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Simultaneous electrostatic trapping of merged
cation & anion beams

Alon Bogot,a Oleg Lioubashevski,a Oded Heber,b Daniel Zajfman b and
Daniel Strasser *a

Simultaneous trapping of merged cation and anion beams in the hybrid electrostatic ion beam trap

(HEIBT) opens new opportunities for the study of the interactions of isolated atomic molecular or cluster

ions with oppositely charged ionic species. Application of the trapped merged beams requires a detailed

understanding of the trapping dynamics and the effect of the Coulombic attractive and repulsive forces

between the ions on their motion in the trap. The simultaneous trapping regime is explored

experimentally for SF6
� anion and SF5

+ cation beams and compared to realistic ion trajectory

simulations. The respective stability of the simultaneously trapped cation and anion beams is

experimentally tracked by nondestructive and mass sensitive image charge monitoring. An approximate

analytical potential model is presented for modeling the dynamics of trapped ions, providing insight into

the role of ion–ion interactions, and suggesting a simplified mirror design.

Introduction

Electrostatic ion storage devices offer a powerful new technol-
ogy to experimentally explore the interactions of atomic, mole-
cular and cluster ion species with neutral targets,1,2

electrons,1,3,4 black-body radiation5,6 and with various laser
fields.7–15 The detailed understanding of the interactions and
time-evolution of ionic species is important for a fundamental
understanding of the underlying quantum mechanical many-
electron and many-atom dynamics,16,17 as well as for applica-
tion to studies of the chemical evolution of a broad range of
partly ionized interstellar-medium,18–22 planetary, atmospheric
and man-made environments.23–25 Electrostatic trapping of
well-defined fast ion beams allows not only for extended
interrogation times, but also characterization and isolation of
ions of specific mass over charge ratios.5,26,27 Furthermore,
independent determination of the mass and charge was
demonstrated for individual trapped highly charged ions.28–30

Recent advances also offer the capability of exploring interac-
tions during low energy ion-neutral collisions of a fast ion beam
with a velocity matched fast beam of neutral atoms.31,32

Recording the time evolution of the trapped ions provides
a valuable porthole for observing the relaxation of the
typically high internal excitations of molecular and cluster ions.
In particular, cryogenic electrostatic ion storage devices can

provide unprecedented observation times on the order of
hours.33,34 Moreover, electrostatic trapping of ionic products
allows the identification and characterization of metastable
intermediates and their decay mechanisms.35,36 For example,
in many cluster systems delayed fragmentation and delayed
detachment were observed to occur long after the photoexcita-
tion event and exhibit intricate competition with relaxation by
black-body radiation as well as by exotic recurrent fluorescence
mechanisms.11,14,35,37,38

Advances in merged cation–anion beams make it possible to
study the interactions of oppositely charged ionic species at low
collision energies.39–45 In particular, mutual neutralization
reactions between cationic and anionic atoms have been exten-
sively studied in recent years.41,43,46–49 The extension to mole-
cular species requires careful control of the initial internal-
excitation of the molecular ions. Slow ions can be cooled by
collisions with a cold buffer gas,50 where care must be taken to
avoid heating in the process of acceleration. Alternatively cool-
ing can be achieved by radiative thermalization of trapped
ions.3,37,51,52 Until this work, the double electrostatic ion ring
experiment (DESIREE) was the only experimental setup that
combines ion-trapping with a merged-beam section of velocity
matched fast cation and anion beams.19,53,54 In contrast to
storage-ring devices, the electrostatic ion beam trap (EIBT) uses
electrostatic mirrors to reflect and focus a fast ion beam in an
analogous geometry to an optical resonator.55,56 The EIBT
technology has been implemented in a broad range of electro-
static trapping applications.38,57–59 In particular, taking
advantage of the repulsive ion–ion interaction that has
been demonstrated to result in surprising counterintuitive
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ion-bunch dynamics with application to high-resolution
mass-spectrometry,26,60 as well as for ion beam cooling
applications.37,57,61 It will therefore be valuable to extend EIBT
based technology to allow merged beam experiments.

