Ph.D. thesis

Accumulation of alarge number of antiprotons and
production of an ultra-slow antiproton beam

Jubouubgyn
Jooodootdoogd

ooooobbooooo
goodd
oo dd

December 19, 2003






Abstract

A large number of antiprotons, approximately five millions, the largest number ever accu-
mulated, have been successfully trapped in an electromagnetic trap called an MRT (Multi-
ring trap) in combinations with the RFQD (radio frequency quadrupole decelerator) and
the AD (Antiproton Decelerator) at CERN. Antiprotons emerging at 5.3 MeV from the
AD were decelerated to 110 keV by the RFQD, and were injected in the MRT installed in
acold bore (=~ 10 K) of asuperconducting solenoid via double degrader foils of 90 ug/cm?
each, which reduced the antiproton energy lower than ~ 10 keV.

Electrons were preloaded in the MRT to cool the antiprotons to sub-electronvolt energy
region. The electrons cool themselves via synchrotron radiation and behave as a non-
neutral plasma. The time evolutions of plasma modes have revealed, for the first time, the
cooling feature of antiprotons nondestructively.

Further, ultra-slow antiproton beams of 10-500 eV have been extracted from the MRT
and the beam was transported to the target area via abeam line designed for efficient trans-
port of slow antiprotons realizing at the same time differential pumping of more than six
orders of magnitude. By ramping up the trapping potential slowly, ultra-slow antiprotons
of 10-500 eV have been extracted from the strong magnetic field region for the first time.

The accumulation of a large number of antiprotons and the production of ultra-slow
antiproton beams are expected to open a new field of research of antiprotonic atoms and

antihydrogen under well-controlled conditions.
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Chapter 1

Why ultra-sdow antiprotons?

1.1 Background
1.1.1 Atomic physicswith antiprotons

Antiproton, the antiparticle of proton was discovered in 1955 at Bevatron, Berkeley, by
Chamberlain, Segré, Wiegand and Y psilantis [1] injecting 6.2 GeV protons on a copper
target. After the discovery of antiproton, various investigations were performed, which
include CPT symmetry tests (e.g. [2]), strong interaction of antiproton with nuclel via
antiprotonic X-ray spectroscopy [3], ionization processes of atoms with antiprotons and
protons [4], etc.

At CERN, Organisation européenne pour la recherche nucléaire or European Organi-
zation for Nuclear Research, the Antiproton Decelerator (AD), a facility providing low
energy antiproton beam of 100 MeV /c (5.3 MeV), was built primarily for atomic physics
experiments like antihydrogen and antiprotonic atom syntheses, their spectroscopy, and
collision experiments. The AD has been in operation since year 2000 as an alternative of
LEAR (Low Energy Antiproton Ring), the first slow antiproton ring built in 1982.

Antiproton has infinite lifetime in vacuum (at least 10%° years [5]), it is an unique
hadronic anti-particle in the sense that it can be stored, cooled, and also be manipulated
to form an ultra-slow beam. Since the LEAR era, while researches like exotic meson
survey [6] or CPT-symmetry [2] using proton-antiproton annihilation have been studied,

some low energy antiproton experiments in the field related to the atomic physics has also
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been performed [7]. Some examples of performed and ongoing experiments are listed;

e Various exciting findings in the field of atomic physics were made by PS194 collab-
oration during the period of LEAR, e.g., double ionization cross sections of He by
antiproton was found to be two times larger than those by protonsin afast collision
region, which is not theoretically solved even now. The energy regions covered were
not low enough to study antiprotonic atom formation processes in the LEAR period,

and should be one of the most important subjects of the AD (See e.g. [4]).

e Antiprotonic helium atom (pHe™) has been found to be metastable even in a dense
He target [8] having lifetimes of microseconds. Because of this metastability, a high
resolution laser spectroscopy can be applied, eventually reached the precision ashigh
as 108, Surprisingly, theoretical treatments of this three body system (antiproton
+ electron + apha nucleus) were quite successful, giving almost perfect agreements
with the observed transition energies when the charge and mass of protonswere used
instead of antiproton. Combining with the charge to mass ratio experiment described
above, the mass and the charge of antiprotons have been evaluated with the precision
of 10~8, proving that the CPT symmetry between proton and antiproton with respect
to mass and charge are conserved with the precision of 108, or vise versa, under
the assumption of the CPT symmetry, the three body calculation involving three
particles with different mass with each other can be done with the precision of 6 x

10~8 [9][10].

e Antiproton trapping and cooling techniques were developed by PS196 and PS200
collaborations at LEAR (See e.g. [11][12]). The PS196 collaboration has found
that the charge to mass ratio of p is the same as that of proton to the precision of

9x 10711 [13].

e Antihydrogen atoms were synthesized in 1996 at CERN [14] for the first time, and
in 1998 at Fermilab [15], Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory, even though the
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atoms had a relativistic speed. After the AD launched, “cold” antihydrogen atoms
were produced by two groups [16][17].

1.2 Motivations

There are two principal motivations for the accumulation of alarge number of antiprotons
and the production of ultra-slow antiproton beams. One is to investigate the initial pro-
cesses of antiprotonic atom (pA™) formation, and the other isto synthesize alarge number
of cold antihydrogen atoms (pe™). The antiprotonic atoms are not only a unique object to
provide afield of atomic process with a“heavy electron”, but also to permit precision test
of CPT symmetry between matter and antimatter by high-resolution laser and microwave

spectroscopy.

1.2.1 Antiprotonic atom formation

Antiprotonic atom is a bound system of an antiproton (p) and an ion (A*) by Coulomb
force. When a slow antiproton collides with an atom, it can replace an outer-most electron
in the atom and form an antiprotonic atom [18].

When antiprotonic atoms are formed in vacuum under single collision conditions, a
considerable fraction of them are expected to be in metastable state. On the other hand,
in dense media, antiprotonic atoms will annihilate immediately except for antiprotonic
helium (pHe™) which has been studied by using methods of laser and microwave spec-
troscopy [19] [20]. The simplest two body system of particle and antiparticle, antiprotonic
hydrogen atom (protonium), pp, is especialy interesting among such antiprotonic atoms.
Because such atwo-body Coulombic system in Yrast state decays only via radiative tran-
sitions without external electric field, having life time longer than 1 us, the spectroscopic
nature of pp will be studied precisely without three-body calculations. Thisfigureisdiffer-
ent in the case of pHe™, though the spectroscopy of pHe™ has been studied and revealed
antiproton’s mass with precision of the order of 10-8 [9].

To produce an antiprotonic hydrogen atom, i.e., pp, and study its spectroscopic nature,
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it is performed between a dilute gas target (See App. A) and ultra-slow antiprotons whose
energy should be less than ionization energy for target atoms or molecules. At thistime, a
considerable fraction of them are expected to be in metastabl e state.

A collision between an antiproton and an atom to be discussed satisfies a so-called
adiabatic condition, i.e., Vg < Ve, Where v and ve are the velocities of the antiproton and
the electron, respectively. When the kinetic energy of antiproton is small enough so that
the released electron can take away the major part of the antiproton’s kinetic energy, the
antiproton and the ionized atom are bound together in a state with alarge principal quantum
number n. The production process of an antiprotonic atom is qualitatively understood as
follows: when an antiprotonic atom isformed, the energy conservation before and after the

collision in the laboratory frame requires,
Kﬁ—ge: Ka—f—Ke—Eﬁ, (11)

where Ke and Ky are the kinetic energies, ee and &p the binding energies of electron and
antiprotons, respectively. K isthe recoil energy of the antiprotonic atom, considering that
the electron is “00zing” out, one can safety assume that Ke ~ 0.

Because the momentum of the antiprotonic atom is practically that of the incident an-

tiproton, one gets,

&= Ee— ( - m_5> Kp, (1.2

Ma
mp and m, being the masses of the antiproton and antiprotonic atom, respectively. In other
words, the principal quantum number n of the adiabatically-formed atom is given by

- \/“_5 x R (13)

Me E— KKF_)7

where me and up are the reduced masses, of the electron and antiproton, respectively, and
Kk =A/(A+1) for atarget of mass number A, that is, for atomic hydrogen x = 1/2 and
x — 1 for heavier targets. The antiproton n-value is thus afunction of Kg only, and can be
tuned from npip ~ \/m to infinity by increasing Ky from O to e/, i.e., antiprotonic
atoms are in high Rydberg metastabl e state.
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Figure 1.1: (a) Calculated protonium and antiprotonic atom formation cross sections by
a quasi-classical calculation for H (dotted line), H, without rotation (short dashed line),
H, with rotation (long dashed line) and H, with rotation and vibration (solid line).The
circles are calculated values [23]. (b) Antiprotonic atom formation cross sections for He
(circle), Ne (square), Ar (up triangle), Kr (down triangle), and Xe (diamond) by the FMD
calculation [22].

The formation cross sections of antiprotonic atoms has been studied for various targets
by Classical Trgectory Monte Carlo (CTMC) calculations taking into account the Pauli

exclusion principle employing a fermion molecular dynamics (FMD) method [21] [22].

The dotted line in Fig. 1.1 (a) shows the formation cross sections of protonium (pp) in
p+ H callision, which predicts that the formation cross section is finite when the incident
antiproton energy is lower than ~ 0.5 a.u. in the center of mass system, i.e., 1 au. in the

laboratory frame asis seen in Eq.(1.2).

In the case of molecular hydrogen, H,, Cohen predicted that an antiprotonic molecule,
EHEF, is temporary formed, which then dissociates into an antiprotonic atom and an H°
atom or a proton and an electron [23]. In the case of molecular targets, no threshold of
the collision energy is predicted. Thisis because the dissociated H® atom can take care of
excess momentum of incident antiproton, which is particularly the case when the molecul ar

vibration is taken into account.

Figure 1.1 (b) shows that antiprotonic noble-gas atoms are formed even at relatively

high impact energy. This is primarily due to multiple electron release processes, which
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Figure 1.2: Calculated protonium formation cross section by full-quantum mechanical
calculation [24] (circle). The result from the CTMC method (“+") and that with the FMD
(“x") areasointhefigure. Thesemicalssical (SC) resultsaretaken from thereference[25].
The cross section obtained under the adiabatic assumption are shown.

effectively increase ee and accordingly increase the threshold energy.

Figure 1.2 compares a full-quantum calculation of protonium formation cross section
with classical one. These results, which more or less show a similar behavior, ensure that

the classical treatments are rather accurate in the present system.

1.2.2 Cold antihydrogen atoms

Antihydrogen (pe™) is the simplest antimatter. A couple of experiments using cold an-
tihydrogen atoms to test CPT symmetry have been proposed, which includes not only

high-precision laser spectroscopy but also ground-state hyperfine spectroscopy.



1.2 Motivations 7

Schemes of antihydrogen synthesis

To synthesize antihydrogen atoms, the following recombination processes are considered

to play major roles.

(1) Spontaneous radiative recombination [26]

It is the inverse photo emission process, which is described as
p+e" — (pet) +hv. (1.4)
The reaction rate Iy is given by [27]

o Nf)Ne+GrV* 1
p= e o2 (L5)

where the number of antiprotons and positrons are N and Ng+, respectively, which are

confined in avolumeV at temperature T* (their relative collision velocity v¥).

(2) Three-body recombination [28]

The three-body recombination processis described as

p+et+et — (pet)+e'. (1.6)

27113
() ()"

Therateisinversely proportional to T—%/2, growing much faster than the radiative recom-

Thereaction rate It is given by

bination process with decreasing temperature.

Figure 1.3 shows examples of the recombination cross sections for both processes. Itis
seen that the three body recombination cross section plays the dominant role for arealistic
positron density and temperature ranges.

(3) Laser induced recombination [7]

Thisis a variation of the radiative recombination, which increases the recombination

rate by alaser stimulation.

Nhv +p+et — (pet) + (N +21)hv, (1.8)
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Figure 1.3: Antihydrogen atom formation rate for radiative recombination and three body
recombination against various positron density, 4 x 107, 6 x 107, 8 x 107, 1 x 108 and
2% 108 /cmd,
which may increase the rate by a factor of 10-100 [7].

(4) Charge exchange collision with positronium [29]

Thisisavariation of the three body recombination where thethird particleisan electron
instead of positron, and positron and electron are bound together in an excited state, which
is described as

p+ (ete)(n,I') — (peM)(n,I) +e . (1.9

Although the recombination cross section is many orders of magnitude larger than the
abovementioned processes, it is quite difficult to prepare high density of positronium target
because of its short life time. However, when the positronium is in high Rydberg states,
the life time becomes longer and also the recombination cross section is larger than in

proportion to n* [30][31].
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Antihydrogen atom synthesis

Antihydrogen atoms were produced in 1996 at CERN [14] and in 1998 at Fermilab [15],
in collision of relativistic antiprotons with gaseous target, where a positron in a virtual
positron-electron pair creation was captured by a relativistic antiprotons. In the former
case, 1.2 GeV antiprotons were injected on a Xe gas jet and nine antihydrogen atoms
flying with relativistic velocity were detected. Unfortunately such high-speed antihydrogen
atoms are not suitable for spectroscopy or anything.

In order to prepare somewhat cold antihydrogen atoms, a so-called nested trap scheme
has been adopted by two groups, and in fact they had succeeded in synthesizing a large
number of antihydrogen atoms in year 2002 [16] [17]. The nested Penning trap which
is avariation of open-end cylindrical Penning trap, can confine positively and negatively
charged particles simultaneously [32].

Figure 1.4 shows schematically the procedure to produce antihydrogen with the nested
trap, which consists of a Penning trap for positrons and two Penning traps for antiprotons
on both ends of the positron Penning trap. When antiprotons are given proper kinetic
energy, they oscillate between the two Penning traps passing the positron area many times
loosing their kinetic energies via Coulomb scattering with positrons [33]. In both cases,
positronswith energies of afew el ectronvoltswere obtained by degrading megael ectronvolt
positrons from a 22Na source with a solid Ne moderator, which are then cooled by buffer

gas and stored in a Penning trap [34].

Figure 1.4: Nested Penning trap for synthesis of antihydrogen atom [7].
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Antihydrogen trap

Because antihydrogen is a neutral atom, it is not trapped any more in an electromagnetic
trap and drifts out of the trapping region, which eventually hits one of the trap electrodes.
The antiproton and the positron constituting the the antihydrogen annihilate simultaneously
emitting severa energetic pions and two 511 keV gamma rays, respectively. Actualy,
the first report [16] confirmed the production of a large number of antihydrogen through

monitoring this simultaneous annihilation from the same spot.

In order to confine antihydrogen atoms, several schemes other than the nested trap,
which cannot trap neutral particles, have been proposed [35] [36] [37] [38]. Once anti-
hydrogen is trapped and cooled, a high-precision laser spectroscopy becomes applicable,
which would provide one of the most stringent CPT testsin a future. In the case of hydro-
gen atoms, the 1S-2S transition was measured with the accuracy as high as 10714 [39],

where 10%2 hydrogen atoms at 4K were used.

Another possible CPT test is the comparison of the magnetic moments between pro-
ton and antiproton which had been discussed time to time [40]. The proton spin magnetic
moment has been determined to the accuracy of 108 through measurements of a ground-
state hyperfine splitting of hydrogen atom [41]. On the other hand, the magnetic moment
of antiproton is known only with the accuracy of 10~3 through antiprotonic X-ray spec-
troscopy [42]. Recently, a measurement of the ground-state hyperfine splitting of antihy-
drogen atom has been discussed with a nested Penning trap in a split solenoid [43] and
with amagnetic cusp trap [38].

The number of antiprotons available with the "thick” degrader methods is fairly lim-
ited although the number of positronsis getting quite reasonable for antihydrogen synthe-
Sis[34] [44] [45]. It istherefore quite important to develop a new scheme that can prepare

alarge number of cold antiprotons suitable for physics experiments of antihydrogen.
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1.3 Charged particletrap

Charged particle trap is one of the most important key techniques of this work, where
antiprotons should be confined and cooled. For confinement of charged particles, severa
trapping techniques have been known as summarized in Tab. 1.1. Although the optical
trap is known for confinement of atoms and ions, it works only for particles with internal

structure(s), and not applicable to antiprotons.

advantage disadvantage
Penning trap harmonic small volume
Cylindrical Penning trap harmonic small volume
with open-endcaps free access to the center
Penning-Malmberg trap large volume rectangular
free access short confinement time
Multi-ring trap large volume many cables
free access
no dependency on length
Paul trap no field at the center micromotion heating

single particle

Table 1.1: Advantages and disadvantages of some traps for confinement of antiprotons.

The combination of static electric and magnetic fields are often used to trap charged
particles. Figure 1.5 schematically shows a cross section of electrodes of such atrap.

When an electrostatic potential expressed as

0= 5-(222=p?), (110)

is formed between the endcaps and the ring (see Fig. 1.5), the force on a particle with a

charge g is given by,

F = —qV¢ (1.12)
O
= 502(—4z+2p). (112)

It is seen that the particle is trapped in the z-direction by the harmonic potential. The
trapping in the p-direction is realized by two different methods.



12 Why ultra-slow antiprotons?

A z
endcap
\\ Zo
Po

ring
ring

-~
S
. .
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. -~
. .
. -~
. -~

endcap

Figure 1.5: Cross section of electrodes of a charged particle trap.

In the case of the Paul trap [46], aradio frequency (RF) field
Y = Up + ypcost (1.13)

is applied between the endcaps and the ring electrodes to trap charged particles, which
effectively provides an attractive force on the charged particles independent of their charge

polarities; the pseudo potentia is given by,

. q 2
Woseudo = WIVWI : (1.14)

However, a micromotion is superimposed on the particle motion due to the time-varying
electric fields [46]. At the center of the trap where the fields are zero, the pseudo potential
of the particle is minimum. When a single particle is trapped, it can be localized in the
field-free region, which isideal for laser spectroscopy.

Penning trap [47] with a static magnetic field applied along the z-direction generates a
force given by

F =—qVé+qv xB. (1.15)

In this case, there is no mechanism to heat up the trapped particles, which is suitable
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for high-resolution mass spectroscopy [48]. It is noted however that the introduction of
charged particles into the trap is not easy.

In order to solve this practical but important difficulty, a cylindrical Penning trap has
been devel oped using several cylindrical electrodes, which is suitable to introduce particles
inthetrap and at the sametime alowsto confine alarge number of charged particles. When
aquadratic electrostatic field like Eq. (1.10) is superimposed on a uniform magnetic field
with its symmetry axis common to the z-axis, charged particles can be confined in the
field (See App.B.1). One of the well-known stationary states has a uniform density and
a spheroidal shape rotating with a uniform frequency ar, i.e., rigid rotor equilibrium (see
App. C.3), when particles are cold enough to form a plasma [49]. When the number of
particles are very large and the image charge induced is not negligibly small, the electric
potential distribution of the open-end cylindrical trap [50] is deformed and does not give
an equilibrium any more.

In a Penning-Malmberg trap [51], the generated potential, like square well, can not
realize such an equilibrium condition. Furthermore Penning-Malmberg trap has a length
dependent confinement feature of the plasma along the magnetic field axis [52]. On the
other hand, the Multi-Ring trap (MRT) can prepare a harmonic potential using atrain of
many ring electrodes, compensating the image charge potential not only due to a small
number of particles but also due to a large number of particles [53]. A large and long
plasma can be settled in the MRT much more stably than the Penning-Ma mberg trap.

