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Abstract

A promising scheme for plasma wakefield acceleration is the hybrid plasma
acceleration mechanism, which is experimentally connected to worldwide programs
at various accelerator facilities. This scheme may lead to extremely high-quality
electron bunches, that can be used to drive ultrabright light sources such as free-
electron lasers. The big challenge for plasma acceleration is to produce electron
bunches with high quality in terms of low emittance, energy spread, and high
brightness. To overcome this challenge, the Trojan Horse "plasma photocathode"
scheme is used to produce designer electron beams.

This thesis explores the Trojan Horse mechanism in a systematic simulation-
based parametric study. Different interaction regimes are explored by variation of the
injector laser pulse by normalised vector potential ag, spot size wy and relative
spatiotemporal synchronisation and alignment in the plasma wave at various densities.
These parameters define the plasma photocathode process.

The general motivation of this work is to investigate the generation of high-
quality electron beams for light source applications. Several factors and mechanisms
impact the witness bunch, affect its beam emittance, and drive its growth. The main
driver for emittance growth, particularly at increased witness beam charge levels, is
space charge and intra-beam Coulomb repulsion. Although the laser-released electrons
from the plasma photocathode are rapidly accelerated and focused by the plasma
wakefields, increasing the charge, e.g., by means of increasing the background plasma
density from which the plasma photocathode electrons are liberated, produced very
strong electric fields inside the bunch and thus triggered and driven rapid emittance
growth. The effect of evolving space charge in the formative phase of the witness beam
production and acceleration is investigated using tailored particle-in-cell simulations,
for example, by scanning the evolution of transverse phase space across different
plasma densities, and the illumination of the process by analysis is not available to the
experiment but only to high-resolution and high-fidelity simulations.

These computational studies provide insight into the sensitivities and
robustness of the scheme, which is important for upcoming experiments, e.g., at
SLAC, FACET-II, and may allow pushing the emittance and brightness barrier of
electron beams produced by the Trojan Horse process. This could dramatically impact
applications such as ultrabright, hard x-ray free-electron lasers, particle and strong-
field physics.
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Chapter 1

1 Introduction

Over the last decades, we have seen a remarkable development in plasma-
based accelerators. The structures of plasma acceleration are formed using ultrashort
laser pulses or charged particle beams to produce relativistic particle beams of
electrons or positrons for energy gain. Plasma-based techniques can build a wide range
of applications from high energy physics to low energy physics. T. Tajima and J.M.
Dawson conceived the basic idea of plasma accelerators were conceived by T. Tajima
and J.M. Dawson of UCLA in 1979 [1]. They suggested exciting the plasma waves by
an intense laser to produce wakefields. Since then, there has been intense research on
plasma accelerators, light sources, and many other applications developing, with
enormous advances in recent years.

Before discussing the plasma-based accelerators, we will review some
accelerator fundamentals. Firstly, they use either elementary particles or light pulses
as drivers. Secondly, they can be used to accelerate particles on a circular ring path or
linearly along straight trajectories. Presently, the largest accelerator is the Large
Hadron Collider (LHC) at CERN, with a circumference of 27 km and a budget of
approximately €7.5 billion [2]. The purpose of the LHC is to validate existing particle
physics theories and perhaps discover novel, surprising fundamental physics. A
prominent conventional linear accelerator (linac) is the SLAC National Accelerator
Laboratory with a length of 3.2km [3], where seminal discoveries in particle physics,
free-electron-lasers and plasma wakefield accelerators have been obtained. These
conventional accelerators are technically mature. Despite their enormous successes,
they have limitations, such as high construction, maintenance costs, and the connected
large spatial footprint due to the long distances required to accelerate the particles to
high energies. The fundamental reason for this is that the accelerating fields are limited
due to breakdown at the accelerator cavity walls due to high accelerating fields that
occur at 100 MV/m. Therefore, high-gradient accelerators with reduced size and cost
would be highly desirable. Plasma-based wakefield accelerators promise to provide
compact machines at reduced financial and spatial footprint because of their ability to
afford huge acceleration gradients [4] of the order of hundreds of GV/m in compact
setups compared with conventional accelerators [5]. The accelerating structure in this
state is the plasma, which plays the enabling role instead of being the limiting factor
during the electrical breakdown of a metallic cavity structure through an ionised gas,
as in conventional accelerators. In addition, an external feed of injected particle beams
is not necessarily needed, because the plasma itself can be exploited as a suitable
source of electrons. The power source in the plasma accelerator is a charged particle
beam or an intense laser pulse [6] driver, that transfers energy into plasma oscillations



and from the resulting co-moving plasma wake into the particle beam to be
accelerated.

The long-term goal of the work presented in this thesis is the development of

compact highest quality plasma-based accelerators, which could be realised in the
Middle East without requiring an extensive accelerator infrastructure. We aimed to
design and create electron beams having unprecedented emittance and brightness, so
that advanced light sources like free-electron x-ray lasers (FEL) can be powered. This
work can be pursued via particle-in-cell computer codes (such as VORPAL/VSim)
[7]. One especially promising scheme is a hybrid plasma acceleration mechanism with
novel plasma photocathodes. It is experimentally associated with global projects at a
variety of accelerator sites. Subsequently, this system could result in electron bunches
of exceedingly high quality and brightness. This, in turn, is being used to generate x-
ray flashes of extraordinary brightness in light sources, such as FEL. In theory,
research and development, computational modelling and experimental achievements
are interconnected and are driven forward in a wider international collaboration led by
the University of Strathclyde. The present work is centred on the Trojan Horse
mechanism, computational modelling, and exploration, mutually aligned with
experimental plans and target applications.
In this chapter, the first section presents an overview of basic plasma properties,
including Debye shielding, plasma frequency and dispersion relation, and a description
of (laser-based) ionisation processes, including a classification of ionisation according
to the Keldysh parameter. The interaction of lasers, plasma and electron beams is the
underlying principle of any plasma-based accelerator, and is particularly important for
the plasma photocathode scheme.