Recently, Shahi et al.,62 proposed and simulated an alter-
native hybrid experimental setup for simultaneous electrostatic
trapping of cation & anion beams based on the EIBT
technology.55,56 On one hand, the hybrid EIBT (HEIBT) mirror
allows the trapping of a fast ion beam, while on the other hand,
analogous to optical dichroic mirrors, it transmits with mini-
mal focusing a fast beam of oppositely charged species. Thus,
allowing simultaneous trapping of an anion and cation beams
between nested pairs of HEIBT mirrors. In principle the HEIBT
is capable also of merging ion beams with the same charge
sign. Here, we describe the first experimental measurements of
the simultaneous trapping regimes for merged cation and
anion beams. Nondestructive measurements show the evolu-
tion of charge and mass-specific ion populations during simul-
taneous trapping. The experimental results are compared to ion
trajectories in a numerical simulation of the HEIBT potential,
as well as to a simplified analytical model potential offering
insight into a possible simplified mirror design as well as to the
role of the coulombic ion–ion interactions.

HEIBT design and experimental setup

The HEIBT experimental setup for simultaneous trapping of
merged cation and anion is shown schematically in Fig. 1. As
proposed by Shahi et al.,62 the HEIBT itself is composed of two
pairs of electrostatic mirrors. The inner pair of mirrors (blue
electrodes in Fig. 1), separated by a 225 mm field-free region, is
nested in the 585 mm gap between the outer mirrors (red
electrodes in Fig. 1). When the inner mirrors are supplied with
suitable negative potentials a fast-moving anion bunch can be
trapped, oscillating back and forth between the two inner
mirrors. Simultaneously, a cation bunch can be trapped
between the outer pair of positive mirror potentials, passing
through the potentials of the negative inner mirrors.

Each mirror is realized by 12 cylindrical electrodes, spaced
by 6 mm gaps, where all electrodes have a 90 mm
outer diameter and 24 mm apertures. Each mirror assembly
can be conceptually divided into a reflecting section and a
focusing section. The reflecting section includes ten, 4 mm
wide, electrodes, separated by 6 mm gaps. These ten electrodes
are typically supplied with monotonically rising potentials
of 0, 1

4VM, 1
2VM, 3

4VM, and VM, followed by a symmetric descent
from VM to the ground potential. Focusing is achieved by the
last two electrodes, an 11 mm wide electrode supplied with a VZ

potential and the inner ground electrode. Following the
earlier EIBT work,63 an oscillating few volt VRF potential can
be applied to one of the inner electrodes for synchronization
of the ion bunch motion. The different potentials are
separately controlled by external power supplies, with positive
1
4VM+, 1

2VM+, 3
4VM+, VM+, VZ+ applied to the outer mirrors and

negative 1
4VM�, 1

2VM�, 3
4VM�, VM�, VZ� applied to the inner anion

mirrors.
Ions are formed in a pulsed supersonic expansion Even-

Lavie ion source,64 and accelerated by pulsed repeller (VR) and
extractor (VE) potentials that are applied to grids on a differen-
tially pumped acceleration stage shown schematically in Fig. 1.
The acceleration stage is also equipped with an Einzel lens
electrode that helps focusing the ions as they move towards the
HEIBT entrance mirror. Additional steering and focusing ion-
optics help guide the fast ion beam through two 4 mm diameter
collimating apertures that are aligned with the HEIBT axis and
are positioned on both sides of a differential pumping cham-
ber, ensuring that the pressure in the HEIBT chamber is kept
well below 10�10 torr. In the experiments described here, a
mixture of B200 PSI argon carrier gas, seeded by B5% of SF6

sample gas was expanded into the source chamber and ionized
by a pulsed circular electron gun that directs B200 eV electrons
into the supersonically expanding gas, generating a variety of
cation and anion species.65–69 The supersonic expansion is
skimmed by an 8 mm skimmer located 100 mm downstream
of the pulsed valve. Such setup enables trapping very heavy
molecules without analyzing magnet mass limit.