Advantages and disadvantages to confine alarge number of antiprotonsfor several traps

are summarized in Table 1.1.

1.3.1 Antiproton confinement in thetrap

Antiproton trapping technigue has been developed by the Harvard University group as was
described in Sec. 1.1.1, which employed the combination of a”thick” degrader foil and a
cylindrical Penning trap. Although the trapping efficiency is not great such as 104, this

has been the unique technique, which could realize trapping of antiprotons. In fact, the
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charge to mass ratio of the antiproton was determined to a precision of 9 x 10~11[13] using
antiprotons trapped by this method. It is noted that a single antiproton is necessary to make
such a measurement, i.e., the "thick” degrader method is eventually a suitable technique
for the above purpose. Later on, studies with trapped antiprotons had been extended for
other subjects, particularly the antihydrogen synthesis and high precision spectroscopy of
antihydrogen. Although alarge number of antiprotons are necessary for the latter subjects,
there have been no innovation regarding the scheme of antiproton trapping (see e.g., [16]
[17] and [54]).

Gabrielse et a. (PS196 collaboration) captured antiprotons in a cylindrical Penning
trap for the first time on 1986 at CERN LEAR[11], where “thick” (~ 70 000ug/cm?) en-
ergy degrading foils were used for further deceleration of ~ 5 MeV antiprotons. Therefore
most of the injected antiprotons, i.e., more than 99%, annihilated in the foil. The max-
imum number per one AD shot (containing 3 x 107 antiprotons of ~ 5 MeV) has been
2.5 x 10%[44]. Gabrielse et al. aso succeeded in keeping 102 antiprotons in their trap for
two months [55], which revealed that the life time of antiproton is longer than 3.4 months.
The PS200 collaboration once stored ~ 1 x 10° antiprotons by trapping one LEAR shot that
contained more than 10° antiprotons. In any case, the trapping efficiency of the "thick” de-
grader scheme has been 102 or so at the maximum. The energy of trapped antiprotons
were measured by time-of-flight measurement. Gabrielse et al. demonstrated transporta-
tion of antiprotonsin the strong magnetic field to measure the temperature of the antiproton

cloud with time-of-flight technique [11].

In the present work, we have developed a completely new scheme of antiproton ac-
cumulation combining the AD, the RFQD (radio frequency quadrupole decelerator), and
the MRT, and proved that the efficiency was improved by 50 times or more. With this
large number of antiprotons in the MRT together with electrons, it becomes possible to
monitor the electron plasma’s electrostatic mode. In fact, we have succeeded in nonde-
structive monitoring the cooling process of antiprotons in the trap, which was performed

for thefirst time. The details are described in following Chap. 3 and 4. To perform antipro-
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tonic atom formation experiments, cold antiprotons should be extracted and transported
from the strong magnetic field to the “non-"magnetic field region, which have never been
performed. Chapter 5 describes the beam transport system and first demonstration of ultra-

slow antiproton transport.






Chapter 2

Appar atus

A sequential combination of the AD (Antiproton Decelerator), the RFQD (Radio Fre-
guency Quadrupole Decelerator), the MRT (Multi-Ring electrode Trap), and the transport

beam line were used to produce ultra-slow antiprotons.

Figure 2.1 shows a schematic diagram of the accelerator complex at CERN, where

Linac

Figure 2.1: The PS-complex at CERN. The proton beams are injected from the Linac to
the PS via PSB (PS Booster). The beam accelerated to 26 GeV /c isincident on the target
area and produces antiprotons.
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| Machine | Antiproton kinetic energy |
from target area 2.7 GeV
AD 5MeVv
RFQD 10-120 keV
MRT <10eV
Extraction beam line 10-500 eV

Table 2.1: Scheme for production of ultra-slow antiprotons

3.5 GeV /c antiprotons are produced, collected and injected into the AD. Table 2.1 sum-
marizes the energy of antiprotons handled in each stage. The antiprotons collected in the
AD are cooled and decelerated down to 100MeV /c (5.3MeV). Antiprotons from the AD
are then decelerated by the RFQD down to 10-120 keV, which are eventually injected in
the MRT.

Antiprotons in the MRT were cooled with electrons preloaded in the MRT. They were
then extracted from the MRT as abeam with the energy ranging 10-500 eV. For transporta-
tion of the ultra-slow antiprotons aspecial transport beam line was designed and constituted
for atomic collision experiments described in App. A.

In order to monitor antiprotons during their transportation, various detectors were de-
veloped and used, which were secondary emission beam profile monitors, a delay line
position sensitive detector combined with MCPs (microchannel plate), and track detectors

consisting of two scintillator bars.

2.1 TheAntiproton Decelerator

Antiprotons of gigaelectronvolt-scale energy are decelerated at the CERN Antiproton De-
celerator (AD) using stochastic- and electron-cooling techniques [56]. The AD ring and
hall layout isshownin Fig. 2.2. Figure 2.3 schematically showsthe AD deceleration cycle:
A 26 GeV /c beam of 1.5 x 10*2 protons from the PS (Proton Synchrotron) isinjected in an
Ir block, yielding 4 x 10® antiprotons with their peak energy at 3.57 GeV /c. The antipro-

tons are then collected and stochastically cooled to 5 zmm- mrad in the transverse planes
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Figure 2.2: The AD ring and hall layout. In thisring, antiprotons are collected, cooled and
decelerated. Filled region isthe experimental areafor the present work.
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Figure 2.3: AD deceleration cycle.
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and a momentum spread of 0.1% in the AD. The beam is then decelerated to 2.0 GeV /c,
which is again stochastically cooled. Then the beam is decelerated to 300 MeV /c, where
the transverse emittance is grown to 33 xmm- mrad and the momentum spread to 0.2%.
The 300 MeV /c antiprotons are electron-cooled, decelerated, and electron-cooled again,
eventually to obtain 100 MeV /c (5.3 MeV kinetic energy) antiprotons with transverse
emittance of 1 7mm- mrad and momentum spread of 0.1%. The overall time duration of
the AD cycle was 85 s at the shortest, and it varied dlightly depending on the so called

super-cycle of the PS machine.

2.2 TheRadio Frequency Quadrupole Deceler ator

A Radio Frequency Quadrupole Decelerator (RFQD) was designed and constructed to fur-
ther decelerate antiprotons, while an RFQ accelerator is usually used as an injector to ac-
celerate particles. In the present work on the other hand, to the contrary, the same system
is operated to decelerate particles [57] [58].

The RFQD is located between the MEBT (medium energy beam transport line) and
LEBT (low energy beam transport line) asis shown in Fig. 2.4. The MEBT is composed
of beam buncher (*1” in Fig. 2.4), two magnetic quadrupoles lenses (“6” and “7”), two
horizontal and vertical steering dipoles (“8" and “9”), two beam diagnostic boxes (*10”
and “11”), and the energy corrector (“13”).

A bunching cavity (“1") installed 6.15 m upstream of the RFQD shapes the 100 ns
antiproton pulse into atrain of 20 micro-pulses, each 0.3 ns long with a separation At =
5 ns, which comesfrom the frequency of the RF, 202.5 MHz. Because the distance between
the buncher and the RFQD itself was 6.15 m, the buncher phase of 2w means about 60 keV
energy difference.

Each of two beam diagnostic boxes contains two removable scintillator plates called
watchdogs, one with 5 holes and the other without holes. The images of the beam spot on
the watchdogs were monitored by CCD cameras and digitized, which were used to evaluate

the beam parameters like position and radius. Examples of such beam images are shown
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Figure 2.4: Beam line from the AD to the superconducting solenoid including the RFQD.
The antiproton beam isinjected from the upper side in thisfigure.



22 Apparatus

| Emittance [xmm-mrad] | Upstream Aperture ¢ [mm] | Downstream Aperture ¢ [mm] |

10.0 21.0 14.0
5.8 255 10.6
3.3 12.0 8.0
19 9.2 6.1
11 7.0 4.7

Table 2.2: Upper limit of the beam emittance estimated for various combinations of hole
Sizes.

upstream downstream

Figure 2.5: Example of beam images at the watchdog screens.

in Fig. 2.5. Estimated values of the maximum beam emittance for scintillator plates with
various hole diameter are given in Table. 2.2. When the beam was tuned as described in
the following Chap. 3.2, the beam passed through small holes as shown in Fig. 2.6, where
the beam was focused by the quadrupoles (“6” and “77).

The energy corrector cavity (“13”) isinstalled at the entrance flange of the RFQD to
compensate for this DC potential difference between the RFQD grounded cover and the
floated inner structure. Because the DC bias for varying the output energy not only affects

the output beam energy itself but also shifts the input energy.

Figure 2.7 shows the structure of the RFQD. All assembly housed in a cylindrical
tank located between the upstream diagnostics (a part of the MEBT) and the LEBT. The
RFQD consists of 3.5-m long, four-rod el ectrodes producing an average decelerating field
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upstream downstream

------------------- :::> RFQD

Figure 2.6: Example of beam image at scintillators with the smallest hole combination
with schematic figure of the beam transport.

E ~2MV/m at frequency f = 202.5 MHz. The four rods are mounted at + 45° in a
symmetric, ladder like RF resonating and supporting structure (Fig. 2.8). The ladder is
composed of 34 RF cells with atotal length of 3.415 m and is held in place by ceramic
insulators (Fig. 2.8).

The RF applied on the four rods creates atransverse quadrupole electric field providing
alternating gradient focusing of the beam. The longitudinal field component is produced
by sinusoidal shape of the electrodes. By this longitudinal electric field modulation the
injected antiprotons are decelerated from 5.3 MeV down to 63 keV. Although the RFQD is
in principle a fixed-energy decelerator, the energy of antiprotons was made variable from

~ 10 keV to ~ 120 keV by biasing the whole assembly.

The RFQD was tested using a proton beam at the tandem accelerator, Aarhus Univer-
sity, and the decel eration efficiency obtained was about 45% [59]. The remaining fraction

undergoes no or little deceleration.
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Figure 2.7: The structure of RFQD.
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Figure 2.8: Picture of the four-rod structure (left) and cross section of the RFQD
(right) [59].

Figure 2.9: Layout of the RFQD spectrometer line
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Figure 2.10: Calculated antiproton beam envelop in two LEBT solenoids. The position of
z = Oistheexit of the RFQD.
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Figure 2.11: Calculated antiproton beam envelope injected to the superconducting
solenoid. The position of z = 0 isthe exit of the RFQD.

In order to assess the RFQD performance at CERN, an additional spectrometer line
(shownin Fig. 2.9) has been set downstream of the LEBT. It is comprised of a20° bending
magnet (dipole), a pair of steerers, a quadrupole triplet, a Faraday cup and a multi-wire
profile monitor. This spectrometer line permits to transmit an energy-selected antiproton
beam. The efficiency was measured as the ratio of the number of decelerated particles
which was counted by an activation of athin Al foil at the end of the spectrometer line to
the number of antiprotonsin the AD ring just before gjection at 5.3 MeV [59]. The decel-
eration efficiency was initially about 25% [59], and had recently improved up-to 30% [60]

primarily because the beam quality from AD got better.



26 Apparatus

The LEBT consists of two pulsed solenoids, two horizontal and vertical beam steering
dipoles, and two secondary emission beam profile monitors (See Sec. 2.5). The trgecto-
ries of antiprotons from the RFQD to the superconducting solenoid via the LEBT were
calculated to optimize the beam transport parameter [61]. The envelope of the optimized
trajectoriesis shown in Fig. 2.10, where the first pul sed-solenoid makes a diverging beam
from the RFQD parallel and then the second pul sed-solenoid focuses the beam at the en-
trance of the superconducting solenoid. In the superconducting solenoid the injected beam
is focused around 2.5 mm in radius by the LEBT solenoid and the magnetic field of the

superconducting solenoid itself as shown in Fig. 2.11.

2.3 Antiproton trap

The antiprotons transported and focused by the superconducting solenoid are finally in-
jected in the MRT viathin degrader foils. In the MRT, the antiprotons were further cooled
to sub-electronvolt with preloaded electrons, which cool themselves via synchrotron radi-
ation.

Various techniques have been developed to cool charged particles. A so-called buffer
gas cooling has been well known as an efficient and handy cooling technique of charged
particles such as positrons [62] and radioactive ions [63] [64] [65]. In the case of the
antiprotons however, they will annihilate via antiprotonic atom formation as soon as they
are cooled, i.e., the buffer gas cooling method is not applicable for antiprotons. Although
the laser cooling method can cool atoms and ions down to a microkelvin range without
any buffer gas, it works only for particles with internal structure(s), and not applicable
to antiprotons. On the other hand, the electron cooling is suitable for antiprotons [66].
Antiprotons can coexist with electronswhich lose their energy by synchrotron radiationina
strong magnetic field. Asisdiscussedin Sec. 1.3, aMulti-Ring trap (MRT) [53] consisting

of anumber of electrodeswas chosen for confinement of electrons and antiprotons, because
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Figure 2.12: Picture of the MRT.
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it can stably confine alarge number of particles.

2.3.1 Multi-ringtrap

Figure 2.12 is a photo of the MRT. Figure 2.13 shows the drawing of the MRT used in the
present research which consists of 14 ring electrodes with the inner diameter of 40 mm and
its total length is 638 mm. All the electrodes were machined with an accuracy of 10 um,
which were configured on a CuBe plate machined with an accuracy of 20 um. The elec-

trodes on both ends shown as two “GND” were grounded. High-voltages were applied to
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Figure 2.14: (@) Potentia given at the electrodes surface of the MRT. (b) Potential along
the trap axis and the fitting quadratic function.

the UCE (upstream catching electrode) and DCE (downstream catching electrode) to catch
energetic antiprotons from the RFQD via the degrader foils. The five electrodes, FH2,
FH1, BH1, S and BH2, were assembled with particular care to form precise harmonic po-
tential for stable antiprotons confinement. Because the harmonic potential can compensate
the image charge effects, the plasma in the MRT is confined more stable than in a square
well potential. Such trapping potential is generated by the five electrodes. Inthe Fig. 2.14
(@), the potentials applied on the five electrodes are shown. Figure 2.14 (b) shows that
the superposition of the calculated potential on the axis of the MRT and the fitting by a
quadratic function. One of them, S, is azimuthally segmented into four to apply arotating
electric field to control radial distribution of the trapped charged particles (See App. B.2).
In Fig. 2.12, one of the segmented electrode is disassembled. The position of the BH1
which corresponds to the center of the harmonic potential well was 10 cm downstream

from the center of the superconducting solenoid.

In the MRT, charged particles are axially confined by electrostatic field and radially by
magnetostatic field as was explained in App. B.1. When a large number of particles are
confined, the space charge dominates. Nevertheless charged particles cloud, i.e., nonneu-
tral plasma, is confined stably for along time [67], that is known asrigid rotor equilibrium
(See App. C.3).
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2.3.2 Superconducting solenoid

The superconducting solenoid has its length of 1.8 m and the diameter of 22 cm, which
yields a uniform magnetic field as high as 5 T with a uniformity within +0.5% over the
region of 1100 mm (length) x 100 mm (diameter). The bore tube which houses the MRT
has the diameter of 164.5 mm with a uniformity of lessthan 10 um. Theinner wall of the
bore tube can be cooled down to several kelvin so that the vacuum around the MRT islow
enough to avoid annihilation of antiprotons with residual gases.

Whenever the non-parallel component of electric field to the magnetic field exists,
charged particles move with a constant velocity in the plane normal to the magnetic field,
i.e.,, E x B drift. The bore tube is connected to the end flanges via nested bellows, so that it
can be moved +2 mm with 1 um step. This figure permits the alignment of the MRT axis
to the axis of the transport beam line, to minimize this drift.

The cryostat consists of two parts, a main large container of liquid helium above the

solenoid and a smaller one around the coil, whose total volumeis 330 .

2.3.3 Energy degrading thin foil

Thevacuumsat the LEBT and at the MRT were around 102 Torr and better than 10~12 Torr,
respectively. The latter value is essential to avoid annihilation of antiprotons during trap-

ping and cooling [11]. Because the annihilation cross section of antiproton is the same as
the formation cross section of antiprotonic atom. When antiprotons were trapped in, the
bore tube was cooled to below 10 K and the residual gas was H, or He. Asis seenin

Fig. 1.1 [22], the formation cross section of antiprotonic helium is about 2 x 10716 cm?

at the antiprotons temperature of 1000 K (= 0.1 eV). Asthe required life time of antipro-

ton in the MRT is ~ 100 s, the pressure should be less than 1012 Torr. Therefore, it is
essential to isolate the trap vacuum from the LEBT vacuum, which was actually realized

by preparing double PET (polyethylene terephtalate) foils of 90 ug/ cm? each at 70 cm

upstream from the center of the MRT.

The energy of antiprotons from the RFQD were tuned so that the energy is high enough
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Figure 2.15: Design of the superconducting solenoid with liquid helium reservoir.

to pass the degrader foils and at the same time is low enough to be captured by the UCE
and DCE biases, which are 10 kV.
Asisdiscussed later, thin metal strips were evaporated on the foil, which were used as

a 2-dimensional profile monitor of the incoming antiprotons (See Sec. 2.5.1).

2.3.4 MOS-FET high-voltage transistor switch

For an efficient confinement of antiprotons, the UCE high-voltage bias should be turned on
within a short time with a high precision. Thisisrealized with a MOS-FET high-voltage
switch, a schematic circuit of which is given in Fig. 2.16. The pulse height was 10 kV, so
that the antiprotons whose longitudinal energies were less than 10 keV were captured by
the high-voltage potential. After passing through thefirst ring (UCE, seeFig.2.13), initially
grounded, the injected antiproton pulse proceeded along the MRT axis to the position of
the last one (DCE), which being biased at —10 kV and returned to the first electrode. The

trap was closed around the pul se by a switch which changed bias of this upstream electrode
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to —10 kV before the first antiprotons in the pulse reached it on their return trip.

The antiproton beam length injected from the AD is about 100 ns, and the antipro-
ton velocity at 10 keV is about 0.14 cm/ns. The distance between UCE and DCE is
31.8 cm, so that the traveling length of antiprotons reflected at DCE is 63.6 cm. For
catching antiprotons, the rising time of the fast high-voltage switch should be shorter than
350 ns= 63.6 cm/(0.14 cm/ns) — 100 ns. In this experiment, it was about 300 ns as shown
inFig. 2.17.

| e N I T

HV switch

Figure 2.16: Circuit diagram of high-voltage transistor switch
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Figure 2.17: Rising time of the fast HV switch.
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Figure 2.18: SEM micrograph of Spindt emitter array (left) and cutaway view of cathode
mount (right).

2.3.5 Electron emitter

The injected antiprotons are cooled by collisions with preloaded electrons in the MRT. In
the present study, a Spindt type field emission array shown in Fig. 2.18 [68] was used as
the electron emitter. The emitter was mounted on a linear feedthrough 95 cm downstream
from the center of the MRT and 4 cm off axisfrom the MRT axis, where the magnetic field
strength was a few tens millitesla when the superconducting solenoid was energized to

2.5 T. Theradius of the electron plasma containing (1-3) x 108 electrons was about 5 mm.

2.4 Transport beam line

The transport beam line was specialy designed to efficiently transport ultra-slow antipro-
tons from the MRT to an experimental chamber without affecting the vacuum in the MRT.

