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INTRODUCTION
The first transverse instability in the LHC was observed
during the first ramp tried with a single bunch of
~ 1011 p/b (on both beams B1 and B2) on 15/05/2010,
with neither Landau octupoles (dedicated magnets used to
provide transverse Landau damping and whose maximum
absolute current is 550 A) nor transverse damper [1]. A
dedicated study was then performed on 17/05/10 at
3.5 TeV starting with a Landau octupole current of
– 200 A (the minus sign refers to the focusing octupole
family, which corresponds to a negative amplitude detuning) and reducing it in steps until the bunch became
unstable between ~ – 20 A and – 10 A. Figure 1(left)
shows the measurement of the instability rise-time
(~ 10 s) in the time domain while Fig. 1(right) reveals the
behaviour in the frequency domain, where the similar
rise-time, from the (azimuthal) mode – 1, could also be
deduced [1]). This instability has been found to be in
good agreement with prediction from the impedance
model (within a factor ~ 2 or less), requiring a modest
amount of Landau octupole current. Further measurements were performed in 2010 and 2011 in multibunch (with trains of bunches), revealing also a relatively
good agreement with the impedance model (within a
factor ~ 2) [2].
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Since the first transverse instability observed in 2010,
many studies have been performed on both measurement
and simulation sides and several lessons have been
learned. In a machine like the LHC, not only all the
mechanisms have to be understood separately, but the
possible interplays between the different phenomena need
to be analyzed in detail, including the beam-coupling
impedance (with in particular all the necessary collimators to protect the machine but also new equipment such
as crab cavities for HL-LHC), linear and nonlinear chromaticity, Landau octupoles (and other intrinsic nonlinearities), transverse damper, space charge, beam-beam (longrange and head-on), electron cloud, linear coupling
strength, tune separation between the transverse planes,
tune split between the two beams, transverse beam separation between the two beams, etc. This paper reviews all
the transverse beam instabilities observed and simulated
so far, the mitigation measures which have been put in
place, the remaining questions and challenges and some
recommendations for the future.
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Figure 1: Dedicated single-bunch instability measurement
at 3.5 TeV, two days after the first LHC transverse instability observed in 2010: (left) in the time domain and
(right) in the frequency domain.
Things started to become more involved when we tried
to push the performance of the LHC in 2011, and in particular in 2012. Several instabilities were observed at different stages of the LHC cycle, which perturbed the intensity ramp-up. All these instabilities could be cured by increasing the current of the Landau octupoles, the chromaticities and/or the gain of the transverse damper, except
one transverse instability which remained at the end of the
betatron squeeze [3,4]. Since then, transverse instabilities
have been a worry for the future operation of the LHC
and for HL-LHC [5].
The instability observations, the actions taken and the
lessons learned are reviewed in Section 1 for the Run 1
(2010 to 2012), in Sections 2 and 3 for 2015 and 2016
respectively, while the future is discussed in Section 4.

RUN 1 (2010-2012)
The operation during Run 1 was performed with the
50 ns bunch spacing beam and with a lower energy
(3.5 TeV first and then 4 TeV in 2012), and three types (in
fact two after careful analysis) of instabilities perturbed
the intensity ramp-up, which are discussed below.

In Collision: “snowflakes”
These instabilities happened always in the horizontal
plane only and for both beams (see an example in Fig. 2).
It concerned initially only the IP8 private bunches, i.e. the
bunches colliding only at the Interaction Point 8. This was
rapidly identified and these instabilities disappeared once
the filling scheme was modified. The interpretation of this
mechanism is that it happens on selected bunches with
insufficient tune spread (and thus Landau damping) due
to no head-on collisions, or transverse offsets [3,4].
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Putting the Beams Into Collision
A second type of instabilities happened at the end of
the collision process, with the separation bumps collapsed, when ending with residual separations of ~ 2.1 
in IP1 and ~ 1.2  in IP5 (values estimated from luminosities at the moment of the dump). These instabilities happened also in the horizontal plane. However, after careful
analysis, it appeared that this type of instabilities happened only once or twice during the intensity ramp-up
and it was never observed later in operational conditions.

