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We present an algorithm for calculating the impedance of infinitely long beam pipes with arbitrary
cross section. The method is not restricted to ultrarelativistic beams or perturbative approximations
with respect to the wall surface impedance or skin penetration depth. We exemplify our algorithm
with a calculation of the impedance for rectangular metallic beam pipes. Unlike the situation in the
perturbative regime, where the beam pipe geometry modifies the metallic resistive-wall impedances
by only a multiplicative factor, the beam pipe geometry has a more complex influence on the
impedance when nonultrarelativistic effects are significant and in the ultrarelativistic regime at both
small and large frequencies. Since our algorithm requires the boundary conditions at the beam pipe
wall to be provided as linear relations between the transverse components of the electromagnetic
field, we discuss a general algorithm to calculate these boundary conditions for multilayer beam
pipes with arbitrary cross section.

I. INTRODUCTION

Impedance plays an important role in the beam dynamics of high intensity accelerators, being a leading cause for
losses and instabilities. There is a vast literature addressing impedance calculations in accelerators. See, for example,
[1-3] and the references therein. With a few exceptions, the vast majority of impedance studies address cylindrical [3—
12] and parallel-plane [13-16] beam pipes. Since these systems are highly symmetric, characteristic modes can be
decoupled and analytical expressions for the impedance can be derived. Of particular interest is the calculation of
impedance in multilayer beam pipes; the problem has been addressed in the literature for both cylindrical [8-12] and
parallel-plane [14, 15] geometries. Beam pipes of general cross section have also been addressed in the literature [17-
19], but only in the ultrarelativistic approximation and for single-layered metallic pipes in the frequency region where
perturbation theory with respect to the penetration skin depth is valid.

In this paper, we present a method for calculating the resistive wall impedance for infinitely long beam pipes with
general cross section. Unlike previous investigations, our method works for systems with large wall surface impedances
and in the nonperturbative regime for metallic pipes at both small and large frequencies. Another important difference
from the existing literature is that our method does not impose an ultrarelativistic approximation. The ability to
calculate the impedance for nonultrarelativistic beams and for systems with large wall surface impedance is extremely
important for machines like the Fermilab Booster synchrotron, which has laminated magnets characterized by very
large surface impedance [13, 16] and an injection energy of 400MeV (v = 1.42).

To illustrate our algorithm, we calculate the impedance of a rectangular metallic beam pipe, for both ultrarelativistic
and finite-y cases. The ultrarelativistic perturbative regime is in perfect agreement with the work of Yokoya [18], which
showed that the rectangular beam pipe impedance has a behavior similar to that of the circular and the parallel-plane
geometries, the difference being only a renormalizing factor. However, we find that this simple renormalization is not
valid at small and large frequencies, nor is it valid in the frequency regions where the nonultrarelativistic effects are
noticeable.

The algorithm assumes that the electromagnetic field boundary conditions at the pipe walls are known and are
provided as linear relations between the field transverse components. An example is the boundary conditions provided
via the wall surface impedances. We discuss how the boundary conditions can be calculated for multilayer beam pipes
of arbitrary cross section, using a similar numerical method to that used for calculating the impedance.

In order to check the correctness of our code, we compare the simulations with the analytical results for the parallel-
plane pipe impedance. Since, to our knowledge, the expressions for the non-ultrarelativistic parallel-plane impedance
as function of wall surface impedances were never published, we present briefly their calculation in here.

The paper is organized as follows. The impedance algorithm is derived in Section II. In Section III the impedance
of the rectangular beam pipe is calculated. Conclusions are presented in Section IV. In Appendix A an algorithm
designed to calculate the electromagnetic field boundary conditions in multilayer beam pipes of arbitrary cross section
is discussed. In Appendix B we present a derivation of the nonultrarelativistic impedance for the parallel-plane beam
pipe. Appendix C presents a modified version of the impedance calculation algorithm which might be useful for
numerical optimization.
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II. FORMALISM
Inside the vacuum beam pipe, the electric and magnetic fields are given by
E=-Vd— — (1)
and
ZoH = ¢V x A, (2)

where ® and A are the electric and magnetic vector potentials, respectively. The equations for the potentials in the
vacuum beam pipe are
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Eq. 5 is the Lorentz gauge condition. Within the Lorentz gauge constraint, the potentials can undergo a gauge
transformation

AT = A —Vy (6)
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with the gauge field satisfying
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The impedance describes the response of a witness particle to the electromagnetic field created in the accelerator
walls by a source particle. We assume a source particle with a transverse offset (zg, yo) moving in the z (longitudinal)
direction with velocity Bec. The charge density and electric current are given by

p(z,y,2,t) = plz,y, 2 — Bet) = pd(x — 20)3(y — yo)e @1k ©
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We are looking for synchronous solutions
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The impeﬁdance terms are defined as derivative of a given order of the electromagnetic force acting on the witness
particle with respect to the source or/and witness particle displacement. Here we consider only the zero- and
first-order terms.

We assume the following definitions: The zero'”-order longitudinal impedance is

where k =

The first-order horizontal transverse impedances are
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where Z¥ (Z2) describes the effect proportional to the displacement of the witness (source) particle. It is customary
to define the transverse impedance with a factor of 4 [4].

