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PREVIOUSLY South arc (aka CHESS-U) geometry

from Yulin
drawing 0604
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PREVIOUSLY South arc: from void model to MWS
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pick-ups in yellow are perfect electric conductors, the rest is set as vacuum
material - no material effect taken into account (loss, surface impedance etc.)
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PREVIOUSLY MWS and Poisson geometry
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PREVIOUSLY MWS/Poisson comparison
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PREVIOUSLY MWS/Poisson comparison
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Button geometry difference

We realized that the widths used to simulate the response were different:

¥ MWS used button width 1.6 mm wider in diameter
Could this explain the differences in the response map?
Two MWS simulations were compared:

X default button width

X button width equal to Poisson’s
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Button widths comparison

No notable difference due to button width:
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Next step

Simulate the button response in MWS using a static E-field to have a simulation a-
la Poisson

No success so far...
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Additional materials




	Slide 1
	Slide 2
	Slide 3
	Slide 4
	Slide 5
	Slide 6
	Slide 7
	Slide 8
	Slide 9
	Slide 10