The atomic collision experiments under consideration will use agasjet (See App. A)
with its density as high as 103/cm3, which guarantees the reaction rate of 0.1% or so.
With a reasonable pumping system, the pressure in the target chamber becomes 10~ Torr
in the present case. On the other hand, the pressure around the MRT should be kept less
than 1012 Torr because the survival life time of antiprotons against annihilation with the
residual gas should be longer than the time necessary for cooling and manipulation of

antiprotonsin the MRT, which istypically several tens of seconds (See Sec 3.4.3).
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Considering the above conditions, the requirements of the transport beam line are sum-

marized as follows:

1. Thelow energy antiproton beam should be transported from the MRT in the strong

magnetic field to the target area with a high efficiency.
2. The beam size at the target position should be less than several millimeters.

3. The pressure difference between the trap area and the target area should be larger

than six orders of magnitude.
4. The beam energy at the target should be variable from 10 eV to 1000 eV.

In order to maintain a pressure lower than 10~12 Torr in the trap region while the pressure
inthe target chamber isaround 10~° Torr, the transport beam linefor ultra-slow antiprotons
is equipped with athree stage differential pumping system.

Extraction of charged particles from the strong magnetic field has difficulties since the
tragectories tend to follow the field lines, which causes strong divergence. To satisfy the
above requirements, high transport efficiency and alarge pressure difference, the configu-
ration of ion optics was surveyed employing computer simulations [69]. It was found that
the antiproton cloud in the MRT with acylindrical shape of 2 mm in diameter can be trans-
ported keeping the pressure difference of six orders of magnitude. Figure 2.19 shows the
optimized configuration, which consists of two sets of x and y deflectors, two Einzel lenses
(L1 and L2), and one asymmetric lens (L3) (Fig. 2.20 is a picture of the variable aperture
consisting of alens). Five gaps for three gate valves (GV 1-3) and two beam profile moni-
tors (MCP1 detector and wire chamber detector) are also prepared, where turbomolecul ar
pumps (TMP 400 I/s and 1000 I/s) are connected for differential pumping.

Aswas discussed in Sec. 2.2 and shown in Fig. 2.11, the radius of the antiproton cloud
in the MRT is simulated to be 2-3 mm. Therefore the expected extraction efficiency from
the MRT is ~ 25-35%. When the radial distribution of antiproton cloud in the MRT is



34 Apparatus

compressed either by the rotating wall or the sideband cooling method (See Sec. 5.3 and
App. B), the efficiency will be improved considerably.

As is expected the transverse energy of the antiproton cloud in the MRT has only a
minor effect on the final beam parameters, but theinitial radius of the cloud plays dominant
role[69].

The beam transport simulation revealed that the antiproton beam of 10-1000 eV at the

target chamber can be transported with a high efficiency.
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Figure 2.20: Picture of the variable and floatable aperture.

2.5 Detection system

To monitor the beam profile of antiprotons and to detect the annihilation position of an-
tiprotons, five different kinds of detectors were prepared, which were three sets of multi-
wire secondary emission beam profile monitor (two “Multiwire detector” in Fig. 2.21
and on “WIRE CHAMBER” in Fig. 2.19), an ultra-thin foil detector (“Foil detector”
in Fig. 2.21), two sets of delay-line 2-dimensiona position sensitive detectors with mi-
crochannel plates(“MCP 1” and“2” inFig. 2.19), two sets of Cerenkov detectors (“ Cerenkov
detector” in Fig. 2.21), and two sets of track detectors (only superconducting solenoid side
isshown, “Scinti. bar” with“PMT”sin Fig. 2.21).

2.5.1 Beam profile monitor

The multi-wire secondary emission beam profile monitor consists of 32 horizontal and
vertical gold-plated tungsten wires, which has 95% transmission (See Fig. 2.22). Each

wireisfollowed by a charge-sensitive preamplifier.
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Figure 2.21: Configuration of detectors around our experimental beam line.
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Figure 2.22: Picture of secondary emission beam profile monitor consists of 2-dimensional
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Two sets of multi-wire secondary emission beam profile monitor were instaled in the
LEBT to monitor the beam profile of antiprotons from the RFQD (Fig. 2.21). One more
monitor was also installed in the extraction beam line (“WIRE” in Fig. 2.19).

The foil detector is made of double thin PET degrader foils of 10 mm in diameter
(Fig. 2.23) on which ten thin Ag strips of 50 nm thick and 940 um width are printed
(Fig. 2.24). Thefoil detector isinstalled at 30 cm from the entrance of the superconducting
solenoid and monitors the antiproton beam profile in front of the MRT. By monitoring an
image from this ultra-thin foil detector, the beam was focused and transported to the axial

center of the MRT.

2.5.2 Microchannel plate with delay-line anode

A microchannel plate (MCP) of 47mm in active diameter combined with two dimensional
delay line assembly was used to monitor the extracted antiprotons at relatively low rate,
10 kHz.

The delay line anode is made of two sets of parallel helical wires oriented in x- and
y-directions. The position information is obtained from the the time difference of each
delay line. The signal propagation time on the delay line is about 1 ns per mm, and the
corresponding position resolution was ~ 0.1 mm. The time difference of the signals are

measured through time-to-amplitude converters (TAC).

253 Cerenkov detector

Cerenkov detectors made of acrylic plates with the refractive index of n = 1.49 with fine-
mesh photomultipliers [70] were installed at the entrance of the superconducting magnet
and also at the exit asshown in Fig. 2.21. These detectors were operated in analogue mode.

The pulse height of the signal due to annihilation products is proportional to the an-
nihilation rate and accordingly the time spectrum of the incident antiproton pulse. The
transport efficiency from the RFQD to the MRT was evaluated with the Cerenkov detec-

tors.
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The timing to turn on the high-voltage MOS-FET switch was determined referring to

the signal from the entrance Cerenkov detector.

2.5.4 Track detector

In order to measure annihilation position of antiprotons, two sets of track detectors were
prepared. One set of track detectors consisted of two 2-m long plastic scintillator bars with
a cross section of 4 x 6 cm?. They were located parallel to the trap axis with photomul-
tipliers on both ends. The distances of the scintillator bars from the MRT axis are 40 cm
and 74 cm, respectively, as shown in Fig. 2.25, thus subtending overlapping solid angle
seen from the MRT axis is 0.12 steradians. From the Monte-Carlo simulation, the detec-
tion efficiency of the track detector was found to be 5% for antiprotons annihilated at the
center of the MRT [71]. The other set of track detector with a similar configuration was
also installed aong the extraction beam line at the distance of 56 cm and 90 cm from the

axis of the extraction beam line. The solid angle was about 0.09 steradians.

A
Magnetic shield (Fe) Scintillator (track detector)

I B

Superconducting solenoid (Cu)

“11em | Yeom
igtem i 6 om

: : 4 cm
4
’ 74 cm

Figure 2.25: Configuration of track detector along the superconducting solenoid.
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The position of antiproton annihilation was evaluated from the arrival time differences

of the light pul ses between two photomultipliers on both ends.

1. Light pulses produced in scintillators by passage of charged particles due to antipro-
ton annihilations were detected by photomultipliers at both ends of the scintillator

bars (PMT 1, 2, 3and 4 in Fig. 2.26).

2. The hitting positions of the charged particle on the scintillator bars (position “a” and

“b” in the figure) were calculated from the time difference.

3. The annihilation position was evaluated as the intersection (“z” in the figure) of the

trap axis and the line connecting points “a’ and “b”.

The photomultiplier used were of a 2-inch line-focus type (Hamamatsu Photonics
R329-PSX) with a magnetic shield.

Figure. 2.27(a) shows an example of the annihilation position distribution for antipro-
tons trapped in the MRT for more than 1 hour and annihilated in the MRT by collisions
with residual gasses. The full-width at half-maximum was about 15 cm. Asis seen, the

spectrum shows along tail, which originates from Compton scattered electrons in materi-

Scinti. bar b
PMT2 & - ] PMT4
PMT1 & | 1 PMT3
a

=
————————————— I-%-I}I-Hllllil’rI-I—-II-I---I—-II—--I-----—---

Z 1

[ 7 ]
= —

\
Magnet Extractor Electrodes

Multi-Ring Trap

Figure 2.26: Schematic view of track detector.
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als, i.e., electrodes, solenoid coils, magnetic shields and so on, as shown by a simulation

results (Fig. 2.27(b)) using the GEANT simulation package [72] [71].

(a)

counts

3000

1500

2000

1500

1000

500

1 L = 1 1 11 I 1 11 1 I 1 11 1 I 11 1 1 1 1 11
-200 -150 -100 -50 0 50 100 150 200
(b) position (cm)

IR B |

600 -

500 —

400 —

300 |~

200 —

100 |~

| 1 PR I\ |

50 100 150 200
position (cm)

0_._L ]

1 I 1
-200 -150 -100 -50

o_

Figure 2.27: (a) Experimentally obtained annihilation positions of antiprotons. (b) Calcu-
lated positions of antiprotons annihilationsin the MRT.
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2.6 Control and data acquisition system

Almost all equipments were controlled synchronized to the trigger pulse just 6 ms before
the antiproton injection from the AD. The schematic diagram of control and data acquisi-
tion system is shown in Fig. 2.28.

For the detector system, outputs of the secondary emission monitor, ultra-thin foil de-
tector, two sets of track detectors and the MCP-PSD were acquired through CAMAC reg-
isters to a PC (IBM-PC/AT compatible personal computer) via GPIB or SCSI interface.
The outputs from the Cerenkov detectors were recoded by adigital oscilloscope (LeCroy
LC584A), and were transfered to another PC.

The magnetic field of superconducting solenoid, a steeping motor for alignment of the
axis of the bore tube, voltages for electrodes of the MRT and the extraction beam line, field
emission array for electron injection and the variable apertures were controlled by PCsvia
GPIB or RS-232C interface and also synchronized to the AD trigger.

The high-voltage switch was synchronized via a digital delay generator for adjustment
of the ramp up timing.

The PCs connected to GPIB- or RS-232C-controlled equi pments communicate through
the TCP/IP 6656 port each other. And also all PCs are running under Labview Ver. 6.1

(National Instruments) on Linux.
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Chapter 3

Confinement of antiprotons

Antiprotons from the RFQD was transported to the MRT and confined there. In this chap-
ter, the scheme of antiproton trapping is explained. Then the effect of the beam transport
parameters tuning on the capture efficiency of antiprotons is described. Finaly, the exper-

imental results of capture and stable confinement of antiprotonsin the MRT are described.

3.1 Scheme of the confinement of antiprotonsin the MRT

Figure 3.1 shows a flowchart of the procedures taken during the antiproton trapping em-
ployed in the present work, which is explained one by one below. Figure 3.2 schematically

shows the potential configuration during the antiproton trapping procedures.

1) Electron injection and preparation The magnetic field is ramped up first to 2.5 T,
which was kept during the experiments. Before the injection of antiprotons from the AD,
a harmonic potential was formed at the center of the MRT, then electrons are injected and
trapped in the MRT. The 10 kV high-voltageis applied to the electrode DCE for reflection

of antiprotons.

2) Setup detectors Detectors are initiadlized. Then PCs controlling the MRT and the

extraction beam line pauses until the antiproton pulse arrives.
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1) Electron injection and preparation

* Solenoid is ramped to B=2.5T * Extraction beamline is ramped up

* Electrodes of MRT and * MRT is ramped up.

Extraction beamline are initialized * 10 kV static high-voltage is

ramped* Preprogrammed waveforms for

* Harmonic potential is produced L )
extraction in trap function generators..

* Electrons are injected into the trap

¥
2) Setup Detectors

v

/ ) * CAMAC register armed
* CAMAC register armed ’CAMAC register armed ‘ *T rack detector and MCP
* Digital oscilloscope is armed are initialized
‘ l * 10 kV switch is armed
3) Antiproton pulse arrives (pretrigger) —---- + -
* Digital oscilloscope is triggered ’ CAMAC register is triggered ‘ * 10 kV switch is triggered
* Cerenkov counters triggered *T rack detector is started
* Beam profile monitor is triggered * MCP is started

4) Antiproton trapping and cooling

1 |

* Cerenkov counters are read out Accumulate antiproton pulse? | — — - - — - — -+ - — - — - - - —

* Beam profile monitor is read out *

* 10 kV static high-voltage is off
*E lectrons are kicked out

* 8 ynthesizers for MRT electrodes
are armed

(5) Antiproton extraction

*T rigger CAMAC outputs

*T rigger trap electrodes
*8 low extraction of
antiprotons

Y r

—| Track detector and MCP
are read out.

' {

Detectors' readouts saved in common data file

’End of antiproton extraction

Figure 3.1: Flowchart of the cycle of antiproton trapping, cooling and extraction.
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Figure 3.2: The scheme of antiprotons trapping, cooling and extraction.
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3) Antiproton pulse arrives When a TTL pulse 6 us before the antiprotons injection
arrives, the secondary emission beam profile monitors, the foil detector, and the Cerenkov
detectors start to record signals via a digital delay generator for monitoring antiproton
injection. The semiconductor high-voltage switch is also triggered to capture antiprotons.
The antiprotons delivered from the AD are decelerated by the RFQD. Antiprotons
gjected from the RFQD were transported and focused through the LEBT to the MRT
located in the strong magnetic field of B = 2.5 T. At the entrance of the MRT (70 cm
upstream from the MRT center), energy degrading foils are located, which degraded their
energy down to ~ 10 keV. The antiprotons passing through the degrader foils entered the
MRT and were captured between two high-voltage electrodes (“trapping” in Fig. 3.2).

4) Antiproton trapping and cooling Then the pulse unlocks the paused PCs controlling
the MRT and the extraction beam line electrodes. Some detectors monitoring antiproton
injection are read out. The captured antiprotons are cooled via collisions with electrons

confined in the harmonic potential (“cooling” in Fig. 3.2).

5) Antiproton extraction Before the extraction of ultra-slow antiprotons, electrodes of
the MRT and the extraction beam line are electrically floated, whose voltage define the
energy of extracted ultra-slow antiprotons.

The detectors on the extraction beam line are triggered. After the electron cooling,
antiprotons were gjected to the downstream by ramping the trapping harmonic potential,
and transported via the beam line (“extraction” in Fig. 3.2).

All detector readouts are saved in the common datafile on the PC. (see also Fig.2.28)

3.2 Antiproton beam transport tothe MRT

From the AD to the MRT located in the 2.5 T superconducting solenoid, antiprotons were
transported through some steering and focusing elements as were shown in the Fig. 2.4.

The effect of beam steering before the injection to the RFQD (Sec. 3.2.1), the beam bunch-
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ing (Sec. 3.2.2) and the beam transport after the RFQD (Sec. 3.2.3) are discussed in this

section.

3.2.1 Beamtransport at the MEBT

The antiproton beam g ected from the AD was transported via the beam line as shown in
Fig. 2.4. Aswas described in Sec. 2.2, antiproton beam was bunched at the buncher (“1”
in Fig. 2.4) and injected into the RFQD. The beam profile was observed at the “watchdog”
(“10” or “11") beam profile monitors.

When the beam was off axis, the number of captured antiprotons was drastically de-
creased. The focusing of the beam was also effective; in fact, when the beam was under-
focused or over-focused the efficiency of capturing the antiprotons became worse.

The transport parameters to the RFQD were surveyed by monitoring beam images on
the watchdog screens when the beam did not hit the periphery of the scintillators’ holes
and the trapping number was maximized. After the steering and focusing using dipole and
guadrupole magnets, the antiproton beam passed through the center. Figure 2.6 shows an
example that the major fraction of the beam passed through the scintillator holes, where

the beam emittance was about 1.1r mm-mrad (Tab. 2.2).

3.2.2 Tuning of the buncher phase

The bunching cavity transforms the antiproton pulse into micro-pulses suitable for surfing
on the RF wave for effective deceleration in the RFQD.

Figure 3.3 shows the fraction of decelerated antiprotons against the buncher phase.
By tuning the buncher phase, the deceleration efficiency of the RFQD varied more than 5
times.

One rotation of the buncher phase means 60 keV energy difference (See Sec. 2.2).
From the Fig. 3.3 the observed width was 32° FWHM which corresponds to ~ 5 keV
energy spread of the incident beam.
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3.2.3 Transport of 110 keV antiproton beam at the LEBT

After the deceleration in the RFQD, antiprotons were delivered viathe LEBT to the MRT.
The decelerated beam was diagnosed by the beam profile monitor in LEBT. To focus the
antiprotons injected to the MRT, two sets of pulsed solenoid (B &~ 1 T) were used. Fig-
ure 3.4 shows examples of the beam cross sections monitored by the two beam profile
monitors. At the position of these monitors, the beam transport simulation [61] shows, as
was described in Sec. 2.2, that the profile of the transported beam should not be focused,
but be in parallel to the axis (See Fig. 2.10).

Figures 3.5 (@) and (b) show examples of x- and y-projected beam profiles at the monitor
embedded in the degrader foils. The beam was tuned using the last set of steering dipoles
so that the radial distribution was as small as possible at the center of the thin foil detector.
The center of the detector corresponds to the axis of the MRT. After the tuning, the beam
was centered with its diameter of about 2-3 mm FWHM as shown in Figs. 3.5 (a) and (b).
In Fig. 3.5 (¢), the time evolution of integrated annihilation counts of antiprotons detected
by thetrack detector isshown. Theinitial annihilation countsN; ; fromtheinjectiont =0s
tot ~ 10 swas about 6 000 and the number of antiprotons remained till the last moment

Nt 1, which were confined in the harmonic potential, was about 7 000.
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If the beam was off-axis, the results are shown in Fig. 3.6. The profilesarein Fig. 3.6
(a) and (b). The beam was 5 mm off along x axisand 2.5 mm off along y axis. In this case,
the initial annihilation counts N; > became larger and the number of trapped antiprotons
Nt » was smaller.

To confine the antiprotons in the harmonic potential, the antiproton beam had to be

injected on axisto the MRT.