Fig. 1 HEIBT experimental setup. An Even-Lavie, cold ion source is used to generate ions which are then accelerated by a rotatable acceleration
electrode stack. Following acceleration, a pair of deflectors for horizontal and vertical steering followed by an Einzel lens used for focusing. The ion beam
then goes through a pair of differential pumping apertures into the HEIBT. Each HEIBT mirror is composed of cylindrical symmetry electrodes with
monotonically rising potentials up to the main VM, each provided by separate HV sources. The focusing potential is composed from two grounded
electrodes in addition to an electrode (VZ) connected to a single HV source.
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As shown schematically in Fig. 1, both cations and anions
are produced in the same ion source. In each experimental
cycle, typically repeated at B1 Hz rate, the ion source is pulsed
twice. In the first pulse, negative acceleration voltages are used
to accelerate anions towards the HEIBT, while in the 2nd pulse,
arriving after a B100 ms delay time, during which all the ion
optics potentials are adjusted before the second pulse, positive
acceleration potentials are applied to accelerate the cation ion
bunch. To allow the ion beam to enter the trap, we lower the
highest entrance mirror electrode potential from VM to 3

4VM.
Once the ions of interest enter the trap, the trap is rapidly
closed by raising the potential back to VM, where the ion time of
flight between the pulsed acceleration and the closing of the
trap provides a rough selection of the velocity and charge over
mass ratio of the ions of interest. In the experiments described
here, SF6

� anion and SF5
+ cation beams are accelerated typi-

cally to respective B2.3 keV and B2.0 keV beam energies, such
that both species travel with the same velocity in the field free
region.

The trapped ion beams are monitored by two methods: (1)
an indirect destructive monitoring by detection of fast neutral
products on an 80 mm diameter MCP detector, located 150 cm
downstream of the ‘‘exit’’ mirrors. The MCP is equipped with a
phosphor screen anode, providing both time and position
information. In the experiments described here, the neutral
yield on the MCP detector as a function of trapping time was
read out by a CCD camera, which exposures were synchronized
with the injection cycle. (2) A direct, nondestructive monitoring
of the trapped ions is achieved by detecting the image charge of
the ion bunches as they pass back and forth through a
dedicated ring-electrode in the center of the trap. Following
earlier designs, the diameter of the pickup ring is 18 mm and
its length is 7 mm.63 Due to the ions finite energy spread and
trajectory differences, the injected ion bunch spreads and fills
the ion beam trap.70–73 Following Rahinov et al.,63 we apply a
low RF voltage (typically B4 V peak to peak) to the inner VRF

electrode at the 5th harmonic of the mass specific oscillation
frequency. Monitoring of the Fourier transform of the pickup
signal at the 1st harmonic of the oscillation frequency allows
direct nondestructive and mass sensitive detection of the
number of trapped ions.

Results

The HEIBT configuration simulated by Shahi et al.62 was
optimized for trapping a 1 : 2 ratio of the anion and cation
mass and beam energy ratio. The original rationale was to
minimize as much as possible the effect of the inner trap
potentials on the trajectories of the heavier ions in the outer
trap. In the present study we show that the HEIBT can also be
configured with the higher energy beam stored in the inner
trap. We demonstrate simultaneous trapping of SF6

� anions in
the inner trap and SF5

+ cations in the outer trap, with a 146 : 127
mass ratio. Fig. 2(a) shows the simulated trapping efficiency of
SF6
�, as a function of inner trap parameters. The horizontal

axis shows the dependence of trapping efficiency on the shape
of the mirror potential modified by tuning a single VZ�/VM�

ratio, while the vertical axis shows the dependence on the
overall VM� =ESF6

� , the overall scaling of the mirror potentials
with respect to the ion beam energy. The simulated trapping
efficiency (Psim) is derived from the number of stable trajec-
tories, 400 microseconds after the injection of a realistic
ion beam with a 4 mm diameter, B1 degree divergence and a
B2 eV energy spread. Fig. 2(b) shows the simulated trapping
efficiency of SF5

