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A novel antiproton radial diagnostic based on octupole induced ballistic loss
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W e report results from a noveldiagnostic that probes the outer radial pro le of trapped antipro—
ton clouds. The diagnostic allow s us to determ ine the pro le by m onitoring the tin e-history of
antiproton losses that occur as an octupole eld in the antiproton con nem ent region is ncreased.
W e show severalexam ples of how this diagnostic helps us to understand the radialdynam ics of an—
tiprotons in nom al and nested Penning-M aln berg traps. Better understanding of these dynam ics
m ay ald current attem pts to trap antihydrogen atom s.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cold antihhydrogen atom s (H) were rst produced
by the ATHENA collaboration E|], and, shortly there-
after, by ATRAP @] at the CERN Antiproton D ecel-
erator (D) [3] 10 2002. They were produced by m ix—
ng positrons (¢" ) and antiprotons (P) hedd in Penning—
M aln berg traps. Such traps use a solenodal axialm ag-
netic eld B, to provide radial con nem ent, and elec—
trostatic wells to provide axial con nem ent. Penning—
M alm berg traps con ne only charged particles and, con—
sequently, do not con ne neutralH atom s.

T he current generation of experin ents Q,E] ain s to
trap H atom sas this is Ikely necessary for precision CP T
and gravity tests. NeutralH atom s have a snall per-
m anent m agnetic m om ent, and can be trapped in the
magnetic m inimum of a socalled M Ininum -B trap @].
The m agnetic m lnimum can be created by two axially
separated m irror coils which create an axialm ininum ,
and a multipole eld, such as an octupole ﬂ,@], which
creates the radialm inimum . In all current schem es, the
M Inimum B and PenningM aln berg traps m ust be co-
located because thep’s, " ’s,and Hsmustallbe trapped
in the sam e spatial region. Thus, in cylindrical coordi-
nates (r; ;z),the netmagnetic ed willbe

3h i

B =B,2+B, fcos(d ) “sh(d Y+By (x; ;z)
(1)

when using an octupole. HereR,, isthe trap wallradius,
B, isthe octupole eld atthewall,and By (r;z) is the

eld of the m irror coils. The m irror coils were not en—
ergized for the data taken for this paper; henceforth we
willset By = 0.

M Inimum B traps are shallow (of order 0.7K /T per
Bohr magneton), and experin entalists have not yet
leamed to synthesize H with su ciently low energy to
be trapped. O ne obstacle to progress has been the lack
ofdetailed inform ation about thep cloud ]dim ensions.
U ntilrecently, only tw o technigues thatm easure thep ra-
dialpro le have been reported in detail. The rst, based
on p annihilation on the background gas E‘], yields a
crude [ 4mm (1 )] threedim ensional im age of the p
cloud. To observe a su cient num ber of annihilations,
the background gas pressure m ust be m uch higher than
isnom ally used when synthesizing antthydrogen atom s.
This may in uence the p cloud dim ensions. The sec—
ond interpolates the density pro le from two destructive
m easurem ents E ]: the totalp num ber, and the num ber
that are ocated w ithin a xed radius set by an aperture.
T he reconstruction m akes assum ptions about the appli-
cability of the global them al equilbbrium state of these
plaamn as E,@J, and about the P tem perature. W e note
that with our diagnostics (reported here and In E}) we
have seen m any long-lived radialpro les that are not In
global therm al equilibrium .

Recently we described a diagnostic that gives high
quality inform ation about the radial pro le. The diag—
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FIG.1: (Colr online) Schem atic diagram of the ALPHA apparatus. Particles are con ned axially in an electrostatic well
form ed by biasing cryogenically-cooled, cylindrical electrodes centered on the trap axis. The axialm agnetic eld, graphed
below the schem atic, con nes the particles radially. The p’s were caught w ith the inner solenoid on,in a eld of 3T ,as shown
by the blue dashed curve. The Inner solenoid was ram ped o before transfer of the p’s to them ixing region. T he experin ents

describbed here were done in the 1T

eld shown by the red solid curve. The M CP /Phosphor screen used to take in ages E]

of the Inner regions of the e plasm as and P clouds is located to the right of the parts of the apparatus shown here, in a eld

