging

Nucleon Spin
Understanding the nucleon spin in terms of its components, quarks, anti-quarks, gluons,
and the dynamics resulting from color interactions, has been an important goal for nuclear
scientists over the past five decades. The nucleon spin can be split into its components [42]:
1
1
= ∆Σ( Q2f ) + ∆G ( Q f ) + LQ+G ( Q f )
(2.1)
2
2
where ∆Σ, ∆G, and L are the contributions from quark+anti-quarks, gluons, and their angular momentum to the nucleon spin. They are evaluated at a fixed scale Q f and summed
over the whole x range from 0 to 1. The discovery by the EMC experiment at CERN in the
1980s, that the quark and anti-quark spin alignment (∆Σ in the above equation) could not
explain the nucleon’s spin, brought this fundamental issue into the limelight. Since then,
numerous fixed target polarized electron/muon scattering experiments and polarized proton collisions at RHIC [43] have confirmed that the spin alignment of quarks+antiquarks,
and gluons, in the covered kinematic region (0.001 ≤ x ≤ 0.6) does not explain the nucleon’s spin, thus providing indirect evidence for a potential contribution from parton
orbital angular momenta, LQ+G . The largest uncertainties in ∆Σ and ∆G come from the
unmeasured regions of x < 5 × 10−3 , where no data exist. With measurements in this region, the EIC will provide precise measurements of ∆Σ and ∆G that will resolve the spin
components of the proton [1, 41, 44].
Figure 2.3 illustrates the potential impact of√the EIC on reducing the uncertainty in knowledge of the unmeasured region assuming s range indicated in the figure. The EIC will
significantly reduce the uncertainty in the knowledge of ∆Σ + ∆G for 10−6 < x < 10−3
(y-axis), as well as in the contribution from orbital angular momentum in the range
10−3 < x < 1 (x-axis). It is evident from this plot that the higher center-of-mass energy is
required to make measurements for which the errors are much smaller than the individual
contributions.
Machine Requirements For Polarized Inclusive Deep Inelastic Scattering
Double longitudinal spin asymmetry measurement requires measuring inclusive deep inelastic scattering (DIS) with longitudinally polarized electrons off longitudinally polarized
protons. Typically, 70% beam polarization was assumed in the conducted simulations.
Most studies were performed assuming a data set with integrated luminosity L = 10 fb−1 ,
and it was shown in [41, 44] and references therein that the statistical uncertainties at this
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Figure 2.3: The impact of different center-of-mass energies on our knowledge of the sum of
quark and gluons’ helicity contributions in the range 10−6 < x < 10−3 (vertical axis) versus
the contribution from the orbital angular motion in the range 10−3 < x < 1 (horizontal axis).
The calculations are shown at a fixed scale of Q2f = 10 GeV2 [41].

luminosity are considerably smaller than the current theoretical uncertainties. Experimental systematic uncertainties, coming from polarization measurements and other (time dependent, detector related) false asymmetries in measurements would then have to be constrained to a few percent [45]. Similar measurements using polarized 3 He or deuteron are
needed to obtain full flavor separation of the spin structure. The machine requirements are
similar to the ones discussed for the proton except for the need of neutron rich polarized
nuclear beams. In addition, this science program will need high center-of-mass energies
and an integrated luminosity of at least 10 fb−1 .
Imaging The Confined Motion Of Quarks
DIS measurements in which hadrons are measured (in addition to the scattered electron),
are commonly referred to as ”Semi-Inclusive DIS” (SIDIS) measurements. Experiments
with collisions of electrons on transversely polarized protons, deuterons (D), or helium
(3 He) targets, have measured single spin azimuthal asymmetries for various identified
hadrons over a broad range of kinematics. Similar effects have been observed and studied
in singly polarized p+p collisions. The commonly accepted origin of these asymmetries
are the correlations between the transverse momentum of quarks and their spin, as well as
the spin of the parent nucleons. Therefore a full picture of the nucleon has to include the
transverse momentum distribution of partons in addition to their longitudinal one.
SIDIS and polarized p+p measurements over the past decade, have allowed scientists to
formulate a framework in which the measurements of single spin azimuthal asymmetries

2.2. THE SCIENCE GOALS OF THE EIC AND THE MACHINE PARAMETERS

63

for different identified hadrons are connected to the transverse momentum distribution
(TMD) of partons, i.e., their confined motion inside the nucleon. These TMDs incorporate
the correlations between the motion of partons, their spin, and the spin of the parent nucleon. These correlations arise from spin-orbit coupling among the partons about which
very little is known to-date. One can define eight types of TMDs [46] based on the different combinations of quark and nucleon spin combination, and a similar set of eight TMDs
for gluons—all of which need to be mapped out if one is to gain full knowledge of the 3D
momentum and spin structure of the nucleon.
The data sets used to constrain TMDs are currently more limited in x and Q2 than the measurements shown in Figure 2.2 (left) used to constrain the helicity PDFs. With its polarized
beams and high energy, the EIC will dramatically advance our knowledge of TMDs. One
will be able to map out the 2+1 dimensional momentum structure of the different quark
flavors and gluons inside nucleons over a wide region in x and Q2 [1, 47].
Figure 2.4 (left) depicts the transverse-momentum distribution of up quarks inside a proton moving in the z-direction (pointing out of the page) with its spin polarized in the positive y-direction. The colors represent the probability of finding the up quarks for the given
momenta. The anisotropy in transverse momentum is described by the Sivers distribution
function [1,48,49], which describes the correlation between the proton’s spin direction and
the motion of its quarks and gluons. While the figure is based on a preliminary extraction
of this distribution from current experimental data, nothing is known about the spin and
momentum correlations of the gluons and sea quarks. The achievable statistical precision
of the quark Sivers function from EIC kinematics assuming an integrated luminosity of
10 fb−1 is shown in Figure 2.4 (right). Currently no data exist for extracting such a picture
in the gluon-dominated region in the proton or in light nuclei. The EIC will be crucial to
realize such a program.
Machine Requirements For TMD Measurements
Measurements of transverse momentum distributions require longitudinally and transversely polarized hadron beams colliding with (un)polarized electrons. Simulations to
investigate the degree to which the EIC can constrain the Sivers function assumed 70%
transverse polarization of the proton beam [1]. As mentioned earlier, semi-inclusive DIS
implies the identification of final state hadrons in coincidence with the scattered electrons.
There is already experimental evidence for flavor dependence, namely, a dependence on
the type of quark involved in the collision, of the different TMDs. These measurements
require that the hadron type in the final state be identified, in order to tag the flavor of the
parton. To obtain a detailed understanding of the eight different quark and gluon TMDs,
one needs to bin the experimental observables in multiple variables, such as x, Q2 , y, pt ,
and z simultaneously, where pt is the hadron’s transverse momentum and z is the momentum fraction of the final state hadron, both with respect to the virtual photon. Mapping
the TMDs in multiple dimensions will require larger statistics than for inclusive measurements. To fully disentangle the flavor dependence of the various TMDs, it is important
to collect data with neutron rich transversely polarized beams, such as 3 He or D with

64

CHAPTER 2. EIC PHYSICS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR MACHINE DESIGN

equivalent experimental conditions. Each of these collider operating modes will need an
integrated luminosity (or significant fraction) of 10 fb−1 . There is an obvious redundancy
in the data sets. For example, unpolarized target conditions could be achieved by combining oppositely polarized longitudinal or transverse data sets, thus running the collider
effectively for two physics programs simultaneously. However, despite such opportune
simultaneity in data taking, it is anticipated that the systematic program of measurements
essential for the complete mapping of TMDs will require large collective integrated luminosities (a couple of 10 fb−1 ) for different targets and their spin orientation [1]. The wide
range in x − Q2 provided by the EIC is essential for mapping the TMDs. To explore gluon
TMDs,
access to the gluon dominated low-x region is critical and requires both high energy
√
( s ≥ 100 GeV) and a large luminosity [47, 50].
Imaging the Transverse Spatial Distribution of Partons
As in the case of the transverse momentum distribution of partons inside a hadron, we
know little about what a hadron looks like in transverse spatial dimensions. Many of our
expectations are solely based on models. In some cases, it is expected that at large-x, the
quantum numbers of the hadrons come from the struck partons in the DIS measurement.
As one goes to low-x, and gluon distribution begins to saturate, its an interesting question
of how gluons and sea quarks clump together in the hadron. At some yet unknown low-x
a very high density gluon saturated region is reached [1, 41].
It is now possible to measure the transverse spatial distributions experimentally. The
study of the spatial distribution of quarks and gluons requires a special category of mea-
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Figure 2.5: The projected precision of the transverse spatial distribution of partons obtained
from the Fourier transform of the measurement of unpolarized DVCS cross section as a
function of |t| at the EIC for a targeted luminosity of 10 fb−1 at each center-of-mass energy.
Impact parameter, bT , is the distance from the center of the proton. Left: the evolution in x at
a fixed Q2 (10 < Q2 < 17.8 GeV2 ). Right: the evolution in Q2 at a fixed x (1.6 × 10−3 < x <
2.5 × 103 ). The red and blue bands indicate extraction of spatial distribution only with high
and low center-of-mass energies, respectively, while the purple band is accessible at both.

surements, that of exclusive reactions. Examples are deeply virtual Compton scattering
(DVCS) and deeply virtual vector meson (DVVM) production. In these, the proton remains
intact after the electron has scattered off, and a photon or a vector meson is produced. Exclusivity demands that all final state products are detected. This includes the scattered
electron, the produced photon or vector meson, and the scattered proton. The spatial distribution of quarks and gluons in these experiments is extracted from the Fourier transform of the differential cross section with respect to the momentum transfer, t, between
the incoming and the scattered proton. The non-perturbative quantities that encode the
spatial distributions are called Generalized Parton Distributions (GPDs) [51–53]. They are
interesting to nuclear scientists not only because of their fundamental importance in nonperturbative QCD, but also because the second moment of particular sets of quark and
gluon GPDs will give us information about total quark and total angular momentum of
quarks and gluons in the proton [54]. This spatial distribution yields a picture of the proton that is complementary to the one obtained from the transverse-momentum distribution
of quarks and gluons.
Currently, our knowledge of GPDs from DVCS is limited and is based on fixed target experiments at intermediate to high-x or at low-x from the HERA collider measurements. The high-energy, high-luminosity EIC will make a very significant impact on
these measurements. It is anticipated that measurements made for protons in the range
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0.04 . t < 1.5 GeV2 will enable maps of parton distributions all the way down to 0.1
fm [41, 55]. Such exclusive measurements performed on nuclei will enable us to gain a
deeper understanding of the transverse quark and gluon distributions within.
Figure 2.5 shows the precision with which an EIC will provide transverse spatial distribution for quarks [41]. The red and blue bands are reachable only with high or low energy
collider operations, respectively, while the purple band is reachable by both. To reach lowx and high-Q2 the EIC needs to have the higher center-of-mass energy. The measurements
were simulated using an integrated sample of 10 fb−1 . The uncertainties shown in this
plot only account for statistics and experimental systematics, not for the systematic uncertainties associated with the extraction of these quantities from data. For more about the
extraction of proton size, we refer to [1, 41, 55].
Machine Requirements for GPD Physics
It has been shown that an integrated luminosity of 10 fb−1 is sufficient to get to precise
unpolarized spatial distribution functions. The continuous measurement of t from ∼ 0.02
to about 1.5 GeV requires a careful design of the interaction region to detect the forward
going protons scattered under small angles combined with a careful choice of the hadron
beam parameters, i.e., angular divergence and large acceptance magnets. A complete map
of the spatial distributions of quarks and gluons including polarization effects, requires
high polarization of hadron and lepton beams [1, 55].

2.2.2

Physics with High-Energy Nuclear Beams at the EIC

Precise knowledge of proton PDFs measured at HERA has been critically important for
searches of physics beyond the Standard Model (BSM) at the LHC. When compared to our
knowledge of parton distribution functions in the proton, our knowledge of nuclear PDFs
(nPDF) is significantly more limited. Most of it comes from fixed target experiments in a
region of intermediate to high-x as shown in Figure 2.2. Recently available data from the
LHC have been included in nPDF extractions but have had limited impact on extracting
nuclear PDFs [56]. High energy electron-nucleus collisions at the EIC will enable measurements of nuclear PDFs over a broad and continuous range in Q2 all the way from
photo-production (Q2 ∼ 0) to large Q2 in the perturbative region. This will enable scientists to study the nPDFs with unprecedented precision. Precise knowledge of nPDFs will
be crucial when searching for the transition between linear and non-linear evolution of
the parton densities with change of the resolution scale of the probe. The latter saturation
regime occurs at low x and low interaction scale Q2 where the gluon densities are highest
and the recombination of low-x gluons becomes increasingly important. In e + A scattering such non-linearities are predicted to be more pronounced than in e + p interactions [57]
since the saturation scale Q2S is expected to grow as A1/3 . As noted previously, exploring
this intrinsically non-linear regime of QCD is a key science goal of the EIC. In addition,
measurements with nuclear beams will allow us to investigate a wide range of questions,
such as (i) whether color confinement in protons and nuclei is different, (ii) what is the
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quark-gluon origin of short range nucleon-nucleon forces in the nuclei, and (iii) how the
nuclear medium responds to colored and colorless probes. All these measurements require
high energy beams of light and heavy nuclei. These measurements are discussed further
below.
Nuclear Modification of PDFs and Their Precision Measurements
How parton distributions in nuclei are modified relative to those in the proton can be
quantified by plotting their ratio normalized by the atomic number of the nucleus. The
deviation of this ratio from unity is a clear demonstration that the nuclear parton distributions are not simple convolutions of parton distributions in the proton. A depletion of
this ratio is often called shadowing, while an enhancement is dubbed anti-shadowing. The
simulated data presented in this section was used in a study [58] that allowed additional
flexibility in the fit function used to derive the gluon PDF in the nuclei. The ratio of gluon
distribution in Pb to that in proton is plotted at two different values of Q2 in Figure 2.6. The
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grey bands indicate the current uncertainties in the nuclear PDFs, orange bands indicate
the improvement we could expect from the inclusive data sets, and the hatched band indicates the further improvement one expects from the inclusion of charm quark production
in this analysis. Clearly, the higher energy collider is more advantageous.
The reduced cross section σreduced can be expressed in terms of the structure function F2 and
the longitudinal structure function FL as:
σreduced = F2 ( x, Q2 ) −

y2
· FL ( x, Q2 )
1 + (1 − y )2

(2.2)

While F2 is sensitive to the momentum distributions of (anti)quarks and to gluons mainly
through scaling violations, FL has a larger direct contribution from gluons. An additional
constraint on the gluon distribution at moderate to high-x comes from charm production
driven by photon-gluon fusion. The fraction of charm production
grows with the energy,
√
reaching about 15% of the total cross section at the highest s, thus permitting one to set
a robust and independent constraint on the gluon distribution in nuclei at high-x [1, 41].
Figure 2.7 shows the reduced cross section for inclusive and charm production in e +
A scattering. The data were simulated using three different center-of-mass energies,
31.6, 44.7, and 89.4 GeV. The blue shaded region indicates the existing data, and grey bands
indicate the uncertainty in the EPPS16 parametrization [56]. Note that the estimated exper-
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imental uncertainties on the data are very small compared to theory uncertainties, and the
higher center-of-mass energy enables a broader range in (x, Q2 ), particularly in the low-x
region where gluons dominate. Higher energies are clearly advantageous, and 10 fb−1 /A
combined for the data at all center-of-mass energies will be sufficient to make significant
impact on our knowledge of nuclear PDFs.
Figure 2.8 shows F L for inclusive (left) and for charm (right) calculations based on EPPS16
along with the uncertainties estimated at each energy. Note that the measurement of F L
requires one to operate the collider at several different center-of-mass energies. This simulation was performed with total of 10 fb−1 data over the combination of three center-ofmass energies [58]. The width of the gray bands reflects the current theoretical uncertainty
in both cases and is wider than the statistical uncertainties from the simulations indicating
that these uncertainty bands would be reduced significantly using future EIC data.
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Machine Parameters For Precision Nuclear PDF Measurements
Based on the study
presented above for inclusive DIS and charm cross section measure√
ments, larger s presents a significant advantage, as (i) a wider x Q2 coverage can be
explored and (ii) one reaches further in the region of gluon dominance. For precise high
impact measurements an integrated luminosity of 10 fb−1/A is sufficient. In fact, beyond a
few fb−1 , these measurements become systematics dominated [58] and more statistics will
not affect the overall uncertainties.
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Study of High Gluon Density Matter
A key feature of gluon saturation is the emergence of a momentum scale QS . If this scale is
significantly larger than the QCD confinement scale ΛQCD , the dynamics of strongly correlated gluons can be described using weak coupling many-body methods. The framework
that enables such computations is called the Color Glass Condensate (CGC) [59]. The CGC
predicts that Q2S ∝ A1/3 ; thus, the novel domain of saturated gluon matter may be accessed sooner at a given energy in large nuclei. Unambiguous establishment of this novel
domain, and its detailed study, is one of the most important goals of the EIC.

x ≤ 0.01
EIC √smax = 40 GeV (eAu)
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Figure 2.9: The accessible values of the saturation scale Q2S at an EIC in e + A collisions,
assuming two different maximum center-of-mass energies and in e + p collisions at HERA.