For beam pipes with low symmetry it is possible that a vertically displaced source particle kicks the witness particle
in the horizontal plane or that a vertical displaced witness particle is kicked horizontally by a term proportional to
its vertical displacement [20]. Correspondingly, the following transverse impedances can be defined
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Similar equations can be written for the vertical impedances.

A. Potential field equations

In Fourier space (z,y, k,w), for the charge and the current given by Egs. 9 and 10, the potential equations, Egs. 3
and 4, read
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It is convenient to eliminate the calculation of the z-component of the vector potential by fixing the gauge such
that
A, = ﬁ(I). (21)
c

This, together with the Lorentz gauge constraint, Eq. 5, yields the following equation for the remaining components
of the vector potential

0z Ay +0yAy =0 (22)
By employing Green’s Theorem [21], the solution for Eqgs. 18 and 19 can be written formally as
Br.y) = Do)+ f DBl - § oy, 2 (23)
Az y(z,y) = j{D(x,y;m)AI,y(rl)dl — %G(m,y;rl)anALy(rl)dl (24)
where the one-dimensional integrals are taken along the beam pipe contour in the transverse plane and
1
G(xay;xlayl) = _2_K0(kTR) (25)
T
R = (e—2)+(y—y)> (26)
is the Green function satisfying
0’G  0°G 9 , ,
W—l—a—yQ—krG:é(x—x)é(y—y). (27)
K is the modified Bessel function of the second kind, ®q is the free space (i.e. no beam pipe) solution
:L,/7 /
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and
D(z,y;m) = 0,G(z,y;11) (29)

where the normal derivative 9,, is taken in 7;, i.e. on the wall contour, and outward.



1. Discretized equations

Egs. 23 and 24 show that the solution is determined once the potentials and their normal components on the beam
pipe’s wall are known. Our algorithm finds the solution numerically, by taking N points at position r; on the contour.
The discretized equations for the surface potentials ®(r;) = ®; and 9, ®(r;) = 9P; are

N-1
d;, = D¢ + Z (Di,j(i)j - Gi,ja_q)j) ; (30)
=0
N-1
14—’1‘@ = (Di,jAmj Gi ja_Amj) ) (31)
7=0
Ay = 3 (DijAy, - Giy04,;). (32)
=0

The bars over the potentials indicate in our notation that they are evaluated on the surface contour. The equations
can be written in a compact matrix form:

¢ = Oy + DP — GOd (33)
/Iy = foy - G8_Ay . (35)

We have 6N variables, ®;, A,;, Aﬂi’ 0;, 0A,;, 8_Ayi, i = 1,N, and 3N equations, Eqs. 30, 31, 32. The gauge
fixing condition, Eq. 22, and the field boundary conditions provide the other set of 3N equations required to solve the
problem. A straightforward way to solve the problem is to consider all 6N independent variables and to reduce the
problem to a system of 6 N complex linear equations, as described in the Appendix C. However, it is possible reduce
the problem to a set of 2N linear equations. From Eqs 30, 31, 32 one can write the potentials’ normal derivatives as
function of the potentials

0 = UD+0d (36)
04, = UA, (37)
0A, = UA, (38)
where
U=GYD-1I (39)
and
0™ = G1d,. (40)

8% is the normal derivative of the potential of a perfectly conducting beam pipe (with conductivity o = 00).

So far the 3N surface potentials (®;, A, flyi ), i =1, N, have been considered as independent variables. The gauge
fixing constraint Eq. 22, eliminates one more set of N variables. Eq. 22 can be written as a function of the normal
and tangential derivative of the vector potentials. By considering the discretized tangential derivative of the potential
to the surface to be
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where 2h; is the distance on the surface between the points ;11 and 7;_1, one can write the tangential derivative
matrix as

. 1
0(i,7) = 2_h(5i,j+1 —0ij—1)- (42)

However, depending on the surface characteristics, a more suitable discretization of the tangential derivative can be
chosen. At any point 75, the surface is characterized by a tangential vector ¢; = t;;i+1,,j and a surface normal vector

Ty = gl + nyJ Eq. 22 on the surface reads

(tman + nq‘an) fL« + (tyau + nyan) A_y =0. (43)



Employing Eqgs. 37 and 38 the gauge constraint becomes
(tmau + nmU) fL« + (tyau + nyU) f[y =0. (44)
Eq. 44 allows us to write A, and Ay as function of single independent variable A, thus

A, =LA (45)
A, =LA (46)

For example, one can choose A, as the independent variable and express Ay as function of A,

A= 4 (47)
L, = I (48)
Ly = — (t,8) +nyU) " (t.0) +n,U). (49)

However, other choices might be more convenient, depending on the particular problem.