1.1 Plasma properties

In physics, plasma is an ionised gas, representing the fourth state of matter.
Irving Langmuir and his colleague Lewi Tonks were the first who described the plasma
in 1920 and introduced the name plasma for an ionised gas [8,9].
Plasma is distinguished and unique due to collective behaviour where the charged
particles interact with each other, and the plasma responds to external forces, which
determines them collectively [10,11]. Some plasma parameters and characteristics will
be briefly described in the subsequent sections.

1.1.1 Debye Shielding

The Debye shielding length is one of the most frequently utilised parameters to
characterise plasma. It determines the typical distance D where particles of the
opposite sign can shield the electrostatic field from a charged test particle. It may be



described by imagining two charged spherical entities inside the plasma connecting to
a battery. Spherical bodies begin to attract particles with opposite charges, creating a
cloud of electrons around a positive spherical body and even a cloud of ions
surrounding the negative spherical body, while a dielectric layer prevents the
recombination process on the plasma surface. Plasma is considered to be cold,
implying that there are no thermal activities. At the edge of these two clouds, the
potential and thermal energies of particles are in equilibrium. Subsequently, the
thickness of the charged cloud is estimated. Assume that a plane grid is placed in a
plasma that is maintained at a specific potential @.

Furthermore, a potential @ that develops due to these two clouds is thought to have a
distribution similar to that depicted in figure 1.1, with a maximum value of @pat x =

0. The mass ratio of electrons to ions is thought to be very small, % « 1, indicating
i

that the ions are stationary and form a homogeneous positive background.

Do —

0 X

Figure 1.1: Potential distribution near a grid in a plasma, [10].

The disturbance to the potential then tends to fall off quickly into the plasma, unlike
in the vacuum scenario. This may be demonstrated with the following key equations
[10], Poisson's equation as:

2 %9
V40 = ¢ = —e(n; —n,) (1.1)

0x2

where g, is the permittivity of free space, e is the electron charge, n; and n. are ion and
electron densities, respectively. These densities can be written according to Boltzmann
distribution as:

_eo o
n; = nge kr Ne = NgekT (1.2)



Where T and K are gas temperature and Boltzmann constant, respectively, substituting
for n; and n., in equation (1.1), then we get:

920 _ 2nye

0x2 £

sinh (e@/KT) (1.3)

Where sinh (e(Z)/KT):% (e®P/KT — ¢=€P/KT ) By assuming that e is less than KT for

electrons and inserting in equation (1.3), we can get the following result:

9% _me? 41
dx2 &g KT 0= 2 @ (14)
where 1p = ZOI:ZT (1.5)

Ap stands for the Debye length [12,13], measures shielding distance. As a fundamental
but also evident prerequisite for such existence of plasma, the physical dimensions of
a system must surpass Debye length (1). Otherwise, the charged particle collection
would not behave like plasma unless there is enough zone for such a collective
shielding effect to take place.

Another parameter to specify, is the number of electrons inside a Debye sphere Np,
which is provided by [10]:

Np = ZmAdng (1.6)

Plasma with Np >>1 is referred to as a weakly-coupled plasma, whereas plasma with
Np <<I is considered as a strongly-coupled plasma [10]. In this thesis, the plasma is
considered to be weakly coupled.

1.1.2 Plasma Frequency

Plasma has collective behaviour in the manner of oscillations that occur at a
specific frequency, assuming a cold plasma with a uniform charge distribution. If
electrons are shifted from an equilibrium state with vanishingly small ions mobility,
an electric field is created in the direction of electron movement. This field acts as a
restoring force on the electrons, causing them to return to their start point and fluctuate
their equilibrium position.

In the simplest scenario, the electron plasma frequency is computed using the
following equations in 1D (x-coordinate) for charged particles exposed to the electric
field force[10].



Equation of motion:

m |2 + (v, V)ve] = —eE (1.7)
Continuity equation:
2 1 V. (nev,) =0 (1.8)

Poisson's equation:

OE
g V.E= & 32 ¢ (n; — n,) (1.9)

The variable parameters in the final three equations are linearised before being
separated into two parts: equilibrium, and perturbation, as follows:

Tle == no + Tll
Ue == 170 + 171 (1_10)
Ee == EO + El

When there is no oscillation in the plasma, the equilibrium components appear.
Plasma electrons are thought to remain in a homogeneous and neutral state at rest until
being displaced, resulting in:

677.0 _ 6190 _ aEO

at ~ at ot =0 (1.11)

When an equilibrium state (n;o = neg ) is assumed, and the ions are at rest
and therefore do not move in the turbulent state (n;; =0), Poisson's equation (1.9) can
be rewritten as:

& V.E = —en,, (1.12)

Then, if the oscillating sections are assumed to be sinusoidal waves, we get:
n, = nlei(kx—wt)

vy = vyelkxwhe (1.13)
E1 — Elei(kx—wt) e,

As a result, the equation of motion (1.7), and continuity equation (1.8) neglecting the
nonlinear terms can be rewritten as:
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m—== —eE, (1.14)
aa% +ngV.v, =0 (1.15)

As a consequence, the following can be derived by substituting equation (1.13) into
equations (1.12), (1.14), and (1.15):

—im,wv; = —eE; (1.16)
—i WTll == _no lk Ul (1.17)
i kgo El = —e Tll (1.18)

Inserting equation (1.17) and (1.18) on (1.16) gives:

2
2 o€ (1.19)
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As a result, the plasma frequency is expressed as:

Wpe = ,:10—22 (in rad/sec) (1.20)
0

The plasma frequency determines the duration of harmonic oscillation after
electron displacement. The last equation reflects the dependence of the plasma
frequency on plasma density [10,14].

1.1.3. Dispersion Relation

Whenever electrons gain thermal energy, the plasma frequency propagates like
a wave. Maxwell's equations for such a plasma with external magnetic field By = 0
take the form[10] :

0B
at

c’Vx By ==t +4n];  (122)

VXE; =— (1.21)

By taking the curl of equation (1.21), and applying the time derivative to both sides
of equation (1.22), we get:

0By _ 4_7Ta]_1+aZE1
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(1.23)



0B,
V(V.E\) —V?E, = -V X 5t (1.24)
Inserting equation (1.23) into equation (1.24), hence:
1 ] 0%E;
— 2 = - = 4 =

If we consider the waves to vary as e'(¥*=®%) we get:

__ 4Amiw
=

2
—k(k.E) + K%E, Ji+ V:—ZEl (1.26)

Where £ is the wavenumber from Maxwell’s equations V.E; = 0 or k.E; = 0, so
equation (1.26) can be rewritten as:

(w? — k?c?)E, = —4miw], (1.27)

In this state, considering ions are in reset and do not move because they have a large
mass, the current density J is obtained as:

]1 = —Nngevq (128)

V41 can be estimated throughout linearising equation of motion, as:

E, (1.29)

Substituting equation (1.29) into (1.28), then:
J1 = —((e*no)/(iwm)) E, (1.30)
By inserting equation (1.30) into equation (1.27), we get:

2
4me“ngy

(W2 — kZCZ)El = E1 (131)
with:
w? = wp, + k*c? (1.32)
2
Where wj, = 4”; = equation (1.32) is known as the dispersion relation [15], for

electromagnetic waves in plasma with By = 0. It can be observed from this dispersion
relation that the frequency is dependent on the wavenumber [10], therefore:



k=2 |12 (1.33)

This implies that if the frequency of the electromagnetic wave exceeds the plasma
frequency, the wavenumber becomes real, allowing for the propagation of an
electromagnetic wave within the plasma. In this case, the plasma is considered as
underdense. In contrast, the wavenumber becomes imaginary if the electromagnetic
wave frequency is less than the plasma frequency. The electromagnetic wave cannot
propagate inside the plasma in this condition and therefore is reflected from the
plasma. Hence, the plasma is considered as overdense.

1.2 Ionisation

Electrons are bound to the atomic core by their electrostatic potential. A certain

energy is needed to break this binding force. This energy is referred to the ionisation
energy ;.
There are several ways to create plasma. For example, It can be created as an "electrical
discharge" by ionising gas with high voltage applied to electrodes surrounding the gas.
In addition, a laser field is another tool to create plasma. In the Keldysh parameter,
is one approach to distinguish various kinds of ionisation based on laser fields [16-19].
It can be defined as:

Ve= | (1.34)

Where {;, and U, are considered as ionisation energy of an atom, and the
ponderomotive energy of the incident laser, respectively. U, can be rewritten as:

e2E?

P = T (1.35)
Where E,, w;, e, m. are the electric field that amplitude the frequency, electron charge,
and mass, respectively. According to the Keldysh parameters, there are two different
regimes:

¢ Photoionisation regime when y;, > 1 and

e Field ionisation regime when y, < 1 [20].



1.2.1 Photoionisation

If §; > U, this leads to y; > 1, meaning that the incident light has a low
intensity and short wavelength [20]. If a valence electron interacts with a single photon
with energy that equals the electron's binding energy, the photon's energy is transferred
to the electron. In this case, the electron is liberated from the atom's orbit, the atom is
ionised, and the photon vanishes. This is known as "single-photon ionisation", as
shown in Figure 1.2.

I) Single photon ionisation IT) Multi-photon ionisation

Figure 1.2: Photoionisation process illustration. (I) Single photon ionisation: a single
photon (purple) interacts with a valence electron (red), causing an electron to be
released from the atom's binding potential (green). (II) Multi-photon ionisation:

an electron is released by several photons.

On the other hand, when the incident radiation energy is less than the ionisation
energy, the ionisation can be induced by absorbing a large number of low-energy
photons, and this process is called "multi-photon ionisation". This mechanism requires
a high photon intensity I and high photon flux. The probability for liberating one
electron with the required number N of photons can be written as [22,21]:

Py o Iy

1.2.2 Field Ionisation

If the pondermotive energy is greater than the ionisation potential, then
Keldysh's parameter y;, < 1, indicating a high intensity and long-wavelength for the
incident light. This implies strong electric fields interacting with the atom [20]. This
process leads to tunnel ionisation and barrier suppression ionisation, which are
commonly utilised for plasma-wakefield and laser-field interactions.