+ as a function of the outer trap parameters,
while fixing the inner VM� =ESF6

� scaling at 1.32 and VZ�/VM�

focusing at 0.53. Similar to Shahi et al., both inner and outer
trap simulations are performed using SIMION, while neglecting
the effect of ion–ion interactions. The simulated trapping
efficiency can be directly compared with the experimentally
measured data presented in Fig. 2(c) and (d). The number of
trapped ions is evaluated by recording the number of neutral
counts on the MCP detector within the 900 ms trapping cycle,
that are proportional to the number of trapped ions. Neutral
counts within the first 1 ms are excluded to avoid background
contribution from the pulsed ion source. As the MCP cannot
distinguish different neutral products, cation and anion experi-
ments reported in Fig. 2(c) and (d) were performed separately
for the inner and outer traps. Furthermore, due to the intrinsic
differences between the cation and anion beams, including the
number of ions and the respective beam alignment and emit-
tance, it is difficult to define an absolute experimental trapping
efficiency. We therefore consider a relative experimental effi-
ciency (Pexp), defined separately for the inner and outer traps as

Fig. 2 Two dimensional scan of the voltages applied to the main mirror
electrode (VM) and the Einzel lens (VZ) with color coded Trapping efficien-
cies, Psim for simulated data and relative experimental efficiencies Pexp.
Figures a and b present SINION simulation for the HEIBT inner (a) and
outer (b) HEIBT traps, while figures c and d show the normalized experi-
mental results. (e)–(g) present the simulated ion current densities (I) along
the trap for selected VM and VZ potentials.
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a function of the trap parameters. For each trap, the relative
efficiency is evaluated by the measured number of neutral
counts as a function of trap parameters, normalized to the
maximal neutral count.

The simulated and experimental results exhibit similar
features. For the inner trap, two separate trapping regions
can be identified. A low VZ�/VM� region with VZ�/VM� B o0.6,
and a high VZ�/VM� region. Fig. 2(e) and (f) show representative
ion current density simulations for the respectively low and
high focusing regions, calculated assuming injection of 105

ions into the trap. Both conditions were selected with the same
scaling with respect to the ion beam energy. Under low focusing
conditions, the inner trap exhibits high current density in the
field free region in the center of the trap. In contrast, high
focusing conditions result in increased current density in the
mirrors close to the turning point of the oscillating ions. While
low focusing conditions are found useful for ion–ion and ion–
laser interaction studies in the field-free region, high focusing
conditions offer a sensitive measure of the stored beam energy.
Using this sensitivity, the presented experimental beam energy
was scaled up by 4% with respect to the nominal average
acceleration potential. Both simulated and experimental anion
trapping efficiencies are found to be optimal near the
VM� =ESF6

� ¼ 1:3 and VZ�/VM� = 0.5 configuration of the inner
trap that was fixed while exploring the parameters of the outer
cation trap. Interestingly, compared with the SIMION simula-
tion, the experimental data exhibits reduced trapping efficiency
for VZ�/VM� o 0.4. In the following, we show that the trapping
efficiency in this region is sensitive to ion–ion interactions that
are not included in the SIMION simulations.

For the outer trap, both experimental and simulated cation
trapping in the outer trap show a single broad trapping region.
The region of optimal simulated conditions includes the

experimental optimum found at VMþ=ESF5
þ ¼ 1:33 and VZ+/

VM+ = 0.44. However, unlike the experimental result, the simu-
lated optimal region extends to lower VMþ =ESF5

þ , indicating a
possible effect of cation–cation interaction that is not included
in the SIMION simulation. Fig. 2(g) shows the simulated
current density at these optimal conditions, showing a typical
rather uniform current density throughout the HEIBT with
significant density at the field free region.

Fig. 3 shows the average, over 500 experimental cycles, of the
measured yield of neutrals as a function of ion trapping time,
recorded at an optimal VM� =ESF6