QCD predicts that the saturation of gluons is achieved precociously in large nuclei, i.e., at
larger values of x than in the proton since the saturation scale Q2S is enhanced by approximately A1/3 . Figure 2.9 shows calculations for the saturation scales for the e + A collisions
assuming two different center-of-mass energies and for e + p collisions at HERA. Perturbative calculations can be performed reliably in the higher Q2 region to the right of the
dashed vertical line. It is in this region where Q2 > Q2S that DGLAP evolution can be reliably compared with the saturation calculations. Clearly, the saturation scales achievable
in
e + p although the
√ both energy ranges at the EIC are significantly larger than those in
s energy for HERA was substantially larger. This enhancement of Q2s in nuclei is a consequence of the high energy probe coupling coherently to all the partons along its path length
in the nucleus. This figure makes the case that, to explore saturation phenomena reliably,
one needs to have the largest nuclei at the highest affordable center-of-mass energy.
While there are multiple experimental signatures of saturation discussed in the literature [1], we only use two in this section to motivate the requirement for the energy of
the collider; these are dihadron suppression and diffraction in e + A collisions.
The dihadron correlation in the process e + A → e0 + h1 + h2 + X refers to the angular
correlations between two hadrons h1 and h2 . The angle between the two hadrons in the
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Figure 2.10: Ratio of dihadron correlation functions in e+Au collisions to those in e+p collisions in a simulation study at three different center-of-mass energies. Ratio below 1 implies
a suppression or disappearance of hadrons, which is statistically significant (and maximal)
at ∆φ = π radians. Note that the suppression at the highest center-of-mass energy of 90 GeV
is almost a factor two larger than that seen at 40 GeV.

azimuthal plane is sensitive to the transverse momentum dependence of gluons as the parton shower develops, and to their interactions amongst themselves—the mechanism that
leads to saturation. The experimental signature of saturation is a progressive suppression
of the away-side (∆Φ = π) correlations of hadrons with increasing atomic number A at a
fixed value of x. A systematic comparison of the magnitudes and widths in the dihadron
azimuthal distribution in e + p and e + A collisions should lead us to the appropriate conclusion about the existence of saturation [41, 60]. In Figure 2.10, we plot the ratio of the
correlations functions in e + Au to those in e + p for three energies. The suppression at
the highest center-of-mass energy of 90 GeV is almost a factor two larger than that seen
at 40 GeV. Since the typical uncertainties in saturation models are approximately equal
to what would be a suppression of 20%, a significantly larger suppression ratio would
be highly desirable, suggesting the highest possible center-of-mass energy is essential for
establishing saturation unambiguously.
Diffraction in e + A scattering is another promising avenue to establish the existence of
saturation and study the underlying dynamics. Diffraction entails the exchange of a color
neutral object between the virtual photon and the target. A consequence of this is a rapidity gap between the target remnant and the diffractively produced system. Conversely, if
the exchanged particle is not color neutral, then in the detector one would observe a broad
spray of final state hadrons filling up the rapidity gap. At HERA, these types of diffractive
events made up a surprisingly large fraction of the total e + p cross section (10–15%). There
are two explanations of such large diffraction cross-sections. One is the physics of saturation. The other is due to nonperturbatively shadowed diffractive structure functions that
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satisfy leading twist evolution equations. At EIC, the diffractive DIS off nuclei, saturation
models predict that over 20% of the cross-section will be diffractive. In contrast, the perturbative QCD based leading twist shadowing models do not predict any such enhancement.
Since diffractive cross sections are proportional to the square of the nuclear gluon distribution, they are very sensitive to the onset of gluon saturation, and are important for the
study the gluon saturation.
Machine Parameters For Studies of Gluon Saturation
Highest energy operation of the EIC with the heaviest nuclei will be an essential requirement for discovery of the gluon saturation. A detailed study of saturation beyond
its
√
discovery would require a systematic variation of the nuclear size and of the s to see
where the saturation sets in. Di-hadron correlation studies performed with an 10 fb−1/A
integrated luminosity is sufficient to get a clean signature. Such integrated data sets are
also sufficient for many diffractive studies, and many of these measurements could be performed simultaneously for a particular nucleus. We conclude that achieving the highest
possible energy is the most crucial requirement for this key EIC physics.

2.2.3

Passage of Color Charge Through Cold QCD Matter

Figure 2.11 shows a schematic of an e + A scattering event. The virtual photon transmits
the energy from the electron and interacts with a quark inside a nucleon in the nucleus.
The struck quark will subsequently traverse the nucleus, interacting with the color charges
inside the nucleus and continually lose energy. At some point, this quark will hadronize
and form a color neutral hadron. Whether the hadronization process happens inside or
outside the nucleus depends on the interplay between the energy of the quark and the
atomic number of the nucleus.
If the virtual photon energy (in the nuclear rest frame) is large, the quark that is kicked will
have a large energy and produces a jet. Because of its high energy, a jet is a better surrogate
for the kicked parton than just the leading hadron. It is also expected that the variability of
energy of the collider and the ”dialing” of the nuclear size, both of which are possible with
the EIC, will allow us to study the emergence of jets as a function of energy, and to study
the internal spatial structure of jets systematically as an additional topic of high interest.
A comparison of jets in e + A versus e + p collisions is thus a promising avenue to study
a broad set of QCD phenomena related to the passage of color through cold QCD matter
and the hadronization/fragmentation processes.
At the LHC, jets have been used very effectively in p+p, p+A, and A+A collisions to study
various QCD phenomena. We understand jets much better now than before the beginning
of the LHC program. The experience thereby gathered can be gainfully applied to physics
at the EIC. Jets are a promising and extremely useful tool for the study of QCD hadronization and parton shower evolution. They also will be an effective tool to be employed to
measure and study the hadronic component in high energy photon structure [61] and glu-
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Figure 2.11: Schematic depiction of a struck parton propagating through cold nuclear matter
resulting in the formation of a single jet.

ons’ helicity in polarized protons. [41].
Machine Design Parameters For Jets Studies
Jets can only be produced and identified cleanly at high enough collider energies. High
momentum jets feature higher hadron multiplicity and a more complex internal structure.
As such, high center-of-mass energy is vital for jet studies. Nuclear size is an essential
control variable in these experiments and a broad range from light to heavy nuclei would
be desired for systematic studies of energy loss in a nuclear medium.

2.3

Summary of Machine Design Parameters for the EIC Physics

Having given an overview of the highlights of the EIC science and the machine requirements for achieving them, we summarize them here with additional comments. As summarized in section 1.2 in the EIC White Paper [1], where the important machine design
parameters are discussed in detail, the successful scientific outcome of the EIC depends
critically on: a) the luminosity, b) the center-of-mass energy, c) the lepton and light ion
beam polarization, and d) having ion beams from deuteron to the heaviest nuclei. Two
interaction regions are desired to ensure a robust physics program with complementary
detector systems.
Luminosity
In the discussion of each physics topic we mentioned, the integrated luminosity needed.
eRHIC is being designed to achieve peak luminosities between 1033−34 cm−2 sec−1 . A luminosity of 1033 cm−2 sec−1 and strong hadron cooling (Lpeak = Lavg ) and an assumed 60%
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operations efficiency for the collider complex, as routinely achieved by RHIC, yields an
integrated luminosity of 1.5 fb−1 per month. Without strong hadron cooling for the same
operations parameters, one would get a 30% reduction, as the the average luminosity Lavg
per fill is reduced to 70% of the peak luminosity L peak . Most of the physics topics discussed in the EIC White Paper [1] and here are achievable with an integrated luminosity
of 10 fb−1 , which corresponds to 30 weeks of operations. The exception is the study of
the spatial distributions of quarks and gluons in the proton with polarized beams. These
observables require up to a integrated luminosity of 100 fb−1 and would therefore benefit
from an increased luminosity of 1034 cm−2 sec−1 . It should be noted that many measurements can be performed simultaneously by judiciously choosing beam species and their
spin orientation appropriately.
Center of Mass Energy

√
In the EIC White Paper [1], a range of s of 20 to 140 GeV is suggested. A recent study
[41] showed√that most of the compelling science goals benefit from higher center-of-mass
energy. A seN = 140 GeV is needed to provide kinematic reach
√ well into the gluon
dominated regime. Some measurements require a variation in s. While the minimum
center-of-mass energy in the EIC White Paper [1] was indeed suggested as 20 GeV, recent
studies suggest that 40-45 GeV [41] is sufficient. Therefore, the eRHIC design value of
29 GeV is a fine minimum operating energy.
Polarization of beams
EIC Physics involves two types of asymmetries: one is double spin asymmetries, requiring
both electron and hadron beams to be polarized, and the other is single spin asymmetries,
requiring only one beam—mostly the hadron beam—to hbe polarized.
The statistical un√ i
certainties for double spin asymmetries are δA LL ∼ 1/ Pe Pp N , while for single spin
h √ i
asymmetries δA = 1/ P N . Therefore high beam polarization is a very effective way
to reduce statistical uncertainties. Measurements require longitudinal and transverse polarization orientation for protons, deuterons, 3 He and other polarizable light nuclei, and
longitudinal polarization for the electron beam.
Nuclear Beams

√
Ion beams of the heaviest nuclei (Gold, Lead, or Uranium) combined with the highest s,
will provide precocious access to the domain of saturated gluon densities and to understand how color propagates through nuclear matter. Light ions are also essential to study
how such effects scales with A and for precision studies of the proton structure of short
range nuclear interactions.
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Scientific Requirements for the Detectors and IRs

The physics program of an EIC, imposes several challenges on the design of a detector
and, more globally the extended interaction region as it spans center-of-mass energies from
29 GeV to 141 GeV, different combinations of both beam energy and particle species, and
several distinct physics processes. The EIC science program can be categorized in different
experimental measurements as show in Table 2.1.
Table 2.1: Different experimental measurement categories at an EIC.

Inclusive DIS: e + p/A −→ e0 + X; for this process, it is essential to detect the scattered electron with high precision.
The scattered electron is critical for all processes to determine the event kinematics.

k'
k
q

p

Semi-inclusive DIS: e + p/A −→ e0 + h±,0 + X, which requires detection of at least one hadron in coincidence with
the scattered electron.

X

scattered lepton

incoming lepton

_
u

u
u

ud

x+ξ
p

ud

π+
π−

u
_
d

d ρ−
_
u

target nucleon
String Breaking

γ∗

π0

u
_
u

uud

Exclusive DIS: e + p/A −→ e0 + p0 /A0 + γ/h±,0 /V M,
which require the detection of all particles in the event with
high precision.

π0

u

virtual photon

u
_
u
u

d_
u

π0
p

γ

x−ξ
p′

electro-weak processes: e + p/A −→ ν + X; at high
enough momentum transfer Q2 , the electron-quark interaction is mediated by the exchange of a W ± gauge boson
instead of the virtual photon. In this case the event kinematic cannot be reconstructed from the scattered electron,
but needs to be reconstructed from the final state particles.

The directions of the beams are defined following the HERA@DESY convention: the
hadron beam travels in the positive z-direction/pseudo-rapidity and the electron beam
travels in the negative z-direction/pseudo-rapidity.

76

CHAPTER 2. EIC PHYSICS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR MACHINE DESIGN

2.5

Scientific Requirements for the Detectors

In this section we will discuss only the scientific requirements on a multipurpose detector
fully optimized for EIC physics that have consequences on the design of the interaction
region. All the different physics processes to be measured at an EIC require the reconstruction of the event (x, Q2 , y, W) and final state particle kinematics (p T , z, Φ, θ) with high
precision. In order to access the full x − Q2 range at different center-of-mass energies, the
detector must be able to reconstruct events over a wide span in pseudo-rapidity.

2.5.1

Inclusive and Semi-inclusive DIS

To minimize the energy loss and multiple scattering of the scattered electron and not to
degrade the resolution of the kinematic variables (x, Q2 , y, W) derived from the scattered
electron, the beam pipe needs to be as thin as possible and made from a low mass material, i.e.
Beryllium. As shown in Section 1.1, to study non-linear QCD effects at the largest gluon
densities electron-nucleus (i.e. U, Pb, Au) collisions at the highest center-of-mass energies
are required. At eRHIC, this means 18 GeV electrons colliding with heavy ion beams of
110 GeV to reach Q2 < Q2s (∼ 1 GeV2 ) at as low x as possible. Figure 2.12 shows the
relationship between Q2 and pseudo-rapidity of the scattered electron. To reach Q2 ∼
1 GeV2 , the scattered electron needs to be detected down to a pseudo-rapidity of -4, which
corresponds to an angle of 2◦ off the beam line. The electron scattering angle especially
at low Q2 is independent of the hadron beam energy. As such, no collider equipment can be
installed inside the main detector volume and extend beyond 1.5◦ .
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Figure 2.12: Q2 vs. pseudo-rapidity in the laboratory frame for the scattered electron at
different center-of-mass energies. The following cuts have been applied: 0.01 < y < 0.9,
with inelasticity, y, defined as the fraction of the electron’s energy lost in the nucleon rest
frame. The electron scattering angle especially at low Q2 is independent of the hadron beam
energy.
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Exclusive Processes

Exclusive processes require a careful design of the detector and the IR in the outgoing
proton/nucleus beam direction. Contrary to exclusive electron-proton events, for electronnucleus collisions it is not possible to tag the outgoing intact scattered nucleus. Therefore,
another technique needs to be realized to ensure exclusivity. One can require a ”rapidity
gap” in the detector, meaning that there is a region in the detector from the hadron beam
towards the center of the detector in which there is no activity from the hadronic final state.
The efficiency for detecting exclusive events and their purity therefore depends strongly
on the rapidity coverage of the detector. Simulations have shown that a rapidity coverage
of -2 to 4 is required to have detection efficiencies > 90% and a purities > 90% for exclusive
e + A events assuming a cross section ratio of Exclusive-to-DIS events of 10:90 as measured
at HERA. Therefore no collider equipment can be installed inside the main detector volume and/or
extend beyond 1.5◦ in order to not compromise the efficiency and purity of exclusive events that are
detected through the rapidity-gap method.

2.5.3

General Purpose EIC Detectors

A possible baseline detector design, closely following the physics requirements outlined in
the EIC White Paper [1], is shown in Figure 2.13. General IR requirements for any detector
are similar due to the event geometries expected at the EIC, but details in detector design and technologies may differ. We assume the following characteristics for the present
discussion.
The compact tracker, located symmetrically with respect to the IP, consists of a MAPS silicon barrel vertex detector augmented by a set of forward/backward disks, and a two meter
long TPC with a gas volume outer radius of 0.8 m and several GEM stations, all placed into
a 3 T solenoidal field. The TPC is specifically chosen as the main tracking element because
of its small overall material budget as it minimizes the rate of photon conversions in detector components. Besides this, the TPC should provide good charged particle-identification
(PID) at central rapidities complementing a DIRC or proximity focusing RICH. The vertex
detector covering the central rapidity range −1 < η < 1 has four layers of high-resolution
MAPS sensors with a 20 µm pixel size and an effective thickness of only ∼ 0.3% radiation
length per layer. Such a setup enables a momentum resolution better than 3% for scattered
electrons and secondary charged hadrons for momenta up to a few tenths of GeV/c in the
pseudo-rapidity range −3 < η < 3. For a compact forward tracker design, it is critical to
maintain high spatial resolution. At present, a 20 µm MAPS pixel size, the same as for the
vertex detector, is anticipated.
The detector will be equipped with a set of electromagnetic calorimeters, hermetically covering a pseudo-rapidity range of at least −4 < η < 4. The calorimeter technology choice
√ is
driven by the fact that a moderately high-energy resolution in the order of ∼ 2 − 3%/ E,
is needed only at backward (electron-going) rapidities. Therefore, in the present design the
backward endcap calorimeter for the −4 < η < −1 range is composed of PWO crystals at
room temperature. At the very backward rapidities (η < −3), where tracker momentum

78

CHAPTER 2. EIC PHYSICS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR MACHINE DESIGN

Figure 2.13: A dedicated eRHIC detector with tracker and calorimeter components implemented in the EicRoot GEANT simulation framework [62].

resolution is not sufficient to yield a reliable electron-hadron separation based on E/p, a
hadronic calorimeter, installed behind the electromagnetic one, will be used. Both forward
and backward hadronic calorimeters are of a sandwich lead scintillator plate sampling
type. The calorimeters in the forward and backward directions are preceded by a RICH
detector for PID. A compact design will still require ±4.5 m space around the interaction
point (IP). This impacts the required length around the IP that has to be kept free of machine elements, typically referred to as L∗ .

2.6

Scientific Requirements for the Interaction Regions

To cover the physics program, as described in earlier sections, it is extremely important to
integrate the detector into the interaction region already during the early design stages of the
collider. In the following, the requirements will be discussed, categorized according to the
processes described in Table 2.1.
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Exclusive Processes

The detection of forward-going scattered protons from exclusive reactions, as well as of
decay neutrons from the breakup of heavy ions in incoherent and non-diffractive reactions,
is particularly challenging.

proton scattering angle [mrad]

Electron-Proton Scattering: In general, for exclusive reactions, one wishes to map the
four-momentum transfer, or Mandelstam variable t (= p2T of the scattered proton) of the
hadronic system, and then obtain an image of the spatial partonic structure of the proton
by a Fourier transform of the (un)polarized cross section as function of t. Figure 2.14 shows
what fraction of the beam momentum (x L = p0L /pBeam ) is carried by these scattered protons as measured by ZEUS at HERA [63] and the correlation between the proton scattering
angle and its momentum. This illustrates that the remaining baryonic states go in the very
forward proton-beam direction. Even at a proton energy of 50 GeV, the proton scattering
angles only range to about 25 mrad. At proton energies of 250 GeV, this number is further
reduced by a factor of five. In all cases, the scattering angles are small. As discussed earlier (see section 2.5), the main detector reaches down to a rapidity -4 to 4, corresponding
to 35 mrad from the beam line. Therefore, these protons are not seen in the main detector
and need a different technique to be detected, i.e. Roman Pots. Their acceptance strongly
depends on the exact interaction region design.
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Figure 2.14: Left: Fraction of the beam momentum carried by the scattered protons as
measured by ZEUS at HERA. Right: The scattered proton momentum vs. scattering angle
in the laboratory frame for DVCS events with different beam energy combinations. The
following cuts have been applied: 1 GeV2 < Q2 < 100 GeV2 , 0.01 < y < 0.85, 10 − 5 < x <
0.5 and 0.01 GeV2 < t < 1 GeV2 . The angle of the recoiling hadronic system is directly and
inversely correlated with the proton energy. It thus decreases with increasing proton energy.
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Figure 2.15 (top) shows the cross section of exclusive real photon production (DVCS:
ep −→ e0 p0 ) as function of t. The red dots√represent the measurements and their statistical precision as obtained at eRHIC for s = 141 GeV and an integrated luminosity of 10 fb−1 for 0.03 GeV2 < |t| < 1.6 GeV2 corresponding to an acceptance in p T of
0.18 GeV/c < p T < 1.3 GeV/c, which is the nominal requirement from the EIC White
Paper. The blue curves represent an exponential fit to the measured points for different
regions in t with the width of the band representing the uncertainty of the fit. The different
rows show the result for different acceptances in p T of the scattered protons. The lower
row shows the impact parameter dependent PDF obtained from a Fourier transform of the
cross section measurement with different p T acceptances. The bands represent the parametric errors in the fit and the uncertainty from different extrapolations to the regions of
unmeasured (very low and very high) p T of the scattered protons. Based on these studies
and the EIC White Paper, protons with 0.18 GeV/c < p T < 1.3 GeV/c need to be transported
through the IR such that they can be detected as soon as they are separated from the core of the beam.
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Figure 2.15: Top: The cross section as function of t. The red
√ dots represent the measurements
and their statistical precision as obtained at eRHIC for s = 141 GeV and an integrated luminosity of 10 fb−1 . The blue curves represent an exponential fit to the measured points for
different regions in t with the width of the band representing the uncertainty of the fit. The
different rows show the result for different acceptances in p T of the scattered protons. Bottom: The impact parameter dependent PDF obtained from a Fourier transform of the measured cross section with different p T acceptances. The bands represent the parametric errors
in the fit and the uncertainty from different extrapolations to the regions of unmeasured
(very low and very high) p T of the scattered protons. Left: 0.18 GeV/c < p T < 1.3 GeV/c,
0.03 GeV2 < |t| < 1.6 GeV2 ; Middle: 0.44 GeV/c < p T < 1.3 GeV/c; Right: 0.18 GeV/c <
p T < 0.8 GeV/c.
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To obtain a full picture of the (un)polarized spatial partonic imaging of the proton it is critical to have measurements of the (un)polarized diffractive cross sections of reactions with a
charge exchange, like e + p → e0 + n. In this case the four-momentum transfer t is obtained
from the forward scattered neutrons. Figure 2.16 shows the correlation of the scattering angle of the neutrons as function of t for two different beam energy combinations. Like for
the protons, the neutrons are scattered at very small angles with respect
√ to the outgoing
proton beam.
These
neutrons
with
an
angular
distribution
from
9
mrad
(at
s = 141 GeV) to
√
26 mrad (at s = 32 GeV) from the hadron beam axis need to be transported through the IR to a
zero-degree calorimeter.

5 GeV x 50 GeV

20 GeV x 250 GeV

Figure 2.16: The neutron scattering angle as function of t in the laboratory frame for two
different beam energy combinations. Note a scattering angle of 180◦ corresponds to the
outgoing proton beam direction in this plot.