SC Magnet
Solenoid Solenoid
MRT
RFQD ﬂBI:I EIH 1 | ———
Foil detector
Multiwire detector ~ Multiwire detector

/ N

X profile X profile

[mm] o ) [mm]

Y profile Y profile
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1000f
800F
600
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Figure 3.4: Antiproton beam profile detected at LEBT.

o1
[mm]

10 15
[mm]

3.3 Degrading antiproton beam energy through thin foils
3.3.1 EnergylossinthePET foils

Examples of the annihilation spectra observed by the upstream Cerenkov detector are
shown in Fig. 3.7. Figure 3.7 (a) shows the spectrum when the “Gate valve 1" |located
at the entrance of the MRT was closed for the decelerated antiproton energy of 91.5 keV.
The first peak corresponds to the non-decelerated 5.3 MeV antiprotons. The second peak



52 Confinement of antiprotons

(@) X profile (b) Y profile
3 400
25001 g
s 5 350
S I £
@ 400 @ 300
} 250
300[-
- 200
200 150
} 100
100F
- 50
0
-5 0 5
(mm)
(c)
1400
" B
I= B r
c B
3 12000— .
B i
10000—
B (Ng1) .
| e
8000—
6000 _— . - e em e =
4000
2000 (Nir)
0IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 %0
time (s)

Figure 3.5: Beam profiles and the number of trapped antiprotons. In this case the beam
was well focused and on-axis.
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observed at 1.250 us corresponds to the decelerated components by the RFQD. Figure 3.7
(b) shows the spectrum when the gate valve was opened, where the second peak observed
at 1.320 us, which corresponds to annihilations of decelerated antiprotonsin the PET foils,
indicated that the antiproton energy of 91.5 keV is not high enough to pass the foils. When
the gjection energy of the RFQD was increased to 121.5 keV, the second peak decreased
drastically as shown in Fig.3.7 (c). Figure 3.8 shows the spectra observed by the down
stream Cerenkov detector for (@) 91.5 and (b) 121.5 keV antiprotons, respectively, when
the “ Gate valve 2" was closed.

Figure 3.9 shows the annihilated fraction in the foils as a function of the incident an-
tiproton energy, which were evaluated from the area of the second peak of the upstream
Cerenkov detector. When the injection energy was 91.5 keV, all the decelerated antipro-
tons annihilated in the foils. This was confirmed because no antiprotons were observed in
the downstream side. Figure 3.9 shows that the fraction decreases monotonically as the

incident energy isincreased with aslight indication of aflat off at ~ 115 keV.

3.3.2 Energy distribution of the degraded antiprotons

Figure 3.10 shows signals of the downstream Cerenkov detector without and with 10 kV
barrier applied to the electrode DCE when antiprotons were injected. The first peak corre-
spondsto 5.3 MeV antiprotons which were not decelerated by the RFQD. The components
of last broad peaks are the decel erated antiprotons which passed through the degrader foils.
When the reflection high-voltage (V kV) on the DCE was turned on, the antiprotons whose
longitudinal energy was lessthanV keV were reflected to the upstream.

The difference of the time spectra with and without the reflection voltage corresponds
to the reflected component. Figure 3.11 shows the reflection ratio of antiprotons by the
high-voltage barrier for 106.5, 111.5 and 121.5 keV antiprotons. Thered curvein Fig. 3.12
isthe energy distribution obtained by deriving the curve for 111.5 keV in the Fig. 3.11.

Figure 3.11 shows as the input energy decreased the ratio of the reflected antiprotons
increased. It isnoted that the high-voltage switch to plug the reflected antiprotons between



3.3 Degrading antiproton beam energy through thin foils 55

Cerenkov detector

Degrader foils / MRT
:I: ) I 11

Gate valve 1

Q
~
—~~
(@)
~

o

W 0
205 /‘\ E =91.5keV 01 E =91.5keV
% =
s - 5.3 MeV 502
= — . e ~
g -1.5 203
C
L 2
c == decelerated component £-04 T 91.5 keV
—
5.3 MeV
) 05 ©
5 1 o1 1 PRI BT S PR U U I T T TR T NS S R N RN T SN SR U S S
0 1 2 3 4 5 0 1 2 3 4 5
time (us) (C) time (us)
0
=
£ 01
2
8
=02 121.5 keV
%]
C
3 -03
= =~ 5.3 MeV
04 E =121.5keV
PRI S S N T SR ST SR T S S S S ' PRRTTR R T T T
0 1 2 3

4 5
time (us)

Figure 3.7; Time spectra observed by upstream Cerenkov detector. (a) Gate valve located
at the entrance of the MRT was closed (See Fig. 2.21). (b) Gate vale was opened. (c) Same
as (b), but the injection energy of antiprotons was higher.

UCE and DCE can produce only 10 kV. Therefore antiprotons whose longitudinal energy
was less than 10 keV could be captured by the switch. Figure 3.11 shows that 85% of
106.5 keV antiprotons passing through the degrader foils were reflected by the 10 kV
high-voltage barrier. For 111.5 and 121.5 keV injection energies, the ratio was 75% and
60%, respectively.

On the other hand, for lower energies more antiprotons annihilated in the degrader foils
as was described in the previous section. Figure 3.13 shows the ratios of reflected antipro-

tons against the incident antiprotons from the AD, which were ~ 38%, ~ 49%, ~ 47%
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Figure 3.10: Antiprotons annihilations signal observed by the downstream Cerenkov de-
tector. First sharp peak corresponds to 5.3 MeV non-decelerated antiprotons. The last
broad peaks come from the decelerated and transmitted antiprotons. Here, two time spec-
tra were superimposed, one with the high-voltage barrier off (HV = 0 kV) and the other
with 10 kV barrier.

and ~ 42% for 106.5, 111.5, 116.5 and 121.5 keV incident antiproton beams, respectively.
Thus the input energy of antiprotons from the RFQD was chosen to be 111.5 keV to max-

imize the number of trapped antiprotons.

3.4 Confinement inthe MRT

Antiprotons thus decelerated to below 10 keV by passing through the degrader foil were
captured by a set of catching electrodes. The following section discusses the optimization
of the timing of the pulsed high-voltage potential and the number of confined antiprotons
inthe MRT.
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Figure 3.11: Ratio of reflected antiprotons at electrode DCE against various reflection
voltage for injection energies of 106.5 keV, 111.5 keV and 121.5 keV.

3.4.1 Captureof the 10 keV antiprotons

The decelerated antiprotons were captured with a 10 kV high-voltage switch, which con-
fines antiprotons whose longitudinal energy was less than 10 keV.

Figure 3.14 shows the capturing efficiency as a function of the high-voltage switch
timing. A plateau is recognized from 373.25 usto 374.00 us. The optimum timing was

selected when the number of antiprotons was maximized.

3.4.2 Confinement of antiprotonsin the MRT

The number of trapped antiprotons were observed by their annihilations using the track
detectors (Sec. 2.5).

Here we define that the number of trapped antiprotons is the number remained till the
antiprotons were extracted or dumped from the MRT (See Fig. 3.15 (a@)). The detection
efficiency of the track detector was 5% at the center of the MRT. But in most of cases,

antiprotons were extracted to the downstream side and annihilated at around 80 cm down-
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stream from the center where the efficiency was about 3%. In the best case, the number
of annihilations counted by the track detector was 36 000, namely the estimated number
of trapped antiprotons was 3.6 x 10%/3% = 1.2 x 10°. At that time, the total number of
delivered antiprotons from the AD was 3 x 10”. Consequently, the trapping efficiency was
4%, afactor of 50 higher than that obtained using simple degrader foil method [44].
Figure 3.15 shows the integrated annihilation counts during (a) one AD shot and (b)
5 AD shots. For the case of the Fig.3.15, 3.1 x 10*/3% = 1.0 x 10° antiprotons were
confined per one AD shot. When 5 shots were accumulated, 1.45 x 10°/3% = 4.8 x 10°
antiprotons were trapped, which was about 5 times larger than the single AD shot, con-
firming that the total number of trapped antiprotons was in proportiona to the number of
the accumulated AD shots. Figure 3.16 shows the total number of antiprotons as afunction

of the number of AD shots.

3.4.3 Vacuum condition for stable confinement

In the MRT, antiprotons annihilate with residual gases. Since the formation cross section
of antiprotonic atom becomes larger at lower temperature as described in Sec 1.2.1, it
can suppose that antiprotons annihilate as soon as they are cooled. To cool antiprotons

in the MRT, collisions between antiprotons and electrons play a dominant role (See [66]
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and also Sec. 4.2). These electrons were preloaded before antiproton injection from the
emitter (See Sec. 2.3.5). Moreover electrons were produced through ionization of residual
gases by energetic antiproton, whose number was decided by the number of residua gas
atoms and/or molecules. The pressure of residual gases depends on the environmental

temperature, at lower temperature the pressure of residual gases becomes small.

Therefore the vacuum around the MRT is one of the key issue for stable confinement of
antiprotons. As described before, the required vacuum is less than 10~12 Torr which was
realized by cooling down the bore tube less than 10 K. The vacuum gauge was mounted
outside, the reading was around 1 x 10710 Torr at that time. Since the cold bore tube
behaves as a cryo-pump, the real pressure around the MRT should be much less than

100 Torr.

Figures 3.17 and 3.18 show the time evolution of integrated annihilation counts for
various temperatures of the bore tube with and without cooling electrons, respectively. In
these experiments, high-voltages for catching antiprotons were kept on. When the temper-
ature of bore tube was high as shown in Fig. 3.17 (&), antiprotons annihilated in the trap
soon after the injection. When the electron plasma was prepared which is in the case of
Fig. 3.17, captured antiprotons settled in the harmonic potential well soon and then started
to annihilate. At 32 K, it took about 15 s until the antiprotons started to annihilate. Asthe
temperature went down, the time duration with the start of annihilation get longer: for ex-
ample, at 9K, it took morethan 25 s. The duration depends on the number of the electrons.
Of course, same number of electrons were injected at each case, but additional electrons
were produced by ionization of the residual gases by the antiproton injection. The slope
which corresponds to the annihilated events per unit time is also different, which primary
depends on the residual gas density. When the vacuum was better, the annihilation count
was almost negligible.

In Fig. 3.18, the electron plasmawas not prepared. Due to the lack of coolant, antipro-
tons were not cooled. At 18 K, antiprotons never cooled for longer than 125 s, most of

them annihilated when the 10 kV catching potential was turned off. On the other hand,
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Figure 3.17: Integrated annihilation counts of antiprotons with preloaded electrons. (@)
the bore tube temperature was around 32 K, (b) 15 K and (c) 9K. When the temperature
became lower, the antiprotons stay alive for longer time.
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tube temperature was around 46 K, (b) 34 K and (c) 18K. When the temperature was lower,
the antiprotons were not cooled because no coolants existed in the MRT.
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at higher temperatures, 34 K and 46 K, antiprotons were somehow cooled, because elec-
trons were produced through ionization of residual gases. The time duration before the
start of annihilation was longer than the preloaded case in Fig. 3.17, because the number

of produce el ectrons were much smaller.






Chapter 4

Cooling of antiprotonsin the MRT

Inthe MRT, acloud of well cooled charged particles cloud behaves as anonneutral plasma.
Here the cooling feature of antiprotonsin the MRT and the behavior of electron-antiproton

two component nonneutral plasma are discussed.

4.1 Electrostatic modes of the electron plasma
4.1.1 Axially symmetric electrostatic modes

In this work, electrons were confined in the MRT installed in the cold bore tube whose
temperature was less than 10 K. At such cryogenic temperature the Debye length Ap =
\/€oksT /ng? (App. C.2) is usually smaller than the size of the charged particles cloud,
so that the cloud can be taken as a plasma. (Typically, Ap ~ 3 x 1072 mm, the radius of
plasmab = 5 mm and the axial half length a =30-45 mm.)

The normal modes of a cold pure ion plasma, that is to say, nonneutral plasma, have
been studied [73] [74]. The dispersion relation of a nonneutral plasma is analytically
known for only two cases, a uniform infinity long column, which is called Trivelpiece-
Gould mode [75], and a cold spheroidal plasma derived by D.H.E. Dubin [76].

In the following, the mode frequency of a nonneutral spheroidal plasma with a finite
temperature is discussed.

Assume atwo component plasma consisting of electrons and antiprotons with uniform

densities, ne and ng, in a uniform magnetic field, By, in stationary state. For disturbance
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expressed asexp(i(k-r — wt)), electric and magnetic fields (E and B) areinduced together

with a current given by

J =NeQeVe+ NpQpVp. (4.1)

The electric displacement D and current j are

D = ggE+P=¢k,0)-E, 4.2
. JdP .
b= 5= —iwP, (4.3

respectively, where P is electric polarization, &g is a dielectric constant of vacuum. There-

fore D isrewritten as

I,
= —J. 4.4
D =¢gE + (Dl (4.9
The equation of motionsfor asingle particleis

dv

m&:q(E +vxB), (4.5)

where B =Bo+B’. Herev, E and B’ are of first order minuteness. Then the above equation
isreduced to
—iomv =q(E +Vv x Bp). (4.6)

From the Egs. (4.1),(4.2),(4.4) and (4.6), the dielectric tensor elements along the magnetic
field axis, Z || Bo, is expressed as

€& —& 0
ekw)=ele & 0], 4.7)
0 O &
where
2 2
® 055
81:1_[2p62+ 2pp2]7 (4-8)
0°— O ©O°—Of
2 _ 2
. (Dcea)pe wcpa)pﬁ
& = 1|— — , 4.9
2 [ o(0?—-o0%k) o(0?— o) (49
2 2
_ Wpe | Dpp
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Here axj = |qjBo|/mj iscyclotron frequency for particle-j (eor p), and wpj = \/njg2/mjeo
isthe plasmafrequency (App. C.1).

In the case where the Debye length is sufficiently short compared with the plasma

radius a, i.e., Ap = \/€oksT /(02(ne+Np)) < a, the plasma boundary can be regarded
as asurface. As far as this condition is satisfied, Dubin’s method to find the dispersion
relation of cold spheroidal plasma is applicable to the finite temperature plasma. This
dispersion relation is found by connecting the electric field inside and outside the plasma
at the boundary [76]. It isthus written as

1 1
, &\2A" a? —e3/e1\ 2 P"QM
S+moe|lo—— ) —=&& = 4.11
3t ( 81) P™ 2 a?2—-1 P™QM (4.11)

where oo = b/a isthe aspect ratio of the plasma defined as the ratio of the axia half length,

b, to theradius, a. The Legendre functions of the first and second kinds are

m m o
1T = A (\/052_83/81)7 @12

m m o
or = o (). 413

where P™ and Q" denote their derivatives. Theindex (I,m) denotes an axial and azimuthal
dependence on the plasma modes, respectively.

We are interested in high frequency modes where o > wy. Here wy is a rigid ro-
tor frequency of the plasma (See App. C.3). Under the strong magnetic field condition,
or/ o¢ < 1, then the tensor elements, Eqs.(4.8)—(4.10) are approximated as

g ~ 1, (4.14)
g ~ O, (4.15)
2

Since the density of antiprotons in the plasma was typicaly two orders of magnitude
smaller in thiswork, therigid rotor frequency for antiproton plasma, wpp can be neglected

in Eq. (4.16).



70 Cooling of antiprotonsin the MRT

Combining Egs. (4.11), (4.14), (4.15) and (4.16), the dispersion relation of cold spheroidal

plasmafor axially symmetric case (m = 0) has been derived to be [73]

(0P —g3 %Pl(kl)Qf(kz)
2= (5=3) Hioate)

(4.17)

for a strong magnetic field at finite temperature Te, where ky = o0 — 3) Y2, ky =
a(a? —1)~1/2, Equation (4.17) shows that the dispersion relation formulated for a cold
spheroidal plasma depends on the aspect ratio.

Here suppose the plasma temperature is finite. Equation (4.5) can be rewritten as

dv
m- = q(E +vxB)+Vpl, (4.18)

where pg is anisotropic pressure paralel to the z-direction. The adiabatic equation is

1 dpg_ '}/dne

= 8Pe _ ¥ Hle 4.19
p'é dt ne dt (4.19)

yistheratio of specific heatsfor one-dimensional expansion. Then Eq. (4.16) are rewritten

g3~ 1— Ofe (4.20)
a)2 — 'YkszTe/me ’

wherek ~ m(l — 1) /(2b) isthe longitudinal wave number for (I,0) mode, w is the angular

as

frequency of the electrostatic oscillation of the plasma, kg is the Boltzmann constant, and

Te isthe temperature of the electron plasma. Then &3 is approximately given by

Whe ke Te 3k2)

~1-—< (1 421
€3 6()2 ( + Me (1)2 ( )

wherey = 3[77] [78].

From Egs. (4.17) and (4.21), the relation between w and Te isderived. Sincethe plasma
frequency, wp, depends on its density, @ depends on its density, as well as on the aspect
ratio of the plasma as described above.

Figure 4.1 shows a schematic drawing of the normal modes of a spheroidal nonneutral

plasma. Asis seen, (1,0) mode corresponds to the center of mass motion of the plasma.
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Figure 4.1: Schematic drawing of axialy symmetric modes.
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Figure 4.2: (3,0) mode frequency shift against the temperature of the electron plasma.

The charge distributions of these modes are axially symmetric and have zero, one and two
nodes along the axial direction, respectively.

Figure 4.2 shows the electron plasma’s (3,0) mode frequency shift against the temper-
ature of the plasma derived from Egs. (4.17) and (4.21).

4.1.2 Observed axially symmetric modes of electron plasma

The frequencies of (1,0) modes (I = 0-7) were measured by exciting these modes with
white noise applied to the electrode BH2 of the MRT. The asterisks plotted in Fig. 4.3
show the observed frequencies.

The sgquares, circles and triangles are the mode frequencies calculated for the plasmas
with diameter 5, 10 and 20 mm, respectively, containing 3 x 108 electrons in a harmonic

potential of 50 V and of 12.5 cm long. In the calculation, the plasma temperature was
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Figure 4.4: An example of power spectra of the (1,0) mode obtained by applying a white
noise. In this case the shape of the spectrum was like a peak.

assumed to be 10 K, the environmental temperature of the MRT. It is seen that the electron

plasmas formed had the diameter of about 10 mm.

Figure 4.4 shows an example of power spectra of the (1,0) modes when a noise was
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applied. The shape of the (1,0) mode spectrum appeared as a simple a peak. On the other
hand, in the case of (2,0) and (3,0) modes, the peaks were followed by dips on the high-
frequency side (a Fano-profile), which are explained as the difference of impedance of the

electron plasma for absorption of applied noise [79].

By this way, the plasma modes were monitored during the antiproton injection and the
cooling. Figure 4.5 is an example of the time evolution of the power spectrum where the
resonances corresponding to the (1,0), (2,0) and (3,0) modes are clearly observed. The
resonance frequency of the (1,0) mode was almost constant during and after the antiproton
injection. Thisfigureis compared with the frequencies of the (2,0) and (3,0) modes, which
increased after the antiproton injection, reached a maximum in a few seconds, and then
slowly returned to the initial frequencies. Such a frequency variation is due to heat-up of
the electron plasma by the antiproton injection followed by the cooling with synchrotron
radiation. As has already been explained, the (1,0) mode frequency has no temperature

dependence.

4.2 Electron cooling feature

Antiprotons injected to the MRT decrease their energy via Coulomb collisions with elec-
trons. The preloaded electrons lose their energy continuously via synchrotron radiation in
the strong magnetic field and are in athermal equilibrium with surrounding wall (~ 10 K).
Thisfeatureis called “electron cooling”.

As has been shown in the previous subsection, several plasma modes were observed
by continuously applying noise during the antiproton injection and the cooling , which al-
lowed to estimate the temperature evolution and accordingly the cooling feature of antipro-
tons nondestructively. However, the application of noise inevitably increased the plasma
temperature and did not allow precise measurements.

In order to monitor the plasma modes still minimizing the heat-up, we used a pulse

excitation technique described in Sec. 4.2.1.
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Figure 4.5: Experimentally obtained (1,0), (2,0) and (3,0) modes of electron plasma.
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4.2.1 Experimental setup

To measure the frequency shift of the electron plasma mode minimizing heat-up, a pulse

excitation technique was applied, which schematically shownin Fig. 4.6.