1.2.2.1 Tunnel Ionisation

Tunnel ionisation is a mechanism in which an incident laser with a strong
electric field, and long-wavelength causes an atom potential to drop, allowing the
electron to tunnel through the remaining Coulomb Barrier (see Figure 1.3) [23].
Ammosov, Delone, and Krainov presented the ADK model for tunnel ionisation in
1986 [24,25]. To compute the tunnelling ionisation rate for complex (nonhydrogen)
atoms under the influence of a constant electric field, the ADK model is utilised. This
is performed by averaging the rate over one period of a laser field oscillation, and it is
valid when the ionisation potential is smaller than the incident photons energy [26].

A A

t E
R R
I) Tunnel ionisation IT) Barrier suppression ionisation

Figure 1.3: Illustration of field ionisation scheme: (I) Tunnel ionisation: when the length of

the potential barrier reduces as a consequence of an intense electric field (blue), the electron

(red) can pass through. (II) Barrier suppression ionisation: increasing the intensity causes the
electron to be liberated directly from the atom.

The popular formula for ADK ionisation rate, W4px was adapted for PIC simulation

as [27]:

* 3 3
~ 15 (4" GieV) diz(eV) a2n*-1 _ {iz(eV)
Wipe ~ 1.52 % 10 < e )(20.5 x LD o't exp (—6.83 L

(1.36)

Where E is the strength of the electric field, I' is the gamma function, and n* =

3.69 ﬁ , z 1s the atomic number. This approximation is valid for electric fields that

do not exceed:
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Eerie. = (V2 — 1) 5.14 x 1011 (V/m) (2232 (1.37)

27.2eV

1.2.2.2 Barrier Suppression Ionisation

If the intensity is increased even more, the electron can directly release the
atom, as illustrated in Figure 1.4, by lowering the potential barrier without tunnelling.
This is known as "barrier suppression ionisation" [26]. It represents a special case of
tunnel ionisation.

When the electron may leave the atomic bond freely, the laser's minimum intensity,
Iss follows the relation[26]:

Ipsi (W fem?) = 4 x 10° [¢(ev)[*/ 22 (1.38)

Where Z is the ionic charge, for example, the lowest laser intensity is required to ionise
a helium atom is in the range [26]:

Iye s = 10M* W/cm? (1.39),

which can simply be carried out by focused short laser pulses from modern pulses
systems with typical wavelengths.

1.3 Summary

This chapter provides an overview of plasma accelerators, including their basic

concept, fundamentals, and features of several of the world's plasma accelerators. In
addition, the thesis's objective and goals are provided.
A brief description of the basic plasma parameters, such as Debye shielding, plasma
frequency, and dispersion relation, is also introduced. An explanation of (laser-based)
ionisation mechanisms is also presented, and a classification of ionisation according
to the Keldysh parameter focuses on field ionisation techniques. Any plasma-based
accelerator's basic premise is the interaction of lasers, plasma, and electron beams,
which is especially critical for the plasma photocathode scheme.
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Chapter 2

Plasma-based Accelerator Physics

This chapter provides an overview of the plasma wave excitation techniques and
the injection methods of an electron bunch into the plasma cavity. Furthermore, the
Trojan Horse scheme concept is described in this chapter. Finally, the particle-in-cell
simulation method used by the VSim code is presented.

2.1 Methods of Plasma Wave Excitation

In general, there are different techniques to use whcih involve using plasma for
particle acceleration, which are categorised according to how the plasma wave is set
up, for example [1,28-30]:

2.1.1 Plasma Wakefield Acceleration (PWFA)

Particle bunches are employed in this approach, such as electrons, which have
unidirectional electric fields flowing through the plasma to produce a wakefield by
expelling plasma electrons away from positive ions, resulting in a blowout, as shown
in Figure 2.1. It consists of a positive charge region surrounded by a negative charge,
which produces a strong electric field capable of accelerating any charged particles
passing through it [29-31].
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Figure 2.1: PWFA approach: excitation of a plasma wave and the elliptical plasma
electron blowout (red) in the wake of an intense electron bunch (green), propagating
to the right at approximately the speed of light ¢, [31].
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2.1.2 Laser Wakefield Acceleration (LWFA)

A single short laser pulse with high intensity creates a bubble and drives a
plasma wave accordingly. When the plasma wavelength is on the order of the laser
pulse length L ~ 4,,, the wakefield is driven more efficiently [1,30]. Laser pulses
consist of electromagnetic waves with fields that oscillate in the transverse directions,
making them less effective in expelling electrons than electron bunches, known as
Laser WakeField Acceleration (LWFA), as illustrated in Figure 2.2 [31].
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Figure 2.2: LWFA approach: excitation of a plasma wave by an intense laser pulse,
propagating at significantly smaller velocities than the speed of light ¢ in plasma
[31].