0f0.024T.

nostic isbased on a M C P -phosphor screen system [9]. (A

sim ilar system has also been reported by the ASACU SA

collaboration 1.) Unfortunately, apertures lin it the
size of the p cloud that we can m easure w ith ourM CP—
phosphor system ; typically we cannotm easure the pro le
beyond radiiof1:5{3:0mm ,depending on the localm ag-
netic eld in which the P’s are trapped. Som e P clouds
are com pletely In aged by this system , but others are far
larger, and can extend all the way out to the wallsof our
trap at radius R, = 223mm . Here, using the ALPHA

collaboration trap Q], we describbe a new diagnostic that
probes the outer radialpro lebased on m easurem ents of
ballistic @J losses Induced by an octupole m agnet. A £
ter a brief description of how we load particles into the
trap, we describe the diagnostic. Then we discuss tests
used to valdate its perform ance, and close w ith several
exam ples illustrating its use.

II. TRAP LOADING CYCLE

W e load our trap by accepting a pulse ofp’s from the
AD .TheP’senter the apparatus from the left (seeFig [),
and are slowed in a degrading foil. They re ect from a
repelling potentialat the far end of the \catching" region
of the trap, and are then captured into an electrostatic
well by quickly erecting an electrostatic barrier, at the
near end of the trap, before they can escape back to the

degrading foil. The pP’s are cooled by collisions w ith a
pre-existing electron (e ) plasm a E}. M ultiple P pulses
can be caught and cooled, each adding about 40,000 p’s
to the trap. Typically we use four such \stacks" in the
data presented here. The e plasn a is then epcted by
fast m anjpulations of the electrostatic well that leave the
m assive p’s behind. A fter cooling and e efction, the
P’s are transferred, via m anipulations of the electrostatic
well potentials, to the \m ixing" region of the trap. The
octupolem agnet @]we use to determm ine the P radialpro—

le is centered over this region. Positrons, when needed,
are transferred from our Positron A ccum ulator ,]
and recaptured in the region indicated in Fig [dl. They are
then transferred to the m xing region via m anipulations
of the electrostatic well potentials.

III. DIAGNOSTIC DESCRIPTION

To understand how the radial diagnostic works, it is
helpfiil to visualize the el lines from the solenoid and
octupole coils. The eld lines origihating from a cir-
cular locus of points In the plane transverse to 2 form
four- uted cylindrical surfaces; the utesateach end are
rotated by 45 with respect to each other. An exam -
ple of the resulting surfaces is shown in Fig.[d. Fig.[d
show s an in age of one quadrant of the eld lines, gener-
ated by passing e ’s through the octupole and onto our



FIG .2: (Color online) M agnetic eld from the octupole and
solenoid coils. T he vectors on the left represent the directions
of the axially-invariant eld from these coils. The surface is
created by follow ng the eld lines from a radially centered
circular locus; the lines shown within the surface are eld
lines.

M CP /Phosphor screen E}.

Antiprotons con ned by the electrostatic well w ithin
the octupole bounce back and forth while follow ing the
m agnetic eld lines @}. Antiprotons that are on eld
lines that extend to the physical trap wall before reach—
ing one of the electrostatic walls w ill follow them there
and annihilate. For a given end-to-end bounce length
L, eld lines lying outside of a critical radius r. at the
trap center w ill hit the wall, while those lying inside the
critical radius w ill not. T he nom alized critical radiis is

,]:

Tc 1
w 1+ 3555

T his relation is depicted in Fig.[4. T he longer the trap,
and the stronger the octupole eld, the sn aller the crit-
ical radius. T he nom alized critical radius is never very
an all because the octupole eld,which scales as r3=RV3V ,
is very weak near the trap axis relative to its strength at
the wall. This is advantageous for con nem ent ﬂ ],asa
large cloud survives and the inner core of the p cloud is
not strongly perturbed by the m ultipole eld. However,