We reduced the number of independent variables to 2N, (®;, 4;), i = 1, N. They are to be determined from the
continuity conditions of the tangential fields at the wall. Using the potential equations Eqgs. 36, 37, 38, 45 and 46 in
Egs. 1 and 2, the fields at the wall become
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(53)
Our algorithm assumes the boundary conditions form of a system of 2N linear equations

E., = RuH, + Ri2H; (54)
E, Rao1H, + RaoH,; (55)

where the matrix R elements depend on the wall geometry and on the electromagnetic properties of the medium
outside the beam pipe. Often the boundary conditions can be determined as an independent problem. We present
an algorithm for determining the boundary conditions for a multilayer beam pipe with arbitrary cross section in
Appendix A.

As an example, assume that the wall surface impedances,

E,

R, =2 56
H, (56)
E

Ri = _H: (57)

are known at every point on the surface. This would correspond to Ri1i; = 0;;Rz, Ri2 = Ro1 = 0 and Ragij = 045 Rs.
These boundary conditions are specific to metallic beam pipes characterized by large conductivity. The equations for
(@, A) become

_ R _
au@ + [iw(tmLx + tyLy) + ;C(twa“ + nIU)Ly — (ty8|| + nyU)LI A =0 (58)
0
. k Rz Ind - = . Rz 1 Rz rd —\ xR
The problem reduces to the linear equation
MP =S, (60)

where M is a complex 2N x 2N matrix and P = (®, A) and S 9% o B are vectors of size 2N. For our choice of

(¢ g
the boundary conditions given by Egs. 56 and 57, S = (0, 7;; BG~1dy).




For beam pipes with specific symmetries the number of independent variables can be reduced by a factor equal
to the number of symmetries. For example, for the calculation of the longitudinal impedance in a rectangular beam
pipe, the size of the problem can be reduced by a factor of four. For the calculation of the rectangular transverse
impedances, which require an off-centered source along one transverse direction, the size of the problem can be reduced
by a factor of two.

Many applications, such as numerical beam dynamics simulations, require knowledge of the contribution of the
wall finite conductivity to the impedance. For this it is necessary to subtract the contribution corresponding to the
perfectly conducting wall. For an ideal conductor

(I)Do(xvy) = (I)O(xvy) - ZG((E,y,T‘j)a_(I);O . (6]—)

The wall finite conductivity contribution to the potential is
D7 (z,y) = P(x,y) — d°(x,y) = Z (D(x,y;rj)i)j — G(z,y;7;)(09; —8_<I>]DO)) . (62)
J
We would like to highlight a subtlety in the calculation of the discrete Green function matrices G and D. These

matrices connect points along the wall surface and should be derived from Eq. 23 by taking proper limit when the
wall is approached from inside. Since G(R) is singular for R = 0, and at small R

G(R) x —Ko(krR) ~ In el Ve, (63)

where v, = 0.57721 is the Euler’s constant, we take

hi
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A careful examination of
L.
1111(1) D(7 — fie, v )@ (r")dr’ = §<I>(F) (65)

when 7 is on the integration contour shows that

1
D =5 .
: (66)
B. Impedances
The forces acting on the witness particle are
k
F, = ¢qF, zqi?CP (67)
F, = q(B, — BZyH,) = —%895(1) (68)
F, = q(E,+ 8ZoH,) = —%aycb. (69)
The impedances defined in Eqs. 13, 14, 15, 16 and 17 become
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The calculation of Z¥ and Z*¥ require the derivatives of the potential at the witness particle position

%P ?D(z,y;r;) = O*G(z,y;7) — )
_ 2 : » Iy o s Yy 0. 75
z? 7 ( z? / 9z* ! (75)
and
9%d 0?D(z,y;r5) ~ O?G(x,y; 7)) 5=
Oxdy Z( 0xdy J Oxdy 0P; ) (76)

Note that only the solution of Eq. 60 for a centered source is required, as is the case for the longitudinal impedance.
Thus the calculation of the transverse impedance due to the witness particle displacement requires very small extra
computational effort after the longitudinal impedance has been calculated and (®,9®) determined.

Calculation of Z? requires the derivation with respect to the source particle position

92 Z <8D(x,y;rj) 2%;  OG(z,y;75) 8(8_@j)>

0xdxg - ox Oxo ox Oxo

(77)

Since the potentials on the contour are found by solving a linear equation, the derivative with respect to xy can be
found by solving

oP 08
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where (%z = (g%, g%). Similar equations can be written for g—; which is required for calculating Z7Y. The

calculation of the transverse impedances caused by the source particle displacement requires solving 2N linear complex
equations which are different from the one corresponding to the longitudinal impedance.

III. RECTANGULAR PIPE IMPEDANCE
A. Discussion

The metallic beam pipes are characterized by large conductivity and, implicitly, by small surface impedance

ey

wi
R, =
oo

=(141) 55 (79)

where § is the penetration skin depth. Therefore the first order approximation in R, works very well in the ultrarela-
tivistic limit in the frequency region relevant for most beam dynamics problems. In this approximation the impedance
is proportional to R.. The approximation fails at small frequencies when