2.1.3 Laser Beat-Wave Acceleration (LBWA)

In this approach, two long laser pulses are employed with frequencies w; and
w, to resonantly excite a plasma wave and generate a large amplitude of these waves.
This is achieved by adjusting the plasma density and laser frequency to obtain the
resonance condition, 4w = w; — w, = w,, where w), is the plasma frequency, each of

these pulses had a role in forming the plasma wave [1,28].

2.1.4 Self-Modulated Laser Wakefield Accelerator (SMLWFA)

SMLWFA concept employs a single long ultra-high intensity laser pulse with
a duration longer than the plasma wavelength. Because it has a wavelength longer than
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the plasma, the single long-laser pulse is split into a series of short pulses [32-34],
resulting in a large-amplitude plasma wave under specific conditions.

Many early studies employed the LBWA and SMLWFA techniques; however, the most
recent studies have used PWFA and LWFA techniques. When comparing PWFA and
LWFA techniques, researchers discovered that the PWFA approach is significantly
superior at expelling plasma electrons than the LWFA technique because it employs
unidirectional electric fields rather than a laser pulse. LWFA employs the
ponderomotive force for expelling plasma electrons. The electromagnetic fields for
laser pulses that oscillate in transverse directions affect plasma electrons [31].
Nevertheless, the required field strength to ionise the plasma region in the case of
PWFA is smaller than that in the LWFA case. For example, for an electron bunch with
charge, O = Ne = 100 pC, bunch radius o,, ® 2 um and bunch length o, = 4 um, the
peak electric field for this bunch is about [31]:

. 0x0.025

Or&EnOyz

E, (2.1)

Where & is the absolute permittivity in free space. The electric field is approximately
equal to E,. = 35 GV /m with the values mentioned above. This field can ionise a
medium like hydrogen, which has an ionisation potential of 13.6 eV, but it is more
challenging to ionise a medium like helium, which has 24.6 eV. In contrast, the peak
electric field for Ti: sapphire lasers with wavelength A = 800 nm and connected to a
normalised vector potential a, = 1is [31]:

21 m,c?

E, = PR (2.2)

Where a, is the normalised amplitude of the laser pulse. This quantity of electric
field, which equals 4 TV/m, can ionise a medium such as He. In addition, the particle
bunch (as a driver) provides a long distance of acceleration to gain energy compared
to a laser pulse by defining the length of beta function, which represents the length of
the transverse envelope of the electron beam in plasma accelerators. It can be
expressed as [31]:

= oh (23)

€n

It is clear from this relation that the square of the electron bunch diameter at

1/2 and normalised

focus, 0,9, as well as the Lorentz factor y = (1 —v?/c?)”
transverse emittance €,, have a significant impact on the value of the beta function.
For example, for g, =10um, €, = 107® mrad and energy equal to 1 GeV, the beta
function length S*is equal to 20 cm. Consequently, the Rayleigh length, Z; of the

laser pulse is presented as [31]:
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Zp = mwi/A (2.4)

Where wy, and A are the spot size and wavelength of the laser pulse, respectively. For
a Ti: sapphire laser pulse with a wavelength 4 = 0.8 um, intensities in the range of
[ = 108 — 10 W /cm? with spot size wy, = 10 um, and the Rayleigh length for this
laser pulse is about Zi ~ 400 um. This value is much shorter than that of the electron
bunch case due to some phenomena occurring in the LWFA cases, such as dephasing,
where the speed of the formed beam within the cavity exceeds the laser pulse then
enters the deaccelerating region and that limits the acceleration length.

2.2 Electron Bunch Injection into Plasma Cavity

The significance of forming a plasma wakefield in a plasma cavity with a
powerful accelerating field is explored. Because of the impact of the injection
technique on the bunch's performance, injecting electrons into the plasma cavity is an
important aspect of producing a high-quality witness bunch. Moreover, the trapping
criterion states that electrons must move through the plasma wakefield at a velocity
comparable to the phase velocity of the wakefield to inject electrons into the plasma
cavity. It can be expressed as [35]:

e

M (2.5)

1
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Where ¥ denotes the electrostatic potential, and y,, represents the Lorentz factor
of the wakefield. The electric potential produced by the longitudinal electric field of
the plasma cavity can trap electrons under this condition.

Different methods of electron bunch injection into the plasma cavity have been
reported (Esarey [30] and Malka [36]), as well as how they impact the quality of the
witness beam. The following is a brief overview of most of these techniques:

2.2.1 Self-Injection

Self-injection occurs when a strong laser intensity or relativistic electron bunch
with high electric fields creates a plasma cavity, which expels plasma electrons away
from positive ions. The expelled electrons travel and collide at the end of the plasma
cavity. It induces the statistical scattering for the electrons within the plasma cavity by
trapping some of them. Such a process is known as transverse wave breaking [37].
The latter process continues injecting until the space charge for the trapped electrons
deforms the topology of the plasma electric field, which is known as beam loading
[40,41].
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This injection, however, is unstable for the witness bunch. Consequently, a wide
electron spectrum is produced due to its random injection behaviour. Due to the
electrons trapped early, this spectrum is accelerated for a longer distance than the
electrons trapped later. As a result, the total amount of distributed energy and the
emittance of the witness beam is increased. That is recognised as dark current [38,39],
and it impacts the features of the witness bunch.