Electron-Nucleus Scattering: The only possible way to tag exclusive electron-nucleus
events for heavy nuclei is to veto nuclear breakup. For coherent diffractive events the intact nucleus is scattered under very small forward angles in the outgoing beam direction
and mainly remains inside the beam envelope. Tagging exclusive events can be realized by
requiring no neutrons from the nuclear breakup in a zero-degree calorimeter. Figure 2.17
shows the breakup neutron momentum vs. scattering angle in the laboratory frame for
different beam energies. To achieve a very high tagging efficiency of ∼ 100% for coherent diffractive electron-nuclei scattering events one needs to transport neutrons within a cone of four mrad to
six mrad, depending on the beam energy, through the IR to a zero-degree calorimeter.
For all the different processes, collision geometries in e + A (See Figure 2.18) can be determined by utilizing the ZDC. The number of forward neutrons produced and detected in
the ZDC is expected to be sensitive to the path length d of the parton and fragmentation
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Figure 2.17: The scattered neutron momentum vs. scattering angle in the laboratory frame
for different beam energies.

of the colliding nucleon along the virtual photon direction in the nucleus. See Figure 2.18
for the correlation between the number of forward scattered neutrons and the path length.
The geometric information is an additional and useful gauge for investigating properties
of partonic interactions in nuclei. While the impact parameter b has a correlation with the
number of neutrons in the ZDC, the most ”central” collision in e + A (b ∼ 0) can be identified from events with the highest neutron multiplicity since the longest path length of the
nucleon fragmentation in the nucleus is expected to be at b = 0. This will be an effective
tool for selecting events with maximized nuclear effects in SIDIS e + A collisions, like e.g.,
dihadron correlation studies [60, 65].
Recent physics studies showed that selecting on the number of neutrons to reach a centrality of > 5% enhances the effective A in the reaction, which is crucial for any measurements
of non-linear effects in QCD. This, and the requirement that the four-momentum transfer
t in diffractive reactions with a charge exchange√is obtained from the neutron, requires
a ZDC√with higher energy resolution (≈ 30%/ E) than is currently achieved at RHIC
(65%/ E + 15% for a ZDC size of 10 cm × 10 cm × 60 cm). This requires more space in
x-y to integrate a ZDC in order to minimize shower leakages in the transverse direction at
30 m from the IR. The required space will depend on the exact detector technology chosen;
for examples see [66, 67]. The longitudinal size required would be around one meter.
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Figure 2.18: Top-left: Collision geometry of e + A, showing the path length d of the parton
and fragmentation of the struck nucleon along the virtual photon direction. The impact
parameter b is defined as the transverse distance between the center of the nucleon and
the virtual photon. Top-right: Distribution of the path length as selected by the neutron
multiplicity. The estimate done using DPMJet-III [64]. Bottom: Correlation between number
of produced forward neutrons vs. path length of parton and fragmentation of the struck
nucleon in the nucleus. All the forward neutrons can be detected in the ZDC.

2.6.2

Inclusive Processes

There are many physics topics beyond what was discussed in the EIC White Paper [1] that
benefit from tagging the scattered electron at Q2 values significantly below 1 GeV2 . An
example is the determination of the (un)polarized partonic structure of photons [61]. Scattered electrons with a Q2 < 0.5 GeV2 cannot be detected in the main detector; therefore,
as in HERA, a special low-Q2 tagger is needed. The scattered electrons will be detected

84

CHAPTER 2. EIC PHYSICS AND REQUIREMENTS FOR MACHINE DESIGN

in an electromagnetic calorimeter with several Si-tracking planes in front. Such a device
needs to be well-integrated into the IR design and care needs to be taken to separate the
scattered electrons from electrons from the bremsstrahlung process, which, due to its high
cross section and the high eRHIC luminosity will be dominant. Figures 2.19 and 2.20 show
several kinematic relations for the scattered electron, i.e. Q2 vs. rapidity, Q2 as function of
the electron scattering angle, and its energy.
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Figure 2.19: Relation between Q2 of the scattered electron rapidity for 5 GeV and 18 GeV
electron beam energy.

Figure 2.20: The relation between the scattered electron scattering angle and Q2 for 5 GeV
and 18 GeV electron beam energy. The colors indicate the energy of the scattered electron.
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Electron-Nucleus Scattering

The physics program of an EIC requires electron-(un)polarized proton and neutron collisions to allow full flavor separation of (un)polarized parton distribution functions. As
polarized neutron beams are not feasible, (un)polarized 3 He and deuterium beams constitute effective proxy for a neutron beam. To ensure that the scattering really occurred on
the neutron, the spectator proton(s) need to be detected. Figure 2.21 shows the correlation

Figure 2.21: The correlation of momentum and scattering angle for the spectator
proton in
√
electron-deuteron and electron-3 He-scattering for two different values of s.
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of momentum and scattering angle for the spectator
√ protons from electron-deuteron and
electron-3 He scattering for two different values of s. The detection of these spectator protons is challenging as they have small scattering angles and a different rigidity compared
to the hadron beam, which leads to stronger bending in the magnets. The (un)polarized
3 He and deuterium beams do not only constitute effective neutron beams, but also provide the possibility to study how the proton structure is modified if bound in a nucleus.
For this purpose, the spectator neutron needs to be tagged. These neutrons have the same
distribution in scattering angle and momentum as the protons. Therefore, a ZDC with its
acceptance optimized for break-up neutrons as described above (see Figure 2.17) will also
have a high acceptance for these spectator neutrons.

2.6.4

Auxiliary Detectors

To utilize the full statistical power made possible by the high luminosity of 1033 to
1034 cm−2 sec−1 , it is indispensable to have high precision measurements of the electron
and hadron beam polarizations and the luminosity. Doubly polarized electron-hadron colliders are the best way to unravel the internal structure of the nucleons and are the only
tools which will allow us to finally unravel how the spin of the proton is built by its quarks
and gluons. Figure 7 in Ref. [45] shows, that for a high precision determination of the
gluon contribution to the spin of the proton, the overall systematic uncertainty should be
around two percent. An increase of the overall systematic uncertainty of five percent leads
to a 30% increase in the uncertainty of the contribution of the gluons to the spin of the
protons.
Luminosity
The bremsstrahlung process e + p −→ e + p + γ was used successfully for the measurement of luminosity by the HERA collider experiments [68–70]. It has the features of a
precisely known large QED cross-section resulting in negligible statistical uncertainty. In
contrast to HERA, where only the electron beam was polarized, both the electron and proton/light ion beams will be polarized in eRHIC. In this case the bremsstrahlung rate is
sensitive to the polarization dependent term a in the cross section σbrems = σ0 (1 + aPe Ph ).
Thus, the polarization (Pe , Ph ) and luminosity measurements are coupled, and the precision of the luminosity measurement is limited by the precision of the polarization measurement. This also limits the precision of the measurement of double spin asymmetries
A LL = 1/( Pe Ph )( N ++/−− − RN +−/−+ )/( N ++/−− + RN +−/−+ ) through the determination of the relative luminosity R = L++/−− /L+−/−+ . The precision needed for the relative
luminosity measurement is driven by the magnitude of A LL at low-x and Q2 , which is typically on the order of 10−4 . At RHIC levels of 2 to 4 × 10−4 have been achieved. A factor of 2
to 5 improvement is required for the EIC. As discussed earlier, due to the high luminosity it
is critical to minimize the systematic uncertainties; the requirement for the systematic uncertainty is δL/L < 1%. The straightforward method for measuring bremsstrahlung is to
use a calorimeter at zero degrees in the electron direction counting the resulting photons,
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the distribution of which is strongly peaked in the forward direction. The calorimeter is
also exposed to the direct synchrotron radiation fan and must be shielded, thus degrading
the energy resolution. At peak HERA luminosities, the photon calorimeters were hit by 1-2
photons per HERA bunch crossing. At an EIC luminosity of 1033 cm−2 s−1 , the mean number of photons per bunch crossing is over 20 for electron-proton scattering and increases
with Z2 of the target for nuclear beams. The distributions are broad, with a mean proportional to the number of photons per bunch crossing. The counting of bremsstrahlung
photons thus is effectively an energy measurement in the photon calorimeter with all of the
related systematic uncertainties (e.g. gain stability) of such a measurement. An alternative
method to counting bremsstrahlung photons, used effectively by the ZEUS collaboration
at HERA, employs a pair spectrometer. A small fraction of photons is converted into e+ e−
pairs in the vacuum chamber exit window. A dipole magnet splits the pairs and each particle hits a separate calorimeter adjacent to the unconverted photon direction. This has
several advantages over a zero-degree photon calorimeter:
• The calorimeters are outside of the primary synchrotron radiation fan.
• The exit window conversion fraction reduces the overall rate.
• The spectrometer geometry imposes a low energy cutoff in the photon spectrum,
which depends on the magnitude of the dipole field and the transverse location of
the calorimeters.
The variable parameters of the last two points (conversion fraction, dipole field and
calorimeter locations) may be chosen to reduce the rate to less than or of order one e+ e−
coincidence per bunch crossing even at nominal EIC luminosities. Thus, counting of
bremsstrahlung photons is simply counting of e+ e− coincidences in a pair spectrometer
with only small corrections for pileup effects. Such a luminosity detector design needs
careful integration into the machine lattice, not only to allow for enough space for the pair
spectrometer, but also for the angular acceptance of the photons from the bremsstrahlung
process which is especially critical. Figure 2.22 (top) shows the angular distribution of photons from the bremsstrahlung process e + p −→ e + p + γ. The peak of the distribution
sits at 0.03 mrad with a long tail towards higher angles. However, as the angular beam
divergence of the electron beam is up to a factor 10 larger, it will completely determine
the acceptance for the photons from the bremsstrahlung process. Figure 2.22 (bottom) indicates how the angular distribution is modified, including a crossing angle of 25 mrad,
an electron beam angular divergence of 0.1 mrad, and a z-vertex distribution of ±2.5 cm
(black curve), and how a x-y vertex distribution would impact the distribution (red curve).
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Figure 2.22: Top: The angular distribution of photons from the bremsstrahlung process
e + p −→ e + p + γ calculated with two different models (DJANGOH [71] and a ”homewritten” MC based on the analytic Bethe-Heitler equations) integrated in Monte Carlo codes.
Bottom: The red curve illustrates how the angular distribution would be further modified if
the vertex distribution would be spread out in x and y by ±0.5 cm. The black curve accounts
for a crossing angle of 25 mrad, a beam angular divergence of 0.1 mrad and a z-vertex distribution of ±2.5 cm.

Lepton and Hadron Polarimetry
Lepton Polarization: Compton back-scattering is the established method to measure
electron beam polarization in e − p colliders. At HERA, there were two Compton backscattering polarimeters [72], one measuring the transverse polarization (TPOL) of the beam
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through a position asymmetry, and another one measuring the longitudinal polarization
(LPOL) of the beam through an energy asymmetry in Compton back-scattered photons.
The TPOL and LPOL systematic uncertainties of HERA RUN-I were 3.5% and 1.6% and
Run-II 1.9% and 2.0%, respectively. To balance the expected high luminosity at the EIC,
these systematic uncertainties should be reduced to ∼ 1%. Since it is not foreseen to measure the electron beam polarization at the IR, no constraints need to be considered. More
details on eRHIC electron polarimetry can be found in Section ??.
Hadron Polarization: Measuring the hadron beam polarization is significantly more involved. Contrary to the electron case, there is no process that can be calculated from first
principles. Therefore, a two-tier measurement is needed: one providing the absolute polarization, which normally has low statistical power, and a high statistical power measurement that measures the relative polarization. At RHIC [73], the single spin asymmetry A N
of the elastically scattered polarized proton beam on a polarized hydrogen jet is used to
determine the absolute polarization. This measurement provides the average polarization
per fill and for each proton beam with a statistical uncertainty on the order of ≈ 5% and a
systematic uncertainty of 3.2%. High-statistics bunch-by-bunch relative polarization measurements are provided by measuring the single spin asymmetry A N for scattering the
polarized proton beam off a carbon fiber target. To obtain absolute measurements, the pCmeasurements are cross-normalized to the absolute polarization measurements from the
hydrogen-jet polarimeter. The pC-measurements provide the polarization lifetime and the
polarization profile per fill with high statistical precision. The achieved total systematic
uncertainty for single spin asymmetries until 2015 is 3.4%.
The same concept is currently planned for all polarized hadron beams in the EIC, namely
proton, deuterium, and 3 He [74]. It is foreseen to continue to have the absolute and relative hadron polarimeters located at IP12 in eRHIC; therefore, no constraints need to be
considered for the IR.
However, there is the requirement for a local polarimeter between the spin rotators to
monitor the degree of spin rotation from transverse in the arcs to longitudinal at the experiments. This can be done by integrating a fast, high precision proton-carbon (pC) polarimeter into the extended IR. This pC polarimeter is based on very small angle polarized
proton-carbon elastic scattering in the Coulomb-Nuclear Interference region. The analyzing power is maximum for transverse or radial hadron beam polarization and goes to zero
for longitudinal polarized hadron beams. The requirements on the extended IR region
are purely spatial (∼ 0.5 to 0.8 m) to integrate the scattering chamber for the carbon target intercepting the beam and the Si-detectors to measure the elastically scattered carbons.
More details on the eRHIC absolute and relative hadron beam polarimetry can be found
in Section ??.
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2.6.5

Summary of Requirements for the Interaction Regions

Table 2.2 summarizes the requirements for the overall interaction region design derived
from the EIC physics discussed in the 2010 INT Report [40], the EIC White Paper [1], and
the document assessing the energy dependence of key measurements [41].
Table 2.2: Summary of the requirements from the physics program on the overall IR design.
Hadron
Lepton
±4.5 m main detector
Machine element free region
beam elements < 1.5o in main detector volume
Beam Pipe
Low mass material, i.e. Beryllium
Integration of detectors
Local Polarimeter
Zero Degree Calorimeter
40 cm × 40 cm × 1 m @s = 30 m
scattered proton/neutron acc. Proton: 0.18 GeV/c < p T < 1.3 GeV/c
all energies for e + p
Neutron: p T < 1.3 GeV/c
scattered proton/neutron acc.
Proton and Neutron:
√
all energies for e + A
θ < 6 mrad (for s = 50 GeV)
√
θ < 4 mrad (for s = 100 GeV)
Relative Luminosity: R = L++/−− /L+−/−+ < 10−4
Luminosity
γ acceptance: ±1 mrad
→ δL/L < 1%
Low Q2 -Tagger
Acceptance: Q2 < 0.1 GeV

Chapter 3

eRHIC Design
3.1
3.1.1

Beam Parameters, Luminosities and Complex Layout
Beam Parameters and Luminosities

Overview
The polarized Electron-Ion Collider eRHIC provides collisions of polarized electrons and
polarized protons in the center-of-mass energy region from 20 to 141 GeV, and polarized
electron-heavy ion collisions up to 89 GeV/n. This is accomplished by adding an electron
storage ring with up to 18 GeV beam energy to the existing RHIC facility, and colliding
those electrons with polarized protons or heavy ions stored in the “Yellow” RHIC ring
operating at energies between 41 and 275 GeV (protons), or 41 to 110 GeV/nucleon (ions).
The high electron energy requires a large bending radius of the electron storage ring, which
will therefore be installed in the existing RHIC tunnel. Beams will be brought into collision in up to two interaction regions, namely in IR6 and IR8. Electron-proton luminosities reach 1.0 × 1034 cm−2 sec−1 . These high luminosities require strong hadron cooling to
counteract emittance growth due to intrabeam scattering, which is very challenging. To
mitigate the risk associated with strong hadron cooling, a scenario which uses the existing
“Blue” ring as a full-energy injector has been developed (see Appendix ??). In this scheme,
the entire hadron fill in the “Yellow” ring is replaced approximately every hour at collision energy, thus keeping the luminosity nearly constant. In addition to this mitigation,
a moderate luminosity scenario has been worked out that reaches luminosities of up to
4.3 × 1033 cm−2 sec−1 without cooling (Appendix ??).
These high luminosities are achieved by increasing the number of bunches, from 110 in
the present RHIC to 1160 (580 without cooling), and operating both the electron and the
hadron storage rings at their respective beam-beam limits. The beam-beam limits assumed
in the design are based on parameters achieved - or even slightly exceeded - at RHIC
(hadrons) and the e+ e− collider B-Factories PEP-II and KEKB (electrons). In addition, a
maximum synchrotron radiation power of 10 MW is chosen to limit operational costs. It
is worthwhile mentioning that this is not a technical limitation; in KEKB, the synchrotron
91
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radiation power loss per unit length, which at 10 kW/meter is state-of-the art, is more
than twice as high as the 4 kW/meter in eRHIC.
Luminosity
The luminosity of an electron-ion collider is given as

L=

Ne Nh
H f rep ,
4πσx σy

(3.1)

with Ne and Nh being the electron and hadron bunch intensities, respectively, and σx and σy
the horizontal and vertical RMS beam sizes at the interaction point (IP), which are assumed
to be identical for the two beams. H is a factor reflecting the impact of the hourglass effect
and the crossing angle; it is near unity if the RMS bunch lengths are smaller than the IP
β-functions β∗x , β∗y , and the crossing angle is corrected using crab cavities. f rep = Nb f rev
denotes the bunch repetition rate, with Nb the number of bunches per ring and f rev the
revolution frequency of the collider rings.
The numbers of particles per bunch, Ne and Nh , are constrained by the beam-beam parameters ξ e,h,x,y induced by each beam on the other, which are computed as
ξ e,h,x,y =

=

Nh,e β∗e,h,x,y
re,h
2π γe,h σh,e,x,y (σh,e,x + σh,e,y )
rh,e
Ne,h
1
,
2π γe,h eh,e,x,y 1 + Kx,y

(3.2)

where we have used
σx,y =

q

eh,x,y β∗h,x,y =

q

ee,x,y β∗e,x,y .

(3.3)

rh,e are the classical radii of the hadrons or electrons, Kx = σx /σy , and Ky = σy /σx , while
eh,x,y and ee,x,y denote the horizontal and vertical emittances of the hadron and electron
beam, respectively.
Expressing the bunch populations through the beam currents,
Ih,e = Nh,e q f rep ,

(3.4)

and combining Equations (3.1) to (3.4) we re-write the luminosity as

L∝H

q

γe γh Ie Ih (1 + Kx )(1 + Ky )

ξ h,x ξ x,y ξ e,x ξ e,y
β∗h,x β∗h,y β∗e,x β∗e,y

!1/4
.

(3.5)

RHIC has achieved a beam-beam parameter of ξ p = 0.015 in proton-proton collisions; we
therefore base the eRHIC design on the same value. Beam-beam tune shift parameters in
excess of ξ e = 0.1 have been reached at the e+ e− collider KEKB. The main parameters of
that machine resemble the eRHIC electron ring as shown in Table 3.1, and can therefore
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Table 3.1: Key design parameters of CESR-B [75], PEP-II [76, 77], KEKB [78], and the eRHIC
electron ring. The eRHIC numbers in parentheses correspond to the version without strong
hadron cooling.