R. Ly
>1ork< 80
Zokb ~ " T gcab? (80)
and at large frequency when

1

R. poco \ ?
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as can be deduced from the analytical expression of the impedance for the circular and parallel-plane geometries [13,
16]. For typical metallic pipes the small frequency regime is relevant for distances larger than z 2 10°m — 107m, while
the large frequency regime is relevant at short range, z S 10um — 100pum. One might argue that these length scales
make only the perturbative region of interest for beam dynamics. However, note that the short (long) length scale is
proportionally increased (decreased) by the increase in the wall surface impedance, as can be inferred from Egs. 80
and 81. The wall surface impedance can easily be increased by orders of magnitude by increasing the magnetic
permeability and/or by reducing the conductivity. More complicated structures, like laminated chambers, are also
characterized by orders of magnitude higher wall surface impedance [13, 16].
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FIG. 1: Perturbative region defined outside the range of validity of Eqs. 80 and 81. Ultrarelativistic limit, v = 1000. The

longitudinal impedance is proportional to w? while the transverse impedances are proportional to w™Z%. The proportionality
coefficients defined by Egs. 82, 83, ¢; (cross), cse (plus), csy (star), cws (diamond) and cwy (circle), are plotted on top

Yokoya'’s [18] Figure 8. Note that the impedances for § = 2 (Z—_T_Z = 0.33) are very close to the parallel-plane limit (a—+2 =1).

The small frequency regime is relevant for large distance effects such as coherent tune shift in chambers with low
symmetries [24]. The methods for impedance calculations for beam pipes with arbitrary cross section described in [17]
and in [18] do not address this region.

The large frequency regime is relevant for short bunches; it is called the short-range resistive wall regime in the
literature [23]. For circular chambers in the ultrarelativistic limit Bane [23] showed that the impedance in the large
frequency regime can be modeled by a low-Q resonator. The method described in [17] does not address this region.
Yokoya’s algorithm [18] addresses the large frequency regime but neglects the contribution of the tangential surface
impedance R;. While the contribution of R; to the coupling impedance is small in the ultrarelativistic limit, it
becomes important in the nonultrarelativistic regime at large frequencies. By inspecting the analytical results for
the parallel-planes (Egs. B35 and B36) and circular (Eq. 20 in [10]) geometries, one can see that the first order R,
correction is O(kﬁ‘ ), similar in magnitude to the R, correction term (which is O(kR;)).

Our algorithm calculates the impedance at small and at large frequency and in the perturbative region, for both
nonultrarelativistic and ultrarelativistic regimes, as we show in the next section.

B. Results

We present results for a rectangular steel beam pipe with the conductivity o = 0.23 x 107 Q= 'm~! and dimension
2a x 2b. The longitudinal surface impedance R, is given by Eq. 79 and R, = —R.. Ultrarelativistic, v = 1000,
and non-ultrarelativistic, v = 1.42, cases are considered. The vertical dimension is kept constant b = 3 ¢m while the
horizontal one is varied such as the ratio 7 increases from 1 to 3. For a = 2b we find that the impedance is already
close to the corresponding parallel-plane limit.

First we benchmarked our algorithm by comparing the simulations for a parallel-plane beam pipe with the analytical
results. The parallel-plane problem can be solved analytically as shown in Appendix B. We find that the algorithm

converges to the exact results for IV of order of thousands.
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FIG. 2: Large frequency regime, v = 1000. The perturbation approximation fails when f >~ 60GHz. The real (imaginary)
part of the impedance is plotted with solid (dashed) line. At large frequencies the longitudinal impedance (a) decreases with
increasing ¥, while the transverse impedances caused by the witness particle displacement (b) increase with increasing ¢. The
transverse impedances caused by the source displacement (c) and (d) decrease with increasing %.

In the ultrarelativistic regime and in the perturbative region defined outside the range of validity of Egs. 80
and 81, the longitudinal impedance is proportional to w? while the transverse impedances are proportional to Wz,
The same behavior is known for circular and parallel-plane impedances. We define the proportionality coefficients
Cly Cwyy Cwzxy Csy, Csx by

R.
zlIl = g (82)
w w s s RZ
(Z),2),2,,7Z3) = (Cw?/’cw‘”’csy’cm)—wka’ (83)

as in Yokoya’s paper [18]. Our results agree with those presented by Yokoya [18], as can be seen in Fig. 1. Here we

plot the coefficients on top of Fig.8 from Ref [18]. Note that the longitudinal impedance for a square pipe, i.e., for

a = b, is equal to that corresponding to a parallel plane chamber, i.e., for a > b. Starting from a square pipe and
a—b

increasing ¢, the longitudinal impedance decreases slightly until § ~ 1.35 (a—er ~ 0.15) where ¢; = 0.94, and then

increases asymptotically back. The transverse impedance caused by the witness particle displacement increases form

zero to the value corresponding to the parallel-plane chamber when ¢ (%) is varied from 1 to 2 (0 to 0.33). Due to

the Panofsky-Wenzel theorem, Z}” = —Z in the ultrarelativistic limit. The zero value of Z;’ and Z’ for a square

pipe is a consequence of the large degree of symmetry [20]. The vertical transverse impedance caused by the source
particle’s displacement, Z;, has a small dependence on § while Z7 decreases to half of its initial value when ¢ (Z—I_g)
is varied from 1 to 2 (0 to 0.33).