2.2.2 Density Downramp Injection

Density downramp injection [42] is a controllable plasma electron injection

method that is more efficient than transverse wave breaking. In this approach,
stretching the length of the plasma cavity due to the increasing plasma wavelength
reduces the plasma density and produces a drop in the wake phase velocity.
Consequently, the proportion of trapped electrons rises since a potential trapping area
is large due to the reduced trapping momentum.
Moreover, downramp injection can give better control during injection procedures
than self-injection. As a result, it can be applied in both PWFA [43] and LWFA [42]
techniques. More recent attention has focused on the provision of density downramp
injection to produce high-quality bunches [44,45].

2.2.3 Ionisation Injection

The ionisation injection technique is utilised to control electron trapping
better, since it can inject electrons directly into the plasma cavity rather than injecting
them at the cavity rear in a plasma accelerator. Consequently, these approaches are
typically based on the employment of two types of gas mixtures with various ionisation
levels separated by a significant ionisation gap or a single gas with multiple ionisation
levels [46, 47]. The low ionisation threshold (LIT) is the first ionisation level, and it is
utilised to drive the plasma wake. The second level, known as the high ionisation
threshold (HIT), is utilised to generate free electrons at a specified place within the
plasma cavity by the laser field when the trapping requirement (equation 2.5) is met,
at which point the electrons can be trapped and accelerated [48]. The laser pulse
characteristics allow us to manipulate the place and time at which electrons are
released.

This approach is effective for trapping the electrons in the LWFA technique.
Otherwise, it has certain drawbacks, like decreasing the laser intensity for a driver to
control electron trapping to avoid ionising HIT medium by the driving pulse. In
addition, a precision synchronisation between the laser pulse and the wakefield is
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required. Furthermore, the quality of the electron bunch is influenced by many of the
laser characteristics (described in section 2.1).

2.3 Trojan Horse Schem

Based on the characteristics mentioned in section 2.1, an electron bunch is

excellent for creating plasma waves, but a laser pulse is ideal for ionising the plasma
medium. Accordingly, Hidding et al, 2012 [49], created a novel hybrid system to
combine the benefits of the two approaches of LWFA and PWFA. This scheme is
known as Trojan Horse (TH) (underdense photocathode process) [31, 49-51]. It emits
electron bunches with ultra-low emittance values in the range of €=
100 to 10 nm rad with high brightness in the order of B = 107 to 10'® A/m?.rad?
. The concept of underdense plasma asserts that electron beam density should be higher
than that of plasma, which is critical for creating a plasma cavity.
Moreover, the requirements for this technique are the availability of LIT and HIT
media, electron beam propagation through an underdense plasma, and a synchronising
co-propagating laser pulse. In this technique, a compact electron bunch is used as a
driver to travel through an underdense plasma to set up the plasma blowout at a LIT
medium like hydrogen. Additionally, a synchronised laser pulse is focused onto a HIT
medium, like that of helium, to liberate He electrons inside the blowout directly. After
that, these electrons are subsequently trapped and compressed, resulting in a compact
beam defined as "witness beam or witness bunch". The bunch is accelerated to gain
highly-tunable energy. Using numerical simulations, we observed the Trojan Horse
injection process in these circumstances, as illustrated in Figure 2.3.

18.38 36.39
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propagation distance ¢ (um)

Figure 2.3: PIC simulation snapshot of the Trojan Horse technique, in which the driver
(electron beam) sets up the plasma blowout in the LIT medium (H), while a moderately
intense focused laser pulse ionises HIT medium (He), and thus, releases He electrons to form
the witness bunch.
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The quality of the witness bunch is typically controlled by altering the properties of
the laser pulse, such as the spot size wy of the laser pulse and the laser intensity ap. The
challenge in this process is to compromise among the bunch's parameters.

Moreover, the Trojan Horse hybrid scheme is a useful tool for producing
electron bunches having low emittance and high brightness while reducing energy
spread through beam loading [31]. Therefore, it can be used for many applications
such as Free Electron Lasers (FEL).

This project aims to develop an efficient compact plasma accelerator that could
be established in the Middle East without a large infrastructure. To implement a
powerful FEL, we want to create electron beams with unprecedented emittance and
brightness.

2.4 Particle-in-cell Simulation for VSim Code

In a plasma system, a nonlinear state creates a high density of particles with
strong interactions between them and with the fields. It results in extremely complex
behaviour. As a result, finding an analytical solution in 3D without reducing the
computations is extremely challenging. The particle-in-cell (PIC) technique is utilised
to solve this problem, since it can provide useful tools to simplify the complex
behaviour of plasmas.

PIC methods were first implemented in the late 1950s [52]. As a result of its
ability to simulate the experimental results, the PIC simulation has evolved
substantially in recent years. VSim is a 3D PIC code used to simulate for Trojan Horse
configurations. In particular, the VSim code is provided by Tech-X has been used in
this thesis to perform such simulation [53]. The VSim code uses a mix of PIC and
finite-difference time-domain (FDTD) concepts to obtain reliable results. Likewise,
the FDTD technique in the leapfrog type of the time advancement formulas assumes
the estimation of the Electric and magnetic field at half — and one- integer of the time
steps, respectively.

In this study, the whole 3D laser- and beam-driven PWFA scenarios were
computed using the high-performance multi-physics cross-platform VSim. All
operations in VSim are internal, allowing for local communication through the
Message Passing Interface (MPI) for scalability to over 30000 processing units. The
particles are organised consistently with this closeness on the nodes. B-splines of
second order are employed to form the macro-particles [54]. Moreover, the VSim
concept reduces the number of particles in a macroscopic calculation to make plasma
simulation easier.