Circumference C [m]
No. of bunches Nb
Beam current I [A]
Bunch intensity Ne [1010 ]
Beam-beam parameter ξ e
Transv. damp. decr. δ[10−4 ]

CESR-B

PEP-II
LER/HER

KEKB
LER/HER

eRHIC

768
36
0.365
16.2
0.062
1.1

2200
1588
2.45/1.55
7.0/4.4
0.064/0.055
1.8/2

3000
1584
1.3/1.6
5.0/6.2
0.12/0.1
2.5

3834
1160 (580)
2.5
15 (30)
0.1
1.25

Table 3.2: Proton beam emittances and intensities achieved during regular RHIC operations.

Parameter
Bunch Intensity [1010 ]
RMS Normalized Emittance, h/v [µm]
Longitudinal Bunch Area [eV · sec]

Value
26
2.5/2.5
1.6

serve as a reference for eRHIC.
Taking into account all these constraints, the luminosity is maximized for flat beams with
Kx  1, as indicated by Equation (3.5). This is realized by both unequal β-functions,
β∗x  β∗y , and unequal emittances, ex > ey . While the latter is achieved naturally in any
flat electron storage ring due to the combined effects of synchrotron radiation damping and
quantum excitation, the horizontal ion beam emittance needs to be increased intentionally,
for instance by application of noise to a transverse kicker. In a well-decoupled, flat storage
ring with vanishing vertical dispersion this is also aided by intrabeam-scattering (IBS).
The magnitudes of the hadron design emittances are chosen such that they can be achieved
and maintained by the projected strong electron cooling facility, which has to counterbalance the emittance growth rates due to IBS. Without hadron cooling peak luminosities
reach up to 4.3 × 1033 cm−2 sec−1 based on hadron beam emittances close to those achieved
during current RHIC operations, which are listed in Table 3.2.
To reach an electron beam-beam parameter ξ e = 0.1, comparable to KEKB, sufficient
synchrotron radiation damping is necessary. While the transverse synchrotron radiation
damping decrement at KEKB was δ = 2.5 × 10−4 , simulation studies indicate that in eRHIC a transverse damping decrement of δ = 1.25 × 10−4 is sufficient for stable operation
at ξ e = 0.1. This is consistent with the fact that the maximum beam-beam parameter at
KEKB reached ξ e = 0.12.
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IP β-functions
The minimum achievable IP β-functions β∗ are limited by a number of factors. The βfunctions and therefore the transverse RMS beam sizes reach their maximum in the low-β
quadrupoles which are located at a distance l ∗ from the interaction point (IP) according to
β(l ∗ ) = β∗ +

( l ∗ )2
.
β∗

(3.6)

The eRHIC Physics program requires a machine-element free space of ±4.5 m around the
IP. In practice, due to required vacuum system elements such as warm-to-cold transitions
and bellows, the first magnets cannot be installed closer to the IP than approximately at
l ∗ > 5 m. The large β-functions resulting from small values of β∗ require large apertures in
those low-β magnets. As a consequence, for a given gradient requirement in those magnets, the peak field has to increase accordingly. In order to reduce the risk and cost associated with building and operating those magnets, the maximum peak field for the eRHIC
IR magnets is kept low enough for conventional NbTi technology. For an electron ion collider IR we must have coil structures that provide large magnetic fields in the hadron beam
aperture while shielding the electron beam from these fields, and the eRHIC experimental
physics program requires some hadron magnets to have very large apertures.
Large β-functions in the focusing quadrupoles result in large contributions to the chromaticity ζ of the machine lattice,
ζ=

1
4π

I

k (s) β(s) ds,

(3.7)

where k (s) denotes the quadrupole strength. This chromaticity has to be compensated using sextupole magnets in the arcs. Due to the nonlinear nature of those magnets they limit
the dynamic aperture of the machine. Experience at other colliders shows that sufficient
dynamic aperture can be achieved as long as the chromatic contribution of the interaction
region, ζ IR , does not exceed approximately 1/3 of the chromaticity of the arcs,
ζ IR <

1
ζ arcs .
3

(3.8)

In the eRHIC electron ring lattice, this condition is fulfilled as long as the maximum βfunctions in the low-β quadrupoles do not exceed β̂ ' 800 m.

Small values of β∗ in conjunction with long hadron bunches lead to a geometric reduction of the luminosity. Assuming Gaussian beams, this so-called hourglass effect can be
expressed as
R(t x , ty ) =

=

L
L0
Z ∞
−∞

exp(−t2 )

q

dt
√ ,
(1 + t2 /t2 )(1 + t2 /t2 ) π
x

y

(3.9)
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with
t2x

=

∗ 2 + σ∗ 2 )
2(σx,p
x,e
2 + σ2 )( σ ∗ 2 /β∗ 2 + σ ∗ 2 /β∗ 2 )
(σz,p
x,e
x,p
x,e
z,e
x,p

.

(3.10)

In addition, the finite eRHIC crossing angle of θ = 25 mrad causes a further reduction of
the luminosity despite the use of crab cavities due to the finite wavelength of the 338 MHz
crab cavities, which causes a significant residual offset of the head and the tail of the long
hadron bunch w.r.t. the electron bunch. In the limit of short electron bunch length and
small crossing angle (sin θ ≈ θ), the luminosity can be expressed as

L=

2 f b Np Ne
σz,p (2π )3/2

Z∞
−∞

n
o
2
( x̂ sin(2kz)−θz)2
exp − 2(σ2 +σ2 ) − σ2z2
x,e
x,p
z,p
dz q
,
2
2
2
2
(σx,e + σx,p )(σy,e + σy,p )

(3.11)

where k is the crab cavity RF wavelength , k = 2π f crab /c, x̂ is the maximum offset at the
IP due to the crab cavity, and the z dependence of the transverse beam sizes are included.
The luminosity is close to maximum when 2k x̂ = θ. To limit the geometric luminosity
loss due to the hourglass effect and the finite wavelength of the crab cavities, the lowest
β∗ values should not be significantly smaller than the RMS hadron bunch length. Taking
sin x ≈ x − x3 /6 the two terms in the exponential of Equation (3.11) are equal at z = σz,p
when
q
3
2 + σ2 ,
2x̂k3 σz,p
= 3 σx,p
(3.12)
x,e
which can be used to judge the relative importance of bunch length and crab wave number as compared to transverse beam size. This shows that short hadron bunch length is
important.
Lastly, the EIC physics program requires detection of protons with a transverse momentum as low as p⊥ = 200 MeV/c. At 275 GeV proton beam energy, for instance, this translates into a scattering angle of 0.72 mrad. In order to detect these scattered particles, the
divergence angle of the proton beam itself at the IP has to be smaller than this scattering
angle, so the scattered particles travel outside the proton beam envelope where they can
be intercepted by dedicated detectors. Experience at HERA has shown that such “Roman
Pots” can be operated safely at a transverse distance of about 10 σ from the beam center,
where σ denotes the RMS beam size at the location of the Roman Pot. This restricts the
RMS proton beam divergence at the IP to a tenth of the minimum scattering angle to be
detected, 10 σ0 ≤ 72 mrad in at least one transverse plane. For a given proton beam emittance this, in turn, limits the minimum β-function at the IP to
β∗ ≥ e/σ0

2

(3.13)

The short hadron bunch lengths require small longitudinal emittances in order to limit
the resulting momentum spread ∆p/p for a given bunch length, which would otherwise
exceed the off-momentum dynamic aperture of the machine. In conjunction with high
bunch intensities, these small hadron beam emittances, on the other hand, result in fast
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emittance growth rates of approximately 2 h due to intrabeam scattering (IBS) in the
1034 cm−2 sec−1 luminosity version. This growth needs to be counteracted by strong
hadron cooling to achieve typical store lengths of 10-12 hours. In the moderate luminosity
scenario, minimum IBS growth times are 8 h, which is comparable to present RHIC and
therefore does not require cooling.
Beam heating
While short, intense hadron bunches are desirable to maximize the luminosity, they cause
a significant heat load for the cryogenic system due to the resistive wall impedance of the
stainless steel vacuum chamber inside the RHIC superconducting magnets, which scales
as the product of total beam current, I, and peak bunch current, Î,
Pcryo ∝ I · Î.

(3.14)

We will copper-coat the existing RHIC beam pipes in-situ to reduce their resistivity and
thus reduce the cryogenic heat load to less than 1 W/m.
With a given machine circumference of C = 3834 m, the large number of hadron bunches,
up to 1160, together with the high bunch intensity may give rise to electron clouds. The
threshold for this instability depends strongly on the secondary electron yield (SEY) of
the vacuum pipe surfaces. Simulations show that below an SEY of 1.2 the instability does
not occur. To reduce the secondary electron yield of the beam pipes to a sufficiently low
value, in-situ application of a thin amorphous carbon layer on top of the copper coating is
foreseen.
RF system
Together with the reduced longitudinal emittance achieved by bunch splitting, high RF
voltages are required to reach the desired short bunch lengths. It is planned to upgrade
the present RF system, which consists of 28 and 197 MHz cavities, with a 591 MHz RF
system, thus limiting the required RF voltage due to the higher harmonic number.
The total electron beam current Ie = e · Ne · f b , where e is the electron charge, is limited by
the available RF power required to restore the synchrotron radiation losses. This radiated
power can be expressed as
P [kW] = 88.46 ·

Ee [GeV]4
· Ie [A].
r [m]

(3.15)

Here Ee is the electron beam energy, and r the dipole bending radius of the storage ring. To
limit the required investment cost for the storage ring RF system as well as the operating
cost, the synchrotron radiation power has been limited to 10 MW. The RF system in the
electron storage ring consists of superconducting 591 MHz two-cell cavities. With a voltage
of 3 MV per cell, a total of 24 cells are required to provide the necessary voltage at 18 GeV
beam energy. The cavities are located in IR10.
Besides the RF power requirement the electron beam intensity is limited by collective ef-
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fects, namely the coupled bunch instability (CBI) and the transverse mode coupling instability (TMCI).
Beam polarization
Both the electron and the proton beam in eRHIC require a high degree of polarization.
Polarized protons with up to 65% polarization at energies up to 250 GeV have already
been routinely achieved using two Siberian Snakes in RHIC. Relocation of the two existing
Siberian Snakes from the Blue RHIC ring to the Yellow ring, which will be used for eRHIC,
and converting Blue spin rotators into two additional Siberian Snakes for the Yellow ring is
expected to increase spin polarization to the 70% level. Additional improvements planned
in the AGS will raise this level to 80%.
High polarization with arbitrary spin patterns in the electron ring is achieved by injecting
bunches with the desired spin orientation at full collision energy. Bunches with their spin
orientation parallel to the main dipole field of the storage ring will slowly reverse their
polarization direction due to the Sokolov-Ternov effect. It is therefore necessary to replace
entire bunches at a rate significantly faster than the Sokolov-Ternov time constant.
The shortest Sokolov-Ternov (de-)polarization time over the entire energy range of the
electron storage ring occurs at 18 GeV, where it reaches τS−T = 28 min. Replacing individual bunches after approximately 4 min ensures a high level of polarization in either spin
orientation. Short bunch trains of 4 individual bunches are replaced at a rate of 1 Hz.
Electron bunches are generated in an SLC-type polarized electron gun. The SLC gun has
routinely generated 16 nC electron bunches at a 120 Hz rate with over 80% polarization.
This performance is sufficient for eRHIC, which requires 10 nC at 1 Hz and similar polarization levels. After pre-acceleration in a 400 MeV normal-conducting S-band linac these
bunches will be injected into a rapid-cycling synchrotron (RCS) in the RHIC tunnel to be
accelerated to full collision energy of up to 18 GeV. The RCS is ramped once per second
within 200 msec from 400 MeV to 18 GeV.
In order to preserve polarization during acceleration, the RCS lattice has a high superperiodicity. Together with the appropriate choice of the betatron tune this ensures that no
intrinsic spin resonances are encountered during the entire ramp to 18 GeV. This high superperiodicity is somewhat broken due to the required bypass around the eRHIC detector.
However, spin tracking studies have shown that less than 2% of the initial polarization is
lost during the ramp to 18 GeV even with an RMS orbit error of 1 mm. The RF system in
the RCS is comprised of normal-conducting 591 MHz cavities with a total voltage of 72 MV.
Polarized protons are injected from the existing AGS at 25.5 GeV, and accelerated to full
storage energy in the eRHIC hadron storage ring. With the maximum design bunch intensity and longitudinal emittance being about half the values presently achieved in RHIC,
the required values can be reached by longitudinal bunch splitting. This splitting can be
performed either in the AGS or in RHIC. In the former case, injecting only one of the resulting two bunches while discarding the second one allows bunch-by-bunch variations of
the spin pattern in the eRHIC hadron ring, while splitting bunches in the eRHIC hadron
ring leads to spin patterns consisting of pairs of bunches with equal spin orientation.
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While the spin orientation in both the electron and the proton beam is vertical in the
storage ring arcs, the experiments require longitudinally polarized beams. The necessary
spin rotation is accomplished by the existing helical dipole rotators in the proton ring,
and by solenoid-based spin rotators in the electron machine. Spin matching is required to
preserve spin polarization in the presence of these solenoids.
Interaction region
The beams are brought into collision in either one or two interaction regions (IRs), at
6 o’clock (present STAR location) and 8 o’clock (PHENIX/sPHENIX). The two beams
collide at a total crossing angle of 25 mrad, which provides early beam separation to avoid
parasitic collisions, and allows low-β quadrupoles for the two beams to be installed close
to the interaction point, with the first magnet located just outside the ±4.5 long detector.
The crossing angle is compensated by sets of crab cavities in each beam. These 394 MHz
double quarter-wave crab cavities are scaled versions of the 400 MHz HL-LHC prototype
crab cavities.
Beam parameters
The beam parameters with and without strong hadron cooling and the
√ resulting luminosities of electron-proton collisions at different center-of-mass energies s are listed in Tables
3.3 to 3.4. The required bunch intensities and longitudinal emittances can be achieved
by longitudinal splitting of bunches with parameters very similar to present RHIC (see
Table 3.2), assuming a moderate increase of the bunch intensity listed in the Table from
26 × 1010 to 30 × 1010 protons/bunch. The horizontal design emittances with strong
hadron cooling are very close to the ones already achieved, while the much smaller vertical emittances are achieved and maintained by cooling. Depending on the actual cooling
scheme, this process may also affect the horizontal plane where cooling is not desirable.
The details of how to overcome this conundrum still need to be worked out.
Without hadron cooling, the vertical design emittances are identical
to the ones achieved in
√
RHIC, except for the case of highest center-of-mass energy s = 141 GeV, which requires
a slightly smaller vertical emittance that can be achieved by scraping in the AGS. The
horizontal emittances without cooling are about twice as large as in present RHIC and can
be easily achieved by application of noise to a broadband kicker or a deliberate injection
mismatch.
Tables 3.5 and 3.6 show parameters and luminosities for collisions of electrons with fully
stripped gold ions (Z = 79, A = 197). Without strong hadron cooling stochastic cooling
can be used to maximize the luminosities. The existing RHIC stochastic cooling system
needs to be upgraded for efficient operation with reduced bunch spacing between ion
bunches (in 660 bunch mode). This upgrade is expected to be straightforward.

Bunch intensity [1010 ]
No. of bunches
Beam current [A]
RMS norm. emit., h/v [µm]
RMS emittance, h/v [nm]
β∗ , h/v [cm]]
IP RMS beam size, h/v [µm]
Kx
RMS ∆θ, h/v [µrad]
BB parameter, h/v [10−3 ]
RMS long. emittance [10−3 , eV·sec]
RMS bunch length [cm]
RMS ∆p/p [10−4 ]
Max. space charge
Piwinski angle [rad]
Long. IBS time [h]
Transv. IBS time [h]
Hourglass factor H
Luminosity [1033 cm−2 sec−1 ]

Species
Energy [GeV]
CM energy [GeV]

√
s, with strong hadron cooling. High divergence configura-

1
2.5
2.8/0.45 391/24
9.6/1.5 20/1.2
90/4.0 43/5.0
93/7.8
11.9
103/195 215/156
14/7
73/100
36
6
2
6.8
5.8
0.003
neglig.
7.1
2.4
3.4
2
0.86
10.05

17.2

0.74
0.227
4.6/0.75 845/72
16/2.6 24/2.0
90/4.0 59/5.0
119/10
11.8
132/253 202/202
3/2
100/100
36
6
0.9
6.8
10.9
0.006
neglig.
5.6
0.8
2.1
2
0.86
1.65

6.9
1160

6.2
290

20.5
1160

17.2

1
2.5
4.0/0.22 391/25
37/2.1 20/1.3
90/4.0 167/6.4
183/9.1
20.0
203/227 109/143
10/9
75/57
21
7
2
9.7
5.8
0.028
neglig.
4.2
1.2
2
2.3/2.4
0.85
4.35

6.9

1160

17.2

0.68
2.5
2.7/0.27 196/20
25/2.6 20/2.0
90/4.0 113/5.0
150/10
14.9
167/253 133/202
15/10 100/66
21
7
2
9.7
6.8
0.019
neglig.
5.1
1.5
2.6
2/4.8
0.83
3.16

4.7

1160

13.3
0.38
1.93
1.9/0.45 196/34
44/10
20/3.5
90/7.1 196/21.0
198/27
7.3
220/380 101/129
15/9
53/42
11
7.5
2
10.3
6.8
0.05
neglig.
4.2
1.1
3.8
3.4/2.1
0.93
0.44

2.6

proton electron proton electron proton electron proton electron proton electron
275
18
275
10
100
10
100
5
41
5
140.7
104.9
63.2
44.7
28.6

Table 3.3: eRHIC beam parameters for different center-of-mass energies
tion.
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100

electron
18

√

s, with strong hadron cooling. High acceptance configura-

63.2

44.7

28.6

proton electron proton electron proton electron proton electron
275
10
100
10
100
5
41
5
104.9

4.7
17.2
1160
0.68
2.5
2.7/0.27 196/20
25/2.6 20/2.0
90/4.0 113/5.0
150/10
14.9
167/253 133/202
15/10 100/66
21
7
2
9.7
6.8
0.019
neglig.
5.1
1.5
2.6
2/4.8

140.7

6.9
17.2
1160
1
2.5
2.8/0.45 391/22
9.6/1.5 20/1.1
227/4.0 109/5.5
148/7.8
18.9
65/196 135/143
14/5
75/71
36
6
2
6.8
5.8
0.003
neglig.
4.5
1.5
3.4
2

19.53
6.248
290
0.71
0.227
4.9/0.62 845/42.3
16.7/2.1 24.0/1.2
395/4.0 274/7.0
256/9.2
0.036
65/229 94/131
3/1
100/71
36
6
0.9
6.8
10.9
0.006
neglig.
2.6
0.4
2
2

0.83
3.16

2.6
13.3
1160
0.38
1.93
1.9/0.45 196/34
44/10 20/3.5
90/7.1 196/21
198/27
7.3
220/380 101/129
15/9
53/42
11
7.5
2
10.3
6.8
0.05
neglig.
4.2
1.1
3.8
3.4/2.1
0.93
0.44
0.87
6.4

6.9
17.2
1160
1
2.5
3.5/0.25 391/27
33/2.4 20/1.4
102/4.0 169/6.8
184/9.7
18.9
180/243 109/143
11/8
75/57
21
7
2
9.7
5.8
0.027
neglig.
4.2
1.2
2
2.0/3.0
0.85
4.07
0.88
0.83

proton
275

Table 3.4: eRHIC beam parameters for different center-of-mass energies
tion.