A pulse train of afew tens microseconds with the repetition rate of 1 Hz was applied
to an electrode, e.g., BH1 of the MRT, and the induced oscillations were monitored by
another electrode, say BH2, of the MRT. The pulse width was chosen to be the shortest
still allowing the observation of the plasma mode. Figure 4.7 shows an example of the
excitation pulse and the induced oscillation, the amplitude of which decreased with atime
constant of ~ 30 us corresponding to the life time of the mode. The amplitude of the
induced oscillation was measured as a function of the frequency of the excitation pulse to
find the resonance frequency correctly. The frequency of the mode was analyzed using FFT
(Fast Fourier Transformer) after the excitation pulse had over (the time region transformed

was indicated by “FFT” in Fig. 4.7).
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Figure 4.6: The experimental scheme of electrostatic mode detection
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Figure 4.7: An example of the excitation pulse (1) and the induced mode (2).

4.2.2 Synchrotron radiation cooling of electrons

A single classical electron makes a circular motion in a uniform magnetic field, namely
cyclotron motion. The cyclotron frequency is 70 GHz at 2.5 T with its Larmor radius
re=Vv,/wc~ 30nmforalmeV (=~ 10 K) electron. The energy lossrateat v < c isgiven

by [80] -
20“ ¢

dE | . q2 .
3meomecd

2
_— = = V5 =
dt 6megcs L

wherev, = wv, and E| = mevi /2. When the velocity distribution of electrons in the

(4.22)

plasmais assumed to be as a Maxwellian distribution, Eq. (4.22) is reduced to

dT, 31y

- LT 4.23
dt 2Tc ’ ( )
where T, = (E, ) and 1, the synchrotron radiation cooling time, is defined by
3
7o = SEoMec” (4.24)

9°0d
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The synchrotron radiation cooling time was experimentally estimated with the present
experimental setup. The temperature relaxation time from 2.5 eV to 0.3 eV was measured
by monitoring the (2,0) mode frequency shift after heating up the electron plasma [53]
[77]. 1t was found that the cooling time is given by 1; ~ 6/B[T]? s, which is 1.5 times
longer than the prediction of Eq. (4.24) in afree space. This originates from the fact that
the electron plasma was surrounded by metallic walls with finite size, which suppress the

longer wavelength synchrotron radiation (a cavity QED) [53] [80].

4.2.3 Thefrequency shift of the (3,0) mode

In this subsection, we concentrate on the (3,0) mode, because the (3,0) mode is more
sensitive to the plasma temperature than the (2,0) mode asis seen in Fig. 4.5.

Figure 4.8 shows the time evolution of the (3,0) mode frequency of the electron plasma
as afunction of time. It is seen that the frequency increased within the first 5 s, kept the
frequency for 10 s or so, and then returned to the original frequency with a time constant
of more than ten seconds which islonger than the synchrotron radiation cooling time 7 ~
6/B? s. The maximum frequency shift corresponds to the temperature rise of ~ 0.6 €V.

The frequency shifts were simulated dividing the electron cooling process into two
phases. In the first phase, antiprotons were energetic enough and confined between the
UCE and DCE as shown in Fig. 4.9, where the injected antiproton beam is decelerated
by the electron plasmoid. During the deceleration, the antiproton beam gradually diffuses
in its velocity-space. The velocity paralel to the magnetic field vy diffuses to the per-
pendicular component v, . In the present condition, the diffusion time from v to vgy
is much longer than the deceleration time of the longitudinal energy. For the antiproton
with E5 = 10 keV, the diffusion time becomes ~ 10* s [81], while the deceleration time
is ~ 10 s. Therefore the energy deposit of the antiproton beam to the electron plasma is
estimated by considering only the decel eration process of the longitudinal energy.

The second phase starts when the antiproton energy is decreased enough, i.e., the Lar-

mor radius rc becomes shorter than the Debye shielding length Ap, and antiprotons uni-
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Figure 4.9: Potential distribution along the trap axis.

formly mixed with electrons, the energy equipartition [82] between electrons and antipro-

tons should be taken into account.
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Deceleration of antiproton beam

Herethe energy deposition of the injected antiproton beam to the el ectron plasmais consid-
ered for the first phase. We considered the energy exchange between abeam of antiprotons
and one of the electron plasma components, which consists of identical particles charac-
terized by aMaxwellian velocity distribution. Then the energy transfer rate from the beam
to the plasma, S, is given by [83]

neq*log A(Te, Ep)
47r8§meV5(E|5)

S(Te,Ep) =a f(Te, Ep), (4.25)

where Te is the temperature of the electron plasma, Ej is the energy of antiprotons beam,
ne is the density of electrons plasma, ve and vy is the velocity of electron and antiproton,
me and My is the mass of electron and antiproton, and q is the charge. Coupling factor a

between the beam and the plasmais defined as

a = 2b/A for Ep>q¢s

a = b/L for Ep<qgs,

where A = 0.32 m is the distance between the high-voltage electrodes, UCE and DCE, as
showninFig. 4.9, 2L isthe axial length of the harmonic region and 2b isthe axial length of
the electron plasma. The injected beam bounced between the electrodes UCE and DCE in
the earlier deceleration phase, where a = 2b/A. However, when the energy of antiproton
beam decreased to Ep < q¢s where ¢s = 28.6 V is the harmonic potential including the
image charge effect, antiprotons fall into the harmonic potential well with the length 2L.
Then the factor becomes a = b/L. The electron distribution supposed to be isotropic in

velocity spaceisgiven by [83],

f(Te,Ep) =F Q/%) Vp(Ep), (4.26)

with Landau parameter and Coulomb logarithm,

L(Te,E5) — q° ! (4.27)
P 47T80me (Ve—{-VF_))Z7
Ap(T
logA(Te,Ep) = IOg(L('[I)'(: IEeF)s))’ (4.28)
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respectively. Here the calculation was carried out for electrons with Maxwellian velocity
distribution by using the following functions including error function, ®(x), and Coulomb

collision cooling, F(x), defined as follows;

(X)) = % /0 " exp(—t2)dt, (4.29)
F — d)(x)—% (1+ :—;) exp(—x2), (4.30)

where the velocity of antiproton, vp, that of electron, ve and the Debye length Ap at tem-

perature Te are

2E5

Vp(Ep) = m—; (4.31)
keT,

ve(Te) =/ (4.32)
e
eokg T

Ap(Te) = gziee. (4.33)

The antiproton beam emerging from the degrader foils was not amonochromatic beam,
and so the energy distribution of the beam is expressed by G(Ep,t). For simplicity, interac-
tions among antiprotons with different momentum were neglected. Under this condition,
the number of antiprotons of each momentum component dNg is conserved during the

deceleration process, that it to say,
dNp = G(Ep, t)dEp(t) = const. (4.34)

Considering the synchrotron radiation cooling time, 7. ~ 6/B?, the energy transfer
between the beam to the plasmais found by solving the following simultaneous equations

with respect to timet:

Tolt) _ 5. E5(0)) (4.35)
T 2 (%) siro. ) -, (4.36)

with initial values Eg(0) and Te(0).
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Here the following parameters were used as the initial conditions at t = O; For the

electron plasma,

Ne = 3x 108 total number of electrons
r = 0.006 m, radius of the electron plasma
o = 7.34, aspect ratio of the electron plasma
ne = 4.4x10%/m?3, density of the electron plasma

Te(0) = 10K, temperature of the electron plasma
The total number of injected antiprotons:
Np = 3 x 10°.
And other parameters;

B = 25T, magnetic field strength

. ~ {/B?=6/B?s, synchrotron radiation cooling time.

The energy variation of variousinitial energy components G(Eg, 0) of the injected an-
tiproton beam bounced between the high-voltage potential barriersin the first deceleration
phase is shown in Fig. 4.10 (a), where coupling factor a = 2b/A. It is seen that the lower
the energy, thefaster the energy loss, i.e., thelow energy components shortenstherisetime
of Te, while the higher energy components contribute to hold Te(t) by supplying energies

to the electron plasmain the later phase of the cooling.
Equipartition between Te and Ty

Once the energy of the beam component decreased to E5 < q¢s, the antiprotons fall into
the harmonic potential well (“HPW” in Fig. 4.10). Suppose that the antiprotons were de-
celerated and mixed with the electron plasma completely but Ty is still higher than Te, in
this situation equilibration through Coulomb collisions between Ty and Te proceeds. At

this phase, the beam is replaced by an identical particles group subject to a Maxwellian
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distribution with temperature T. It is difficult to determine an appropriate time at which
equipartition model becomes applicable instead of the beam damping model. In this cal-
culation this switching time is chosen ast = 20 s, when Te = 0.38 €V, the component of
Ep(0) = 3 keV damped to 0.55 eV, where the Larmor radius was much smaller than Debye

length. The equipartition process can be followed by solving the simultaneous equations;

dTpt) _ Tp(t) —Te(t)

o=, XN =(3)) (437
dTe(t)  Tp(t) —Te(t)  2(Te(t) — Twa)

dt TepF()Te(t),Tp(t)) B 31 ’ (4.38)

with theinitial values Te(0) and Tp(0). Here Ty = 10 K isthe environmental temperature.
The factor 2/3 in the second term of Eq. (4.38) comesfromthe T, =T =T, whichisa
good approximation when the equipartition rate is enough longer than the synchrotron
radiation cooling time. Here two functions giving equipartition times, tpe and 7ep, are

defined as [83];

3v2n322mpme (keTe  kaTs) 2
Tﬁe(Tey Tp) - neq4|OgA(Te, TF_)) ( Me mﬁ ) ) (439)
3v213/262mpme (keTe  kaTy) 2

By solving a series of equations Eq.(4.25)—(4.40), time evolution of Te(t) was obtained
asaresult showninFig. 4.10 (b).

It is seen that the variations of the plasma frequencies during cooling after the heat-up
were consistently reproduced by the abovementioned cal culation which took into account
the beam damping and the equipartition model including synchrotron radiation cooling of

electrons with the time constant ~ 6/B[T]? s.

4.3 Thefrequency shift of the (1,0) mode

The time evolution of FFT signals of (1,0) mode oscillation is shown in Fig. 4.11, where
Af = 0 was measured with respect to the (1,0) mode frequency for the trap depth of 50 V,
fc = 10.59 MHz if the image charge is neglected. The shift reached ~ 40 kHz at ~ 20 s
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beam deceleration model. (b) Temperature variation of the el ectron plasma cal culated with
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Figure 4.11: Frequency shift of (1,0) mode. Dashed lineis the origina frequency without

antiproton injection.

after the antiproton injection. It is again noted that the (1,0) mode reflects the center-of-

mass motion of the plasma, and has no dependence on the temperature.

The electron cloud in the plasma does the center-of-mass motion, i.e., (1,0) mode, in

the combined field, the external field ¢ and the self-field of antiprotons ¢5 which works

as an additive external potential. Here the axial electric field is

d
B = —5; (0% +99)
_ 2 Ne
N L2 Ne+Np/ '
Therefore the (1,0) mode frequency becomes
e Np

(1,00 = B0

Y

~ Ne+Np

(4.42)

(4.42)

(4.43)
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where

is the frequency for Ny = 0. The downward frequency shift caused by the presence of the

antiprotons is approximately given as

0o  1Np

d Py 9
®1.0) 2Ne

(4.45)

for Ng < Ne. The downward shift occurs in the mixed plasma composed of electrons and
antiprotons.

In the case of Fig. 4.11,where Ne ~ 7 x 107 and Ng ~ 5 x 10°, §®(y0)/27 ~ 38 kHz,
which more or less agree with the obtained frequency shift (Fig. 4.11).

After the cooling, at around 45 s the frequency of the (1,0) mode went to the origina
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Figure 4.12: Time evolution of (1,0) mode frequency (filled circle) and second peak
(opened circle) at the electron density ne ~ 7 x 107 /cmq.
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Figure 4.13: Experimentally obtained power spectra of (1,0) mode: (a) att =30 s, (b) at
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value. In awider range, as shown in Fig. 4.12 and power spectra of the (1,0) mode of the
electron plasma in Fig. 4.13, another peak (“S’ in Fig 4.13) appeared at about 380 kHz
lower than the (1,0) mode frequency for the pure electron plasma at the same time when
the frequency shift went to zero. The reason for thisis not revealed at this moment, but it
may result from the localization of antiprotons around the periphery of the electron plasma

by the centrifugal separation [84] [85] (See also Sec. 5.3).



Chapter 5

Extraction and transportation of
ultra-slow antiprotons

The extraction and transport of slow antiprotons from the MRT in the strong magnetic field

to the experimental target chamber (See App. A) is described.

5.1 Antiproton beam extraction from the MRT
5.1.1 Disturbance by electronsduring the slow extraction

The slow extraction of antiprotons was achieved by ramping the harmonic potential well
slowly. Figure 5.1 shows annihilation position distribution of antiprotons as a function of
the time since their injection at t = 0. The annihilation position just after the antiproton
injection (see in Fig. 3.15) was around the degrader foil and the MRT. Once the plasma
consisting of electrons and antiprotons had stabilized, few additional annihilations were
observed until the antiprotons were released over a 100 s long extraction period. The
distribution in panels (a) and (b) of this figure refer respectively to cases in which the
electron plasmawas g ected after its cooling task had been fulfilled, or retained.

After electron cooling, i.e., antiprotons were trapped in the harmonic potential well, the
high-voltage potentials were turned off, which timing was around 30 s as was described
in the previous chapter. The depth of the harmonic potential was linearly ramped from
50V to 0V starting fromt = 55 s over a period of some 100 s to extract antiprotons from

the MRT. In the case of Fig. 5.1 (a), the stored electrons were gected by opening and
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Figure5.1: Distribution of antiproton annihilation position asafunction of the elapsed time
since their injection are shown for the case (@) with and (b) without release of electrons at
40 s.

closing the trap three times for 550 ns at t ~ 40 s before the extraction procedure. This
time duration was long enough to allow the electrons to escape, but short enough to keep
the antiprotons, which had much smaller velocity than the others. As expected, almost no
annihilations appeared during electron gection. The fact that none occur betweent =55 s
when ramping started and t ~ 140 s confirms that the antiprotons had been cooled into the
bottom of the potential well. The strong annihilation peak observed at t ~ 150 s, near the
downstream extractor electrode (EE in the figure) contained ~ 92% of the entire sample
of antiprotons trapped in the harmonic potential. From this observation, assuming that the
density was constant over the antiprotons cloud, the diameter of the cloud in the MRT was
estimated to be ~ 15-20 mm from the values of the magnetic field at the extractor electrode
which is 10-20% of that around the MRT, and the inner diameter of the extractor electrode

which is 50 mm.
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Figure 5.1 (b) shows the annihilation pattern when antiprotons were extracted keeping
electronsin th trap. Although the main extraction peak was observed at extractor electrode
at similar timing, now it included only 78% of the trapped antiprotons, and two peaks addi-
tionally appeared near the center of the MRT, att ~ 130 s. When the additional annihilation
started at t ~ 105 s, the depth of trap potential was ~ 25 V, which is approximately equal to
the space charge potential produced by the 3 x 102 electronsin the MRT. The additional an-
nihilation peaks are then attributed to antiprotons hitting the MRT electrodes by the E x B
drift because of an instability while the el ectrons are overflowing from the harmonic poten-
tial well. In addition, intermittent bursts of antiproton annihilation were observed during
the ramping (Fig. 5.2) in the additional annihilation peak, which may again originate from
instabilities of the electron plasma during the variation the trapping potential well.

Summarizing, electron gection before extraction procedure is effective to avoid an-

tiproton loss due to the disturbance of electrons.
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Figure 5.2: Integrated annihilation counts during the potential ramping with electrons.
Arrows show some observed “bursts’ during the ramping.
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5.1.2 Slow extraction of antiprotonsfrom the MRT

For event by event experiments, a continuous beam is often very desirable. Asisdiscussed
in Sec 5.1.1, when the potential was ramped linearly, cooled antiprotons were gjected only
in the last moment of 3 sout of 100 s-extraction, in which case the antiproton temperature
were cooled.

To prepare a continuous ultra-slow antiproton beam with a constant intensity, the ramp-
ing rate in the last moment should be decreased, which was realized by scanning the trap
potential exponentially like ¢ = ¢o(1— exp(—(t —tp)/7)), which is shown in Fig. 5.3 to-
gether with the case of linear scan. Figure 5.4 compares the extracted beam intensity with
the linear and the exponential extraction, where the extracted antiprotons were counted by
the MCP located at 165 cm downstream from the center of the MRT. Asis seen, the period
of beam extraction got longer and the beam intensity was more stable in the case the ex-
ponential extraction as compared with the linear extraction. In the exponential case, total
duration of extraction procedure can be shorter than the linear extraction still keeping the
real extraction time longer, which is convenient to compl ete the whole procedure including

trapping, cooling and extraction within the AD cycle (85-120 s).

5.2 Ultra-slow antiproton beam transport

The annihilation positions of extracted antiprotons in the transport beam line were mon-
itored by the second track detector, which was installed along the beam line. Figure 5.5
and 5.6 show the antiproton annihilation distribution(d) measured by the upstream side
and downstream side track detectors, respectively, together with the magnetic field distri-
bution(b) along the axis and the calculated beam radius(c) which was initialy 1 mm in
the MRT. A calculation shows that the antiproton cloud with 1 mm radius are transported
and focused to 2.5 mm in radius at the focal point (MCP2 in Figs. 5.5 and 5.6) which was
3.3 m downstream from the center of the MRT. Here the harmonic potential well center

which corresponds to electrode BH1 was located at 10 cm downstream from the center of
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Figure 5.3: Two different functions used for linear and exponential slow extraction.

the superconducting solenoid (See Sec. 2.3.1).

As described in Sec. 5.1.1 afraction of antiprotons annihilated around 80 cm down-
stream from the center of the MRT where the extractor electrode was |located. Considering
that antiprotons follow the magnetic field line, and eventually annihilated at around the
extractor electrodes, the diameter of antiproton cloud in the MRT was estimated to be
~ 15-20 mm because the magnetic field at the extractor electrodes were 10-20% of that
at the center of the solenoid (see Fig. 5.5 (2)), which was severa time larger than that

expected from the injected antiproton diameter.

A simulation [69] predicts that an antiproton cloud with its diameter of 2 mm can be
transported to the end of the beam line. Most of them whose initial radial position were
far from the axis annihilated on the extractor. Although the initial diameter of injected
antiproton beam was 2-3 mm (See Sec. 3.2.3 and Fig. 3.5), the final diameter expanded to
~ 15 mm. This unexpected feature is discussed in connection with the first results of the

centrifugal separation (Sec. 5.3).

