
Towards an High intensity Muon Beam (HiMB) at PSI

Angela Papa, University of Pisa/INFN and Paul Scherrer Institut 
Virginia Tech, Blacksburg, USA  
NUFACT 2018, August 12th - August 18th

�1



HiMB motivations 
• Aim: O(1010 muon/s); Surface (positive) muon beam (p = 28 MeV/c); DC beam  
• Time schedule: O(2025)  

• PSI delivers the highest intensity DC μ+ beam:  
5 x 108 μ+/s 

• Next generation cLFV experiments require higher muon rates 
• New opportunities for future muon (particle physics) based experiments 
• New opportunities for μSR experiments 

• Different experiments demand for a variety of beam characteristics: 
• DC vs pulsed 
• Momentum depends on applications: stopped beams require low momenta 

• Here focus on DC low momenta muon beams 

• Maintain PSI leadership in DC low momentum high intensity muon beams
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The world’s most intense continuous muon beam
• PSI delivers the most intense continuous low momentum muon beam in the world 

(Intensity Frontiers) 
• Intensity = 5x 108 muon/s, low momentum p = 28 MeV/c
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590 MeV proton ring cyclotron 
Time structure: 50 MHz/20 ns 

Power: 1.4 MW

PSI landscape



The world’s most intense continuous muon beam
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• PSI High Intensity Proton Accelerator experimental areas 
• Two production targets 
• SINQ neutron source

4.6· 108 µ+/s 

1.4· 108 µ+/s 



Muon production via pion decay
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• Single pion production at 290 MeV proton energy (LAB) 

• Low-energy muon beam lines typically tuned to surface-
μ+ at  
~ 28 MeV/c 

• Note: surface -μ —> polarized positively charged 
muons (spin antiparallel to the momentum) 

• Contribution from cloud muons at similar momentum 
about 100x smaller 

• Negative muons only available as cloud muons
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Muon production via pion decay
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Optimal surface muon production
• BUNGAU et al., Phys. Rev. ST Accel. BEAMS 16, 014701 (2013) 

• Target: graphite 

• Simulation validation: ISIS data 

• For stand alone muon facility: 500 MeV proton energy is the optimal energy

Variation of muon yield with proton energy at 
higher energies Normalization of the muon yield to the proton energy



HiMB Simulation

• Geant4 pion production cross sections not optimised for low energies 
• Implemented our own pion production cross section into Geant4/G4beamline based on measured data and 

two available parametrizations (HiMB model) 
• Valid for all pion energies, proton energies < 1000 MeV, all angles and all materials 
• Reliable results at 10% level
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E = 585 MeV



HiMB model validation

• Full simulation of μE4 and 
piE5 beam lines starting 
from proton beam 

• Detailed field maps 
available for all elements 

• Very good agreement 
between simulation and 
measurements
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Andreas Knecht HiMB Progress & Status Meeting, 13. 3. 2015

muE4 Beam Profile
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Mue4 Validation of 

g4beamline Date:  10/9/2014

Page:  9 / 10

We have also compared the output of the g4beamline simulation of the Mue4 beam 

line with beam profile measurements at LEM by T. Prokscha et al. [3]. Figure9 shows 

the profile, intensities and spectrum of Mue4 beam at LEM obtained from the 

g4beamline simulation. The measured parameter of the beam are indicated on the 

plots under the label exp. The surface muon population at the entrance of the beam is 

computed with a separate target E simulation where the G4HIMB model is used for 

the modeling of the p+X-> π+ reactions. A good agreement is observed between the 

simulation results and the measurement with a 30% difference in the intensities, an 

excellent agreement for the Y profile and a larger X profile of the simulated beam 

compared to the experiment. It is remarkable to note that the best agreement between 

the simulation results and the measurements is obtained when using the target-E 

simulation based on the G4HIMB model.