The ultrarelativistic impedance in the high frequency regime is presented in Fig. 2. For our parameters the
perturbation theory fails when f >~ 60GHz. At large frequencies the longitudinal impedance and the vertical
impedances caused by the source displacement decrease with increasing ¢, while the transverse impedance caused by
the witness particle displacement increases with increasing 7.

Non-ultrarelativistic effects dramatically change the impedance at high frequency. In Fig. 3 we show the impedance
for v = 1.42. The w? behavior of the longitudinal impedance is valid up to only ~ 0.4GHz. Above this frequency the
impedances corresponding to different values of § are not proportional to each other. Above 1GHz the longitudinal
impedance decreases with increasing 7. The transverse impedances caused by the displacement of the witness particle
increase with increasing 7. Note that for the square beam pipe the transverse impedances Z;’ and Z;’ are nonzero,
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FIG. 3: Non-ultrarelativistic impedance, v = 1.42. The real and the imaginary part of the impedance fall on top of each
other. Finite y effects shows for f >~ 0.4GHz. The impedances corresponding to different value of 7 are not proportional
to each other. a) Longitudinal impedance. At large frequencies (above 1GHz) the longitudinal impedance decreases with
increasing %. b) The transverse impedances caused by the witness particle displacement, —Z3" (dashed-dotted line) and Z;’
(solid line), increase with increasing #. The plots for £ = 2 (blue) and # = 3 (orange) are on top of each other. Note that
—Zy # Z,, unlike the ultrarelativistic case. c) The horizontal transverse impedance Z; decreases with increasing %. d) The

vertical transverse impedance Z, show negligible dependence on 7.

unlike in the ultrarelativistic case. Unlike the ultrarelativistic case, Z3’ # —Z; as can be seen in Fig. 3 -b. The
horizontal transverse impedance caused by the source displacement, Z7, Fig. 3 -c, decreases with increasing 7 while
Z,, Fig. 3 -d, show negligible dependence of 7.

The small-frequency nonperturbative regime for v = 1.42 is shown in Fig. 4. At small frequencies the non-
ultrarelativistic corrections are negligible aside a multiplicative factor of 3 for the transverse impedance [14]. For
our beam pipe parameters, this regime is effective for f <~ 100K Hz. An increase in the value of the wall surface
impedance will, however, increase the characteristic frequency of this regime by a similar order of magnitude. The
longitudinal impedance has a similar behavior to the one characteristic of the perturbative regime, i.e., a small decrease
followed by an asymptotic increase when %oing from the square beam pipe to the parallel-planes limit. However, the
longitudinal impedance has no perfect w? behavior and the difference between the real and the imaginary part is
noticeable. The transverse impedances caused by the witness particle displacement, —Z;” = Z, increase from zero
to the value corresponding to the parallel-planes limit. The horizontal impedances caused by the source displacement
Z decreases to half when going from the square beam pipe to parallel-plane limit. The vertical impedance Z; shows
a small decrease with increasing 7. Note that our algorithm captures well the low frequency features of the transverse
impedance, namely that the real part goes to zero and the imaginary part goes to a finite value when the frequency
approaches zero [13].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We present an algorithm for calculating the impedance in beam pipes with arbitrary cross section. The method
is nonperturbative, works at small and large frequencies, and does not assume the ultrarelativistic approximation.
The equations for the electromagnetic potentials are discretized and the solution is obtained after solving a system of
linear algebraic equations.

The impedance algorithm assumes that the electromagnetic field boundary conditions at the beam pipe wall are
known and are provided as linear relations between the field transverse components. We describe an algorithm to
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calculate the boundary conditions for the general case of the multilayer beam pipe of arbitrary cross section.

Our simulations are checked against the analytical results for the parallel-plane beam pipe. We present an analytical
derivation of the non-ultrarelativistic parallel-plane impedance as function of wall surface impedance.

We show results for a rectangular metallic beam pipe, for both ultrarelativistic and finite-y cases. The ultrarela-
tivistic perturbative regime is in perfect agreement with the work of Yokoya [18]. The rectangular longitudinal beam
pipe impedance is proportional to w? while the rectangular transverse impedances behave as w~3. This behavior
is similar to the one characteristic of the circular and the parallel-plane beam pipes, the influence of the beam pipe
geometry being captured by a renormalization factor. We find that this simple renormalization is not valid when the
nonultrarelativistic effects are important or in the ultrarelativistic approximation at small and at large frequencies.
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Appendix A: Algorithm for the wall boundary conditions of multilayer structures with arbitrary cross section

Our algorithm for the impedance calculation assumes knowledge of the wall boundary conditions in a form given by
Egs. 54 and 55. For an infinitely thick metallic beam pipe, the large wall conductivity limit makes it possible to use
the boundary conditions in Eqgs. 56 and 57. Nevertheless, in general one needs to calculate the boundary conditions
by solving the electromagnetic problem outside the vacuum beam pipe. Here we present a numerical algorithm for
calculating the wall boundary conditions for multilayer beam pipes with arbitrary cross section.