Species
Energy [GeV]
CM energy [GeV]
Bunch intensity [1010 ]
No. of bunches
Beam current [A]
RMS norm. emit., h/v [µm]
RMS emittance, h/v [nm]
β∗ , h/v [cm]]
IP RMS beam size, h/v [µm]
Kx
RMS ∆θ, h/v [µrad]
BB parameter, h/v [10−3 ]
RMS long. emittance [10−3 , eV·sec]
RMS bunch length [cm]
RMS ∆p/p [10−4 ]
Max. space charge
Piwinski angle [rad]
Long. IBS time [h]
Transv. IBS time [h]
Hourglass factor H
Luminosity [1033 cm−2 sec−1 ]

Bunch intensity [1010 ]
No. of bunches
Beam current [A]
RMS norm. emit., h/v [µm]
RMS emittance, h/v [nm]
β∗ , h/v [cm]]
IP RMS beam size, h/v [µm]
Kx
RMS ∆θ, h/v [µrad]
BB parameter, h/v [10−3 ]
RMS long. emittance [10−3 , eV·sec]
RMS bunch length [cm]
RMS ∆p/p [10−4 ]
Max. space charge
Piwinski angle [rad]
Long. IBS time [h]
Transv. IBS time [h]
Hourglass factor H
Luminosity [1033 cm−2 sec−1 ]

Species
Energy [GeV]
CM energy [GeV]

0.57
2.50
5.0/0.4
391/20
42.3/3.0 20.0/1.0
91/4
193/12
196/11
0.057
216/274 102/92
3/3
43/47
16
7
2
6.2
5.8
0.008
neglig.
4.5
1.2
0.36
0.89
0.85
4.76

17.2

0.23
0.26
5.1/0.7
705/20
43.2/5.8 20.0/0.6
91/4
196/41
198/15
0.077
218/379 101/37
1/1
37/100
16
7
0.9
6.2
10.9
0.007
neglig.
4.4
1.1
0.33
0.81
0.85
0.59

0.05
1160

7.29

Au ion electron
110
10
66.3

290

0.08

Au ion electron
110
18
89.0

√

1160

17.2

0.57
2.50
5.0/0.4
196/20
42.3/3.0 20.0/2.0
91/4
193/6
197/11
0.056
215/275 102/185
3/2
86/47
16
7
2
6.2
6.8
0.008
neglig.
4.5
1.5
0.36
0.89
0.85
4.77

0.05

1160

17.2
0.41
2.50
3.0/0.3
196/20
68.1/5.7 20.0/2.0
90/4
307/11
248/15
0.061
275/377 81/136
5/4
61/37
16
11.6
2
10
6.8
0.038
neglig.
5.8
1.2
0.85
0.16
0.71
1.67

0.036

Au ion electron
41
5
28.6

s, with strong hadron cooling.

Au ion electron
110
5
46.9

Table 3.5: eRHIC beam parameters for e-Au operation for different center-of-mass energies
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√

s, with stochastic cooling.

Au ion
41

electron
5

28.6

electron
5
46.9

0.09
30
580
0.50
2.18
2.0/2.0
196/113
45.4/45.4 20.0/11.5
149/50
339/196
261/150
0.577
174/302
77/77
9/5
100/100
64
18
2
13
6.8
0.007
neglig.
8.6
1.0
2.02
0.93

Au ion
110

66.3

0.08
30
580
0.44
2.18
2.0/2.0
196/63
16.9/16.9 20.0/6.4
146/12
113/31
157/45
0.284
108/380 127/144
11/3
100/96
64
18
2
10
6.8
0.001
neglig.
14.3
1.6
3.39
1.32

0.65
0.31

electron
10

89.0

0.10
30
580
0.57
2.18
2.0/2.0
391/102
16.9/16.9 20.0/5.2
91/12
77/39
124/45
0.363
136/376 161/116
11/4
66/93
64
18
2
10
5.8
0.001
neglig.
18.1
2.0
2.65
0.80

0.54
1.27

Au ion
110

0.10
7.29
290
0.29
0.26
2.0/2.0
845/60
16.9/16.9 24.0/1.7
288/12
203/116
221/45
0.202
77/380
109/38
3/1
35/100
64
15
0.9
10
10.9
0.001
neglig.
8.5
0.5
2.65
1.02

0.54
2.06

electron
18

0.54
0.14

Au ion
110

Table 3.6: eRHIC beam parameters for e-Au operation for different center-of-mass energies

Species
Energy [GeV]
CM energy [GeV]
Bunch intensity [1010 ]
No. of bunches
Beam current [A]
RMS norm. emit., h/v [µm]
RMS emittance, h/v [nm]
β∗ , h/v [cm]]
IP RMS beam size, h/v [µm]
Kx
RMS ∆θ, h/v [µrad]
BB parameter, h/v [10−3 ]
RMS long. emittance [10−3 , eV·sec]
RMS bunch length [cm]
RMS ∆p/p [10−4 ]
Max. space charge
Piwinski angle [rad]
Long. IBS time [h]
Transv. IBS time [h]
Hourglass factor H
Luminosity [1033 cm−2 sec−1 ]
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Layout of eRHIC Accelerator Systems

The eRHIC accelerator complex is composed of the existing systems that constitute present
RHIC and some systems which have been added. The most important existing system is
the RHIC storage ring with its superconducting magnets inside the RHIC tunnel. Only
one the the two superconducting rings, the “Yellow” ring, is used for eRHIC. The ring is
composed of six sextants separated by straight sections. The straight sections are labeled as
“2, 4, 6, 8, 10 and 12 o’clock”, with 12 o’clock being in the northernmost part of the ring, or,
alternatively, as IR2 to IR12. The ring complex also includes the hadron injector chain with
the AGS synchrotron, the Booster synchrotron, the injector linacs and the particle sources.
Furthermore there is a large cryogenic 4 K liquid helium plant located near IR6 that feeds
the superconducting magnets.
New systems are the electron beam complex consisting of the electron storage ring, the
electron injector synchrotron, and the electron injector. The storage ring and the injection
synchrotron are located in the RHIC tunnel. In addition there is a 150 MeV energy recovery
linac which provides electrons for strong hadron cooling.
The utility space of the present RHIC complex is not sufficient to host the equipment. A
number of new buildings is required. These are described in Sections ?? and ??.
Figure 3.1 provides an overview of the layout of the eRHIC facility. The diagram shows
the RHIC tunnel and labels indicate which of the new systems are located at or near which
straight section. The new systems are summarized as follows:
• IR6 and 8:
IR6 and IR8 accommodate the eRHIC colliding beam detectors and the magnetic
lattices required for the interaction regions. The interaction region straights also host
the spin rotators for electron and hadron beams, and the crab cavities for both beams.
For the hadron beam two times two crab cavities are required. The spin rotators of
the hadrons are identical to present RHIC. The crab cavities require a small 2 K liquid
He plant.
• IR4:
The hadrons traveling from the injection line via the “Blue” arc from IR6 to IR4 are
injected in IR4 and the new fast injection kickers of 25 m total length are located there.
This straight section also accommodates the room temperature RF for hadrons. The
hadron storage RF system needs an upgrade for splitting each bunch into 4 bunches
and to provide short bunches for collisions. These systems, consisting of 49 MHz and
98 MHz cavities for splitting, and 591 MHz storage cavities, are placed there as well.
• IR2:
This straight section hosts instrumentation, feedback systems, the electron source,
the 400 MeV S-band injector linac, and the beam dumps.
• IR12:
This straight section accommodates the polarimeters for both electron and hadron
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beams. The section will also contain the set up for electron cooling. At this location
a small 2 K liquid He plant is needed for the superconducting ERL.
• IR10:
IR10 hosts the hadron beam abort and the electron RF systems for storage ring and
rapid cycling synchrotron.

10 o’clock
p:
• CeC
• Beam Abort
and Dump
• SRF
e:
• SR SRF
• RCS RF

p: 6 Snakes in dispersion
matching sections

12 o’clock
p:
• Polarimeters
e:
• Injection/
Extraction
• Polarimeter
6 and 8 o’clock
Detectors
In each area:
p:
• SC Magnets
• SRF Crab-Cavities
• SC Spin Rotators
e:
• SRF Crab-cavities
• SC Spin Rotators

2 o’clock
p:
• Instrumentation
e:
• Source and 400
MeV Pre-Injector
• Beam dump

p ring
p 41 Gev beamline
p injection line
e storage ring
e RCS injector

4 o’clock
p:
• Injection
• Warm RF

Figure 3.1: Schematic layout of locations of eRHIC Accelerator Hardware Systems. The
yellow lines represent the “Yellow” ring for hadrons. The brown line indicates the hadron
injection line using the “Blue” arc, and the Blue arc in sector 2-12 which is used for 41 GeV
operation of hadrons, which requires a shorter circumference. The red line represents the
electron storage ring and the blue line the rapid cycling injector synchrotron. The dashed
line is the unused part of the “Blue” ring which will stay in place. Note that the lattice and
simulations described in this document are for the case of a single detector at the 6 o’clock
area. Calculations with a second detector at the 8 o’clock area are in progress. Initial studies
for the two-detector configuration are described in Sections ?? and ??.
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Interaction Region Development
Interaction Region Design Concept

The design parameters of eRHIC and their rationale have been discussed in Sections 3.1.1.
Some parameters relevant for the interaction region design are repeated in Table 3.7 for
convenience.
Table 3.7: Key beam parameters at the energy point of highest luminosity relevant for the
interaction region design.

Proton
ECM [GeV]
Energy [GeV]
ex [nm]
ey [nm]
β∗x [cm]
β∗y [cm]

275
9.6
1.5
90
4.0

Electron
105
10
20.0
1.2
43
5.0

Proton
275
15.8
2.5
90
4.0

Electron
140
18
24.0
2.0
59
5.0

Proton

Electron
29

41
43.6
10.3
90
7.1

5
20.0
3.5
196
21.0

The purpose of the interaction region (IR) is to focus the beams to small spot sizes at the
collision point and to separate them into their respective beam lines while providing the
space and geometry required by the physics program for the detector. The separation is
accomplished by a total crossing angle of 25 mrad between the two beams, which has the
advantage of avoiding the introduction of separator dipoles in the detector vicinity that
would generate huge amounts of synchrotron radiation. The detrimental effects of this
crossing angle on the luminosity and beam dynamics are compensated by a crab-crossing
scheme. Figure 3.2 shows a zoom in of the rear and forward side of the IR.
The layout of the interaction region (IR) fulfills the following requirements:
• To achieve high luminosity, small beam cross sections are required. The beams are
strongly focused at the interaction point (small β∗ ) by low-β-quadrupole magnets
(also referred to as final focusing quadrupoles).
• The final focusing quadrupoles must have sufficient aperture for the large beam size
at their location.
• Large contributions to the chromaticity, which is a set of parameters characterizing
the energy sensitivity of the beam optics, are generated in the low-β quadrupoles.
Chromaticity needs to be compensated by nonlinear sextupole fields which, in turn,
limit the dynamic aperture. The IR design balances small β∗ and tolerable values of
chromaticity.
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Figure 3.2: A zoom of the interaction region layout in the rear (top) and forward (bottom)
directions.

• The colliding beam detector requires a large acceptance of protons scattered off the
collision point. Therefore, we do not place accelerator components inside the detector (±4.5 m from the IP). Some of the low-β quadrupoles have even larger apertures
so that scattered protons and neutrons can be detected by detector elements placed
further downstream.
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• The beam divergence (and the minimum β∗ ) is restricted to enable detection of forward scattered protons with transverse momentum as small as pt = 200 MeV/c.
These particles are then outside the 10 σ proton beam envelope and are detectable
by near-beam-detectors, “Roman Pots”, which are placed along the forward hadron
beam pipe.
• The beams collide under a crossing angle of 25 mrad to separate the electron and
proton beams quickly, to avoid parasitic collisions and to provide space for a neutron detector at zero degree in the forward 1 direction and the luminosity detector in
the in the rear side where the electron exit. An important factor is the large bunch
frequency (up to 99 MHz, which corresponds to only 10 ns bunch spacing) required
for high luminosity. The crossing angle effects (enlarged transverse beam size and
excitation of synchro-betatron resonances) must be compensated for by using crab
cavities, transverse RF resonators which kick the head and the tail of the proton (and
electron) bunches in opposite directions in the plane of the crossing angle. These cavities are placed at a horizontal betatron phase advance of π/2 from the interaction
point (IP) on both the rear- and the forward sides, forming a 180◦ bump. This causes
the bunches to be tilted in the horizontal plane by exactly half the crossing angle at
the IP, and provides (ideally) the same collision geometry as head-on collisions and
thereby avoids synchrobetatron coupling.
• Strong synchrotron radiation, which might be generated by the electron beam, can
destroy sensitive detector equipment and make data-taking impossible. Therefore,
we argue that the electron beam must not experience dipole fields in the interaction
region (IR), and certainly not upstream of the IP (we use the term forward side).
This is another strong reason why the two beams must collide at a crossing angle.
Synchrotron radiation generated in the low-β quadrupoles on the rear-electron side
should be absorbed on the rear side of the IR as far as possible from the detector so
as to minimize backscattered photons. This requires an extra large aperture for the
electron low-β quadrupole magnets on the downstream side of the IP.
• Both the light hadron and electron beams are spin polarized. Polarization is only
stable if the polarization direction coincides with the direction of the guide field in
the arc. In collisions, the spins of the electron beam are oriented longitudinally and
the ones for the hadron beam either longitudinally or transverse. Thus the IR design
accommodates pairs of spin rotators, which ensures longitudinal spin at the IP and
vertical spin in the arcs. The spin rotators in the hadron ring already exist and are
unchanged in this design. The spin rotators for the electron beam consist of two pairs
of strong solenoids with quadrupole magnets in-between each pair which are tuned
such that the x-y coupling by the two solenoids cancels. This set of four solenoids
is required on both sides of the IP. The beam transport between the rotators is “spin
transparent”. This means that the magnetic fields in quadrupole magnets experienced by a particle performing betatron and synchrotron oscillations cancel between
the spin rotators.
1 The

IP separates the IR into a forward and a rear side or direction. The forward side is the side of the
proton beam coming from the IP and the rear side is the side of protons going to the IP.
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• The IR layout must provide room for a luminosity monitor on the rear side. This
monitor detects hard γ-rays that are generated in the Bethe-Heitler process and exploited for luminosity measurement. The dipole magnet bending the electrons away
from the path of the γ beam is at the same time a spectrometer magnet for the offmomentum electrons generated at low Q2 .
• On the forward proton side, a neutron spectrometer is required. A dipole magnet
bends the hadron beam away from the collision axis to provide space for this element. It also generates dispersion which helps to detect forward scattered protons in
detectors that are integrated into the hadron beam pipe (called “Roman Pots”)

The small β-functions at the IP necessitate focusing elements as close as possible to the
IP. This is accomplished by a combination of dual-aperture magnets and single-aperture
quadrupoles with field-free regions for the electron beam, as shown in Figures 3.3. Design magnet apertures are chosen such that a minimum aperture radius of 10σ for protons
and 15σ for electrons is ensured in all operating modes. Tables 3.8 to 3.10 list the magnet
parameters in the electron and proton beam lines and their positions, beginning from the
interaction point (IP).
Table 3.8: Forward hadron magnets, the settings are for 275 GeV.
FORWARD DIRECTION
Center position [m]
Length [m]
Center position w.r.t. to x-axis [cm]
Angle w.r.t. to z-axis [mrad]
Inner radius [cm]
Peak field [T]
Gradient [T/m]

B0PF

B0APF

5.9
1.2
-1.50
-25.0
20.0
-1.3
0.0

7.7
0.6
5.5
0.0
4.3
-3.3
0.0

Hadron Magnets
Q1APF Q1BPF Q2PF

B1PF

B1APF

9.23
1.46
1.40
-5.5
5.6
0.0
-72.608

18.070
3.0
3.90
9.0
13.5
-3.4
0.0

20.820
1.5
8.00
0.0
16.8
-2.7
0.0

11.065
1.6
2.38
-10.0
7.8
0.0
-66.180

14.170
3.8
4.07
-10.2
13.1
0.0
40.737

Since for both beams the vertical IP β-function is much smaller than the horizontal one,
β∗y  β∗x , the innermost quadrupoles on both beam lines are vertically focusing. In the
hadron ring this limits the maximum vertical β-function in those magnets to about 1600 m
at a proton beam energy of 275 GeV, resulting in moderate contributions to the overall
chromaticity of the machine. The horizontal β-function is intentionally increased to about
1300 m in the region
p of the crab cavities. This limits the required voltage of those devices,
which scales as 1/ β∗x β crab,x , to about Ucrab = 12 MV. At lower energies the IP β-functions
are increased, resulting in lower β-functions in the low-β magnets as well as at the crab
cavities. However, due to the lower beam rigidity the required crab cavity voltage does
not exceed 14 MV at any energy.
The focusing scheme for the electrons is conceptually the same as for the hadrons. The
vertical β-function reaches a maximum of about 500 m in the low-β quadrupoles, while
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Figure 3.3: Schematic layout of the interaction region (top view, as simulated for high divergence, no cooling). Beams cross with a crossing angle of 25 mrad. Note the length scales
for the horizontal and vertical axis are very different. The IR design integrates focusing
magnets for both beams, luminosity and neutron detectors, electron taggers, spectrometer
magnets, near-beam detectors (Roman pots for hadrons), crab cavities, and spin rotators
for both beams. The two beams are both focused by quadrupole doublets. On the hadronforward side, there are separate focusing magnets which are longitudinally interleaved. The
first quadrupole magnet for electrons is integrated into a hadron spectrometer dipole. On
the rear side, hadrons and electrons are focused by quadrupoles which are installed side-byside in the same cryostat. The maximum β-functions in the IR for hadrons of 2000 m remain
within the operating range of RHIC, while the maximum β-functions for electrons remain
below 500 m.

the horizontal β is intentionally increased to about 200 m at the crab cavities to limit their
required voltage.
The forward hadron magnet apertures are completely dominated by experimental acceptance requirements, and the 10 σ outline shown for the circulating beam only uses the small
central regions of the magnet apertures. This allows particles scattered at small angles to
pass through the apertures of the innermost magnets so they can be detected by detectors
which are integrated into the hadron beam vacuum system (“Roman Pots”) further down
the beamline.
The B0 spectrometer magnet shown in Figure 3.4 is used to cover an intermediate experimental acceptance region below what can be detected in the main solenoid detector and
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Table 3.9: Forward electron magnets, the settings are for 18 GeV electron beam energy.

FORWARD DIRECTION
Center position [m]
Length [m]
Center position w.r.t. to x-axis [cm]
Angle w.r.t. to z-axis [mrad]
Inner radius [cm]
Peak field [T]
Gradient [T/m]

Q0eF

Electron Magnets
Q2eF
Q3eF
Q4eF

Q5eF

5.9
1.2
-14.75
25.0
2.50
0.0
-13.54

11.065
1.61
-27.66
25.0
6.3
0.0
8.008

39.50
1.2
-98.75
25.0
3.0
0.0
4.023

22.470
1.2
-56.17
25.0
3.0
0.0
-11.627

30.60
1.2
-76.5
25.0
3.0
0.0
-15.400

Table 3.10: Rear hadron and electron quadrupoles with their apertures tapered in proportion
to their distance to the IP for 275 GeV and 18 GeV, respectively.