� ¼ 1:32, VZ�/VM� = 0.53

VMþ =ESF5
þ ¼ 1:33, VZ+/VM+ = 0.44 mirror settings. A constant

dark count background of B7 counts per second is subtracted
from the measured number of neutral counts. The blue circles
indicate neutral yield from a trapped anion beam in the inner
trap. The blue curve shows a bi-exponential fit to the measured
neutrals yield from the trapped anions, characterized by a long
and a short lifetime. The short B30 ms lifetime can be
attributed to autodetachment of vibrationally excited anions,
which can be expected to occur in spite of the supersonic
expansion.8,15,35,74 The long 2.5 s lifetime provides a lower
limit for the intrinsic trapping time in the inner trap due to

collisions with the residual background pressure of B10�11

Torr, in agreement with typical trapping lifetimes in EIBT
devices. The red crosses indicate the neutral yield from the
trapped cation beam. As neutral products from the anion beam
cannot be distinguished from neutral products of the cation
beam, these experiments were performed separately. The neu-
tral yield from the cation beam, trapped in the outer trap is
fitted with a single exponential decay with a B12 � 10 second
lifetime, which is essentially infinite on the experimental time
scale. The acceleration potentials of the anions and cations are
scaled according to the SF6

�/SF5
+ mass ratio, such that the SF6

�

anions and SF5
+ cations move in the same velocity in the field

free region. The relative neutral yields from the cation and
anion beams depend not only on the trapping efficiency but
also on the number of injected ions, neutralization efficiency
and the detector acceptance for neutrals formed along the ion
trajectories in the inner and outer traps. Magenta diamond
symbols show the neutral product yield from simultaneously
trapped anions and cations. To allow direct comparison of the
neutral yields we perform the anion trapping, cation trapping,
and simultaneous trapping experiments at the same source,
background pressure and HEIBT conditions. The magenta
dotted curve indicates the sum of the red and blue curves,
i.e., the expected estimate of neutrals formed independently
from the anions trapped in the inner trap and cations trapped
in the outer trap. The observed neutral rate is consistent with
successful simultaneous trapping of merged cation and anion
beams in the HEIBT. The slightly lower neutral yield in the
simultaneous trapping may result from the systematic effect of
a finite ion-source stability. Alternatively, it may reflect an effect
due to cation–anion interaction. It is worth noting that the ion
velocity was only roughly matched in these experiments by
scaling the nominal accelerating potentials with the relative
masses. Therefore, the actual beam velocities can still be

Fig. 3 Neutral CCD signal vs. trapping time for three sets of experiments.
Blue for trapping of B2.3 keV SF6

� ion beam in the inner HEIBT trap, red
for a B2.0 keV SF5

+ ion beam in the outer trap and magenta diamonds for
a merged beam experiment, in which both cations and anions produce
neutral signal. The dotted magenta curve presents the sum of both single
beam experiments (blue and red curves).
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different due to ion specific space charge and alignment effects
and we do not expect mutual neutralization of the trapped
cations and anions play a significant role on the observed ion
trapping.

As noted earlier, it is not possible to distinguish neutral
products from the trapped anions from neutral products origi-
nating from cations. Furthermore, the neutral yield itself does
not provide an indication of the mass of the trapped ions. We
therefore implement an additional nondestructive detection of
the ion image charge on a ring pickup electrode positioned in
the center of the field free region. The amplitude of the
oscillating pickup signal can be related to the charge of the
oscillating ion bunch.63 In order to avoid the spreading of the
injected ion bunch we implement the so-called ‘‘RF-bunching’’
approach,63 by applying a 4 V sine wave potential to the inner
VRF electrode, oscillating at the 5th harmonic of the mass
specific frequency. Although both cations and anions are
accelerated to the same velocity, the different effective lengths
of the inner trap result in very different ion oscillation frequen-
cies. Thus, anions moving in the shorter inner trap oscillate
faster than the cations moving at the same velocity in the longer
outer trap, making it possible to independently synchronize the
motion of mass selected ions in the inner or in the outer trap
according to their oscillation frequency.

Fig. 4 shows the Fourier transform of the ion resolved
pickup signal. The anion signal is shown in panel 4a, exhibiting
a peak at the 119 kHz oscillation frequency of SF6

� in the inner
trap. The blue circles show the observed SF6

� signal, measured
without simultaneous trapping of SF5

+, while magenta circles
show the signal measured with simultaneously trapping SF5

+ in
the outer trap, shifted vertically by +40 mV. Fig. 4(b) shows the
SF5

+ signal, oscillating at a 70.98 kHz frequency in the outer
trap. The red crosses show the measured SF5

+ signal measured
without simultaneous trapping of anions in the inner trap,
while the magenta crosses show the signal measured with
simultaneous trapping of SF6

�. Within the error-bars on the
average oscillation amplitude, the overall B13 mV anion and
B35 mV cation signals appear to be stable under simultaneous
trapping of both beams. Interestingly, although the neutral
yield depends on the specific ion species and beam energy, as
well as on the number of trapped ions, the B2.6 ratio of the

number of anions and cations detected by the pickup is in
rough agreement with the B3.8 ratio of the long lived compo-
nent of the corresponding neutral yields shown in Fig. 3.