Let us assume that the medium outside the beam pipe is characterized by Ohm’s law,

j=oE. (A1)
By choosing the gauge
> epply OD
A — o = A2
VA+ 2 o + po 0, (A2)
the equations for the potentials can be written as
0’d 9%
—+ =5 —ANP=0 A3
Ox? * Oy? (A3)
and
PA  9PA o
—— +—=— - \2A=0, A4
ox? + Oy? (A4)
where
A2 = k? (1 — €T/.LT62) + twpo . (A5)

The solution for the potentials can be expressed as before
Ba,y) =  Da(a i m)Br)dl =~ § G0, ()l (A6)

and analogously for A. Fixing the gauge such that

2
A, = erlurg (1 — i'L:U: ) D, (A7)

the same constraint as in the vacuum is implied for A, and A,,
0z Ay + 0yAy = 0. (A8)

_Following similar reasoning to that described in Section IT A, one can consider two sets of independent variables
(@, A) to completely determine the solutions:

A, = go (A9)
00 = U (A10)
0A,, = UA,, (A11)
Apy = LayA, (A12)
where
2
9= erﬂré <]- - iMJC ) . (A].?))
c Erfhr

The matrices U and L, , are determined by the medium’s properties and surface geometry.

Let us assume that the medium outside the beam pipe extends to infinity, i.e., that we have a one-layer problem.
Only the surface potentials at the beam pipe wall are present in the field equations. Note that these surface potentials
are different from the ones inside the beam pipe with only the tangential electromagnetic fields being continuous
across the surface. The tangential fields at the surface read

E. = ik(1 — Bcg)®

By = —0)® —iw(tyLy +tyLy)A
weZoH, = ¢ [(twau +ngU)Ly — (t,0) + nyU)LI} A
prZoH; = BT x @), U® +ikc(ty Ly — t,Ly)A.
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By inverting the set of equations given by Eqs. A16 and A17, one can write

(4)-x(%)

where H is a 2N X 2N complex matrix. Using Eq. A18, Eqs. A14 and A15 can be written as

(&) ==(5) s

Since the tangential fields are continuous across the surface, this equation represents the boundary condition used in
Eq. 54-Eq. 55. Note that finding the boundary conditions for one-layer problem implies calculating the inverse of a
2N x 2N complex matrix.

Next we consider a two layer problem, where medium 1 outside the vacuum beam pipe has as its inner surface the
vacuum beam pipe and as its outer surface medium 2. We assume that medium 2 extends to infinity. We denote the
fields and potentials inside medium 1 at the outer surface F,1, Ey1, H,1, Hu, 1, and A1, and at the inner surface
€1, €11, ho1, he1, ¢1, and @1. Eqs A10 and A1l can be rewritten for the potentials at the outer surface as

8_(1)1 = U1<f>1+u1q_51 (A20)

a_Aa:,yl = UlAw,y1+u1am,y1a (A21)

where U; is a No X No matrix and u; is a No X N1 matrix. Ny is the number of points at the outer surface while Ny
is the number of points at the inner surface.
The boundary condition at surface 2 (the outer surface of medium 1), is given by the equation

Ezl Hzl
= =R = , A22
(50)-=(5n) (420
where R5 can be calculated for medium 2 in the same way as R in Eq. A19 was calculated in the previous one-layer
example. The system of equations given by Eqs. A20, A21, and A22 and the fixed gauge condition Eq. A8 is similar
to that given by Eqs. 36, 37, 38 and 22. One can regard the inner surface potentials p; = (¢1, a1) as the source for the

electromagnetic field inside medium 1. Therefore, for the outer surface potentials P; = (®1, A1) one gets an equation
similar to Eq. 60

MP, =58 , (A23)

where M is a complex 2Nz x 2Nz matrix containing information about the electromagnetic properties of medium 2.
S1 elements are proportional to p; just as S is proportional to the source potential ®y in Eq. 60.
By inverting M7, one can write the solution as

P1 = Bpl, (A24)

where B is a 2Ns x 2N; matrix. Using Eq. A24 and the equation for the derivative of the potentials on the inner
surface deduced from Eqs A10 and A11,

9y = Vidi + iy (A25)
%1 = V1A1 + va; , (A26)

one can write
Op1 = uapr . (A27)

Since the outer potentials (®1, A;) have been eliminated, Eq. A27 corresponds to Eqs. A10-A11 for the one-layer
problem. From this point one can proceed as in the one-layer problem.

Calculating the boundary conditions for a two-layer beam pipe requires inverting two 2/No X 2Ny and one 2N X 2/N;
complex matrices. In general any extra layer will add a new surface and will require inverting two extra 2M x 2M
complex matrices, where M is the number of points necessary to describe the fields at the new surface.



Appendix B: Analytical solution for non-ultrarelativistic parallel-plane beam pipe impedance

For a beam pipe with parallel-plane geometry, due to the translational symmetry along the horizontal direction,
the different horizontal modes are decoupled and the problem can be solved analytically.