Muon rate
sim: 2.56e+08/mAs
exp: 2.28e+08/mAs Excellent agreement 

between simulation 
and measurements
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Initial HiMB concept: @SINQ
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SINQ



Initial HiMB concept: @SINQ
• Source simulation (below safety window):  

9 x 1010 surface-μ+/s @ 1.7 mA Ip 
• Residual proton beam (~1 MW) dumped on SINQ 

• Replace existing quadrupoles with solenoids: 
• Preserve proton beam footprint  
• Capture backward travelling surface muons 

• Extract muons in Dipole fringe field 
• Backward travelling pions stopped in beam window 

• Capturing turned out to be difficult : 
• Large phase space (divergence & ‘source‘ extent) 
• Capture solenoid aperture needed to be increased, but 

constrained by moderator tank 
• High radiation level close to target 

• Due these constraints and after several iterations with 
different capturing elements: 
• Not enough captures muons to make an high 

intensity beam  
• Alternative solution: HiMB @ EH

p

π+

μ+

SINQ spallation target
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Current high beam intensity: @Target E
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Target E

4.6· 108 µ+/s 

1.4· 108 µ+/s 



Target E

• Rotating target (1 Hz) 
• Polycrystalline graphite 
• 40 mm length in beam 

direction 
• 50 kW proton beam 

energy deposit 
• 1700 K radiation cooled 
• 30 % loss of protons 
• Delivers world most 

intense surface muon 
beams

Meson Production 
 Target 

Muon Rate: 
4.6E8 P+/sec 
@ p=29.8 MeV/c 

T.Prokscha et al NIM-A (2008) 

Muon Transport Channel PE4 target, d=40mm 

solenoids 

quadrupoles 

TARGET CONE 
Mean diameter:      450 mm 
Graphite density:    1.8 g/cm3 

Operating Temp.:   1700 K 
Irrad. damage rate:  0.1 dpa/Ah 
Rotation Speed:      1 Turn/s 
Target thickness:    40 mm 
                                 7 g/cm2 

Beam loss:              12  % 
Power deposit.:    20 kW/mA 

M.Seidel, J-PARC, Oct 2015 

protons

proton 
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µ+
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HiMB @ HE
• Back to standard target to exploit possible 

improvements towards high intensity beams: 

• Target geometry 

• Target alternate materials 

• Beam line high capture efficiency  

• Beam line large phase space acceptance 
transport channel
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Optimization of standard production targets
• Back to standard target to exploit possible improvements towards 

high intensity beams: 

• Target alternate materials 
• Search for high pion yield materials -> higher muon yield
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Optimization of standard production targets
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TgE for different lengths

• Strategy: either increasing the surface volume (surface area times acceptance depth) or the 
pion stop density near the surface 

• Target geometry 
• Comparison studies of different target geometries: 
• Enhancements normalised to standard target

7

Length Upstream Downstream Side

10 1.4⇥ 1010 9.0⇥ 109 1.8⇥ 1010

20 1.6⇥ 1010 1.2⇥ 1010 5.1⇥ 1010

30 1.9⇥ 1010 1.1⇥ 1010 8.5⇥ 1010

40 1.8⇥ 1010 1.1⇥ 1010 1.2⇥ 1011

60 1.8⇥ 1010 1.2⇥ 1010 2.1⇥ 1011

TABLE I. Surface muon rates in µ+/s for all muons with
momenta below 29.8 MeV/c emitted from the various sides of
Target E for various lengths of the target in mm. The values
for the side rates correspond to a single side only.

z
x

y

FIG. 9. Di↵erent geometries studied in our target optimiza-
tion. From left to right: grooved target, trapezoidal target,
fork target, rotated slab target. The red line marks the proton
beam.