The histogram in Fig. 5.6 (d) shows an example of the measured annihilation position
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Figure 5.4: Counts at MCP1 [in the pass of the extraction beam line] for (a) linear ex-
traction and (b) exponential extraction. The data from 80 sto 82 sand 85 sto 86 s were
accidentally lost because of a problem of the data acquisition system. Here only events
coincident with a scintillation detector were recorded.
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of antiprotons which annihilate at several positions are like following; at VA1 1.75 mm, at
VA2 1.35 mm, at VA3 1.30 mm, at the focal point (MCP2) 1.15 mm.
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distribution along the extraction beam line for a 250 eV antiproton beam. Asis seen, the
distribution exhibits several peaks along the extraction beam line, which are attributed from
left to right to annihilations at the variable aperture VA2 and VA3, while that corresponds
to VAlismissing. Thefilled peak at 3.3 m corresponds to annihilation at MCP2 where the
beam was focused.

To identify the aforementioned annihilation distribution, antiproton trajectories were
calculated for variousinitial radial position, r, of the antiprotoninthe MRT [69]. Simulated

annihilation positions of antiprotons are;
1. upstream of VAl or at VALl forr > 1.75 mm,
2. between VA1 and VA2 for 1.75 mm > r > 1.35 mm,
3. a VA2 forr ~ 1.35mm,
4. between VA2 and VA3 for 1.35 mm > r > 1.30 mm,
5. aVA3forr~1.30 mm,
6. between VA3 and MCP2 (focal point) for .30 mm > r > 1.15 mm.

A part of antiproton cloud whose radial position was smaller than 1.7 mm were transported
tothe MCPL installed at 165 cm downstream from the center of the MRT. Figure 5.7 shows
that an example of beam profile at the MCP1 had a hollow-like structure somehow. In order
to distinguish antiprotons from some negative particles like H—, only events registered in
coincidence with a scintillation detector located near the M CP was counted. At MCPL1, the
number of extracted antiprotons was 6 x 10%, at the maximum.

A position distribution of particles at the MCP2 which was located at the focal point
(Fig. 5.6 (@) of the beam during the extraction is shown in Fig. 5.8. The number of ob-
served events per shot was 8 x 102 at the maximum, which was comparable to those as-
signed as annihilations at MCP2 as monitored by the second track detector (filled areain
Fig. 5.6) corrected for its solid angle and the multiplicity of the charged pions emitted
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Figure 5.7: Extracted 250 eV antiproton beam profile measured by the MCP in the pass of
the extraction beam line.

from each annihilation. It is seen that the distribution was wider than expected. Thisisone
of the evidence that a radial outward separation of antiprotons from the electron plasma
has taken place as discussed in the following section, which increases the radius of the
antiproton cloud in the MRT, decrease the transmission efficiency, and results in a wider

distribution.

Extractions at 500 eV, 100 eV and 10 eV were also performed giving similar distribu-
tion and similar number of events at MCP, that is, although the total number of antiprotons
transported was not great, antiproton beams as low as 10 eV in energy were prepared for

thefirst time.
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Figure 5.8: The dot plot of particles reaching the MCP located at the focal point of the
extraction beam line during 250 eV extraction.

5.3 Extraction efficiency

Asdescribed in Sec. 5.1 and 5.2, the number of extracted and transported antiprotons was
still small.

Test experiments with positiveions (p + HgL ) (See dso App.B.3) were preformed. The
positive ions cloud of ~ 1 cm in diameter including ~ 10° ions were extracted from the
MRT and transported to the end of the beam line (MCP2). The number of transported ions
was ~ 10°.

On the other hand, when ~ 108 antiprotons 3 mmin diameter (as shown in Sec. 3.2) was

injected to the MRT, only ~ 10° antiprotons were transported to the MCP2 at 10-500 eV.
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The annihilation position distribution of Fig. 5.1 indicates that the size of antiproton cloud
inthe MRT was 15-20 mm in diameter which was 5-7 times larger than that at the moment
of the injection. If the radial distribution of antiprotons during the extraction is uniform,
the transport efficiency should be (2/20)? ~ 1%, which is still 10 times larger than that
observed. Thisindicates that the antiproton cloud had a hollow-like structure. A possible
reason of thisradial expansion isthe centrifugal separation between electron and antiproton
clouds coexisting in the MRT.

When two species of ionswhich has different mass or charge are confined at lower tem-
perature than the present case, centrifugal separation isobserved [86] [87]. This separation
results because the rotation of the heavier component is sightly slower than that of the
lighter one (See App. C.3). Different rotation frequencies induce collisions between dif-
fered components resulting in a momentum transfer in 6 direction between the speciesin
the cylindrical coordinate (r, 6,z). The momentum transfer between two species produces
an inward force for lighter component and an outward force on the heavier component.
The equilibrium density distribution of a two component nonneutral plasma was studied
by O’ Neil [84] and Kiwamoto et al. [85]. In the present case, from those circumstantial
evidences, the centrifugal separation is a possible reason why the number density of an-
tiprotons around the axis was lower, which had never been observed at relatively higher

temperature.

5.3.1 Attempt of theradial compression of the antiproton cloud

To compress a charged particle cloud radially, a couple of techniques have been known,
i.e., an electric rotating wall field [67] [88] [89] [90] and sideband cooling [91] [92] [93].

The results and possible solutions to improve the efficiency are discussed.

Rotating wall field

The rotating wall method has been developed to control radial distribution of nonneutral

plasmas.
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Hollmann et al.[89] applied arotating electric field to an electron plasmaand Mg* ion
plasma via azimuthally segmented electrodes (Fig. 5.9), whose frequencies were around
the rigid rotation frequency of plasma. In the case of Mg™ ions, it took ~ 1000 s to

compress the plasma radially.

Greaves et a. [90] and Ichioka [67] succeeded in redlizing the radial compression
of light particle plasma, i.e., positron and electron plasmas with higher compression rate,
respectively. The frequencies were several times higher than rigid rotor frequencies of
plasmas. The compression periods were < 10 sin Greaves case, and 30-120 sin Ichioka

case.

In both cases, a strong cooling mechanism was required to counteract the heating pro-
duced by the applied rotating electric field. Greaves et al. observed that when the back-
ground pressure was increased, the compression rate was increased [90].

Since light particles, namely positron and electron, lose their energy in a strong mag-
netic field (See Sec. 4.2.2), they can be radially compressed by rotating wall field in an
ultra-high vacuum condition. In the case of heavier particles like antiproton, the syn-
chrotron radiation cooling rates are negligibly small, and another cooling mechanism should

be incorporated. In fact, any improvement of extraction efficiency was not observed.

Therefore the compression of antiproton cloud were tested with electrons in the MRT
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Figure 5.9: Cross section of azimuthally segmented electrode. In this case the electrode
is segmented in 4. Oscillating electric fields having 4 different phases are applied to the
electrodes.
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expecting the electrons to work as coolant via synchrotron radiation. Unfortunately no
indications of the compression were observed although the rotating field frequencies were
scanned from 300 kHz to 6 MHz. Especialy when the rotating field applied more than
120 s, i.e, long time, no antiprotons were transported to the MCP1. It looks that the

separation force is stronger than the compression force.
Sideband cooling

In the case of the sideband cooling method, an applied oscillating electric field paramet-
rically couples the azimuthal magnetron motion to the axial bounce motion in a harmonic
Penning trap [91] (See dso App. B). The oscillating electric field frequency w is explicitly
given by o = on + @; where o, is the magnetron motion frequency and ; is the bounce
motion frequency (See App. B). In usual electromagnetic traps, e.g., Penning-Mamberg
trap, this method becomes ineffective for large number of trapped plasmas, because the
bounce motion (w;) becomes modified by plasma space charge effects. Our MRT can
compensate this space charge effects.

As described in App. B, proton and HJ ion clouds were successfully compressed in
the worse background pressure, where the bore tube was cooled to 30 K, than the present
case.

When the oscillating electric field was applied, it was observed that antiprotons anni-
hilated in the MRT. The reason is not identified but in the case of “pure” antiproton cloud,
there was no mechanism to dissipate heat produced by the electric field.

One possible solution is that some amount of electrons coexist during the sideband
cooling. Because electrons can be cooled spontaneously via synchrotron radiation cool-
ing. The number of electrons must be kept constant, since the antiproton bounce motion
frequency depends on the harmonic potential depth including the electrons’ space charge
potential. The coupling between magnetron motion and cyclotron motion of antiproton
maybe useful for sideband cooling [94], because cyclotron frequency is independent from

the space charge potential of electron and only depends on the magnetic field.
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Conclusions

A large number of antiprotons were cooled and confined in the multi-ring trap by a sequen-

tial combination of the AD, the RFQD and the MRT.

Among 3 x 107 antiprotons contained in one AD shot, ~ 30% of antiprotons were
decelerated to 110 keV by the RFQD. The decelerated antiprotons then passed through
degrader foilslocated at the entrance of the MRT and reduced their energy down to around
10 keV. They were captured by the set of high-voltage electrodes. We have succeeded
in trapping and cooling of 1.2 x 106 antiprotons via collisions with preloaded electrons,
Thisfigure is 50 times more than the best reported values obtained with ordinary thick-foil
energy degraders. By stacking several AD shots in sequence, five million antiprotons were
confined in the MRT in proportion to the number of AD shots, which isthe largest number

of cold antiprotons ever accumulated.

During the electron cooling of antiprotons, nondestructive measurements of the elec-
trostatic mode of the plasma were performed to the electron-antiproton two component
plasma. We have estimated the temperature variations of the electron plasma and the en-
ergy variation of antiprotons from the time evolution of frequencies of the (3,0) mode
taking into account the energy distribution of the injected antiproton beam, the electron-
antiproton collisions, and the synchrotron radiation cooling. The cooling time of antipro-

tons to sub-eV was about 30 s.

We aso found a frequency shift of the (1,0) mode after the antiproton injection for the
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first time. This results from the mixing of electrons and antiprotons.

Finally, cooled antiprotons were extracted from the MRT and were transported to the
3.3 m downstream viathe transport beam line which allows differential pumping of six or-
ders of magnitudes. Although the numbers were still small, afew thousands of antiprotons
of 10 to 500 eV were delivered to the end of the beam line. Thislow efficiency indicates
that the radius of the antiproton cloud in the MRT was very large and the number of an-
tiprotons around the center axis was smaller, which probably due to centrifugal separation.
It is the important future subject to understand the mechanism of radial expansion and
to find procedures to compress the radius, which is the necessary condition for efficient
extraction of antiprotons from the strong magnetic field.

The author played aleading role in planning and making the experiments at CERN as
summarized in the above. Regarding the construction of the experimental setup, the author
contributed to the construction of the two dimensional delay line position sensitive detector

for measurements of ultra-slow antiprotons, and of the control system.



Appendix A

Planned atomic collision experiment

A.1 Antiproton collision experimental chamber

As described in Sec. 1.2.1, formation cross sections of pp or pA™* has been theoretically
studied [21] [22] [24]. Due to the results, when the energy of the injectile, p, is lower, the
formation cross section of antiprotonic atomsislarger.

Therefore the ultra-slow antiprotons to be developed in this work enable to investigate
theinitial process of pA™ formation. And the spectroscopic nature of isolated pA™ at the
initial stage of their formation will be studied.
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Figure A.1: Schematic drawing of the experimental configuration for antiprotonic hydro-
gen atom formation.
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To study an initial formation stage of antiprotonic hydrogen atom, pp, an atomic colli-
sion experiment is planned [95]. The scheme of the experiment is shown in Fig. A.1. The
produced ultra-slow antiprotons are focused and injected to the collision region. Here a
supersonic molecular hydrogen gas jet is selected as the target. The MCP-PSD is used to
detect the released electron, the antiproton and formed antiprotonic atom. Hence the mo-
mentum of pp is roughly the same as that of the incident antiproton, and so the traveling
time of the pp from the collision region to the MCP is a factor of two longer than that of
antiproton, the identification of the collision processes is expected to be straightforward.
An MCP-PSD to detect antiprotons and the collision products is installed on a rotatable
arm in the chamber, and so can detect particles at any angle around the gas jet.

To perform this experiment, a gas target chamber has been developed (Fig. A.2 [96]).
This chamber consists of several chambers and dumpers to maintain the pressure at “main
chamber” lessthan 5 x 10~/ Torr. The density of H,, is designed as high as 1 x 10'3/cm®.
From the CTMC and full quantum cal culation for the formation cross section of pp [23][24],

~ 10716 cm?, the expected reaction probability is ~ 0.1%.
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Figure A.2: Drawing of the collision chamber.






Appendix B
Sideband cooling

Charged particles orbit in a Penning trap. To minimize the radius of charged particle’s
cloud, the sideband cooling technique was applied.

When the radius of antiproton cloud in the MRT is compressed, the extraction and
transportation efficiency will increase. This technique was applied to a proton cloud for
practice to apply an antiproton cloud. This experiment yields that the proton cloud was

successfully compressed radially.

B.1 Particlemotioninatrap

In the MRT, as same as in the Penning trap, charged particles motion is superimposed
three motions, axial motion along the direction of the magnetic field, cyclotron motion and

magnetron motion (Fig. B.1). The cyclotron frequency under the magnetic field B isgiven

by;
B

o (B.1)

with q electric charge, and m mass. The trapping harmonic potentia in the MRT is ex-

pressed as,
RZ —r2 4272

S (8.2)

(])h(r,Z) = q)O

for |z| <L, where L isthe half length of the trapping potential along the axis the MRT, R
isthe inner radius of the MRT and the (r,z) is the position in the MRT expressed by cylin-
drical coordinate. Under the above potential, charged particles in the MRT harmonically
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| | antiproton | electron |
cyclotron frequency 38 MHz 70 GHz
magnetron frequency 800 Hz 800 kHz

axial motion frequency | 246.8 kHz | 10.59 MHz

Table B.1: Three motions of antiproton and electroninthe MRT at 2.5T.

oscillate,

2 _ |99l
md2 "

The charged particles are also affected by the E x B drift. The equation of this motion is,

(B.3)

b—mcxp—%wfp:o. (B.4)
This equation has two roots,

0L =0, = 0— O, (B.5)

- =0n = 2&;{: (B.6)

Here w(, modified cyclotron frequency, is almost same as @, on the other hand @, is the
magnetron motion of the charged particles.
Asisshown in the Fig. B.1, if the magnetron radii of the particles are suppressed, the

cloud of the particles will be smaller. This method is known as sideband cooling [91].

B.2 Sideband cooling

Asisseenin Fig. B.1, usually, a motion of a particle trapped in a Penning-type €electro-
magnetic trap is superimpose of three motions.

In the trap, when a particle lose the energy, in the case of cyclotron and axial motion,
the amplitude of these motion will be smaller. Therefore these motions are stable motion.
On the other hand, the radius of the magnetron motion gets larger when the particle lose
its energy for the motion. In other words, magnetron motion of a particle moves along
the contour line around the top of the potential. The radius of the motion increases with

the energy-losing processes, and finally it crashes an electrode of the trap. Since the time
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magnetron motion

cyclotron motion

axial motion

Figure B.1: Charged particle motion in the Penning trap.

constant to reach an electrode is so long, the magnetron motion is metastable. Thus to
shrink the radius of the magnetron motion, an energy has to be given to the system. Side-
band cooling is a method to decrease the radius of the motion using a coupling between

the magnetron motion and the other motion.

The coupling of the different motions is explained by a quantum mechanical treat-
ment [91]. Here we consider the coupling between the magnetron motion and the axial
motion, where these motions are denoted as (k, ). Asshownin Fig. B.2, it is supposed that
the initial energy stateisin (k, I). There are two kinds of interactions between a trapped
particle and a light whose energy is h(om + @;), that is, absorption of the light (k, 1) —
(k+1,1—1) and emission (k, I) — (k— 1, 1 +1). In the case of absorption, the quantum
number of magnetron motion is decreased, and the probability for the transition is propor-
tional to (k+ 1)I. In contrast, for emission, the number is increased and the probability
element isk(l + 1). Therefore, when | > k, the process of photon absorption, namely the

“cooling” of the magnetron motion is dominant.

Meanwhile, considering transitions (k, 1) — (k+1, 1 +1) and (k, I) — (k—1, | — 1),

they correspond to an absorption and an emission of alight with h(w; — wm) energy. The
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k+1
A o
: 1+1
Ch(vV,+ Vi)
k : -1
-— I
: I+1
—h(vV,+ V)
k—1

-1

I
-- 1+1

Figure B.2: Scheme of coupling between the axial motion (k) and the magnetron motion

).

transition probability contains the factor of (k+1)(1+1) for (k, I) — (k+1, 1 + 1), and
(k—1)(1-1) for (k, I) — (k—1, I — 1). For this reason, magnetron motion is heated in
these case.

In consequence, when the process which gives the energy h(wm + ;) from outside to

the particle, magnetron motion of the particle is cooled down.

B.3 Radial compression of proton and HY ion cloud

Protons and H ions were produced by ionizing residual gas which mainly consists of H,
by 60 eV electrons. From the time-of-flight measurement, produced positive ions were
identified, that is to say, mixture of protons and HJ ions formed through ion-molecule
reactions like H3 +Hy, — H3 +H [97]. To prepare a pure proton cloud, Hj ions were
removed by applying an RF of 140 kHz which was a bounce frequency for Hgf ions with
50 V depth harmonic potential [93]. For an Hy ion cloud, protons were kicked out vice
versa

For proton and H3 cloud, the sideband cooling technique was applied by using rotating
electric field whose frequency was the sideband frequency (o = wm + ®;). In the MRT,
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the sideband frequencies for proton and HJ are theoretically f; , = 242 kHz and f,, =
140 kHz, respectively. As shown in Fig. B.3, we found that the compression worked for a
single component cloud and also mixture cloud of proton and Hy ion by applying rotating
electric field [92]. Figure B.3 shows the frequencies for compression of proton dominant
cloud, Hy ion cloud and mixture of them. Thiswas confirmed by theimage of the extracted
cloud using a phosphor screen with an MCP located 1.2 m outside of the trap where the
magnetic field strength is 100 time weaker than in the MRT. The radius of extracted proton
cloud on the phosphor screen was about 1 cm after the compression in contrast to initial
4 cm. Considering the magnetic field, the radius in the MRT was estimated to be about
0.1cm.

Since the magnetron frequency fn ~ f2/2f. is about 800 Hz with cyclotron frequency
fc ~ 38 MHz (Table. B.1), the frequency for the sideband cooling is estimated to be
250 kHz. Asisseenin Fig. B.3, there are dlight discrepancies between theoretical and ex-
perimental values. This results from small modification of the effective potential induced
by alarge number of ions and a small amount of different ion species. In this experiment,

it took about 100 s to compress the proton or H3 ion cloud.
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Figure B.3: Frequencies for radial compression for protons and/or Hj ions as a function
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Appendix C

Properties of nonneutral plasma

C.1 Plasmaoscillation

Suppose that there is a perturbation in an uniform plasmawhich displaces a charged parti-
cle. Then an electric field arises from the displacement, which is satisfied with the followed
Poisson equation;

V.E=I(n—noy). (C.1)
€0

Then the particle is accelerated by the field,

dv
— = —qE. 2
m g =—d (€2
The density was changed by the particles flux I' = njvx due to the displacement, which is

expressed by a equation of continuity,

on
Heren = ng+ on and én < ng, then

228N

2
Noq -
5 + me on=0. (C.4)

This shows that 6n oscillates at the frequency

_ [Nod?
Wp = méo ) (05)

which wave is called the plasma wave and the frequency is plasma frequency.
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C.2 Debyeshielding

One of the fundamental nature of a nonneutral plasma is shielding of the electrostatic
potential surrounding atest charged particle in a plasma. This shielding distanceis called
Debye shielding length which is derived as following.