REARWARD DIRECTION

Hadron Magnets
Q1APR Q1BPR Q2PR

Center position [m]
Length [m]
Center position w.r.t. to x-axis [cm]
Angle w.r.t. to z-axis [mrad]
Entrance radius [cm]
Peak field [T]
Gradient [T/m]

-6.2
1.80
0.0
0.0
2.00
0.0
-78.375

-8.30
1.40
0.0
0.0
2.80
0.0
-78.375

-12.75
4.50
0.0
0.0
5.40
0.0
33.843

Electron Magnets
Q1eR
Q2eR B2ER
-6.2
1.80
15.5
25.0
6.60
0.0
-13.980

-8.30
1.4
20.75
25.0
8.30
0.0
14.100

-12.25
5.50
30.63
25.0
9.70
-0.198
0.0

above particle angles that will exit through the IR magnets. Inside its aperture the electron
beam is shielded by a 2 m long superconducting bucking coil (dipole active shield magnet)
with an outside diameter of 10 cm and a field of 1.3 T. This bucking coil houses the vertically focusing superconducting electron low-β quadrupole Q1EF, as shown on Figure 3.5.
The B1PF and B1APF dipoles separate the hadron beam from the outgoing 4 mrad neutron cone, and create dispersion at the Roman Pots to allow determination of the forward
momentum of the scattered particles.
The electron beamline on the forward side does not contain any bending magnets within
80 m upstream of the IP. Within this region the only source of synchrotron radiation is focusing in quadrupole magnets. The synchrotron radiation fan generated in the far away
arc dipoles can be easily collimated such that it is completely contained within the radiation fan produced by the quadrupoles in the straight. This fan has finite maximum diver-
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0
0.5

-0.5

0

(m)

0.5

Figure 3.4: Schematic drawing of the warm iron B0 spectrometer dipole with the superconducting 1.3 T bucking coil shielding the electron beam, and the electron quadrupole Q1EF
inside that bucking coil

Figure 3.5: Design of the electron quadrupole Q1EF with its 1.3 T bucking coil to shield the
electron beam from the B0 spectrometer magnet.

gences, collimated to 13 σ bounds, that are allowed to pass without interference through
the beam pipe and following magnets, thus allowing for installation of detector components close to the beam. This is discussed in detail in Section 3.2.7.
On the rearward side, no dipoles are introduced into the proton beam line, which allows
placement of the low-β quadrupoles even closer to the IP than on the forward side. The
electron beamline contains a bending magnet that bends the electrons away from the γbeam generated by scattering of electrons at the hadrons (Bethe-Heitler process) which
is used to measure luminosity in the luminosity monitor placed in this area. The bending magnet also serves as a spectrometer to tag scattered electrons that lost energy in
the Bethe-Heitler process, but most importantly for the scattered electrons with low Q2 .
However, since this magnet is introduced downstream of the main detector the associated
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synchrotron radiation fan does not pass through the experiment.
The vertically focusing low-β quadrupoles Q1ER and Q1APR as well as Q2ER and Q1BPR
are realized as superconducting dual-aperture magnets sharing the same iron yoke, as
shown in Figure 3.6 (left). The apertures for both beams are tapered and angled with
respect to each other, following the divergent proton beam and synchrotron radiation fan
as they emerge from the central detector, as depicted in Figure 3.6 (right). The tapering
is needed to minimize the initial magnet apertures and to allow enough iron between the
beams in order to limit the magnetic fields for each of them effecting the other section.

Electrons

Synchrotron radiation fan

Hadrons

Figure 3.6: Cross section and top view of the first rear quadrupoles Q1ER and Q1PR, sharing
the same iron yoke. The apertures are tapered around the synchrotron radiation fan and the
proton beam envelope, respectively.

The required horizontal aperture radius xsynch to accommodate the synchrotron radiation
fan from the 15σ electron beam at distance s from the IP is parametrized as
xsynch (s) = 6.75 × 10−3 (s + 3.5)

(3.16)

The vertical size of the synchrotron radiation fan ysynch is significantly smaller than the
horizontal one. The horizontally focusing quadrupoles Q2ER (tapered) and Q2PR (not
tapered) are conceptually similar to Q1ER and Q1APR. With these apertures, the entire
synchrotron radiation fan is transported safely through the interaction region until it hits
a dedicated absorber 23 m from the IP.
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IR Vacuum Design

The interface requirements within the IR present several complex challenges, which require close attention to detail. The vacuum chamber in this region will become the primary
interface between the particle beams and the different detector components.
One of the first challenges is to meet all of the geometrical requirements of the region.
First and foremost the vacuum chamber must be designed to allow clear passage of the
two high energy particle beams. Space constrains for the synchrotron radiation (SR) fan
resulting from the strong focusing electron quadrupoles also need to be taken into account.
Designing the central vacuum pipe with a large diameter would easily meet these requirements and it would provide a large conductance to the vacuum pumps that are required
to achieve the lowest possible pressure in the detector region. However, to ensure large
acceptance for all the collisions products, detectors must be placed as close as possible to
the interaction point. Since these particles must pass through the walls of the beam pipe,
every effort must be made to minimize their thickness.
The design is further complicated by the fact that the charged particle beams induce electromagnetic fields in the walls of the vacuum chambers. These induced fields create an
image current inside the vacuum chamber walls, which travels with the particle bunches
as they move through the accelerator. Changes in the material resistivity or abrupt steps
result in wake fields, which can retard the image current and lead to energy loss and heating of the vacuum system.
Every effort must be made to reduce the dynamic pressure inside the IR vacuum chamber
in order to minimize beam-gas interactions. The particles in the circulating beams can
scatter on the residual gas molecules, which can results in high detector backgrounds.
Any synchrotron radiation (direct or scattered) impinging on surfaces will result in a high
dynamic pressure, because of photon induced desorption and surface heating. This further
increases the beam-gas interaction problem and the backgrounds in the detector.
Geometry
In order to define an initial acceptable envelope for the IR vacuum chamber, a full scale
layout of the central detector region was developed (see Figure 3.7). It soon became clear
that as a result of the shallow crossing angle between the beams, there was no adequate
space for two independent beam pipes leading up to the inner detector region. In order
to proceed the decision was made to combine the two pipes into one common vacuum
flange in order to save space. It also became clear that insufficient space was reserved
between the start of the detector region and the focusing quads in the forward hadron
beam direction. The superconducting bucking coil for the electrons only leaves 10 cm of
longitudinal space for a cold to warm transition, bellows to accommodate misalignment
and thermal expansion and beam position monitors, this issue will be addressed in future
iterations.
In addition to the crossing angle, one of the main parameters driving the size of the central
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Figure 3.7: Interaction region layout with magnets. The incorporation of gate valves is still
under consideration

beam pipe is synchrotron radiation. This radiation is produced when relativistic electrons
are accelerated radially, or perpendicular to their velocity. To minimize this problem the
electron dipole magnets have been located as far as possible (> 50 m) from the IR leaving adequate space to collimate the radiation produced. While the dipole magnets are
responsible for the majority of the synchrotron radiation, the final strong focusing electron quadrupoles located just upstream of the detector need to be taken into account. In
order to study the resulting radiation (see Figure 3.8) a simulation study was performed
using the SynRad software package developed at CERN [79]. A stay-clear envelope was
established based on the final magnet and beam parameters.
Considering the central portion of the beam pipe will be made from beryllium and taking
into account its limited fabrication possibilities, a diameter of 62 mm was defined. This
value provides additional clearances for mechanical and positioning tolerances. In the
outgoing electron beam direction, the beam pipe will continue to increase in size to ensure
the synchrotron radiation can travel through the IR without impinging on the chamber
walls. In the forward hadron beam direction the beam pipe has a conical cross section
in order to provide an unobstructed path to the forward spectrometer located in the B0
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Figure 3.8: SynRad code simulation showing the resulting synchrotron radiation from the
electron focusing quadrupoles Q1EF and Q2EF

magnet bore. To minimize the beam impedance for the electrons, a conducting screen will
be installed providing a controlled path for the induced image currents. Once outside
the central detector region the forward traveling particles will pass through a vacuum-air
interface made of thin aluminum or stainless steel before entering the B0 spectrometer. The
design and position of the required chamber supports will need additional care. These
supports must ensure that the chamber does not encroach into the stay clear area and
must also guarantee the mechanical stability of the chamber during operations and bake
out. Careful consideration of the mechanical eigenfrequencies must be taken to avoid large
amplitude vibrations, which can lead to stress and fatigue of the chamber. Where possible,
natural vibration frequencies will be kept above 100 Hz.
Material Considerations
To minimize the interaction of the collision products in the vacuum chamber walls, their
thickness has to be kept at a minimum. The ’transparency’ of a material is usually quantified through the radiation length (χ0 ) for elastic collisions and the interaction length (lT )
for inelastic hadron collisions.
The radiation length is defined as the mean distance over which a high-energy electron
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loses all but 1/e of its energy by bremsstrahlung radiation. This property is inversely
proportional to the density and atomic number of the material. The interaction length is
the mean distance traveled before experiencing an inelastic nuclear interaction.
In order to reduce the background produced by these material properties, the walls of
the vacuum chamber should be made as thin as possible. A limit is clearly defined by
the mechanical integrity of the vacuum chamber. If the chamber is too thin, the vessel
will collapse under the outside atmospheric pressure or fail to meet the tight mechanical tolerances required to stay clear of sensitive instrumentation. To compare the nuclear
and mechanical performances of various materials, χ0 E−1/3 has been used to define the
figure-of-merit, with E being the Young’s modulus. The required chamber wall thickness
is directly proportional to E−1/3 , the properties of several materials are listed in Table 3.11.
Table 3.11: Table of material properties considered for the IR vacuum pipe.

Material
Beryllium
Carbon fiber
Aluminum
Titanium

χ0 [cm]

lT [cm]

E [GPa]

χ0 E−1/3

35.3
27.0
8.9
3.6

41.8
40.0
28.7
21.4

290
200
70
110

2.34
1.58
0.37
0.17

While beryllium would seem to be the best choice it has several drawbacks including fabrication difficulties and safety concerns as well as having very high cost. For these reasons,
only the central portion of the IR chamber will be made from beryllium. Additional aluminum sections made from AA2219 will be electron beam welded to the center section to
complete the approximately 9 m long vacuum section. This particular aluminum alloy can
be used at operating temperatures up to 250◦ C and is weldable using conventional techniques. Three separate vacuum pipes are envisioned with flange joints located at positions
compatible with the central detector. The shorter pipe sections will not only simplify the
fabrication, transportation and handling of the fragile chambers and also facilitate NEG
coating on the interior vacuum surfaces.
The magnetic properties of materials used in the interaction region must be carefully considered. Most of the vacuum chamber components will be made of beryllium, aluminum
and copper which are non-magnetic. Any stainless steel used in this region will be 316LN.
This austenitic stainless steel maintains its very low magnetic permeability after welding
or cold working. In general the use of stainless steel in the IR will be avoided due to the
presence of cobalt in the material and the possible formation of 60 Co due to neutron activation. Once formed, this radioactive isotope has a half-life of 5.3 years, severely limiting
the serviceability of the area.
Impedance and Instabilities
From an electromagnetic standpoint, the ultimate beam pipe would be a perfectly smooth
flawless conductor. This would allow the induced image currents to travel along the cham-
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ber walls without losses or forces acting back on the particle beam. In reality this is not
possible and one has resulting electromagnetic interactions, called wake fields. Longitudinal and transverse fields are generated when a bunch passes a sudden change in geometry
or wall resistivity. These transverse fields can deflect the beam and lead to instabilities
while the longitudinal wake fields lead to energy loss of the particles and localized heating of vacuum components.
In order to reduce effects related to resistivity changes, materials such as stainless steel
pipes with small diameters need to be copper plated. The required copper thickness depends on the shape of the beam pipe and simulation results. To minimize detrimental
effects from sudden geometry changes a radial tapering of 10:1 will be followed, unless
absolutely not possible. This means a 1 mm change in the radial distance between the
particle beam and the chamber wall will occur over at least 10 mm of longitudinal space.
RF shielding will be used to bridge all vacuum flange joints to prevent trapped modes
and to help maintain uniform wall geometry. Even a few watts of deposited power on
an uncooled vacuum surface can result in an extremely high temperature rise. Bellows,
which need to be installed to compensate for mechanical misalignment and provide room
for thermal expansion during bake outs, will also be internally shielded to avoid trapped
modes. Steps inside the bellows RF shielding will be kept to a minimum. Figure 3.9 shows
and example of a dual aperture RF shielded bellow.

Figure 3.9: Dual aperture RF shielded bellows
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Vacuum Requirements
Every effort must be made to reduce the residual gas pressure in the interaction region
to minimize beam-gas interactions. The first concern is related to scattering, both elastic
(Coulomb) and inelastic (Bremsstrahlung). Particles in the beam which are scattered off of
the remaining gas molecules can further interact with vacuum chamber walls. This in turn
leads to a ’positive feedback’ loop which can quickly turn catastrophic. The second concern is related to phenomena such as ion induced desorption and electron multipacting. In
both of these cases charged particles, freed electrons or ionized residual gas molecules are
accelerated by the electric fields resulting from the charged particle beams. These accelerated particles can bombard the vacuum chamber walls and lead to large localized pressure
rises and additional scattering. This is another self-feeding process. All of these aspects
decrease the beam lifetime and intensity and have direct impact on the luminosity.
In order to eliminate the potential of unwanted contamination and ensure the lowest possible base pressure, best UHV practices will be followed from start to finish. This entails
special processing of fabricated parts, careful surface treatment and minimizing the surface area exposed to vacuum. All parts will be chemically cleaned and/or vacuum baked
prior to welding or assembly. After cleaning, no vacuum surfaces will be touched with
bare hands and all openings to vacuum surfaces will be wrapped in clean vacuum grade
aluminum foil.
Given the limited space for lumped pumping as well as the need for ultra-high vacuum
throughout the entire interaction region, the vacuum chamber will be coated with a nonevaporative getter (NEG) layer. This coating will be magnetron sputtered directly onto
the interior surfaces of the IR vacuum chambers. NEG layers are a composition of active
metals (Ti, Zr and V) which chemically pump most of the gases found in a UHV system
(N2 , CO and CO2 ). It also has a high diffusivity for H2 which is the predominant gas in a
baked leak tight vacuum section. The film also creates a hydrogen barrier on the interior
surfaces which limits the permeation of H2 into the system. In addition to all of these
benefits the film has a low secondary electron yield, which reduces the risk of electron
cloud formation, and being in the order of microns, adds negligible mass between the
experiment and the detectors.
Incorporating NEG coating into the design has two implications. First is the degradation
of the pumping performance after successive regenerations. Anytime the vacuum section
is vented for maintenance, the NEG layer becomes completely saturated and needs to be
regenerated to regain its pumping characteristics. Regenerating the layer requires dissolving the surface oxides and nitrides into the bulk material which creates a new metallic
surface facing the vacuum system. Since the film is thin, it has a limited storage capacity.
Some of the pumping capacity can be regained by activating at higher temperatures but
the upper bound is limited by the material choices for the vacuum chambers. To increase
the potential number of activations, the vacuum section will be vented with an extremely
pure noble gas which is not pumped by NEGs.
Given the limited access inside the central detector region, permanently mounted heaters
are envisioned to facilitate baking. Thin polyamide heaters which are made from thin
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metal foils sandwiched between Kapton films will be used. These heaters can be made
in almost any size or shape with varying watt densities to ensure adequate heating and
activation of the NEG coatings. While adding some radiation length, these are a good
compromise considering the alternatives. Depending on the final design of the detector,
additional insulation may be required to protect sensitive components located close to the
beam pipe.
Since NEG coatings only pump active gases, ion pumps will be installed at either side of
the interaction region for residual noble gases. Ion pumps are Penning traps with crossed
electrical and magnetic fields. The magnetic field increases the flight time of free electrons
which ionize incoming gas molecules. These ions are then accelerated in the presence of
the electric field and impact on a metallic cathode typically made of titanium or tantalum.
This freshly sputtered material can physically or chemically react with gas present in the
system.

3.2.3

Interaction Region Performance for Scientific Requirements

The physics program of an EIC and the resulting requirements for the detector and the IR
have been discussed in sections 2.1 and 3.2. In order to verify that the IR design fulfills
all the requirements as summarized in Table 2.2, an eRHIC general purpose detector, the
auxiliary detectors, the vacuum chamber, and the machine components up to the crab
cavities, have been implemented in the EicRoot GEANT simulation framework [62]. To
make the simulations as realistic as possible the beam line element 3-dimensional locations
and magnetic fields are directly taken from the MADX files used for optics calculations.
Their apertures precisely reflect our present understanding of how these magnets can be
built in reality. The vacuum system is modeled by importing the essential part of the
engineering design into GEANT.
In the following, results from these simulations will be presented. The IR setup, which
has been used in the simulations is one version earlier than what is described in section
3.2.1. The main differences are the increased crossing angle (22 mrad used in the simulations, since increased to 25 mrad) and optimized bore sizes of the magnets in the outgoing
hadron and electron beam directions to increase the acceptance for small angle scattered
particles. So the results presented here can be seen as the ”worst case” scenario for the
results one would get with the current IR.
Realization of the Scientific Requirements for the Central Detector
A shown in figure 3.2, the beam element free region L∗ along the beam lines is ±4.5 m
from the IP. In order to have the acceptance required for inclusive and semi-inclusive DIS
as well as exclusive reactions it is critical to reconstruct events over a wide span in pseudorapidity (−4 ≤ η ≤ 4), as discussed in section 2.1. Therefore the design of the vacuum
system in the detector volume (see Figure 3.7) needs to fulfill these specifications:
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• Provide enough space to pass the synchrotron radiation fan through the detector.
• Do not extend beyond a 2◦ opening angle from the interaction point.

Figure 3.10 shows the integration of the various detector components around the beam
pipe elements in the outgoing hadron beam direction, overlaid by a deep inelastic electrondeuteron scattering event with the secondary particle tracks and hits in the TPC and the
silicon trackers.

Figure 3.10: The integration of the beam pipe and various detector components in the outgoing hadron beam direction.

To illustrate that the tracker acceptance at large rapidities as shown in Fig. 3.10 provides
enough points along the particle trajectory to obtain excellent momentum resolutions up to
the highest rapidities, Fig. 3.11 shows the expected momentum resolution σp /p as function
of particle rapidity for four different particle momenta.
Realization of the Scientific Requirements for the Interaction Region
Exclusive Processes
As emphasized below the detection of forward-going scattered protons from exclusive
reactions as well as of neutrons from the breakup of heavy ions in incoherent and nondiffractive reactions is particularly challenging.
Electron-Proton Scattering: Extreme care has been taken to transport protons with
0.2 GeV/c < p T < 1.3 GeV/c through the IR such that they can be detected as soon as they
can be separated from the core of the beam. To achieve this p T coverage over a wide range
of center-of-mass energies a multi-prong approach is required. Protons with scattering
angles up to 5 mrad are detected in the Roman Pots, while the range from 7 to 20 mrad
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Figure 3.11: Momentum resolution σp /p as function of η for a wide range of particle momenta

is covered by the B0 large-acceptance spectrometer (see Figure 3.12). In general the main
detector starts seeing secondary particles above ∼ 30 mrad (η ∼ 4), and bending power
of the 3 T solenoid is sufficient for momentum measurement above ∼ 50 mrad (η ∼ 3.5 or
so).