cused on methods of either increasing the surface volume291

(surface area times acceptance depth) or the pion stop292

density near the surface. Each geometry was required to293

preserve as best as possible the proton beam character-294

istics downstream of the target station. The muon beam295

extraction directions considered here are sideways, back-296

wards, and forwards with respect to the proton beam.297

The accepted phase space used in our simulations roughly298

corresponds to the acceptance of the following beam-299

lines at PSI: µE4 (sideways at 90�) with a maximum300

surface muon intensity of 4.8⇥108 µ+/s [21], ⇡E5 (back-301

wards at 165�) with a maximum surface muon intensity302

of 1.1 ⇥ 108 µ+/s [] and ⇡E1 (forwards at 8�) with a303

maximum surface muon intensity of around 106 µ+/s []304

[22]. All enhancements listed below are relative to the305

standard target geometry described in Sec. IV. A model306

of each geometry investigated is shown in Fig. 9.307

The first geometry explored is a radially grooved tar-308

get whereby many grooves are place in the target surface309

parallel to the proton beam direction. The basic idea310

behind this geometry is to increases the available sur-311

face area for surface muon production. No significant312

improvement over the standard target was observed (see313

Table II). While the grooves increased the geometric sur-314

face volume by up to 45% not all of this volume is useful315

for small angular acceptance beam lines as the surface be-316

comes too steep for the surface muons with their limited317

range to still exit the surface volume. This can be seen in318

Fig. 10 which shows the initial positions for accepted sur-319

face muons. Instead of the expected half circular shape320

the distribution takes on a crescent form thereby reducing321

the surface volume gain from the grooves. It can actually322
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FIG. 10. Initial positions of accepted muons from the grooved
target zoomed in to one groove. Instead of the expected
half circular shape the distribution takes on a crescent form
thereby reducing the surface volume gain from the grooves.

be shown analytically that for an acceptance with zero323

angular opening no geometrical changes to the surface324

will lead to an enhancement in the surface muon yield.325

This is also approximately true for typical beamlines.326

The small enhancement factors still achieved for the327

grooved target stem from the fact that the pion stop328

density is not constant throughout the target. Figure 11329

shows the pion stop density through the target from one330

side to the other and integrated along its length. While331

the pion stop density is lowest at the sides where surface332

muons can actually escape the target it is approximately333

70% higher in the center. This is due to the fact that334

the lowest energy pions with only small ranges in the335

target are stopped very close to the proton path thereby336

leading to a high stopping density. Higher energy pions337

– despite being produced more copiously – are stopped338

over a larger area around the proton path and lead to a339

reduced pion stop density.340

The second geometry investigated is a trapezoidal tar-341

get with a initial transverse width of 4 mm that increases342

linearly to 6 mm at the downstream end. The basic idea343

behind this geometry is to exploit the higher pion stop344

densities close to the center of the target while still pro-345

viding the full target length for the bulk of the protons346

and a somewhat reduced length for the halo of the proton347

beam. This geometry resulted in a 15% enhancement to348

muon rates at 90� to the target, but a 2% loss to the349

backward direction (see Table II). The loss in the back-350

wards direction is due to the much reduced area of the351

backwards face of the trapezoid target that cannot be352

recovered by the gains from the side face. The geometry353

performs even worse for the forwards direction for which354

the surface muon contribution from the side face is much355

reduced.356

To resolve the ine�ciencies of the trapezoidal target357

and better preserve the proton beam characteristics, a358

forked target was investigated such that the full proton359

Length [mm] Upstream Downstream Side
Surface muon rate



Optimization of standard production targets
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Forked

x 1.4x 1.1

Standard Grooved Trapezoidal Forked Slanted

x1 x1.1 x1.4 x1.5

Different shapes and rotation angles

• Strategy: either increasing the surface volume (surface area times acceptance depth) or the 
pion stop density near the surface 

• Target geometry 
• Comparison studies of different target geometries: 
• Enhancements normalised to standard target

note: Each geometry was required to preserve, as best as 
possible, the proton beam characteristics down-stream of 
the target station (spallation neutron source requirement)