In addition to the overall average oscillation amplitude,
windowed Fourier transform analysis allows for ion-specific
time resolved monitoring of the trapped ions.63 Fig. 5 shows
the evolution of the SF6

� and SF5
+ FFT peak amplitudes as a

function of trapping time. Within the ion source stability, we
observe the same number of trapped SF6

� anions with and
without simultaneous trapping of cations, shown respectively
by blue and magenta circles. Similar to neutral signal, the curve
presents a bi-exponential fit of the SF6

� signal, characterized by
a short B40 ms and a long B1.7 s lifetimes. The short lived
component, attributed to ion loss due to autodetachment of hot
SF6
� ions, is significantly smaller compared with the short-

lived component in the neutral signal. This can be expected as
the neutral yield depends not only on the number of ions but
also on the neutralization rate which is higher for the short
lived hot SF6

� ions. The SF5
+ signal from the cation beam

trapped in the outer trap also exhibits a bi-exponential decay,
characterized by a short B100 ms and a long B2.5 s lifetimes, a
different behavior from the one observed from the neutral
signal. In addition to a time dependent neutralization rate,
the difference could also arise from a contamination from
smaller SFn

+ species that contribute to the neutral signal but
not to the ion resolved pickup detection that is only sensitive to
the trapped SF5

+ ion bunch.

Analytic model simulations for a simple HEIBT design & ion–
ion interaction

Fig. 6(a) shows the numerically calculated contours of the
HEIBT mirror potential surface, implemented with 6 potentials
applied to 12 electrodes, where the VM/E0 scaling is set to 1.3
and the VZ/VM focusing is 0.5. An analytic function for repre-
sentation of the trap potential can significantly simplify the
computational effort in exact calculation of long ion

Fig. 4 Fourier transform of the image charge signal induced by the ions
passing through the ring pickup. (a) Inner trap VRF = 595 kHz. (b) outer
VRF = 354.9 kHz.

Fig. 5 Mass selective, time dependent pickup FFT detection of a merged
beam experiment in the HEIBT. Blue for SF6

� anions in the inner trap and
red for SF5

+ cations in the outer HEIBT trap. Magenta for merged beam
experiment while circles represents anions and crosses represent cations.
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trajectories. Fig. 6(b) shows an analytic potential based on an
approximate analytical function that was proposed for describing
an Einzel lens potential.75 The presented potential is obtained by
combining the analytic expressions of two Einzel lens potentials,
where the lens parameters were optimized to fit the HEIBT mirror
potential. The first analytic function corresponds to a VM potential
applied to a cylindrical electrode with a 26 mm diameter and
12 mm length, positioned within a 90 mm gap between infinite
grounded tubes. The second analytical function is shifted by
60.5 mm along the HEIBT axis. It approximates a VZ potential
supplied to a cylindrical electrode, with the same 26 mm diameter
and 11 mm length, positioned within a 27 mm gap between
infinite grounded tubes.

Fig. 7(a) and (b) show the simulated trapping efficiency as a
function of the focusing and the energy scaling mirror para-
meters for the respective inner and outer traps. The simulated
trapping efficiency (Psim) is derived from the number of stable
trajectories, 1000 microseconds after the injection of a realistic
ion beam with a 4 mm diameter and 1-degree divergence. While
we note small deviations from the numerical simulations

shown in Fig. 2(a) and (b), trajectory simulations using the
approximate analytic potential are in good agreement with both
SIMION simulations and experimental data. The success of the
simple model suggests that the HEIBT mirror potentials can be
realized with a smaller number of cylindrical electrodes.
Fig. 6(c) shows the numerically calculated potential corres-
ponding to two cylindrical electrodes supplied with VM and VZ

potentials and realistic finite grounded tubes. SIMION simula-
tions of the trapping efficiency in this configuration (not
shown) were found to be similar to the stability simulations
using the approximate analytic potentials. Thus, indicating that
a simpler version of the HEIBT mirror can be realized with only
two high-voltage potentials.