Additionally, to decrease self-forces and analytical heating, higher-order field
interpolation is required for the Lorentz force. The currents are also regulated to
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minimise analytical heating. The ADK tunnels ionised concept (equation 1.36) is used
to establish the ionising approach. This field-ionisation approach is used for ionisation
processes generated from lasers, and the space-charge fields of charged particles are
used to ionise matter. Furthermore, perfectly matched layers (PML) are installed
around the simulation box's edges to collect any incoming wave energy and avoid
reflection back towards the simulation domain. The simulated box was shifted at the
light speed along with the plasma wave to save processing costs and exclude areas of
no physical significance. The ionising laser is not completely resolved in the TH
simulation, but its surround minimises the computational load and makes the
simulation run quicker [55].

It preserves plasma's fundamental behaviour, in which each macro particle is
composed of a large number of smaller particles [56]. We wish to simulate an arbitrary
physical volume made up of particles as well as electric and magnetic fields. We
assume that a mesh covers this volume with a specific number of cells. In one
simulation time, Figure (2.4) depicts the PIC process. The initial locations and
velocities of particles are weighted based on their distance from the mesh point at the
start of the numerical simulation. Calculating the densities of charged particles and
current is the next step. Then, by Maxwell equations, the electric and magnetic fields
are derived. Finally, the new locations and velocities of particles are calculated using
Lorentz force. The simulation is tested on the FACET II Trojan Horse experiment
(E210) [50]. In 2011, FACET consented to the "E210: Trojan Horse PWFA" project,
which began as a multi-institutional partnership of international research teams
(Strathclyde-UK, UCLA and Austin -USA, Hamburg- Germany, and Oslo- Norway),
research facilities (SLAC- USA and DESY-Germany), incorporation with some
companies (RadiaBeam, Tech-X, and RadiaSoft - USA) in 2012. Accordingly, E-210
at SLAC was significant cooperation to demonstrate the plasma photocathode
technology for the first time [57], which is regarded as a promising experiment for the
Trojan Horse.

Calculate
/ nJ \
satisfy Lorentz satisfy Maxwell
force to get new equations to get
v — E, B

Figure 2.4: PIC simulation cycle used for Trojan Horse configurations.
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2.5 Summary

The excitation techniques for plasma waves, such as plasma wakefield
acceleration (PWFA), laser Wakefield acceleration (LWFA), laser beat-wave
acceleration (LBWA), and self-modulated laser wakefield accelerator (SMLWFA),
are briefly explained in this chapter. Because particle bunches, particularly electrons,
are used to generate a wakefield in PWFA. The injection mechanism (using LWFA)
have a significant influence on the performance of the bunch. Therefore, an overview
of electron bunch injection techniques into the plasma cavity is described, including
self, density downramp, and ionisation injections.

The excitation methods and ionisation techniques have been given as a prologue since
the Trojan Horse regime combines PWFA and LWFA excitations. Moreover, a basic
overview of the Trojan Horse concept was presented. Finally, a description of the PIC
simulation and VSim code, as well as the simulation cycle used to model the

FACET II Trojan Horse experiment (E210), are provided.
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Chapter 3

The Properties of the Witness Bunch and its Applications in
Free Electron Laser

Chapter 3 describes the quality of witness bunch in FEL, which is impacted by
many parameters, including emittance, brightness, and space charge. Free electron
lasers were also investigated for potential use on the ultrabright light sources.

3.1 The Quality of the Witness Bunch

Each laboratory accelerator facility should be able to produce extremely small
electron bunches with a high quality of emittance, energy spread, and beam current.
Subsequently, the quality of such electron beam played a key role in developing the
FEL light source. During the undulator, this was adequate to attain the saturation of
FEL amplification inside a single path of the bunch. Finally, this is offered up the
potential of expanding the wavelength range from the VUV to the X-ray zone.

3.1.1 The Emittance

Normalised emittance is the most important parameter for assessing the quality
of electron bunch, since it describes the distribution of momentum and the transverse
form of the electron beam. Therefore, the ability to achieve low emittance of witness
bunch is essential for developing a new generation of light sources, such as FELs.
Although the concept of the emittance is established for such an ideal distribution of
elliptical phase space, not all electron bunches provide the same shape practically,
especially the plasma accelerator witness bunch, which has a complicated transverse
phase space shape. Lapostolle and Sacherer [58,59] introduced the concept of the
equivalent beam. When the first X and second X?> moments are the same in that beam,
two bunches with distinct phase-space distributions have the same charge density and
energy. As a result, we can explain these bunches using their RMS values, and we can
write the RMS emittance as [60]:

! ! 1
ex = (XPN(XN?) = (XX")2) /2 3.1
Where X is the transverse position, X' is the divergence of the particle, and the (XX')?

represents the correlation between two quantities, X and X'. Equation (3.1) estimates
the particle spread; therefore, the ¢, determines the quality of the bunch [61].
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Additionally, because the emittance is usually conserved by acceleration, the initial
situation of the trapped electron bunch has a significant impact on the quality of the
electron bunch. Therefore, it is helpful to provide another definition of emittance to

remain constant during acceleration, which is called "normalised emittance", it is given
by:

& =Pyex B = v/C ~1 (3.2)

Where v is the charged particle speed, c is the light speed, and y represents Lorentz

. 1 . . : . :
factor which equals to [1/ (1 — B?) / 2]. This normalised emittance is an essential
feature of electron bunch to measure their transverse size and their attempt to diverge,
which is crucial in accelerators and for many bunch applications like FELs.

