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Layout and Linear Optics
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Nonlinearities w/o K2

 Optimizing J and M.
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Nonlinearities w/ K2

e Optimize directly on number of particles outsize TTOSC
damping envelope. xoz [ar: KCRARRT™E T
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Particle Tracking

e Monte Carlo Result: 65% remain in envelope.
These are surfaces as
defined in earlier
presentation, after _
being tracked through =
bypass. m




Next Steps

* Optimize K1, K2, Twiss with Monte Carlo % as
objective

- |.e leave out linear TTOSC params step
 Match into CESR

* |IBS & Radiation
* Dynamic Aperture

» Adjust positions to accommodate existing
CESR components