During or at the End of the Squeeze Process
A third type of instabilities happened during or at the
end of the squeeze, called EOSI (End Of Squeeze Instability), also in the horizontal plane. A characteristic picture is shown in Fig. 3(left), where 3 lines spaced by the
(small-amplitude) synchrotron tune can be observed.

suggested after a new analytical approach [9,10]. Indeed,
it was found that if the transverse damper is not fully
bunch-by-bunch, and if the chromaticity is not very well
controlled (as it was the case during Run 1) then it is
preferable to operate at relatively large chromaticity
(~ 10-15) where a plateau is reached for the required
stabilising octupole current. The first and second types of
instabilities disappeared with the change of the Landau
octupole polarity on August 7th (fill #2926) and the following increase of both the chromaticities and the gain of
the transverse damper (which was then also used fully
bunch-by-bunch during the squeeze): these changes are
referred to as the “Middle of the Year Changes”. Unfortunately three parameters were modified almost at the
same time and it was not possible to identify the main
beneficial effect(s). The third type of instabilities could
not be cured [3,4] (see Fig. 3(right)).

Lessons Learned
After detailed analysis, it seems that the main reason
for which the situation improved after the “Middle of the
Year Changes” was the increase of the chromaticity,
which was not well controlled during Run 1, and running
at high chromaticity prevented to reach negative values.
Furthermore, as the transverse damper was not initially
fully bunch-by-bunch, more octupole current was required for low chromaticities [10]. The change in the
octupole sign was finally found not to be helpful from
both measurements and simulations (as can be seen from
Fig. 4, where the same stability diagram is predicted for
the most critical bunch and in the region of interest, i.e.
for the negative real tune shifts which are expected from
the impedance model) [11]. However, a positive sign is
predicted to be much better for the case of the nominal
configurations (see Fig. 4), and this is why the positive
sign of the octupoles is used during Run 2.

Figure 3: (Left) example of instability observed at the end
of the squeeze: horizontal frequency spectrum vs. time
after the end of the squeeze; (right) similar as in the left
but after the “Middle of the Year Changes” [3,4].

Actions Taken
Based on the past work [6,7,1,2], the initial recommendations at the beginning of Run 1 were to try and keep the
chromaticities as low as possible (~ 1-2) and to try and
reduce the transverse damper gain as much as we could
(to minimize the possible noise introduced and the associated transverse emittance growth). However, the issues
discussed above rapidly appeared during spring and several actions were taken to continue and push the performance: (i) to avoid the beam dumps triggered during the
collision process, it was proposed to change the sign of
the Landau octupoles such that the tune spreads from
beam-beam and octupoles do not fight against each other [8]; (ii) new values for the gain of the transverse damper, chromaticities and Landau octupole current were then

Figure 4: Comparison of the stability diagrams for the
worst bunch at the end of the squeeze for each polarity of
the octupoles, in 2012 and nominal configurations [11].
The main lesson learnt for the future was to better study
the interplays between (all) the different mechanisms in a
machine like the LHC. A lot of work has been done over
the last few years (see for instance Ref. [12]) with in
particular the proposed mechanism of the three-beam
instability (both beams with an electron (e-)cloud) [13],
the detailed analysis of the transverse mode coupling
instability of colliding bunches [14] and the proposed
mechanism of a modification of the stability diagram by
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Figure 2: Example of “snowflakes” instability:
(left) bunch intensity vs. number of the bunch (25 ns slot)
and (right) horizontal frequency spectrum vs. time [3].
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some beam-induced noise [15]. To be able to learn more
on stability diagrams from beam-based measurements,
Beam Transfer Measurements (BTF) should be performed.

(~ 0.009), which led to instabilities, which are believed to
be due to linear coupling [19].
DELPHI with
perfect damper

2015
In 2015, we restarted the LHC at 6.5 TeV (instead of
4 TeV in 2012) and the goal of this first commissioning/exploratory year of Run 2 was to established operation with the nominal 25 ns bunch spacing beam, anticipating difficulties with the beam-induced e-cloud.