Figure 3.12: An EicRoot view of the B0 large-acceptance spectrometer and other equipment
around it, as implemented in GEANT.

The current Roman Pot configuration has a single station with two silicon planes at ∼ 28 m
downstream of the IP, with a relatively modest single point XY-resolution. As shown
later, even this very basic setup provides sufficient acceptance and a good momentum and
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scattering angle measurement.
There are several effects influencing the low p T acceptance. We have been following the
general rule of thumb that the distance between the edge of the Roman Pot silicon sensors
and the beam orbit should be 10σ in X and Y. The physical size of the separation σx,y =
q
( β x,y en )/γ is driven by the normalized beam emittance en and the β-functions β x,y at
the location of the Roman Pots. The acceptance at large p T is mainly constrained by the
magnet apertures.
Figure 3.13 summarizes the p T acceptance for three different proton beam energies, E p =
41 GeV, 100 GeV, and 275 GeV for the ”high beam divergence optics” (see Table ??) for
eRHIC. The figures illustrate the need for a multi-prong detector approach to provide the
full p T acceptance over a wide range of hadron beam energies. For E p = 41 GeV the
limiting factor in acceptance at high p T is the inner dimension of the vacuum chamber and
the magnet apertures. At E p = 100 GeV one in general has full acceptance in p T but there
exists some “grey” (transition) area separating the forward scattered proton acceptances
in the B0 spectrometer and the Roman Pots. We are currently investigating how much of
this “grey” area can be filled by optimizing the layout of the outgoing vacuum beam pipe
and/or by installation of additional Roman Pots closer to the IP. For E p = 275 GeV the
acceptance is mainly limited at low p T , however this region can be partly filled by taking
data with the ”high acceptance beam optics” (see Table ??) for eRHIC, which is supposed
to reduce the beam envelope size at the Roman Pot location and consequently relieve the
10σ separation cut.
The p T resolution of these forward scattered particles is of equal importance as their acceptance. There are several effects that can influence the momentum resolution and need
to be mitigated:
• The finite width of the vertex distribution at the IP adds uncertainty in the angle
determination. This uncertainty can be eliminated by determining the vertex of the
event through other tracks in the event being registered in the main detector and
benefit from the excellent vertex definition from the µ-vertex detector.
p
• The angular divergence σθ =
en /( β∗ γ) of the beam, which directly leads to a
smearing of the scattering angle.
• The hadron bunch “rotation” at the IP due to the crab cavities. Crabbing implies
a transverse momentum kick p x (z) to the particle bunch, with the kicking strength
proportional to the longitudinal position z of particles in the bunch. Therefore at
the IP particles at the “head” of the bunch will have a slightly different orientation
and/or transverse offset compared to the ones in the “tail” of the bunch, which leads
to additional smearing of the apparent scattering angle. The z-vertex determination
of the event provided by the main tracker as well as high-resolution timing of the
Roman Pot silicon sensors (of an order of ∼ 10 psec or so) is able to mitigate this
effect to a large extent, but more studies are needed.
• The spread in the beam energy, which normally has a width (RMS) of ∼ 10−4 .
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Figure 3.13: The p T acceptance of forward scattered protons from the DVCS (Deep-Virtual
Compton Scattering) process at different combinations of beam energies. The blue curves
represent the acceptance of the RPs and the red ones of the BO spectrometer. A view in the
outgoing proton beam direction z of the B0-spectrometer.

Currently the setup to detect the forward scattered protons is four silicon planes placed
inside the bore of the 1.2 m long B0 magnet with a ∼ 1.3 Tesla field and a single Roman
Pot station with two silicon detector planes with a relative separation of 20 cm, at ∼ 28 m
from the IP. The silicon detectors are supposed to have 20 µm hit resolution in both X and
Y. The track reconstruction is based on a Kalman filter (either with or without the vertex
constraint) for the protons registered in the B0 spectrometer and a matrix transport method
(with the realistic beam envelope size at the IP) for the protons registered in the Roman
Pots. Under relatively conservative assumptions one obtains a p T resolution ∼ 15 MeV/c
for the protons measured in the B0 spectrometer and ∼ 20 MeV/c (10 MeV/c) for protons
measured in the Roman Pots in the horizontal (vertical) plane. The effect of the beam
angular divergence still needs to be fully investigated.
Electron-Nuclei Scattering: The only possible way to tag exclusive electron-nucleus
events for heavy nuclei is to veto the nuclear break-up. Figure 2.17 shows the break-up
neutron momentum vs. scattering angle in the laboratory frame for different beam energies. One needs to transport neutrons within a cone of 4 mrad to 6 mrad, depending on the
beam energy, through the IR to a Zero-Degree Calorimeter (ZDC). The ZDC is placed right
in front of the B2APF magnet at ∼ 30 m from the IP. Figure 3.14 (left) shows the layout of
the beam elements towards the ZDC. The picture illustrates that currently neutrons are not
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really well centered at the 60 × 60 cm2 ZDC front surface. This is improved by the new IR
design. Preliminary estimates show that the new option provides sufficient containment
of the hadronic shower for the whole ZDC angular acceptance from of 0 to 4 mrad.
Figure 3.14 (right) shows the resulting acceptance for neutrons from nuclear break-up. The
required angular acceptance of ±4 mrad has been achieved and even extended beyond that
(blue line) by careful consideration of machine beam line element apertures.

Figure 3.14: A view along the beam elements towards the Zero Degree Calorimeter (left).
The acceptance for neutrons from nuclear break-up (right). For simplicity the neutrons have
been simulated with a flat distribution in polar scattering angle.

Electron-Nucleus Scattering:
The physics program of an EIC requires proton and neutron collisions to allow for a
full flavor separation of parton distribution functions. As neutron beams are not feasible, (un)polarized 3 He and deuteron beams are used for these purposes. To ensure the
scattering really occurred off the neutron the spectator proton(s) need to be detected. Figure 2.21 shows the correlation of momentum and scattering angle for the spectator
√ protons
3
from electron-deuteron and electron- He scattering for two different values of s. Figure
3.15 shows the angular and momentum acceptance for spectator protons from inelastic
electron-deuteron collisions as simulated with the Monte Carlo generator DPMJET [64]
and passed through the complete simulation of the interaction region. For both beam energies E p of 41 GeV and 100 GeV full acceptance is achieved. The response for spectator
protons from 3 He will be identical as the angular momentum distribution for spectator
protons is practically the same and their rigidity is closer to the beam rigidity.
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Figure 3.15: The momentum and angular acceptance for spectator protons from inelastic
electron-deuteron collisions for beam energies ED of 41 GeV (top) and 100 GeV (bottom) per
nucleon, respectively.

Inclusive Processes:
Many physics topics beyond the ones discussed in the EIC White Paper [1] benefit from
tagging the scattered electrons at Q2 values significantly below 1 GeV2 . Scattered electrons
with Q2 < 0.5 GeV2 cannot be detected in the main detector. Therefore, similar to the
HERA collider detectors, a special low-Q2 tagger is needed. An electromagnetic calorimeter with a number of silicon tracking planes in front of it needs to be integrated into the IR
design to detect the scattered electrons with low Q2 .
Figure 3.16 shows a view along the outgoing electron beam from the main detector towards
the low Q2 -tagger. As shown in Figure 3.2 (left) the magnet apertures need to be large
enough to pass the synchrotron radiation fan as well as scattered electrons with low Q2 .
Figure 3.17 shows the Q2 acceptance of the low Q2 -tagger for the highest eRHIC electronproton energies of 18 GeV × 275 GeV. The black histograms are events generated using PYTHIA. The green curve shows the same events after taking the apertures of the
quadrupoles and dipoles into account. If one also considers that (similar to the Roman
Pots) one needs to keep a 10σ clearance between the beam central trajectory and the detector one obtains the Q2 acceptance as shown in the blue histogram. Currently the magnet
apertures limit the acceptance at high Q2 to ∼ 0.001 (GeV/c)2 and at low Q2 the acceptance
is constrained by the 10σ clearance requirement.
The preliminary conclusion of these physics simulation studies is that the current IR design
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Figure 3.16: A view along the outgoing electron beam from the main detector towards the
low-Q2 tagger.

Figure 3.17: The Q2 acceptance of the low Q2 -tagger after accounting for the apertures of
the quadrupoles and dipoles (green histogram) as well as that of a 10σ distance separation,
which needs to be kept between the low Q2 -tagger tracker and the core of the electron beam
(blue histogram). The spectra are for e + p collisions at 18 GeV × 275 GeV.

fulfills most of the requirements summarized in Table 2.2. Several potential improvements
to the design are identified already, which will extend the eRHIC physics reach even further.
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Crab Cavity Requirement and Specifications

eRHIC Crab Cavity Introduction
The concept of crab cavities as a countermeasure to the geometric reduction in luminosity
caused by the crossing angle in colliders was introduced in 1988 [17]. A crab cavity imparts a transverse momentum kick p x (z) to the particle bunch, with the kicking strength
proportional to the longitudinal position z of the particle. At the right phase, the bunch arrives at the cavity with its particles at the center receiving an accumulative zero deflection.
The transverse momentum kick can be expressed as
 
 
eE0
kL
eE0 z
kL
p x (z) =
sin (kz) sin
≈
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ω
2
c
2
where E0 is the amplitude of the electric field acting on the bunch, ω and k are the angular
frequency and the wave number of the crab cavity respectively, and L is the bunch length.
The longitudinal coordinate z is referencing to the center of the bunch, where z = 0.
Transverse oscillation translates the longitudinally dependent kick p x to a transverse offset
x IP at the interaction point (IP), which gives
 
kL
eE
z
sin
0
p
2
px c
∗
x IP = R12
= β crab β
Eb
Eb
where R12 is the element of transverse transfer matrix from the crab cavity to the IP, β crab
and β∗ are the beta functions at the crab cavity and IP.
At the desired cavity voltage, the transverse offset will cancel the crossing angle in the
optics and restore the head-on collision. The requirement to the transverse offset can be
exchanged with the crossing angle as
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For the beam energy Eb , the desired voltage should be
V=

cE θ
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.
2eω β crab β∗

Here we assume that the phase advance between the crab cavity location and IP is exactly
π
2.
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eRHIC Crab Cavity Requirement and Specifications
The eRHIC crossing angle is 25 mrad horizontally. Based on the bunch length and feasibility of fabrication, the crab cavity frequency of the eRHIC ion beam is chosen to be
394.118 MHz, which is the 16th harmonic of the bunch frequency. To minimize the design
risk and single cavity fabrication cost, the electron beam will use the same design of crab
cavity as the ions. With shorter bunch length and lower energy, the requirements to the
crab cavity system from the electron beam are below 80% of the requirements from the ion
beam. Thus, the crab cavity system development focused on the ion beam requirement,
which would fulfill both beams. Table 3.12 shows the crab cavity related lattice parameters and the calculated voltage requirement for each scenario. The table also compares the
eRHIC crab cavity with the existing crab cavities from KEKB and Hi-Lumi LHC [80–82].
The frequency difference between the Hi-Lumi LHC and eRHIC crab cavities is 1.5%, with
the operational deflecting voltage difference less than 1%. Therefore, eRHIC can directly
benefit from the experience from the LHC crab cavity program in most of aspects.
Table 3.12: Comparison of crab cavity parameters.

KEKB

LHC

eRHIC

eRHIC

Hi-Lumi

no cooling

with cooling

LER

HER

both

ion

e

ion

e

Full crossing angle
[mrad]

22

22

0.59

25

25

25

25

Energy [GeV]

3.5

8

7000

250

18

250

18

RMS Lbunch [cm]

0.7

0.6

7

7

0.9

6

0.9

Frequency [MHz]

509

509

400

394

394

394

394

Wave number

10.6679

10.6679

8.3834

8.26

8.26

8.26

8.26

Wave length [m]

0.5890

0.5890

0.7495

0.76

0.76

0.76

0.76

local

local

local

local

local

Parameter

global

Scheme
6σ of wavelength

0.07

0.06

0.56

0.55

0.07

0.47

0.07

β at IP [m]

1.2

1.2

0.15

0.92

0.76

0.92

0.59

β at crab cavity [m]

51

122

2616

1300

200

1300

200

Hor. beam size [µm]

110

110

7

135

135

119

119

Piwinski angle [rad]

0.70

0.60

2.95

9.17

0.79

10.40

0.89

Voltage [MV]

0.92

1.36

12.43

12.03

2.21

12.03

2.51

The location of the crab cavity is chosen with consideration of minimizing the voltage, i.e.
maximizing the β-function. However, the dispersion functions at the crab cavity locations
are non zero for both rings, which would generate linear and non-linear instabilities with
beam-beam interaction. Analysis of the detailed beam dynamics with crab crossing is
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discussed in Section ??.
The spacial allowance for crab cavity system installation is limited by the distance between the electron and the ion beam lines in horizontal direction, and the local structures
in the vertical plane, e.g. cable trays, cryogenic transfer lines, and the tunnel floor, but the
limitation is much more relaxed compared to the LHC requirement. The parallel beam
lines can accommodate the crab cavity cryomodules with 70 cm radius. In addition the IR
is populated with various species of magnets, instrumentation devices, along with their
auxiliaries. With the current matching lattice, the crab cavity systems are given 31 meters
longitudinally on both sides of the IP for the hadron beam to provide a deflecting voltage
of 12.03 MV, and more than 7 m for electron beam. Figure 3.18 shows the crab cavity cryomodules installed in both rings on one side of the IP, and the RCS ring is also shown in
the picture. The red tunnel illustrates the injection line tunnel for the hadron beam. The
location of the crab cavity cryomodule starts from 50 m on both sides to the interaction
point (IP) for the hadron beam, and 40 m for the electron beam. These limits are carefully
considered at the beginning of the cavity, coupler, helium vessel, tuner and cryomodule
development to avoid any significant change in the future.
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Figure 3.18: Schematic drawing of the local configuration of all beam lines near the crab
cavity installation region, vertical.

3.2.5

Impedance Modeling

The main parameters used to evaluate the collective effects of the electron beam are given
in Table 3.13. To estimate instability thresholds, the wake-potential for a 0.3 mm bunch
length was used for beam dynamics simulations in the SPACE particle tracking code [83].
This simulated length is much shorter than the expected nominal bunch length of 19 mm
for the unperturbed circulating beam.
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Table 3.13: Parameters used for threshold calculation.

Parameter
Energy E [GeV]
Revolution period T0 [µs]
Momentum compaction α
Energy loss U [keV]
RF voltage V [MV]
Synchrotron tune νs
Damping time τx , τs [ms]
Energy spread σδ
Bunch length σs [mm]

Value
10
12.79
1.45 ×10−3
9100
41
0.0815
70, 35
5.5 ×10−4
19

IR Chamber
The vacuum chamber geometry for the interaction region (IR) is very complex with abrupt
changes in the cross section as the particle beams cross each other. A cross-sectional top
view of the preliminary IR chamber is shown in Figure 3.19 (upstream) and Figure 3.20
(downstream). Figure 3.21 shows a sectional view of the upstream section of the IR chamber.
An impedance analysis of this geometry has been performed using the GdfidL code [84].
The results of the numerical simulations are shown in Figure 3.22 and Figure 3.23. Using
the machine parameters presented in Table 3.13 and the simulated results, the heat load
due to multiple passes of the bunch train through the structure can be estimated by
2
Ploss = κloss Iav
T0 /M,

(3.17)

where M is the number of bunches, T0 is the revolution period, and Iav is the average
current. Using the simulated geometric loss factor kloss = 0.2 V/pC, the power loss is
Ploss = 22.6 kW for M = 660 bunches and Iav = 2.48 A. Most of this heating is a result
of the large step transitions which needs to be optimized from the impedance point of
view. Reducing the abruptness of the transitions and providing better RF bridging will
significantly reduce the heat load on the chamber walls.
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Figure 3.19: Cross-sectional top view of the upstream IR chamber.

Figure 3.20: Cross-sectional top view of the downstream IR chamber.

Figure 3.21: Section view of the upstream IR chamber entrance. The electron beam chamber
with a 62 mm diameter.
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Figure 3.22: Numerically simulated data for the IR chamber. Top: Longitudinal wakepotential W|| (s) simulated for a σs = 12 mm. Bottom: Loss factor as function of the bunch length
σs .

Figure 3.23: Top: Real part of the longitudinal impedance. Bottom: Imaginary part of the
longitudinal impedance divided by n = ω/ω0 , where ω0 = 2π × 78.186 kHz.
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Longitudinal Impedance Model
By passing through the vacuum chamber, the electron beam generates electromagnetic
fields, which can affect the beam stability. This makes it important to determine the
impedance/wakepotential for all of the vacuum components distributed around the ring.
A list of preliminary vacuum components is presented in Table 3.14. The exact geometric
dimensions and surface resistivity of many of the vacuum components have not been finalized yet. For a first pass analysis the wakepotential and impedances simulated for several
of the NSLS-II vacuum components have been scaled using the eRHIC lattice parameters
to study the instability thresholds. The geometric impedance due to the cross-sectional
changes of the vacuum components has been calculated by the GdfidL code. Table 3.14
indicates the origin of the data which is being used for the applied wakepotential. As
the storage ring geometry is finalized, updates to the simulations will be performed and
used to generate the total impedance budget for particle tracking simulations and analyt-

Figure 3.24: Longitudinal short-range wakepotential calculated for a bunch length of σs =
0.3 mm. The total longitudinal wakepotential of the eRHIC project (blue trace) is a sum of
the resistive wall contribution (green trace) calculated analytically (Equation 3.18) and the
geometric wakepotentials (orange trace).
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Table 3.14: List of the vacuum components contributing to the total impedance of the electron storage ring.

Object

Abbreviation

Qty

Project

Bellows
LA BPM
Stripline
Gate Valve
Flange Absorber
RF Cavity
RF Tapered Transition
IR Chamber

BLW
LABPM
SL
GV
FABS
CAV
TPRDRF
IRCHM

380
494
18
45
200
23

NSLS-II
NSLS-II
NSLS-II
NSLS-II
NSLS-II
NSLS-II
NSLS-II
eRHIC

1

ical evaluation. The contribution of the resistive wall to the total impedance is calculated
separately by applying the analytical approach derived by Bane and Sands [85]:
Wk (τ ) =

r mc2 Ne
τ
pe
i
σ
2b 2µr Z0 σcon

 2 

 2 
τ
τ
−
I
× I1/4
−3/4
4σ2
4σ2
 2 
 2 
τ
τ
+ sgn(τ ) I3/4
−sgn(τ ) I−1/4
2
4σ
4σ2
3/2

e−τ

2 /4σ2

(3.18)

where b is the vacuum chamber radius, Z0 = 120π is the impedance of free space, σ is
the electrical conductivity and µr is the relative permeability of the chamber surface. As a
preliminary estimate for the resistive wall surface, six 257 m long arc sections and twelve
123 m long copper straight sections with a radius of 20 mm are assumed.
The total longitudinal wakepotential, which is a sum of the short-range geometric and
resistive-wall longitudinal wakepotentials, is shown in Figure 3.24. The real part of the
frequency spectrum of the total longitudinal impedance is presented in Figure 3.25 up
to 350 GHz. The total longitudinal wakepotential Wk,tot was used as an input file for the
SPACE particle tracking code along with the parameters presented in Table 3.13. Numerical simulations were done using 30 million macro-particles and 800 grid points in order
to accurately determine the first microwave instability threshold and to characterize the
microwave dynamics. The energy spread of the unperturbed Gaussian bunch at low current is estimated at σδ = 5.5 × 10−4 . From this the first microwave instability threshold
is observed at Ith = 4.5 mA (see Figure 3.26), which is above the single bunch current of
3.8 mA. The bunch lengthening effect due to potential-well distortion (see Figure 3.26) is
small enough up to 4 mA for the applied total longitudinal wakepotential.
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Figure 3.25: Top: Real part of the longitudinal impedance. Bottom: Imaginary part of the
longitudinal impedance divided by n = ω/ω0 , where ω0 = 2π × 78.186 kHz.