Consider a beam with a vertical offset y = yg moving along the z-direction between two parallel plates along the
z-direction. The distance between the parallel plates is 2b.
The spectral decomposition along the horizontal direction can be written as

(®(z,y), Ay(,y), As(z,y)) = /_DO (@(n, ), Ay(n,y), Az (n,y)) cos(nx)dn (B1)
Auey) = [ Aulng)sinumin

(Ha(,0), By, 9), Bo(rry)) = [

/;?
/

(He(n, ), Ey(n,y), E=(n,y)) cos(nz)dn (B2)
(Ex(n

(Ex(x,y), Hy(z,y), H:(2,y)) = »Y)s Hy(n,y), Hx(n,y)) sin(nx)dn .

— 0o

In Fourier space, (n,y, k,w), Egs. 3 and 4 read

> 2 P
a7 " ¢ = —%5(9 ) (B3)
A - .
o mPA = —poBepd(y — yo)Z (B4)
where
w? k2
m2=n2+k2—§=n2+?. (B5)
The solution for the equation
(a_yg )G(y) = (y — vo) (B6)
is
1
- _ —Im(y—yo)| B
Gly) = ~ge . (B7)

The potential equations are

p e_m‘(y_yo)l

> = ——— + a,, coshmy + a,, sinhmy (B8)
260 m
A, = mb,, coshmy + mb,, sinh my (B9)
A, = —nby, coshmy — nb,, sinhmy (B10)
A, = éq), (B11)
c

where we have imposed the gauge condition Eq. 22.
The electromagnetic field components are

k [ p e ml=vo)l

E.= i—|———— +a,,coshmy + a,, sinhmy (B12)
72 2€g m

By= L2 =m0l 1 (na,, — ikBembn,) coshmy + (n@m — ikBemb,,) sinh my (B13)

m 2¢€g



E,= sgn(y— yo)z—ioe*m‘(y*y(’)l — (mdm — ikﬁcnf)m) coshmy — (may, — itkBcnb,,) sinh my

ZoH, = —sgn(y — yo)ﬁz—ioe*m‘(y*y(’)l + (mﬂdm — ikcngm) coshmy + (mpBay, — ikenby,) sinh my
ZoH, = %%e‘mm_yo” + (nBay, — ikemb,y,) coshmy + (r]ﬂ(zm — ikcmgm) sinh my
€0

k2 -
ZoH, = —c— (b coshmy + by, sinhmy) .
Y

(B14)

(B15)
(B16)

(B17)

The coefficients @, Gm, b and by, are to be determined from the boundary conditions at the chamber walls. The

boundary conditions are given by the surface wall impedance

E.(n)
Rz(n) - :l:HT (n) y—th
- E.(n)
R.(n) = F )|,y
which imply

E, (b) - Ez(_b) = RZ(HJC (b) + Hw(_b))
E, (b) + Em(_b) = _Rm(Hz(b) - Hz(_b))
E.(b) — Ex(=b) = —R,(H.(b) + H,(-b)) .

These equations yield two systems of two independent linear equations. From Egs. B20 and B22 one has

k z . . 2 . h _
am | —i— coshmb + R—ﬂm sinhmb | — bmzkcnR— sinh mb = w mb — + 5
72 Zo A 2€0 my?

- k2 h
amn coshmb — by, | ikBem coshmb + R—c— sinhmb | = —we*mbﬂ,
Zy 72 2¢0 m

with solution

_ .k __ _ pcoshmyop
§n = inzam = 20 X
: 2 Z ¥4 xT 2 T —m a
:L_Q ZZO sech? mb+{ . |:7,7—’5L+ ( 7712 1) gezo 77,7—’2 RZ? tanh mb:| +~%4 7]‘:1._2 ﬁRTO tanh mb} b sech mb
144 [;RZZ (3 £ — ) tanh mb-l—RZ—?“” tanh? mb—% ﬁRZT me tanh mb
0o m d Zy il 0
Egs. B21 and B23 yield
k R. . R sinh myg _ k
am | —t—; sinhmb + —ZBmcoshmb | — by iken—= coshmb = PEIMNTY0 —mb (; F 5+ ﬁ
o Zy Zo 260 mW
. . . Ry k2 sinhmyg _
amn sinhmb — by, | ikBem sinh mb + —Ic—2 coshmb | = —pie mbi,
Z() Y 260 m

with solution

& = iT’gam =

__psinh myo %
A

2
1 fZ csch? mb-{—{ |: %-{—(:L—Zz—l) Rz —1LR2R’ cothmb:|-|—ﬂ%4ﬁ Ra othmb} —mb csch mb
zg

BZg m2 BZ 0
144 [FZZO (£ —m)cothmb+ RZ?T coth? mb—’y—2 }T“B £ cothmb
Note that the longitudinal component of the electric field is
|k

E, = &, coshmy + &, sinhmy + — P —Im(y—yo) )
P m

(B18)

(B19)

(B26)

(B27)

(B28)

(B29)

(B30)