Impedance-Induced Transverse Beam Instability
After the experience of Run 1 it was decided to start
with the positive sign of the Landau octupoles and to
study in detail the effect of chromaticity on the transverse
beam instabilities, starting first with a single bunch. A
summary of these measurements, compared to the predictions from the DELPHI code [16,12], is depicted in
Fig. 5(upper) [17]. Three regions can be identified. In the
region of interest for the operation, Q’ > ~ 2, a good
agreement was reached between predictions and measurements. In particular it can be seen that an octupole
current of ~ 100 A was always sufficient to stabilise the
bunch. The other regimes are discussed in Ref. [17].

DELPHI with
perfect damper

After some scrubbing
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Destabilising Effect of E-cloud
After having performed the study with a single bunch
we decided to perform the same study with a train of 72
bunches, for a chromaticity of Q’ ~ 7, knowing that the
beam stability predictions from simulation are the same
for a multi-bunch beam for a perfect damper with a sufficiently high gain. Two series of measurements were performed and the results are shown in Fig. 5(lower). During
the first measurements a much higher octupole current
than predicted from impedance (by a factor ~ 5) was
required to stabilise the beam, while during the second
measurements, a current compatible with the predicted
value was measured. After detailed analysis, it was found
that the first instability was certainly due to e-cloud (or at
least due to the interplay with e-cloud) as the synchronous
phase shift along the batch was quite high (~ 0.8 deg),
revealing that a significant amount of e-cloud was still
present in the machine [18], while during the second
instability, the synchronous phase shift along the batch
was much lower (~ 0.3 deg) [17].

Destabilising Effect of Linear Coupling
Due to e-cloud and the significant values of both chromaticities and octupole current which are required to
stabilise the beam at injection, incoherent losses were
observed and the working point at injection needed to be
optimized [18]: it was moved from (0.28,0.31) to
(0.275,0.295), essentially to move away from the third
integer (0.33) resonance. This worked well but the distance between the two tunes reduced from 0.03 to 0.02
and when the Laslett tune shifts were not corrected during
the injection process, the two tunes got even much closer

Figure 5: Stabilising octupole current vs. chromaticity:
(upper) comparison between single-bunch measurements
(dots: in red on the high energy flat-top and in blue at the
end of the squeeze) and simulations (several curves depending on the transverse damper gain, assuming a perfect fully bunch-by-bunch damper); (lower) same as upper but with a train of 72 bunches spaced by 25 ns [17].

Beam Transfer Function (BTF) Measurements
A first stability diagram has been deduced from BTF
measurements at injection [20]. The next step will be to
fully understand the calibration factor as well as other
interesting observations already reproduced by simulation
but not yet fully understood [20].

Actions Taken
High chromaticities (~ 15) and about maximum octupole current were needed to keep the beam stable. As it
was found that e-cloud can lead to instabilities also at
high energy, a detailed simulation campaign was started
to study the effects of the electrons from the arc dipoles
and quadrupoles but also from the interaction regions. A
detailed analysis of the effect of linear coupling on transverse beam instabilities was also started with a single
bunch at high energy. With the new injection working
point, both the Laslett tune shifts and the closest tune
approach (called |C-|) should be always corrected to avoid
possible instabilities induced by linear coupling. The
measurement of the |C-| at injection during the second half
of 2012 revealed quite some high values [21]. Finally, the
BTF measurements started to be benchmarked. This work
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should continue as it opens the possibility to study the
stability diagram and its evolution with time to detect
possible deformations, which could explain a loss of
transverse Landau damping.

Lessons Learned

2016
2016 is a year of production and we applied the lessons
learned during 2015: (i) the injection working point has
been further optimized to (0.27,0.295); (ii) the Laslett
tune shifts at injection have been corrected automatically;
(iii) high chromaticties (~ 15) have been used during all
the cycle; (iv) almost the maximum octupole current has
been used at high energy and (v) linear coupling has been
corrected during the cycle.