0.07

28

26
bunch length (ps)

energy spread (%)

0.065

0.06

24

22

0.055
20

0.05

18
0

2

4

6
Ib (mA)

8

10

12

0

2

4

6
Ib (mA)

8

10

12

Figure 3.26: Left: Energy spread as a function of single bunch current. Right: Bunch lengthening dependence on the single-bunch current.
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Betatron Tune Dependence on Electron Beam Intensity

For the octagonal shape of the dipole vacuum chamber with a half-aperture b = 20 mm
and dipole magnet half-gap d = 26 mm, the multi-bunch current dependent betatron tune
shift induced by the quadrupole impedance of the dipole magnets at frequency ω → 0 is
given by

∆νx,y =

Iav L
β x,y ImZQx,y (0)
4πE/e

(3.19)

where L = 192 × 6.064 m is the total length of the dipole magnets, Iav = 2.48 A is the
average current, β x = 17 m and β y = 18 m are the local horizontal and vertical average
β-functions, E = 10 GeV is the electron beam energy and ImZQx,y is the imaginary part of
the quadrupole impedance. For the dipole magnets, the quadrupole impedance ImZQx,y is
analytically approximated by a multi-parallel plates model [86]

π2
= ZQx,y (0) = ±
12cb2




b2
1 + 2 2 f (η ) ,
d

(3.20)

where
f (η ) =

6
Li2 (η )
π2

(3.21)

µr − 1
µr + 1

(3.22)

and
η=

With relative permeability µr → 0 (perfect magnets) f (η ) = 1. We notice that Equation 3.20
differs by a factor of 2 from the formula for the resistive wall impedance derived by Chao,
Heifets and Zotter in Ref. [87] using the well known Laslett coefficients [88]. The validity
of Equation 3.19, where the only contribution to the betatron tune shift is given by the
quadrupole impedance evaluated at zero frequency, is justified by the fact that the first
contribution from the dipole impedance, which is given by the impedance evaluated at
ν⊥ f 0 , where ν⊥ is the fractional betatron tune and ⊥= x or y, is negligible, as shown in
Figure 3.27 for the nominal fractional betatron tunes νx = 0.08 and νy = 0.06.
The calculated betatron tunes νx and νy as a function of average current Iav are presented
in Figure 3.28. At the nominal Iav = 2.48 A, the estimated tune shifts ∆νx = 0.05 and ∆νy =
−.05 might affect the lattice optimization to mitigate the beam-beam effects. To eliminate
the effect of the quadrupole impedance on the multi-bunch tune shift dependence vs. the
average current, the dipole vacuum chamber should be considered with a circular profile.
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Figure 3.27: Absolute value of the ratio of the transverse dipole impedance to the
quadrupole impedance evaluated at zero frequency. Here ⊥ is either x or y. The dipole
and quadrupole impedances are related as follows: ZDx ( f ) = − ZQx ( f ), ZDy ( f ) = ZQy ( f ).
The dipole impedance is obtained numerically by the standard field matching technique as
applied in [86], with dipole chamber conductivity σCu = 54 S/m and thickness t = 4 mm.
The dipole impedance, evaluated at f = ν⊥ f 0 with parameters νx = 0.08, νy = 0.06 and
f 0 = 78196.5 kHz is negligible with respect to the quadrupole impedance evaluated at f = 0,
thus justifying the validity of Equation 3.19.

0.14
0.12
Tune

0.10

νx

0.08

νy

0.06
0.04
0.02
0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

2.5

Current (Iav ), A
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estimated using Equation 3.19.
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Synchrotron Radiation Analysis

The IR crossing angle scheme avoids the necessity of separator dipoles in or near the detector, which would generate a wide fan of hard synchrotron radiation photons. However,
the nearby low-β quadrupoles generate a synchrotron radiation cone that can be equally
harmful for different detector components, if not handled appropriately.
In contrast to the homogeneous fan produced by dipole magnets, the photon cone generated by quadrupoles consists of a huge number of weak photons in its center, and a
comparatively small number of very high energy photons with increasing distance from
the center. These high energy photons stem from electrons in the transverse tails of the
beam distribution that experience strong magnetic fields at large amplitudes in these lowβ quadrupoles. Additionally, since the beam-beam interaction tends to cause an overpopulation of the transverse electron beam tails, especially in the vertical plane, the number of hard photons produced in the quadrupoles by large-amplitude electrons can be
significantly higher than expected for a pure Gaussian distribution. Therefore it is important to take all these factors into account when evaluating the synchrotron radiation
background in the detector, and designing a masking scheme.
Nonlinear effects in the beam-beam interaction lead to the formation of non-Gaussian tails
with an enhanced electron density. Figure 3.29 illustrates this. The colliding electron beam
requires about 50% larger aperture than without beam-beam interactions. The magnets
and synchrotron radiation masks have to provide sufficient aperture for these tails to pass
through in order to provide beam lifetimes of several hours.
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Figure 3.29: Transverse electron density distribution with (red) and without (blue) beambeam interaction. The contour lines are spaced by a factor 10.
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The design of an eRHIC general purpose detector requires a machine element free region
of ±4.5 m around the IP. As a consequence, any synchrotron radiation mask that gets hit by
direct radiation can only be installed outside the detector volume in the incoming electron
beam direction. The aperture of those masks has to be sufficiently large to ensure beam
lifetimes on the order of several hours. As shown in Figure 3.29 the electron density at 13σ
is about the same as at 8σ without beam-beam. Therefore, one expects a beam lifetime of
more than 20 hours [89] with a 13σ aperture and beam-beam effects.
The first focusing element (quadrupole Q1EF) starts at a distance of 5.0 m from the IP. In
order to reduce the peak magnetic fields encountered by electrons in the transverse tails,
this magnet as well as the following quadrupole Q2EF are comparatively long; the length
is limited by the requirement to interleave focusing elements in the hadron beam line [90].
Table 3.15 lists the design parameters of the last two quadrupoles upstream of the IP.
A dual stage masking scheme is what is required to limit the synchrotron radiation fan
through the central detector. On the incoming side, its cross section will be identical to
that of the masks before the central detector. Their size is determined by the 13σ beam size
requirement at their specific location. Assuming radii of the upstream ellipse of 11 mm in
the horizontal plane, and 10 mm vertically, at the downstream end of the central detector,
the cone radii will have substantially increased, to 71 mm horizontally, and 19 mm vertically. This growth of the synchrotron radiation fan determines the minimum dimensions
of the detector beam pipe that ensure strongly reduced background from primary photons
generated by the electron beam.
In the next step, the impact of potentially backscattered photons on the detector is simulated using the code DESYNC [91].
The focusing upstream of the detector is designed to minimize the magnetic fields of the
last two quadrupoles seen by electrons in the transverse tails of the beam. This is accomplished by designing quadrupoles Q1EF and Q2EF with a low gradient and an extended
length. Even at the highest electron beam energy of 18 GeV this results in peak fields of
only 0.3 T at the 15σ design aperture of these magnets. However, since the movable upstream mask at s = 4.5 m has an aperture radius of only 10σ, no electrons are present in the
beam beyond this limit. Therefore, the maximum magnetic field sampled is only 2/3 of the
peak field of those quadrupoles, namely Bmax = 0.2 T. The corresponding critical energy
of the synchrotron radiation generated by the small number of electrons at the outer edges
Table 3.15: Electron IR magnet parameters on the upstream side of the detector, for the
highest design energy of 18 GeV.

Magnet

si [m]

l [m]

IR [cm]

B [T]

g [T/m]

Q1EF
Q2EF

5.00
8.74

1.2
1.72

2.2
4.85

0.309
0.282

-14.1
6.0
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Figure 3.30: Synchrotron radiation fans from the low-β quadrupole doublet through the IR.
Top: top view; Bottom: side view.

of the beam is therefore reduced to
3 h̄c2 eE2 B
2 E03
= 43.2 keV,

Ec =

(3.23)

at 18 GeV, or Ec = 13.3 keV at E = 10 GeV. Here E0 = me c2 is the electron energy at rest.
Photon scattering in the IR geometry described above has been simulated with the code
DESYNC [91]. Assuming a detector beam pipe that is tailored to accommodate the primary
synchrotron radiation fan according to Figure 3.30 the radiation load outside the 1 mm
thick beryllium detector pipe reaches a maximum of 2.2 rad/hour at 18 GeV in the 1 m
long section right after the mask, and less than a µrad/hour everywhere else throughout
the central detector. At a beam energy of 10 GeV the maximum rate reduces by 2-3 orders
of magnitude.
While these radiation levels are likely acceptable more detailed simulations including the
actual eRHIC detector are required. These simulations are beyond the capabilities of
DESYNC and will therefore be carried out using a simulation code such as GEANT4 [92].
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Glossary of Acronyms
Name
ACS
ADC
ADO
AGS
ANL
API
APS
ARR
ATLAS
ATR or AtR
AWG
B-factory
B-field
BLA
BLM
BNL
BPM
CAD
C-AD
CBI
CBM
CC
CCD
CCG
CDEV
CDR
CDS
CEBAF
CeC or CEC

Description
Access Control Systems
Analog to Digital Converter
Accelerator Device Object, device software manager in C++ programming
Alternating Gradient Synchrotron: an accelerator at BNL that serves as injector to
RHIC
Argonne National Laboratory
Application (Program) Interface
Argonne Photon Source: a light source facility at Argonne National Lab
Accelerator Readiness Review
A colliding beams detector at the CERN Large Hadron Collider
AGS to RHIC beam transfer line
American Wire Gauge
A particle collider designed to produce large numbers of B mesons
Magnetic field
Beam Line Absorbers
Beam Loss Monitor
Brookhaven National Laboratory
Beam Position Monitor
Computer Aided Design
Collider-Accelerator Department, Brookhaven National Lab
Coupled bunch instability
Coupled bunch modes
Crab Cavity
Charged Coupled Device: a silicon chip for capturing and manipulating digital
data
Cold cathode ion gauge
Common Device interface
Conceptual Design Report
Computers, Devices, and Software
Continuous Electron Beam Accelerator Facility at Jefferson Laboratory, Virginia
Coherent Electron Cooling

G-1

G-2

CEM
CERN
CESR
CM or c.m.
CME
CMOS
CNS
COMPASS
COTS
CSR
CVD
DAC
DAFNE
DCCT
DESY
DOE
DoS
DQW
DQWCC
DVCS
DVVM
EBIS
EBW
EH&S
EHS&Q
EIC
EIS
EMC
EOM
EPS
eRHIC
ERL
eSR
eSTAR
FCT
FEC
FEL
FHA
FODO

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS

Channeled Electron Multiplier
European Organization for Nuclear Research: accelerator laboratory in Switzerland
Cornell Electron Storage Ring facility
Center of mass
Center of mass energy
Complementary Metal-Oxide-Semiconductor: a silicon chip for manipulating
digital data
Controls Name Server
An experiment at CERN utilizing muon and proton beams
Commercial off-the-shelf
Coherent synchrotron radiation
Chemical Vapor Deposition
Digital to Analog Converter
An accelerator facility in Frascati, Italy
Direct Current Current Transformer, a precision DC current transducer
Deutsche Electronen Synchrotron Laboratory: an accelerator facility in Hamburg,
Germany
U.S. Department of Energy
Density of State
Double quarter wave
Double quarter wave crab cavity
Deeply Virtual Compton Scattering
Deeply Virtual Vector Meson
Electron Beam Ion Source
Electron Beam Welding
Environment Health and Safety
Environment Health Safety and Quality
Electron Ion Collider
Environmental Impact Statement
European Muon Collaboration experiment at CERN
Electro-Optic Modulator
Equipment control and Protection System at RHIC
Electron Ion Collider at BNL utilizing RHIC
Energy Recovery LINAC
Electron Storage Ring
A proposed eRHIC detector based on the existing STAR detector at RHIC
Fast Current Transformer
Front End Controller/Computer
Free Electron Laser
Fire Hazard Analysis
A particular grouping of focusing and defocusing magnets used in accelerator
beams

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS

FONSI
FPC
FPGA
FRIB
FSAD
FY
GEMA
GPIB
GPM
HEBT
HERA
HERMES
HOM
HTTP
IBS
ICT
IEEE
ILC
INT
IOT
IP
IAD
IPM
IR
ISO
IVA
JFT
JLab
KEK
KEKB
LARP
LBNL
LDRD
LEP
LEReC
LHC
LINAC
LLRF
LPOL
LTR or LtR
MAPS

G-3

Finding of No Significant Impact
Fundamental Power Coupler
Field-Programmable Gate Array
Facility for Rare Isotope Beams under construction at Michigan State University
Final Safety Analysis Document
Fiscal Year
planar multi-electrode array used to measure particle trajectories in gas-filled detectors
General Purpose Interface Bus, IEEE-488
General Purpose Monitor
High Energy Beam Transport
Hadron-Electron Ring Accelerator at DESY in Hamburg, Germany
A fixed-target experiment at HERA facility
Higher Order Modes
Hypertext Transfer Protocol
Intrabeam Scattering
Integrating Current Transformer
Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers
International Linear Collider
Institute for Nuclear Theory at the University of Washington, Seattle
Inductive Output Tube, a vacuum tube used as a high power RF amplifier
Interaction Point
Ion Assisted Deposition
Ionization Profile Monitor
Interaction Region
Optical isolator, , or International Standards Organization
Inductive Voltage Adder
A Japanese tokomak fusion research facility
Thomas Jefferson National Accelerator Facility, Newport News, Virginia
High Energy Accelerator Research Laboratory, Tsukuba, Japan
A particle accelerator operating as a B-factory at KEK
Large Hadron Collider (LHC) Accelerator Research Program
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory in California
Laboratory Directed Research and Development
Large Electron Positron collider, predecessor to the LHC at CERN
Low Energy RHIC electron Cooling
Large Hadron Collider at CERN in Geneva, Switzerland
Linear Accelerator
Low Level Radio Frequency
Longitudinal polarization measurement of the electron beam at HERA
LINAC to RCS transfer line
A planar multi-electrode array on a microchip, used to measure charged particle
trajectories in compact gas-filled detectors

G-4

MBEC
MCP
NAS
NCRF
NEA
NEG
NEPA
NPCT
NSAC
NSLS-II
NSRL
ODH
OFHC
PPM
OPPIS
OTR
PASS
PDF
PED
PEP-II
PETRA
PFL
PHENIX
PID
PLC
PLL
PoP
PPS
PSAD
PSD
PSEG
PSI
PVD
PWO
QCD
QE
QWR
RACF
R&D
RCS
RCStSR
REST

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS

Micro-bunched electron beams
Micro Channel Plate detector
National Academy of Science and Network Attached Storage system
Normal Conducting Radio Frequency
Negative Electron Affinity
Non-Evaporation Getter
National Environmental Policy Act
New Parametric Current Transformer
Nuclear Science Advisory Committee for U.S. Department of Energy
National Synchrotron Light Source-II at BNL
NASA Space Radiation Laboratory at BNL
Oxygen Deficiency Hazard
Oxygen-Free High Conductivity copper
Office of Project Management
A polarized ion source used for injection of polarized protons into RHIC
Optical Transition Radiation
Personnel Access Safety System
Particle Distribution Function
Project Engineering and Design
Positron-Electron Project, a colliding beams facility at SLAC
A high energy electron-positron accelerator facility at DESY, now operating as a
light source
Pulse Forming Line
A large colliding-beams detector at RHIC
Particle Identification
Programmable Logic Controller
Phase-Locked Loop
Proof of Principle
Personnel Protection System
Preliminary Safety Assessment Document
Photon Stimulated Desorption, or Power Spectrum Density
A local utility company providing electrical power to BNL
Power Supply Interface
Physical Vapor Deposition
Lead Tungstate crystal
Quantum Chromodynamics
Quantum Efficiency
Quarter-Wave Resonator
RHIC and ATLAS Computing Facility at BNL
Research and Development
Rapid Cycling Synchrotron for eRHIC
The beam transfer line from RCS to the eRHIC Storage Ring
Representational State Transfer protocol

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS

RF
RGA
RHIC
RICH
RMS
RTD
RTDL
RtS
SAD
SBEND
SBMS
SCCR
SEY
SIDIS
SIL
Sindi
SIP
SLAC
SLM
SM
sPHENIX
SPS
SR
SRF
SRP/CS
SW
SOC or SoC
Tape
T-BMT
TAL
TBA
TEC
TIG
TMCI
TMD
TMP
TPC
TPOL
TSP
TWP
UHV
UPC

Radio Frequency
Residual Gas Analyzer
Relativistic Heavy Ion Collider at Brookhaven National Laboratory
Ring Imaging Cherenkov detector
Root Mean Square
Resistance Temperature Detector
Real Time Data Link
RCS to Storage Ring
Safety Assessment Document
Sector Bend in RCS ring lattice
Standards-Based Management System
Short Circuit Current Rating
Secondary Emission Yield
Semi-Inclusive Deep Inelastic Scattering (of high energy electrons)
Safety Integrated Level
Synoptic Display tool
Sputtering Ion Pump
Stanford Linear Accelerator Center in California SLC SLAC Linear Collider
Synchrotron Light Monitor
Standard Model of particle physics
A proposed new RHIC detector to replace PHENIX
Super Proton Synchrotron, and accelerator at CERN
Synchrotron Radiation
Superconducting Radio-Frequency
Safety Related Parts of Control Systems
Standing Wave
System on a Chip
Tool for Automated Procedure Execution
Thomas-BMT equation, named after Thomas, Bargmann-Michel-Telegdi
Triplet Achromat Lattice
Triple Bend Achromat
Total Estimated Cost
Tungsten Inert Gas (a specialized form of welding)
Transverse Mode Coupling Instability
Transverse Momentum Distribution
Turbomolecular Pump
Time Projection Chamber
Transverse Polarization measured for the electron beam at HERA
Titanium Sublimation Pumps
Traveling Wave Plates
Ultra-High Vacuum
Ultra-Peripheral Collisions

G-5

G-6

UPS
VME
WCM
XDB
XHV
YAG
ZDC
ZEUS
ZFCT

GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS

Uninterruptable Power Supply
VERSAModule Europa, IEEE-1014-1987, chassis for electronic control modules
Wall Current Monitor
Xray Diagnostic Beamline
Extremely High Vacuum
A type of laser using a Yttrium-Aluminum-Garnet crystal
Zero Degree Calorimeter
A large detector at the HERA collider
Zero Flux Current Transformer, a type of DCCT
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