Octupole Off Octupole On

FIG . 3: (Color online) Field lines in aged by passing a cir-
cular e plasm a through the octupole with the octupole o
and on. A pertures @] form the Im age boundaries and lim it
us to view Ing only one quadrant of the octupole el map.
T he distortion evident in the right-hand in age corresponds
to one of the utes at the end of the m agnetic surface shown
in Fig.[Q2.
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FIG .4: (Colbronlne) The nom alized criticalradius [Eq. (2)]
as a function of the octupole strength B, and orbit length L.
T he altemate axes shown at the top isolate the dependence
on each param eter while holding the other xed at a typical
value.

as we show below , it lim its the observable m inmum P
radius to about 7mm fora 135mm long well. Ifwe had
used a quadrupole Instead of an octupole, we could have
m easured radial distrdbutions to m uch sn aller radii; for
instance, to 0.24mm for equivalent param eters. Such a
an all critical radius would be very usefiill as a diagnostic,
but could m ake it di cult to synthesize H.

T he ballistic loss of particles on trap walls in the pres-
ence of a multipole eld was rst identi ed with elec-
trons in a quadrupole m agnet @ ]. T his process is easier
to study w ith p’s than w ith e ’'s, however, because indi-
vidualp anniilations can be detected and localized on
the trap wallw ith a position sensitive detector. T he de—
tector ] com prises three layers of silicon cylindrically
arrayed around the trap axis just outside of the octupole
m agnet (see Fig.[). It is not yet fully deployed, but,
using a partial system consisting of 10% of the full sys-
tem , we observe (Fig.[d) that p’s hit the wallat the ends
of the electrostatic well. W e expect to observe this type
of loss pattem as it is at the ends of the trap that the
accessible eld lines extend furthest outward; we note,
how ever, that annihilations tend to occur at the ends of
the electrostatic well even In the absence of an octupole

ed [111.

For the experim ents reported in Fig.[d{13, annihila-
tions w ere detected by scintillators coupled to A valanche
Photo D iodes (APD s). A s w ith the silicon detector, the
scintillators are cylindrically arrayed around the trap axis
Just outside of the octupole m agnet. Annihilations are
denti ed by the ring ofm ore than one scintillator in a



300"‘‘I‘"‘I""I""I""I""

250
200
150

Counts

100 -
50 -

PR T N T T T N T T e == ST S Y N TN N W I S N 1

0 L de bl
-1560 -100 -50 0 50 100 150

z (mm)

FIG.5: (Colr online) A xial positions where the p’s hit the
trap wall under the in uence of the octupole. T he horizontal
bar indicates the the axial extent and position of the electro—
staticwellcon ning thep’s. T he loss is greatest near the ends
of the con ning electrostatic well. The positions are deter—
m ined by a position-sensitive particle detector w hich m onitors
thep annihilation products; the verticallinesatz = 115mm
indicate the axial extent and position of the detector.

150 ns coincidence w indow , and we detect annihilations

w ith greater than 50% e ciency. The detector back-

ground noise is of order a few events per second. T in ing

m odules correlate annihilationsw ith experin entalopera-—

tions and conditions such as the strength of the octupole
ed.

To m easure the size of a P cloud, we rst transfer it
into an electrostatic well in the octupole eld region;the
octupole eld istumed o during the transfer. W e then
m easure the p kinetic energy by m onitoring the rate at
which the P’s escape as we slow Iy lower one endwall of
the electrostatic well [24]. Typically we nd that the en—
ergy is between 1 and 15€V ; the energy depends on the
details of the transfer process and the electrostatic well
potentials. This m easurem ent is destructive, but since
the energy is largely set by the electrostatics, not by the
P radial pro l, it is su clent to m easure this energy
once for a series of pro le m easurem ents. From this en—
ergy, we determ ine the bounce length L of the p’s In the
electrostatic well. T he uncertainty (and spread) of the p
energy sets the uncertainty in the orbit lengths quoted
in the gure captions. Finally, for each p cloud thatwe
want to analyze, we slow Iy ram p up the octupole eld
B, whil m onitoring the losses. From the tin e history
of the losses, we can invert Eq. (J) to reconstruct the
radialdistribution ofp’s:

N (%)
n(r.By (O] = —: (3
2 rC[BW (t)]ﬁd—tw t

HereB, (t) istheoctupole ed attinet,r.B, (t)]isthe
instantaneous critical radius, and dr.=dB,, is evaluated
at the instantaneous ed B, . The raw data from our

detector isbinned in intervalsoftine tog= 1lms;were—
bin the data into intervals ranging between t= 0:333s

(45 s and shorter octupole ram p tin es) and 1.332s (180 s
ram p tin es) to decrease the scatter. N (t) is the num ber
of counts in the bin centered around t. Them apping de—

ned by Egs. () and (3) is nonlinear; points are closer
together in r at sm all radii than at large. To further
reduce the scatter at anallr we rebin n(r) so that the
spacing betw een successive points in r is never less than
0.075mm .

IV.. VALIDATION TESTS

Typical data are displayed in Fig.[d, which shows
the radial pro le of two otherw ise dentically prepared
P clouds stored in wells of di erent length. Changing
the well length should not change the radial pro e of
dentically prepared P clouds, and as expected, the m ea—
sured pro les are alm ost dentical over their comm on
range. However, as predicted by Eq. (Q), changing the
well length does change the m InIn um radiis observable
w ith the diagnostic from about 7.0mm for the 135mm
well, to 9.6mm for the 65mm well

F igure[7 com pares the radialpro les of dentically pre-
pared P cluds hedd n a atbottomed well, and In a
nested well sin ilar to those used to synthesjzeﬁ [1]. The
well length inferred from the m easured P energies was
130mm for the nested well, which is slightly shorter than
the 135mm length inferred forthe atwell. C hanging the
well shape should not change the radial pro le because
the azim uthally-sym m etric electrostaticwell eldsdo not
induce radial transport. A s expected, the m easured pro—

les are nearly dentical. T hus, the diagnostic is indeed
independent of the well shape so long as the proper well
length is em ployed in the analysis.

A s the octupole ram ps, outward di usion [16,125] In—
creases for those p’s that are still w ithin the critical ra—
dius; if this di usion were too fast, the pro leswould be
suspect. W e have established that the di usion is not
fast on the tim e scale of the octupole ram p by com par-
ing (Fig.[8) the radial pro les of dentically prepared P
clouds taken w ith ram ps of 45 (our standard ram p), 90,
and 180s. The di erences between the curves are not
large.

T he diagnostic described here would have little utility
ifall reconstructed radialpro leswere dentical; F igure[d
show s that radialpro les ofp clouds that are di erently
prepared can be dissin ilar. F igure[d also show s that the
Joad-to-load reproducibility ofthe P pro lesisquite good.

M easurem ents taken w ith our M C P /phosphor screen
diagnostic con m that the central density is not sig—
ni cantly perturbed by cycling the octupole ed. For
instance, for param eters ddentical to the nested well pro—

le shown in Fig.[d, the total num ber of p’s w ithin the
M CP /phosphor apertures varied by less than 4% on two
successive shots, one w ith the octupole o and one w ith
it ram ped up and then back down. This discrepancy is
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FIG . 6: (Colr online) Com parison of the radial pro les of
otherw ise dentical P clouds held in wells of di erent length.
Panel a) show s the electrostatic well potentials (z) for the
tw o cases; the horizontal bars indicate the axial extent and
position of the p orbits before the application of the octupole
eld. Panelb) show s the tin e history of the p annihilations as
the octupole eld is ram ped up. Panelc) show s the resulting
radialpro les. In allgraphs, the green solid curve corresponds
to the Ionger well (135 5mm ) and the red dash curve cor-
responds to the shorterwell (65 5mm ). Themaximum B,
at the end of the 45s ramp was 1.54T,and B, = 103 T.
At the inner radii, Eq. {J) predicts that the 5mm length
uncertainty/spread engenders a radial uncertainty of about
0d2mm at 135mm , and 030mm at 65mm . Near the
wall, the uncertainty predicted by Eq. (2) din inishes, but the
tin e binning engenders an uncertainty of about 025mm .
T he error bars indicate the size of the typical calculated sta—
tistical error. Both P clouds were collected w ith four stacks.