Optimization of standard production targets
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Forked

x 1.4x 1.1

Standard Grooved Trapezoidal Forked Slanted

x1 x1.1 x1.4 x1.5

Different shapes and rotation angles

• Strategy: either increasing the surface volume (surface area times acceptance depth) or the 
pion stop density near the surface 

• Target geometry 
• Comparison studies of different target geometries: 
• Enhancements normalised to standard target



Optimization of standard production targets
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Slanted

x1.5

Different rotation angles

• Strategy: either increasing the surface volume (surface area times acceptance depth) or the 
pion stop density near the surface 

• Target geometry 
• Comparison studies of different target geometries: 
• Enhancements normalised to standard target



Optimization of standard production targets
• Back to standard target to exploit possible improvements towards 

high intensity beams: 

• Target alternate materials 
• Search for high pion yield materials -> higher muon yield
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• Several materials have pion yields 

> 2x Carbon 

• Relative muon yield favours low-Z 
materials, but difficult to construct 
as a target 

• B4C and Be2C show 10-15% gain



Slanted target: Prototype test

• Upgrade existing graphite production target E 40 mm 
• 8° slanting angle: Measurement in forward / backward / sideways direction 
• Production and implementation feasible 
• Thermal simulation ongoing
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Slanted target: Prototype test
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• Expect 30-50 % enhancement 
• Measurement foreseen in three directions in 2019



HiMB project @ PSI
• New target station downstream present TgM location 
• ~90° extraction to existing experimental areas 
• Large phase space acceptance solenoidal channel

Target M
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Target geometry for new target M*

20 mm effective length  
5˚ rotated slab

p

p

20 mm target

4.9x1010 surface μ+/s 1.3x1011 surface μ+/s

15
0 

m
m

• Change current 5 mm TgM for 20 mm TgM* 

• 20 mm rotated slab target as efficient as Target E
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Split capture solenoids

500 mm 250 mm

solenoid
500 mm aperture

500 mm250 mm

solenoid
500 mm aperturep

• Two normal-conducting, radiation-hard solenoids close to target to capture surface 
muons 

• Central field of solenoids ~0.35 T 
• Field at target ~0.1 T
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Solenoid beam line

1.3 x 1010 μ+/s @ 2.3 mA Ip transported

Beamline of solenoids 
similar to capture  
solenoids

Large aperture (500 mm) 
bending magnets

20 mm TgM 
5˚ rotated slab

• First version of beam optics showing that large number of muons can be transported. 
• Almost parallel beam, no focus, no separator, … 
• Final beam optics under development
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Prospects
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• Aim: O(1010 muon/s); Surface (positive) muon beam (p = 28 MeV/c); DC beam  
• Time schedule: O(2025) 



ToDo

• Optimization of capturing 
• Optimize final focussing 
• Iterative Beam line optimization and implementation 

of beam monitoring and particle separator locations 
with max. transmission 

• Minimize shielding modifications 
• Particle separation 
• Investigate impact on proton beam properties 
• Study extraction angle 
• Determine new target location 
• Disposal of highly radioactive waste 
• Study Mu3e setup phase space acceptance and 

optimize final focus properties 
• Find solution with current users of Target M

Schematic of the layout in the experimental hall
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Outlook
• HiMB aims at surface high intensity muon beam O(1010 muon/s) 
• Initial simulations show that such rates are feasible 
• Beam optics and investigations on proton beam modifications underway 
• HiMB opens the door to interesting physics opportunities for particle physics and 

materials science using high-intensity and high-brightness muon beams (Mu3e Phase 
II, Low energy MuSR, Muonium spectroscopy, …) 

• Put into perspective the target optimisation only, corresponding to 50% of muon 
beam intensity gain, would corresponds to effectively raising the proton beam power 
at PSI by 650 kW, equivalent to a beam power of almost 2 MW without the additional 
complications such ad increased energy and radiation deposition into the target and 
its surroundings 

• If the same exercise is repeated put into perspective the beam line optimisation the 
equivalent beam power would be of the order of several tens of MW
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