Destabilising Effect of Linear Coupling
Linear coupling can be a problem for beam stability because it can lead to a loss of transverse Landau damping.
A simple model was used in Ref. [22], using an externally
given elliptical spectrum, no transverse damper, etc. A
detailed simulation campaign was performed for the LHC
at 6.5 TeV with the pyHEADTAIL code [12], including
the impedance model, the transverse damper, chromaticity
and octupoles [19]. As the simulations were very time
consuming, they were performed for a single bunch of
3 1011 p/b (still below the Transverse Mode Coupling
Instability threshold). It can be seen from Fig. 6 that as
the (decimal) tune separation Qsep approaches the value of
the closest tune approach, the required octupole current to
stabilise the bunch becomes as large as ~ 4 times the
required octupole current without linear coupling.
After the detailed simulation campaign, a dedicated
measurement was performed in the LHC at 6.5 TeV,
where two instabilities due to linear coupling could be
observed. The first one revealed a remaining bump in the
closest tune approach during the betatron squeeze around
~ 2 m, which led to a stabilising octupole current ~ 4
times higher than the uncoupled threshold [19]. A second
measurement was then performed at flat top before the
betatron squeeze, with the nominal injection tune, increasing the closest tune approach to |C-| ~ 0.01 and reducing
the tune separation in steps. Here again, a much larger
octupole current (by a factor ~ 4.4) was found to be
necessary to stabilise the bunch in the coupled case.
Renormalising the beam parameters, this case corresponds to the red star in Fig. 6.

Figure 6: pyHEADTAIL [12] simulations of the stabilising octupole current vs. the (decimal) tune separation for
a single bunch of 3 1011 p/b within 2.5 m normalized
rms transverse emittance interacting with the LHC impedance at 6.5 TeV with a chromaticity Q’ = 7 and a
transverse damper with a damping time of 100 turns [19].

In Collision: “pop corn”Instability
The LHC is currently operating with slightly more than
2000 bunches with a beam-induced heat load (due to ecloud) close to the limit from the cryogenics capacity
(160 W per half cell), meaning that a lot of electrons are
still present in the machine [18]. And since the number of
bunches reached ~ 600 bunches, the maximum octupole
current and chromaticities of ~ 15 were not enough to
stabilise the beam. Indeed, an instability has been observed in stable beam after few hours (see Fig. 7), which
does not lead to beam losses but to transverse emittance
blow-up (up to a factor ~ 2), only in the vertical plane of
both beams and at the end of the trains of 72 bunches
(where the bunch intensity is in fact the smallest due to
some losses mainly at injection).

Figure 7: “Pop corn” instability observed in stable beam
after few hours, despite the maximum octupole current
and the high chromaticities (~ 15).
This instability clearly exhibits some signs of e-cloud
and a possible mechanism was proposed [18]: when the
intensity decreases a central stripe of electrons develops
(between the two usual stripes observed in dipoles) where
the density can become sufficiently high (in the order of
1012 e-/m3) to drive the beam unstable, without changing
the total heat load [23]. Indeed, some past simulations,
performed at 3.5 TeV, revealed that for an e-cloud density
of 6 1011 e-/m3, the amplitude detuning from the octupoles
was not sufficient to damp this vertical single-bunch instability [24] and that the effective knob was the chromaticity (more than ~ 15 units were needed), as already
observed in the past at injection [25].
ISBN 978-3-95450-178-6
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While in 2012 the machine was operating at 4 TeV with
the 50 ns beam and in 2015 it was operating at 6.5 TeV
with the 25 ns beam, in both cases high chromaticities (~
15) and almost maximum octupole current were needed to
stabilise the beam. While in 2012 it is still not completely
clear why such high values were needed, it was clear in
2015 that an important e-cloud was still present at high
energy and that it could drive the beam unstable. Furthermore, linear coupling should be studied in more detail
during all the LHC cycle.
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Actions Taken
Linear coupling was corrected all along the cycle and in
particular during the betatron squeeze. The Laslett tune
shifts are now corrected automatically at injection. The
vertical chromaticities have been increased by ~ 7 units in
stable beam (to reach values of ~ 20-25), which almost
completely suppressed the vertical emittance blow-up.

electrons in the quadrupoles? These questions are currently being addressed.
Quasi-parabolic
(~ 3.2 σ)
transverse profile

Lessons Learned
Linear coupling has to be well corrected all along the
LHC cycle to avoid using too much octupole current.
Even in the presence of a large tune spread in stable beam
(due to head-on) the beam can become unstable. Fortunately the beam could be stabilised by increasing considerably the vertical chromaticities (to values as high as ~
20-25), which still leads however to sufficiently good
lifetimes: a high chromaticity does not seem to be an
issue for the current LHC.