L et assume atest charge (charge g, density n and location in the plasmaxg), Poisson’s

equation for the total electrostatic potential ¢ = ¢o+ 6 (x,t) can be expressed as

2. 0 qé¢ /

where 8¢ isthe perturbed potential associated with the introduced test charge.
For |q6¢ /keT | > 1, the exponential factor in the above equation is expanded. Relating
terms of first order in 6 ¢ is expressed as,

2
Nog

294
Vio9 = eoksT

56+ 1 5(x—xp), (C.7)
€

where Ap = +/e0ks T /ng? is called Debye length. The solution to Eq.(C.7) givesthe spher-
ically symmetric potential,

q exp{—‘x_xé" } (C.8)

- Ameg|X — Xp| Ab

This means the potential of test charge is shielded in the range of Ap.

C.3 Rigidrotor equilibrium

In an electromagnetic trap, a plasma rotates as a rigid body. Here assume one species
of charged particles. Since particles can move freely along the z-direction, the potential
is equivalent along every magnetic field lines. The space charge potential from particles

themselves gives rise to an electric field,
r / /
Er(r):q/ dr’M, (C.9)
0 &Eor

which cause the force qE; perpendicular to the magnetic field line. Therefore the guiding

center drifts to 6-direction with the velocity vg = Er/B = rar(r). In consequence, as
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Vo Centrifuga and
——  Coulomb force

r Lorentz force

v

Bo

Figure C.1: Force balance of the rotating plasma.

shownin Fig. C.1, the force balanceis

mra?(r) = —qEr(r) +qrax(r)B. (C.10)

o)) -

Fromthisrelation, itistrivial that wr isindependent of r, this meansthat the plasmarotates

The rotation frequency r (r) is given by

Oc
a)rzwri:?

uniformly. Hence oy is called as “rigid rotation frequency”. Equation (C.11) also requests
w5 /wé < 1/2. This limits the density of the plasma, n < ng = &B?/2m, which is called
Brillouin density limit.

Here we also discuss about the conservation of canonical angular momentum of non-
neutral plasmabriefly. Let suppose a system including charged particles, its massism and
electric chargeis . The canonical angular momentum is expressed as

Br?
Po=Y (mVer + qTJ) . (C.12)

J

Here the ratio between the first term and the second is the ratio of Larmor radius and the

plasma radius. Under a strong magnetic field, the first term can be neglected. When a
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particle gets away from the axis, from 3 rJ2 /2 = const., another particle comes close to
the axis. Therefore along time confinement of nonneutral plasma s guaranteed.
In the following subsections, we consider two components nonneutral plasma and its

thermal equilibrium [49].

C.3.1 Vlasov equation

A motion of aparticle in a phase space is expressed as,

dgi dH(aj, pj,t)

dpi  JdH(qj, pj,t)
i _78% ) (C.19)
From Liouvill€' s theorem, atime evolution of small volume A is
dA 0°H 0%H
— = — A=0. C.15
dt ;<8pi8qi 8qi8pi> (€19

The total number of particles in the volume 6N = f(q;, pi,t)dpoq is conserved under the

collisionless condition where f(q;, pit) isadistribution function in a phase space, namely,

of dH Jdf OJH Jf
— + —————=——]=0. C.16
ot zi“(apia(h 3Qi9pi> (C16)
Hamiltonian expressed by a Cartesian coordinate, X1,X2,X3,V1,V2,V3, iS given by
H = i( —qA)? + (C.17)
pi = mvj+QgA;, (C.18)
g = X. (C.19
The Hamiltonian equation is
dxi JH o
T = 8—pi_v" (C.20)
dpi _ JdH < (Pk—0A) JdAc  do
dt IXi _% m IXi oXi (C.21)

Then Eq. (C.16) is rewritten as,

AL oA 90 Of _
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where
8Ak
ka (V-V)Ai + (v x (V xA))i. (C.23)
By using Eq. (C.18) and (C.19), Eq. (C.22) isgiven by,
af+2 Vie- +2q E+v><B)gf 0. (C.24)
I I

i
The above equation is called Vlasov equation, namely collisionless Boltzmann equation.
The variation of the function f affects the charge and current distribution changes the elec-
tric and magnetic fields through Maxwell equations. As a result, the distribution f is af-
fected. Therefore this VIasov equation contains along range interaction between particles

in the plasma.

C.3.2 Rigidrotor Vlasov equilibria

For nonrelativistic particles, we can write the distribution function [49] [98],
10 = f(HL — @rjPo)gj(p2), (C.25)

with constants of motion under a thermal equilibrium. Here, p; = mjv; is the axial mo-
mentum of particle-j with velocity, v,. The canonical angular momentum Py is calcul ated
as

q;jer

Po=r (pe + T) (C.26)

Moreover the perpendicular energy H | defined by
1
1 =5 (PF+P) + 00 (). (C27)
Here, the combination H; — wyjPy is expressed in the form
1
HL —oxjPp = 5 [P+ (Po —mjarjr)?] + yj(r). (C.28)
where the effective potential yj(r) is defined by

mj iBorj
v == (——q‘mj . —w?,—) r®-+0;o(r). (C.29)
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From Egs. (C.25) and (C.29), it is evident that the average azimutha flow velocity
reducesto

Vg;(r) = axjr. (C.30)

Therefore, the average azimuthal motion of component j correspondsto arigid rotation
with angular velocity wrj = const.

The density profile can be expressed as

) = [1mpd,
nj(r) = ﬁj/ow fj(U +¢5(r))du, (C.31)
whereU = pf+(pg —mjrarj)?/(2m).

Near the axis of the plasmacolumn (r = 0), Eq.(C.31) can be integrated to give ¢o(r) =
— (X wriica ) r?, where wij(r) = 0 and n9(r) = 1. Substituting into Eq.(C.29) gives

mj Bw,
yi(n) = 7’( A g2 q‘Znnqu>

mj

m;j _
- —?J(a)rj—kwrj)(a)rj—wrj)rz, (C.32

for small value of r. Here, a) and W are the rotation frequency defined by

1/2
+_ G 2n g
o = ij{li <1 Ek: ma? ) } (C.33)

For antiproton and electron two components plasma, Eq.(C.33) isrewritten as

1/2
__ ep 2 (2, 2Me

Thermal equilibrium corresponds to the rigid rotor distribution function [99],

(C.35)

H — o P
°(r,p) = e

(2nmjkgT )3/2 keT

where, T, the temperature is constant.



Bibliography

[1]

[2]

[3]

[4]

O. Chamberlain, E. Segre, C. Wiegand, and T. Y psilantis. Observation of Antipro-
tons. Phys. Rev., 100(3):947, November 1955.

A. Apostolakis, E. Adanides, G. Backenstoss, P. Bargassa, O. Behnke, A. Bendlli,
V. Bertin, F. Blanc, P. Bloch, P. Charlson, M. Carroll, E. Cawley, M.B. Cher-
tok, M. Danielsson, M. Dgardin, J. Derre, A. Ealet, C. Eleftheriadis, W. Fetscher,
M. Fidecaro, A. FilipCic, D. Francis, J. Fry, E. Gabathuler, R. Gamet, H.-J. Gerber,
A. Go, A. Haselden, PJ. Hayman, E. Henry-Couannier, R.W. Hollander, K. Jon-And,
P-R. Kettle, P. Kokkas, R. Kreuger, R. Le Gac, F. Leimgruber, |. Mandi¢, N. Man-
thos, G. Marel, M. Mikuz, J. Miller, F. Montanet, A. Muller, T. Nakada, B. Pagels,
|. Papadopulos, P. Pavlopoulos, G. Polivka, R. Rickenbach, B.L. Roberts, T. Ruf,
L. Sakeliou, M. Schafer, L.A. Schaller, T. Schietinger, A. Schopper, L. Tauscher,
C. Thibault, F. Touchard, C. Touramanis, C.W.E. Van Eijk, S. Vlachos, P. Weber,
O. Wigger, M. Wolter, C. Yeche ad D. Zavrtanik, and D. Zimmerman. A determina-
tion of the CP violation parameter 1. from the decay of strangeness-tagged neutral

kaons. Phys. Lett. B, 458(4):545, July 1999.

C.J. Batty. Antiprotonic-hydrogen atoms. Rep. Prog. Phys., 52(10):1165, October
1989.

H. Knudsen and J.F. Reading. lonization of atoms by particle and antiparticle impact.

Phys. Rept., 212(issues 3-4):107, March 1992.



120

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[S]

[6]

[7]

(8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

J.C. Evance Jr. and R.l. Steinberg. Nucleon Stability: A Geochemical Test Indepen-
dent of Decay Mode. Science, 197(4307):989, September 1977.

C. Amdler. Proton-antiproton annihilation and meson spectroscopy with the Crystal

Barrel. Rev. Mod. Phys., 70(4):1293, October 1998.

J. Eades and F.J. Hartmann. Forty years of antiprotons. Rev. Mod. Phys., 71(1):373,
January 1999.

T. Yamazaki, E. Widmann, R.S. Hayano, M. lwasaki, S.N. Nakamura, K. Shigaki,
F.J. Hartmann, H. Daniel, T. von Egidy, P. Hofmann, Y.-S. Kim, and J. Eades. For-
mation of long-lived gas-phase antiprotonic helium atoms and quenching H,. Nature,

361(6409):238, January 1993,

M. Hori, J. Eades, R.S. Hayano, T. Ishikawa, J. Sakaguchi, E. Widmann, H. Ya-
maguchi, H.A. Torii, B. Juhasz, D. Horvéath, and T. Yamazaki. Sub-ppm Laser
Spectroscopy of Antiprotonic Helium and a CPT-Violation Limit on the Antiprotonic
Charge and Mass. Phys. Rev. Lett., 87(9):093401, August 2001.

H.A. Torii, R.S. Hayano, M. Hori, T. Ishikawa, N. Morita, M. Kumakawa, |. Sugal,
T. Yamazaki, B. Ketzer, F.J. Hartmann, T. von Egidy, R. Pohl, C. Maierl, D. Horvéth,
J. Eades, and E. Widmann. Laser measurements of the density shifts of resonance
lines in antiprotonic helium atoms and stringent constraint on the antiproton charge

and mass. Phys. Rev. A, 59(1):223, January 1999.

G. Gabrielse, X. Fel, K. Helmerson, S.L. Rolston, R. Tjoelker, and T.A. Trainer. First
capture of antiproton in a Penning trap: A Killoelectron volt source. Phys. Rev. Lett.,

57(20):2504, November 1986.

M.H. Holtzscheiter, X. Feng, T. Goldman, N.S.P King, R.A. Lewis, M.M. Nieto, and
G.A. Smith. Are antiprotons forever? Phys. Lett. A, 214(5-6):279, May 1996.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 121

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

G. Gabrielse, A. Khabbaz, D.S. Hall, C. Heimann, H. Kalinowsky, and W. Jhe. Preci-
sion Mass Spectroscopy of the Antiproton and Proton Using Simultaneously Trapped
Particles. Phys. Rev. Lett., 82(16):3198, April 1999.

G. Bauer, G. Boero, S. Brauksiepe, A. Buzzo, W. Eyrich, R. Geyer, D. Grzonka,
J. Hauffe, K. Kilian, M. LoVetere, M. Macri, M. Moosburger, R. Nellen, W. O€lert,
S. Passaggio, A. Pozzo, K. Rohrich, K. Sachs, G. Schepers, T. Sefzick, R.S. Simon,
R. Stratmann, F. Stinzing, and M. Wolke. Production of antihydrogen. Phys. Lett. B,
368(1-3):251, February 1996.

G. Blanford, D.C. Christian, K. Gollwitzer, M. Mandelkern, C.T. Munger, J. Schultz,
and G. Zioulas. Observation of Atomic Antihydrogen. Phys. Rev. Lett., 80(14):3037,
April 1998.

M. Amoretti, C. Amder, G. Bonomi, A. Bouchta, P. Bowe, C. Carraro, C.L. Cesar,
M. Charlton, M.J.T. Collier, M. Doser, V. Filippini, K.S. Fine, A. Fontana, M.C. Fu-
jiwara, R. Funakoshi, P. Genova, J.S. Hangst, R.S. Hayano, M.H. Holzscheiter, L.V.
Jergensen, V. Lagomarsino, R. Landua, D. Lindelof, E.L. Rizzini, M. Macri, N. Mad-
sen, G. Manuzio, M. Marchesotti, P. Montagna, H. Pruys, C. Regenfus, P. Riedler,
J. Rochet, A. Rotondi, G. Rouleau, G. Testera, A. Variola, T.L. Watson, and D.P. Van
der Werf. Production and detection of cold antihydrogen. Nature, 419(6906):456,
October 2002.

G. Gabrielse, N.S. Bowden, P. Oxley, A. Speck, C.H. Storry, J.N. Tan, M. Wessels,
D. Grzonka, W. Odlert, G. Schepers, T. Sefzick, J. Waltz, H. Pittner, T.W. Hansch, and
E.A. Hessels (ATRAP Collaboration). Background-Free Observation of Cold Antihy-
drogen with Field-lonization Analysis of Its States. Phys. Rev. Lett., 89(21):213401,
November 2002.

E. Fermi and E. Teller. The Charge of Negative Mesotrons in Matter. Phys. Rev.,
72(5):399, September 1947.



122 BIBLIOGRAPHY

[19] T. Yamazaki, N. Morita, R.S. Hayano, E. Widmann, and J. Eades. Antiprotonic
helium. Phys. Rept., 366(issues 4-5):183, August 2002.

[20] E. Widmann, J. Eades, T. Ishikawa, J. Sakaguchi, T. Tasaki, H. Yamaguchi, R.S.
Hayano, M. Hori, H.A. Torii, B. Juhasz, D. Horvath, and T. Yamazaki. Hyperfine
Structure of Antiprotonic Helium Revealed by a Laser-Microwave-Laser Resonance

Method. Phys. Rev. Lett., 89(24):243402, December 2002.

[21] J.S. Cohenand N.T. Padial. Initial distribution, cascade, and annihilation of pp atoms
formed in p+H and p+ H™ collisions in near vacuum. Phys. Rev. A, 41(7):3460,
April 1990.

[22] J.S. Cohen. Capture of negative muons and antiprotons by noble-gas atoms. Phys.
Rev. A, 65(5):052714, May 2002.

[23] J.S. Cohen. Molecular effects on antiproton capture by H, and the states of pp
formed. Phys. Rev. A, 56(5):3583, November 1997.

[24] K. Sakimoto. Full quantum-mechanical study of protonium formation in slow colli-

sions of antiproton with hydrogen atoms. Phys. Rev. A, 65(1):012706, January 2001.

[25] K. Sakimoto. Protonium formation in slow collisions of antiprotons with hydrogen

atoms. J. Phys. B, 34(9):1769, May 2001.

[26] G. Budker and A.N. Skrinsky. Electron cooling and new possibilities in elementary
particle physics. Sov. Phys. -Usp., 21(4):277, April 1978.

[27] M.H. Holtzscheiter and M. Charlton. Ultra-low energy antihydrogen. Rep. Prog.
Phys., 62(1):1, January 1999.

[28] G. Gabrielse, S.L. Rolston, L. Haarsma, and W. Kells. ANTIHYDROGEN PRO-
DUCTION USING TRAPPED PLASMAS. Phys. Lett. A, 129(1):38, May 1988.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 123

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

M. Charlton. Antihydrogen production in collisions of antiprotons with excited states

of positronium. Phys. Lett. A, 143(3):143, January 1990.

J. Mitroy and A.T. Stelbovisc. Formation of antihydrogen from antiproton collisions

with positronium. J. Phys. B, 27(3):79, February 1994.

A. lgarashi, N. Toshima, and T. Shirai. Hypersherical coupled-channel calculation for
antihydrogen formation in antiproton-positronium collisions. J. Phys. B, 27(15):497,

August 1993.

D.S. Hal and G. Gabrielse. Electron Cooling of Protons in a Nested Penning Trap.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 77(10):1962, September 1996.

G. Gabrielse, J. Estrada, JN. Tan, P. Yesley, N.S Bowden, P. Oxley, T. Roach, C.H.
Storry, M. Wessels, J. Tan, D. Grzonka, W. Oelert, G. Schepers, T. Sefzick, W.H.
Breunlich, M. Cargnell, H. Fuhrmann, R. King, R. Ursin, J. Zmeskal, H. Kalinoesky,
C. Wesdorp, J. Walz, K.S.E. Eikema, and T.W. Hansch. First positron cooling of
antiprotons. Phys. Lett. B, 507(1-4):1, May 2001.

R.G. Greavesand C.M. Surko. Antimatter plasmas and antihydrogen. Phys. Plasmas,
4(5):1528, May 1997.

T.M. Squires, P. Yedey, and G. Gabrielse. Stability of a Charged Particle in a Com-
bined Penning-loffe Trap. Phys. Rev. Lett., 86(23):5266, June 2001.

D.H.E. Dubin. Three designed for a magnetic trap that will ssmultaneously confine

neutral atoms and a non-neutral plasma. Phys. Plasmas, 8(10):4331, October 2001.

J. Waltz, SB. Ross, C. Zimmermann, L. Ricci, M. Prevedelli, and T.W. Hansch.
Combined Trap with the Potential for Antihydrogen Production. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
75(18):3257, October 1995.

A. Mohri and Y. Yamazaki. A possible new scheme to synthesize antihydrogen and

to prepare a polarized antihydrogen beam. EuroPhys. Lett., 63(2):207, July 2003.



124

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

M. Niering, R. Holzwarth, J. Reichert, P. Pokasov, Th. Udem, M. Wietz, T.W. Hansch,
P. Lemonde, G. Santarelli, M. Abgrall, P. Laurent, C. Salomon, and A. Clairon. Mea-
surement of the Hydrogen 1S-2S Transition Frequency by Phase Coherent Compar-
ison with a Microwave Cesium Fountain Clock. Phys. Rev. Lett., 84(24):5496, June
2000.

R.J. Hughes. Antihydrogen and fundamental symmetries. Hyperfine Interactions,

76:3, 1993.

PF. Winkler, D. Kleppner, T. Myint, and F.G. Walther. Magnetic Moment of the
Proton in Bohr Magnetrons. Phys. Rev. A, 5(1):83, January 1972.

A. Kreissl, A.D. Hancock, H. Koch, Th. Kohler, H. Poth, U. Raich, D. Rohmann,
A. Wolf, L. Tauscher, A. Nilsson, M. Suffert, M. Chardalas, S. Dedoussis, H. Danidl,
T. von Egidy, F.J. Hartmann, W. Kanert, H. Plendl, G. Schmidt, and J.J. Reidy. Re-

measurement of the magnetic moment of the antiproton. Z. Phys. C, 37:557, 1988.