wellw ithin the shot-to-shot variation of our loads. This
result, taken together w ith the results shown in Figs.[8{
18], establish that ram ping the octupole eld is a robust
m ethod ofobtaining the radialpro l that is largely inde-
pendent of the details of the ram p speed and well shape.

V. OBSERVATIONS

W e have used our new diagnostic to characterize ourp
m anipulation sequences, and to study interesting physics
issues. In this section, we outline four of these m easure—
m ents; allneed further study.

A s described earlier, we can stack multiple P pulses
from the AD. Fiure [I0 shows the P pro ke for two,
three, and four stacks. The stacks add to each other
w ithout signi cantly changing the radialpro le. The re-
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FIG.7: (Color online) Com parison of the radial pro les ob-
tained with at (green solid) and nested well potentials (red
dash). Thewell lengthswere 135 5and 130 5mm respec—
tively. The graph descriptions and all other param eters are
the sam e as in Fig.[d.
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FIG .8: (Color online) Com parison of the radial pro lesw ith
octupole ram ps of 45 (green solid), 90 (red short-dash), and
180 s (blue Iongdash). Thewell length in each casewas 130
S5mm . The graph descriptions and all other param eters are
the sam e as in Fig.[d.
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FIG.9: (Colronline) Radialpro les for two sets of p clouds
thatwere prepared di erently;thee cooling plasn asused for
the two sets cam e from di erent e sources. The gure also
show s that the load-to-Jdoad reproducibility of the p clouds
is high; the set labeled I com pares two loads, while the set
labeled IT com pares three. The AD and our apparatus can be
quite reproducible; the two pro les in set Iwerem easured 23
hoursaparton di erent AD shifts. (Note that the cloudswere
analyzed in di erent shapewells, one (I) of length 135 5mm
in a atwell, and the other (II) of length 130 5mm in a
nested well. The ram p tin e for set ITw as slightly shorter than
for set I: 36 s instead of 45s. However, as veri ed in Figs.[]
and [8, these di erence should not a ect the radial analysis.
Finally,only two stackswere used in set IT; the pro les for this
set were nom alized to four stacks.) The graph descriptions
and all other param eters are the sam e as in Fig.[d.

sults obtained when only one stack is accum ulated are
quite di erent, however. The pro l is com pletely con-
tained within a radius of 7mm and is not visble with
this diagnostic. W e suspect that the di erence is due to
straggler e 's from the degrader accidentally captured
during the rst (and subsequent) P Infctions. These
e 'sare captured by the sam e electrostatic wellm anipu—
lations used to capture the p’s. A fter capture, they cool
and themm alize via cyclotron radiation and collisions, and
Pin the delberately captured cooling e plasn a;we ob-
serve that the number of e ’s in this plasm a increases
w ith the num ber of stacks. T he straggler e ’s are lkely
am itted from the degrader over the entire area hit by the
P’s, and, if the radius of this area is greater than the ra-
dius of the delberately Infcted e plasna, the plaan a
radius will ncrease. This will increase the size of the
captured P cloud 2]. It will also Increase the fraction of
the degraded p’s captured [9]; we observe this fraction
increasing from about 45% on the rststack to over 90%
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FIG .10: (Color online) C om parison of the radial pro les for
two (blue long-dash), three (red short-dash), and four (green
solid) stacks. The well length was 130 5mm . The graph
descriptions and allother param eters are the sam eas in F ig [d.

on later stacks.