Figure 8: Single-beam stability predictions for HL-LHC
at high energy (with, as foreseen, negative amplitude
detuning from the Landau octupoles): without crab cavities (in blue) and with crab cavities (in red) [19].

FUTURE
The LHC just reached the design peak luminosity of
1034 cm-2 s-1 [26] at 6.5 TeV and with about 25% less
bunches than nominal. In HL-LHC, the bunch brightness
should be increased by a factor almost 3 and transverse
beam stability might become a limitation in the future:
(i) will we have enough octupole current to stabilise the
beam (an RF quadrupole was proposed to enhance the
beam stability if needed [27])?; (ii) will we be able to use
these high chromaticities in the future and how will this
impact the beam lifetime and the minimum crossing angle
which can be used (even if very encouraging results were
recently obtained [28])?

Copyright © 2016 CC-BY-3.0 and by the respective authors

Impedance-Induced Transverse Beam Instability
A detailed HL-LHC impedance model has been developed, and the related single-beam stability predictions are
shown in Fig. 8 (for the most critical case of a transverse
profile cut at ~ 3.2  [19]), where it can be seen that even
if the impedance is a factor ~ 2 higher than the model,
there should be enough octupole current. However, linear
coupling should be well corrected all along the cycle, and
all the sources of stability diagram deformation should be
identified and the deformations minimized.

Beam-Beam
During the collision process, the stability diagram is reduced at two locations, at ~ 6  and ~ 1.5 , as can be
seen in Fig. 9. It is worth reminding that no instability
was observed at the minimum of the stability diagram
during the regular operational fills. However, the recommendation has been made to go from 2 σ to 1 σ in less
than 1 s (i.e. faster than the predicted instabilities) [19].

E-cloud
The main issue for the current LHC operation and for
the future seems to be the e-cloud. Will we succeed to
remove all the electrons from the dipoles? What is / will
be the effect on beam stability? What about the remaining

Figure 9: Evolution of the stability diagram during the
collision process for the baseline scenario but with crab
crossing off (similar picture with crab crossing on) [19].

CONCLUSION
The LHC is running very well, recently reaching the
design peak luminosity [26]. However, transverse instabilities are a concern to push the performance further and
despite the lot of progress made over the last years we
still need to (fully) understand all the reasons for which,
since 2012, we need to use at high energy the maximum
octupole current and high chromaticities (~ 20-25 in
2016). Linear coupling between the transverse planes has
been identified as a possible detrimental mechanism,
which can considerably increase the required stabilising
octupole current. E-cloud has also been clearly identified
as a possible detrimental mechanism (also) at high energy, which can considerably increase both the required
stabilising octupole current and the chromaticities. A
simulation campaign has been started to try and better
understand the mechanisms involved.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT
Many thanks to the many LHC colleagues, in particular
the operation crew for all the studies performed together
and all the colleagues from the instrumentation and transverse damper teams, helping us to better observe and
understand the beam instabilities.