For an ideal conducting beam pipe (R, = R, = 0), the electric field is

k
= §° coshmy—|—f°O b1nhmy—|- e —Im(y—yo)l

gl 2 Im|
where

k h

& = —i5— PEOFLTINO o =mb sech mb
vim 2¢g
- k h

X = —j—— psinh myo e~ cschmb .
i v m  2e

The finite-conductivity contribution to the electric field is

E7 =E, — E = &) coshmy + 57‘7’ sinh my

where
& =& —&°= —peoshmyo goch? mb x
5N n - 2€p
R 1 [ R k2 RoRz k
7% :12 t3z |:[fzzo (_2—1)—1—20 Z & tanh mb
1+15220 71:1.7 )tanhmer z?l tanh? mbf%;z—zgm tanh mb
and
coo_ Foo . psinhmyo h2 b
6 =&~ & = LI s mb x
Rz 1 2 (k2 _ _szRmL
BZo m2+ [ﬁzo (mz 1) i 72 COthmb:|
1+4 [FZZO( k —m)cothmb-l—szT coth?m ’é [on :1 cothmb ~

1. Longitudinal impedance

The resistive wall longitudinal impedance is

_ _ El(@=y=yo=0) _ 1 oo
Z”(UJ) - pBc = "~ 7wpBe fO

néy -

2. Horizontal transverse impedance

The derivative of the horizontal Lorentz force, F., with respect to the witness particle’s displacement is

10F, 1 2
10F  Loeq Mg,
q Oz v k
The horizontal impedance is
1 OF, 1 o0
75 = 7% = TP p =y =1 =0)= — dnn?¢,,.
r ' igpPe Ox (@=y =10 ) Wpﬂck/o e

Finally, the ideal conducting beam pipe impedance is

1 o] ] ZO /oo 772 b
75 = — dm?e® = = — [ dn—e ™" sechmb.
v ﬂpﬁck‘/o ey ~2 210 Jo Tpe seem
Note that for large 7, when m = 7,

i Zy > b i 2y 2
ZSDO — _ZU/OO —_ d no o h b —
z x o nme sechn 2 27Tﬂb2 2

in agreement with Laslett’s calculations [22], while the resistive wall horizontal impedance is

1 0o
780 — _gwo _ _ d 2 o
z m —Wpﬂck/() &,

(B31)

(B32)

(B33)

(B34)

(B35)

(B36)

(B37)

(B38)

(B39)

(B40)

(B41)

(B42)



3. Vertical impedance

The vertical Lorentz force is

F, 1 i im . - 1 p i
j’ = —?83,(1) = anEz =4 (& sinhmy + &, coshmy) + sgn(y — yo)—Qge Im(y=yo)l, (B43)
The source transverse impedance is
1 OF, 1 > o€
y quﬁcayo( Y Yo = 0) 7Tpﬁck/ nmayo(yo ) (B44)
Finally, the ideally conducting beam pipe impedance is
1 > 8{0" ' i Zy w2
730 = — dnm =0 d —mb eschmb = — — B45
v TpBck /0 MM G W0 = 0) = ) 27rﬂ / e Y = e B2 12 (B45)
again in agreement with Laslett’s calculations [22].
The witness transverse impedance is
1 0F, 1 >
v = _ =y=0=yg=0)=— dnm?¢, . B46
v iapBe Oy —Ha=y Yo =0) o /0 nm-&y (B46)
Note that in the ultrarelativistic limit, i.e., whenm = n, Z; = —Z’, in agreement with the Panofsky-Wenzel theorem.

Appendix C: 6N independent variables algorithm

Although it is not necessarily the most efficient way to calculate the potentials, we present here a straightforward
approach which considers all 6N variables, ®;, Ag;, Ay , 09, 0A,;, 8A1, , © = 1, N, to be independent. This
approach offers a broader view of the equations’ structure and might turn to be useful for numerical optimization and
parallelization for problems where large N is required for convergence.

The fixed gauge condition Eq. 22 on the surface reads

to0)| Ay + np0A, +t,0) Ay +ny,04, = 0. (C1)

The electromagnetic fields at the wall reads

B - 5@ (C2)
E, = —1,0® — n,0® — iwA, (C3)
E, = —t,0,® —n,0® — iwA, (C4)
ZoH, = [t,0)® + fn, 0P — ickA, (C5)
ZoH, = —pt, 0P — fn, 0% +ickA, (C6)
ZoH. = c(ta0)Ay + na0A, — t,0) Ay — ny0A,) . (C7)

The boundary conditions Egs. 56 and. 57 imply

k. R R, o
L0 — (ot — Zety) Ay — Gty + Set,0) Ay + e(n,dA, —n,0A,) = 0. (C9)
Z Z Zo

The equations C1, C8, and C8, together with Egs. 30, 31 and 32 yield
MP=S (C10)

with



Moo Moy O
0 0 M
0 0 0
0 0 Mso

My 0 My

Mso Msy Msz

where P = (®, 00, AT,G_Am,Ay,a_Ay) and S
block matrix, with the specific values

Moo

Mo
M3,
Mss;;
M3y,
M3s,;
Myo;;

Myz,;
Mys;;
Myy;;
Mys;;
Ms0;;
Ms1;;
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M3y,

0 0 0 3
Mis 0 0 R

0 May Mos Ay |
M3z Mz Mss 0A: |
Myz Myg Mys A,

0 Mss 0 74,

: (C11)

co oo o

= (=®,0,0,0,0) are vectors of length 6 N. M,,, represents a N x N

Mio=Ms3y =D —1

M3 = M35 = -G
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