T he transfer process from the catching region of our
trap to the m ixing region leaves the P’s situated in a
short well on one side of the nal trapping well. From
this short well, the p’s are Infcted into the nalwell
N om ally,wedo thisgradually, by sn oothly changing the
potentialsovera 1m s tin e period. W hen we change the
potentialsabruptly,on a tin e scale ofapproxin ately 3 s,
P’sare oston infction, and thep cloud’s radius increases
signi cantly, as shown in Fig.[Id. There is no obvious
m echanism for the inm ediate loss and cloud expansion.

Fiure [I7 show s the very di erent radial pro le ob-
tained when we do not efct the e ’s before transfer and
analysis. The antiprotons form a hollow ring around
the trap center. This type of distribution is com pati-
ble with the globalthem alequilbbriim ofam ixed e
plasm a, which places the p’s in a halo surrounding the
e plasma 26] when the particles are su ciently cod.
H ow ever, we observed losses during the transfer process
that could have preferentially hollowed the distrdbution
and produced the observed pro le.

N ote that the p’s likely coolvia collisionsw ith thee ’s
during the octupole ram p. This would shorten the axial
extent of the p orbits, and thus Introduce som e uncer—
tainty into the reconstruction of the radial pro les via
Eq. (@) as it introduces vardation in L. This is particu-
larly true if the P’s cool into the side wells, where their
orbit length would decrease abruptly by m ore than a fac-
tor of two. This e ect would cause us to erroneously
reconstruct, via Eq. (3), som e charge to be at falsely low
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FIG .11: (Color online) C om parison of the radial pro les ob-
tained w ith a gentle (green, solid) and abrupt (red short-dash)
Injfction into a long well. The blue dash curve iIn Panel a)
show s the pre-infction well structure (the p’s start in the
leftm ost well) and the green solid curve show s the nalwell,
which hasa length 135 5mm . The graph descriptions and
all other param eters are the sam e as in Fig.[d.

radii, probably below the 7mm radius visble to us w ith
this diagnostic. T hus, cooling does not explain the halo
visible in Fig.[I2. T his very interesting result needs fur-
ther study.

Finally, in Fig.[I3, we show radialpro les for a m ixed
e" P plhsna. As the density of the ¢ plasma is n—
creased, P’s appear to be transported outward. Here, as
described iIn the previous paragraph, the interpretation
of the results is com plicated by cooling of the P’s (on the
e" in thiscase.) Cooling w ill again cause som e charge to
appear at falsely low radii, and this very likely causes us
to underestim ate the outw ard m ovem ent of the p’s.

A possible explnation of the outward m ovem ent
shown in Fig.[13 is that it is the result of the form a-
tion of highly excited H that is either 1) ionized at the
radialedge of the € plasm a by its self consistent electric

eld, which is strongest at the edge, or 2) ionized by the
vacuum electrostaticwell elds. Note that the p’s from H
that was lonized w ithin the " plasm a radius would have
the opportunity to recom bine into 0 again, while those
at larger radii would orbit unperturbed. W ith tim e, the
P’s rem aining In the " plasma would be swept out to

larger radii. Unpublished sin ulations of realistic antihy—
drogen form ation/ eld ionization cycles, using the code
described in ], found sim ilar transport. W e do not yet
have any other direct experin entalevidence that this cy-
cling is occurring.
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FIG .12: (Color online) Com parison of the radialpro lesw ith
and w ithout electrons (dashed red and solid green lines, re-
spectively. The well length was 130 5mm , and the ram p
tinewas 180 5s. T he graph descriptions and all other pa—
ram eters are the sam e as in F ig.[d.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

W e have shown that we can determ Ine the outer ra-
dialpro ke ofp’s stored In a Penning-M alm berg trap by
m onitoring the losses induced by ram ping an octupole
m agnet. This technique com plem ents direct Im aging of
the Inner radialpro le @ ], and providesm ore precise and
reliable inform ation than earlier techniques ,]. We
have tested the diagnostic by varying the electrostatic
well length and shape, and by varying the ramp tine,
and we have used the diagnostic to study several pro-
cedures and m anipulations pertinent to the synthesis of
antihydrogen atom s.
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