ISBN 978-3-95450-178-6
258

Beam Dynamics in Rings

Proceedings of HB2016, Malmö, Sweden

[1] E. Métral et al., Stabilization of the LHC singlebunch transverse instability at high energy by Landau octupoles, Proceedings of IPAC2011, San Sebastián, Spain.
[2] N. Mounet, The LHC transverse coupled-bunch
instability, Ph.D. dissertation, EPFL, 2012, thesis No
5305.
[3] E. Métral et al., Review of the instability observed
during the 2012 Run and actions taken, Proceedings
of the LHC Beam Operation workshop, Evian,
France, December 2012.
[4] E. Métral et al., Summary of the 2-day internal review of LHC performance limitations (linked to
transverse collective effects) during Run I (CERN,
25-26/09/2013),
CERN-ACC-NOTE-2014-0006,
2014.
[5] G. Apollinari, I. Béjar Alonso, O. Brüning, M. Lamont, and L. Rossi, High-Luminosity Large Hadron
Collider (HL-LHC): Preliminary Design Report
(CERN, Geneva, 2015).
[6] (Ed.) O. Brüning et al., LHC Design Report, CERN2004-003 (Vol. I), 4 June 2004.
[7] E. Métral, Single-Bunch and Coupled-Bunch Instability at LHC Top Energy vs. Chromaticity, CERN
RLC meeting, 21/04/2006.
[8] S. Fartoukh, …The Sign of the LHC Octupoles,
CERN LMC meeting, 11/07/2012.
[9] E. Métral, Impedances, Instabilities and Implications
for the Future, CMAC meeting #6, CERN, 1617/08/2012.
[10] A. Burov, Nested Head Tail Vlasov Solver : Impedance, Damper, Radial Modes, Coupled Bunches,
Beam-Beam and More…, CERN AP forum,
04/12/2012.
[11] X. Buffat, W. Herr, N. Mounet, T. Pieloni, and
S. White, Stability diagrams of colliding beams in
the large hadron collider, Phys. Rev. ST Accel.
Beams, vol. 17, p. 111002, Nov 2014.
[12] E. Métral et al., Beam Instabilities in Hadron Synchrotrons, IEEE Trans. on Nucl. Sci., Vol. 63,
NO. 2, April 2016 (invited contribution for the 50th
anniversary of the PAC conference).
[13] A. Burov, Three-beam instability in the LHC, FERMILAB-PUB-13-005-AD (2013).
[14] S. White, X. Buffat, N. Mounet, and T. Pieloni,
Transverse mode coupling instability of colliding
beams, Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams, vol. 17,
p. 041002, 2014.
[15] X. Buffat, Transverse beams stability studies at the
large hadron collider, Ph.D. dissertation, EPFL,
2015.
[16] N. Mounet, DELPHI: an analytic Vlasov solver for
impedance-driven modes, CERN HSC meeting,
07/05/2014.

[17] L.R. Carver et al., Current status of instability
threshold measurements in the LHC at 6.5 TeV,
Proceedings of IPAC2016, Busan, Korea.
[18] G. Rumolo et al., Electron cloud effects in the
CERN accelerator complex, these proceedings.
[19] E. Métral, Update of the stability limits including the
effect of electron cloud, implications for machine
and HW parameters (e.g. ramp rates), Joint LARP
CM26/Hi-Lumi Meeting, SLAC, CA, USA,
19/05/2016.
[20] C. Tambasco et al., BTF observations and simulations for LHC: an update for discussions, CERN internal HSC meeting, 27/06/2016.
[21] T. Persson et al., Improved control of the betatron
coupling in the Large Hadron Collider, Phys. Rev.
ST Accel. Beams, vol 17, p. 051004, 2014.
[22] E. Métral et al., Destabilising effect of linear coupling in the HERA proton ring, Proceedings of
IPAC2002, Paris, France.
[23] G. Iadarola, Electron cloud studies for CERN particle accelerators and simulation code development,
CERN-THESIS-2014-047 - 203 p.
[24] K. Li et al., Mitigation of electron cloud instabilities
in the LHC using sectupoles and octupoles,
Proceedings of IPAC2012, New Orleans, Louisiana,
USA.
[25] E. Benedetto, Emittance growth induced by electron
cloud in proton storage rings, Ph.D. dissertation,
Politecnico di Torino, 2006, CERN-THESIS-2008096.
[26] R. Bruce et al., LHC Run 2: results and challenges,
these proceedings
[27] M. Schenk et al., Use of RF quadrupole structures to
enhance stability in accelerator rings, these
proceedings.
[28] T. Pieloni et al., Octupoles and long-range beambeam effects for the HLLHC: can they compensate
each other?, CERN internal HSC meeting,
27/06/2016.

ISBN 978-3-95450-178-6
Beam Dynamics in Rings

259

Copyright © 2016 CC-BY-3.0 and by the respective authors

REFERENCES

TUAM2X01