Gupta et al. implemented advanced two-dimensional parti-
cle in-a-cell simulation to study ion–ion interactions in an
EIBT.76,77 Here, we propose that the approximate analytical
model can be used to provide valuable insight into the effect of
long-range Coulombic ion–ion interactions in the HEIBT.
Fig. 7(c) and (d) show the simulated trapping efficiency for
simultaneous injection of 500 cations and 500 anions into the
analytic HEIBT potential. Where the cation and anion charges
were scaled by a factor of 1000 to represent a realistic space
charge effect. The scaling was tested by performing simulations
for a representative set of trapping conditions with 1000 ions
and a respectively smaller scaling factor. Two effects can be
readily observed for both the inner and outer traps. First, the
trapping efficiency deteriorates, in particular for the lower
VZ/VM focusing and lower VM/E0 scaling regions. Second, the
parameter space in which trapping is observed seems to be
extended. Both effects can be understood as the different ions
can exchange energy by the soft Coulomb interaction potential,
resulting in an effective broadening of the injected beam energy
distribution. Thus, resulting in enhanced loss of ions which
beam energy is outside the stable trapping regions simulated
without ion–ion interaction in Fig. 7(a) and (b). The quenching
of trapping efficiency by ion–ion interaction is therefore parti-
cularly pronounced in the low focusing region, in which only a
narrow window of ion energies can be trapped. Furthermore,
comparing 1000 microsecond long simulations using realistic
space charge of individual ion beams with simultaneous trap-
ping of merged cation and anion beams indicates only a small
effect on the order of B10% lower trapping efficiency when the
anion–cation attraction is included. This, in agreement with
the experimental image charge measurements showing similar
trapped ion signals for individual and simultaneous trapping.
We conclude that the quenching of the experimentally mea-
sured trapping efficiency in the low focusing region, shown in
Fig. 2(c) and (d), can be attributed to the ion–ion interactions
that are not considered in the SIMION simulations presented in
Fig. 2(a) and (b).

Conclusions

Simultaneous trapping of merged cation and anion beams in
the HEIBT has been demonstrated for SF6

� anions and SF5
+

Fig. 6 Electric potentials along the HEIBT spatial axis. Gray boxes indicat-
ing the cylindrical electrodes. (a) Numerical calculation of the potential
surface of the HEIBT mirror. (b) An approximate analytic model. (c) A
numeric potential for a simpler set of electrodes.

Fig. 7 Trapping efficiencies (Psim), simulated with the analytical HEIBT
model. On the left (a) and (c) for the inner trap and on the right (b) and (d)
for the outer HEIBT trap. Bottom panels (c) and (d) including and top
panels (a) and (b) without ion–ion interaction.
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cations. The long trapping times allow extraction of both
cations and anions from the same plasma source, by sequential
injection of the anion and cation ion bunches into the HEIBT.
Both neutral product yields, as well as nondestructive ion-
specific charge monitoring were demonstrated under simulta-
neous trapping of merged beams. An approximate analytic
model was presented for efficient simulation of the trapped
ion trajectories and inclusion of ion–ion interactions. More-
over, the analytic model predicted that a simplified design of
the HEIBT mirror can be implemented with only two high-
voltage potentials. By demonstrating simultaneous trapping of
merged cation and anion beams using EIBT based technology
we pave the way for future work in ‘‘tabletop’’ single user
experiments that will explore mutual neutralization of molecu-
lar and cluster ion species. Thus, providing detailed insight
about the product channels in such reactions, the internal
excitation of the neutral products and their dependence on
the initial ion temperature. Furthermore, we plan to explore
resonant ion–ion interaction in frequency matched anion and
cation beams, oscillating between the inner and outer HEIBT
mirrors.
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D. W. Savin, S. Schippers, P. Wilhelm, A. Wolf, M. G. Wolfire
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