E. Widmann, J. Eades, R.S. Hayano, M. Hori, D. Horvath, T. Ishikawa, B. Juhasz,
J. Sakaguchi, H.A. Torii, H. Yamaguchi, and T. Yamazaki. Hyperfine Structure Mea-
surements of Antiprotonic Helium and Antihydrogen. In S.G. Kahrhenboim, editor,
The Hydrogen Atom; Precision Physics of Simple Atomic Systems, volume 570 of

Lecture notes in Physics, page 528, Heidelberg, 2001. Springer Verlag.

G. Gabrielse, N.S. Bowden, P. Oxley, A. Speck, C.H. Storry ad J.N. Tan, M. Wessels,
D. Grzonka, W. O€elert, G. Schepers, T. Sefzick, and J. W. Waltz ATRAP Collabora-
tion. Stacking of cold antiprotons. Phys. Lett. B, 548(3-4):140, November 2002.

M. Amoretti, C. Amsler, G. Bonomi, A. Bouchta, PD. Bowe, C. Carraro, M. Charl-
ton, M.J.T Collier, M. Doser, V. Filippini, K.S. Fine, A. Fontana, M.C. Fujiwara,
R. Funakoshi, P. Genova, A. Glauser, D. Grogler, J. Hangst, R.S. Hayano, H. Higaki,
M.H. Holtzscheiter, W. Joffrain, L.V. Jergensen, V. Lagomarsino, R. Landua, C. Lenz
Cesar, D. Lindelof, E. Lodi-Rizzini, M. Macri, N. Madsen, D. Manuzio, G. Manuzio,



BIBLIOGRAPHY 125

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

M. Marchesotti, P. Montagna, H. Pruys, C. Regenfus, P. Riedler, J. Rochet, A. Ro-
tondi, G. Rouleau, G. Testera, D.P. van der Werf, A. Variola, T.L. Watson, T. Ya
mazaki, and Y. Yamazaki. The ATHENA antihydrogen apparatus. Nucl. Instrum.
Methods in Phys. Res. A, 518(3):679, February 2004.

W. Paul. Electromagnetic traps for charged and neutral particles. Rev. Mod. Phys.,
62(3):531, July 1990.

F.M. Penning. Die Glimmentladung bei niedrigem druck zwischen koaxialen Zylin-
dernin einem axialen Magnetfeld. Physica, 111(9):873, November 1936.

D.J. Wineland and W.M. Itano. High-resolution spectroscopy of stored ions. Adv. At.
Mol. Phys., 19:135, 1983.

Ronald C. Davidson. PHYSICS OF NONNEUTRAL PLASMAS. Imperial College
Press and World Scientific, London, 2001.

G. Gabrielse, L. Haarsma, and S.L. Rolston. OPEN-ENDCAP PENNING TRAPS
FOR HIGH PRECISION EXPERIMENTS. Int. J. Mass Spec. and lon Proc., 88:319,
1989.

JH. Mamberg and J.S. deGrassie. Properties of Nonneutral Plasmas. Phys. Rev.
Lett., 35(9):577, September 1975.

C.F. Driscoll and J.H. Mamberg. Length-Dependent Containment of a Pure Electron-
Plasma Column. Phys. Rev. Lett., 50(3):167, January 1983.

A. Mohri, H. Higaki, H. Tanaka, Y. Yamazawa, M. Aoyagi, T. Yuyama, and
T. Michishita. Confinement of Nonneutral Spheroidal Plasmas in Multi-Ring Elec-
trode Traps. Jpn. J. Appl. Phys., 37(1-2):664, February 1998.

M.H. Holtzscheiter, R.E. Brown, JB. Camp, S. Cornford, T. Darling, P. Dyer,
T. Goldman, S. Haibraten, K. Hosea, R.J. Hughes, N. Jarmie, R.A. Kenefick, N.S.P



126

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

King, D.C. Lizon, M.M. Nieto, M.M. Midzor, S.P. Parry, J. Rochet, R.A. Ristinen,
M.M. Schauer, J.A. Schecker, and F.C. Witteborn. Trapping of antiprotonsin alarge
Penning trap — progress towards a measurement of the gravitational acceleration of

the antiproton. Nucl. Phys. A, 558:709c, June 1993.

G. Gabrielse, X. Fel, L.A. Orozco, R.L. Tjoelker, J. Haas, H. Kalinowsky, T.A.
Trainor, and W. Kells. Thousandfold improvement in the measured antiproton mass.

Phys. Rev. Lett., 65(11):1317, September 1990.

S. Maury, P. Belochitskii, J. Bosser, J. Buttkus, C. Carti, F. Caspers, V. Chohan,
D. Cornuet, T. Eriksson, A. Findlat, M. Giovannozzi, B. Holzer, D. Mohl, R. Mac-
caferri, N. Madsen, M. Marchesotti, S. Pasinelli, F. Pedersen, L. Soby, J. Tan, and
G. Tranquille. Commissioning the First Operation of the Antiproton Decelerator
(AD). InP. Lukas and S. Webber, editors, Proceedings of the 2001 Particle Acceler-
ator Conference, page 580, Chicago, 2001. |IEEE.

A.M. Lombardi. Decelerating and Accelerating RFQs. In C.E. Eyberger, R.C. Pardo,
and M.M. White, editors, Proceedings of the XI1X International LINAC Conference,
page 377, Chicago, 1998. |IEEE.

J. Bosser, P. Bourquin, M. Brouet, B. Coutuier, G. Gelato, M. Giovannozzi, F. Grand-
claude, J.-Y. Hemery, A.M. Lombardi, U. Mikkelsen, S. Maury, D. Mohl, F. Peder-
sen, W. Pirkl, U. Raich, H.H. Umstéatter, and M. Vretenar. FEASIBILITY STUDY
OF A DECELERATING RADIO FREQUENCY QUADRUPOLE SYSTEM FOR
THE ANTIPROTON DECELERATOR AD. PS/HP Note 97-36, CERN, Geneve,
Switzerland, January 1998.

A.M. Lombardi, W. Pirkl, and Y. Bylinsky. First Operating Experience with the
CERN Decelerating RFQ for Antiprotons. In P. Lukas and S. Webber, editors, Pro-
ceedings of the 2001 Particle Accelerator Conference, page 585, Chicago, 2001.
|EEE.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 127

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

M. Hori, J. Eades, R.S. Hayano, T. Ishikawa, W. Pirkl, E. Widmann, H. Yamaguchi,
H.A. Torii, B. Juhasz, D. Horvéth, and T. Yamazaki. Direct measurement of transition
frequenciesin isolated pHe™ atoms, and new CPT violation limits on the antiproton

charge and mass. Phys. Rev. Lett., 91(12):123601, September 2003.

A.M. Lombardi. private communication.

T.J. Murphy and C.M. Surko. Positron trapping in an electrostatic well by inelastic
collisions with nitrogen molecules. Phys. Rev. A, 46(9):5696, November 1992.

G. Bollenand S. Schwarz. lon traps for radioactive beam manipulation and precision

experiments. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. B, 204:466, May 2003.

O. Kester, T. Sieber, S. Emhofer, F. Ames, K. Reisinger, P. Reiter, PG. Thirolf,
R. Lutter, D. Habs, B.H. Wolf, G. Huber, P. Schmidt, A.N. Ostrowski, R. von Hahn,
R. Repnow, J. Fitting, M. Lauer, H. Scheit, D. Schwalm, H. Podlech, A. Schempp,
U. Ratzinger, O. Forstner, F. Wenander, J. Cederkall, T. Nilsson, M. Lindroos,
H. Fynbo, S. Franchoo, U. Bergmann, M. Oinonen, J. Aystd, P. Van Den Bergh,
P. Van Duppen, M. Huyse, N. Warr, D. Weisshaar, J. Eberth, B. Jonson, G. Nyman,
M. Pantea, H. Simon, G. Shrieder, A. Richter, O. Tengblad, T. Davinson, P.J. Woods,
G. Bollen, L. Weissmann, L. Liljeby, K.G. Rensfelt, and the ISOLDE Collaboration.
Accelerated radioactive beams from REX-ISOLDE. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys.
Res. B, 204:20, May 2003.

M. Wada, Y. Ishida, T. Nakamura, Y. Yamazaki, T. Kambara, H. Ohyamaad Y. Kanali,
T.M. Kojima, Y. Nakai, N. Oshima, A. Yoshida, T. Kubo, Y. Matsuo, Y. Fukuyama,
K. Okada, T. Sonoda, S. Ohtani, K. Noda, H. Kawakami, and |I. Katayama. Slow
RI-beams from projectile fragment separators. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. B,

204:570, May 2003.



128

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

[71]

[72]

[73]

[74]

[75]

G. Gabrielse, X. Fel, L.A. Orozco, R.L Tjoelker, J. Haas, H. Kaliowsky, T.A. Trainor,
and W. Kells. Cooling and Slowing of Trapped Antiprotons below 100 meV. Phys.
Rev. Lett., 63(13):1360, September 1989.

T. Ichioka. Development of intense beam of ultracold antiprotons. PhD thesis, Uni-

versity of Tokyo, 2001.

C.A. Spindt, C.E. Holland, A. Rosengreen, and |. Brodie. Field-emitter arrays for
vacuum microelectronics. IEEE Trans. Elec. Dev., 38(10):2355, October 1991.

K. Yoshiki Franzen, N. Kuroda, H.A. Torii, M. Hori, Z. Wang, H. Higaki, S. Yoneda,
B. Juhasz, D. Horvéth, A. Mohri, K. Komaki, and Y. Yamazaki. Transport beam line
for ultraslow monoenergetic antiprotons. Rev. Sci. Instrum., 74(7):3305, July 2003.

M. Hori, K. Yamashita, R.S. Hayano, and T. Yamazaki. Analog Cherenkov detec-
tors used in laser spectroscopy experiments on antiprotonic helium. Nucl. Instrum.

Methods Phys. Res. A, 496(1):102, January 2003.

OO0 O (YONEDA Satoshi). OO0 000000000 OO0OO0DOOODOODOO
000000000000 (inJapanese). 0000 (Master's thesis), 00 0O
(University of Tokyo), 2002.

CERN Program Library Long Writeup W5013, Geneva. GEANT Ver.3.

M.D. Tinkle, R.G. Greaves, C.M. Surko, R.L. Spencer, and G.W. Mason. Low-
Order Modes as Diagnostics of Spheroidal Non-neutral Plasmas. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
72(3):352, January 1994.

C.S. Weimer, J.J. Bollinger, F.L. Moore, and D.J. Wineland. Electrostatic modes as a

diagnostic in Penning-trap experiments. Phys. Rev. A, 49(5):3842, May 1994.

A.W. Trivelpiece and RW. Gould. Space Charge Waves in Cylindrical Plasmas
Columns. J. Appl. Phys., 30(11):1784, November 1959.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 129

[76]

[77]

[78]

[79]

[80]

[81]

[82]

[83]

[84]

D.H.E. Dubin. Theory of Electrostatic Fluid Modesin aCold Spheroidal Non-Neutral
Plasma. Phys. Rev. Lett., 66(16):2076, April 1991.

H. Higaki, N. Kuroda, T. Ichioka, K. Yoshiki Franzen, Z. Wang, K. Komaki, and
Y. Yamazaki. Electron cooling of high-energy protons in amultiring trap with atank
circuit monitoring the electron-plasmaoscillations. Phys. Rev. E, 65(4):046410, April
2002.

D.H.E Dubin and J.P. Schiffer. Normal modes of cold confined one-component plas-

mas. Phys. RevE, 53(5):5249, May 1996.

F. Anderegg, N. Shiga, D.H.E. Dubin, C.F. Driscoll, and R.W. Gould. Thermally
excited Trivelpiece-Gould modes as a pure electron plasma temperature diagnostic.

Phys. Plasmas, 10(5):1556, May 2003.

B.R. Beck, J. Fgjans, and JH. Mamberg. Temperature and anisotropic-temperature
relaxation measurements in cold, pure-electron plasmas. Phys. Plasmas, 3(4):1250,

April 1996.

S. Ichimaru and M.N. Rosenbluth. Relaxation Processes in Plasmas with Magnetic

Field. Temperature Relaxations. Phys. Fluids, 13(11):2778, November 1970.

T.M. O'Neil and PG. Hjorth. Collision dynamics of a strongly magnetized pure
electron plasma. Phys. Fluids, 38(11):3241, November 1985.

D.V. Sivukhin. COULOMB COLLISIONSIN A FULLY IONIZED PLASMA. In
Acad. M.A. Leontovich, editor, Review of Plasma Physics, volume 4, New York,

1966. Consultants Bureau.

T.M. O’ Neil. Centrifugal separation of a multispecies pureion plasma. Phys. Fluids,
24(8):1447, August 1981.



130

BIBLIOGRAPHY

[85]

[86]

[87]

[88]

[89]

[90]

[91]

[92]

[93]

Y. Kiwamoto, A. Mohri, and M. Fujiwara. Equilibrium Density Distribution of a
Two-Species Plasma with a Single Sign of Charge. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 73(1):102,
January 2004.

D.J. Larson, J.C. Bergquist, J.J. Bollinger, W.M. Itano, and D. Wineland. Sympathetic
cooling of trapped ions: A laser cooled two-species nonneutral plasma. Phys. Rev.

Lett., 57(1):70, July 1986.

H. Imgo, L. Hayasaka, R. Ohmukai, U. Tanaka, M. Watanabe, and S. Urabe. Spa-
tial separation of ion clouds between sympathetically laser-cooled Cd™-ion isotopes.
Phys. Rev. A, 55(2):1276, February 1997.

F. Anderegg, E.M. Hollmann, and C.F. Driscoll. Rotating Field Confinement of Pure
Electron Plasma Using Trivelpiece-Gould Modes. Phys. Rev. Lett., 81(22):4875,
November 1998.

E.M. Hollmann, F. Anderegg, and C.F. Driscoll. Confinement and manipulation of
non-neutral plasmas using rotating wall electric fields. Phys. Plasmas, 7(7):2776,
July 2000.

R.G. Greaves and C.M. Surko. Inward Transport and Compression of a Positron

Plasma by a Rotating Electric Field. Phys. Rev. Lett., 85(9):1883, August 2000.

L.S. Brown and G. Gabrielse. Geonium theory: Physics of asingle electron or ionin

a Penning trap. Rev. Mod. Phy., 58(1):233, January 1986.

H. Higaki, N. Kuroda, K. Yoshiki Franzen, Z. Wang, M. Hori, A. Mohri, K. Komaki,
and Y. Yamazaki. Radial compression of protons and H?{ ions in the multiring trap:

for the production of ultralow energy antiproton beams. submitted to Phys. Rev. E.

00 OO (KURODA Neofumi). 000 D0O0DO0ODODOOODOODOOO (in
Japanese). 0 0 0 0O (Master'sthesis), 0 0 0O O (University of Tokyo), 2001.



BIBLIOGRAPHY 131

[94]

[95]

[96]

[97]

[98]

[99]

G. Bollen, S. Becker, H.-J. Kluge, M. Konig, R.B. Moore, T. Otto, H. Rainmbault-
Hartmann, G. Savard, L. Schweikhard, and the ISOLDE Collaboration H. Stolzen-
berg. ISOLTRAP: a tandem Penning trap system for accurate on-line mass deter-
mination of short-lived isotopes. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. A, 368(3):675,
January 1996.

Y. Yamazaki. Production of ultraslow antiprotons, its application to atomic collisions
and atomic spectroscopy — ASACUSA project. Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. B,
154:174, June 1999.

Z. Wang. private communication.

M.G. Holliday, J.T. Muckerman, and L. Friedman. Isotopic Stdies of the Proton-
Hydrogen Molecule Reaction. J. Chem. Phys., 54(3):1058, February 1971.

R.C. Davidson and N.A. Krall. Vlasov Equilibria and Stability of an Electron Gas.
Phys. Fluids, 13(6):1543, June 1970.

R.C. Davidson and N.A. Krall. Vlasov Description of an Electron Gasin aMagnetic
Field. Phys. Rev. Lett., 22(16):833, April 1969.






Acknowledgements

OO00000DO00D0O0OD0OO0OCERNODOO ASACusADDOboOoooouoooo
gobooobobooobooobbooboooooboooboboooboobbooboonboo
gbobobobobobgobobobobooboboboooooooooooooon
gboboobooobbooobooobobooobooobbooboobooboboobooboon
gobooobooboobooobbooboooooboboobbuoobobbboooboobo
gbobodbooooboobooobooboooboobbooboabn

goooooboboooobooboooboboooboooboboooobobon
gbobodgboobboobooobboobuoobboobuooboobbooboobo
goboooobooooboooboooboboobobooboooboooboobon
gbooboboboob

O00O0COCOOCERNO0O0O0O0O0O0OOO0OOODUODOODOOOOOOUObObOOOOOOoo

O0000ooooooo0ooooooboo0oOoOoon KenYoshiki FranzenO OO 0O
gobooobobooobooobboobooooboobbooboobboooooooon
gobobobobobobobobobobobobobobob

CERNOOOOOO0O0DOO0O0DOOOO0OOO0DOoOoooOooobooobooOoooDooOoooon
gbobooooobobobooooboboboboooboboboboobooboboon
000000000000 000000000000000ODOO00O00Ogan track detector
gobooboobboooboobobooboobboobooboobobooboobo
oooooboooooooboOoobooobDobDOoOobDCERNODOOOoOono UjvériBaIéZS
0 0 Juhész Bertdlan 0 O BarnaDanied D00 0D00O0O0O0O0O0O0O0OO0OOOODOOODODDOO
O0O0JhnEades0 0000 OHorvathDezso OO0 00000000 OOOASACUSAD OO
goboobooobboobooobooboooboobboobooboobbooboobon
OO0O0O0ORFQDOODODODODODODODO CERNDODO PSdivisonOOOOOO Werner Pirkl OO
gboboobooobbooboooboooobooboobbooo

CERNOOOO0OO0OUOgooooooobooooooobbooboboodoooooooon
ooboboboboH O0ob00obobobobobobobOobobDobDoboooooon
goboobboobooobobbooooboobbooboooboobbooboobo
goboogobobooobboobbuoobbuoobboooobboobboobboon
goboooboobbooboooboobboobboobooobooobooobon
gbobodgboobboobooobboobuooboboobuooboobbooboobo
oOooOoOMCPPSDOOOOOOOOOOOODOODOODOOODOOOOODOOOD
gobobobobobobobobobooboboobobobooboboobbbooboboooo
oog

gboboooooobogoooobgobooobobobboobooboooboboobono
goboooboooboooobooooon

ggbobobooobbooobbooobbbooobboooobboooobboon
gbobobobobobobobb




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Times-Roman
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /KOR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe7f6e521b5efa76840020005000440046002065876863ff0c5c065305542b66f49ad8768456fe50cf52068fa87387ff0c4ee575284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d6253537030028be5002000500044004600206587686353ef4ee54f7f752800200020004100630072006f00620061007400204e0e002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020548c66f49ad87248672c62535f0030028fd94e9b8bbe7f6e89816c425d4c51655b574f533002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d5b9a5efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef65305542b8f039ad876845f7150cf89e367905ea6ff0c9069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d521753703002005000440046002065874ef653ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000520065006100640065007200200035002e0030002053ca66f465b07248672c4f86958b555f300290194e9b8a2d5b9a89816c425d4c51655b57578b3002>
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f006200610074002000520065006100640065007200200034002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