3.1.2 The Brightness

Another essential factor to take into consideration when evaluating bunch
quality is the total current of the bunches. This current is expressed as:

1=9Q, =~ (33)

It exhibits the longitudinal charge, and Q distribution over the bunch duration t. As a
result, high-current bunches are preferable over low-current bunches in most
applications because they can establish more electron beam interactions per unit of
time. The normalised brightness [62] is a parameter that links the normalised emittance
and the current of an electron bunch, which is given by:
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3.1.3 Space charge

Owing to Coulomb forces, it is difficult to compress charged particles. In
particular, space charge forces are one of these forces that are formed directly by the
distribution of charge. Therefore, these forces are responsible for undesired beam
dynamics, including instability, beam emittance growth, and energy loss processes.
Hence, the space charge force F is considered as inversely proportional to electron
energy [63]:
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(3.5)

This means that the focusing force and defocusing force balance are out, as the electron
energy increases. As a result, the contribution of the space charge is reduced. Figure
3.1 shows the radial Coulomb force for an electron in a stationary mode. The field
lines contract towards being perpendicular to the direction of motion for relativistic
electrons. The radial Lorentz force of particles inside the bunch is expressed as [64,65]:

F=q(E+vxB) (3.6)

Where q is the electron charge, and the electric field is predicted using Gauss law for
such a long bunch having uniform density represented as:
ernp

E=%¢" (3.7)

2¢

In Faraday's law, the magnetic field is equal to:

B = omt (3.8)

Inserting equations (3.7) and (3.8) on equation (3.6), we get:

2
F=qE(1-%) =%

c2 y2

(3.9)

Where ¢ = (gq 4g) 1. In the early stages of producing the witness bunch at low
energies, the space charge forces rise and become dominant.

) <
direction of motion
< ‘ . g —-
K A
v
electron at rest relativistic electron

Figure 3.1: Electron field lines at stationary-state (left) and in motion with relative
speed (right), [65].
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It is vital to understand the effect of the space charge to avoid any impacts on the
quality of the witness bunch. As a result, the envelope formulas specify the relationship
between space charge and emittance, which can be used to anticipate whether space
charge effects are significant. With concerns to the assumption of a symmetric
distribution transversely (o, = 0, = g,,), we compute the space charge to emittance
ratio as follows [66]:

Ip ag

0 Zm (310)

Where Ip is the peak current of the bunch, [, = ? , and 7, are the electron radius.
e

When Rg < 1, the bunch is emittance dominated; hence space charge forces are
neglected, otherwise, whenever Ryp>1, space charge forces are dominated.

3.2 Free Electron Laser (FEL) as an Application

A plasma accelerator is a useful source for witness bunches with a high current,
low emittance, and high energy created over short distances [30]. As a consequence, a
plasma accelerator driven FEL is an attractive potential coherent light sources that
operate in the x-ray zone [67]. In addition, compared to traditional RF accelerators,
the underdense plasma photocathode technology [49] has improved the transverse
emittance, current, and brightness of the witness bunch. Furthermore, massive energy
spread and associated energy spread (energy chirp), which have the potential to be
obstacles to FEL processes [68], are by far the most serious challenges.

3.2.1 FEL Concept

The FEL is a high-energy coherent radiation source that operates at
wavelengths ranging from infrared to hard x-ray, making it a one-of-a-kind source.
Accordingly, two major advancements could contribute significantly to the high-
quality production of FEL radiation [69]. To begin with, advanced plasma-based
accelerators have been developed to produce high energy, high current, and low
normalised emittance electron bunches, resulting in a tighter concentration of the
bunch. In this study, we employed TH as an electron bunch source (as indicated in
section 2.3) while considering that energy dispersion, as previously stated (section
3.2), has an adverse impact on the FEL. Furthermore, the criterion of resonant
wavelength is the best approach to fully understand this adverse impact:
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Where 4, is the radiation wavelength, 4, is the length of undulator period, y
represents the Lorentz factor of such the electron, and a,, is undulator parameter [67].
Considering resonant wavelength conditions, a large energy spread causes spread in
resonant conditions, which reduces FEL gain. Likewise, another TH-generated
obstacle is related to an energy chirp in the electron bunch. This signifies that the
energy of the tail of the electron bunch is higher than that of the head, and this is a
natural result of such an accelerated bunch in an electric field within blowout. As a
result of the energy chirp, the lasing process on the FEL is disrupted, resulting in
Coherent Spontaneous Emission (CSE) [70,71]. Moreover, electron bunch dispersion
prevents the FEL from bunching since electron bunches generate radiation at different
wavelengths.

The second advancement contributes to the production of high-quality of FEL
radiation. Likewise, the undulator is a special device with linear alternating magnets
having a period of 4. As the relativistic electrons propagate through the undulator,
this type of alternation tries to deflect them [72]. A schematic diagram of the undulator
employed in this section, as shown in Figure 3.2.

T -
-

Figure 3.2: Electron bunch propagates along a planar undulator with periodic
magnet arrangement, thereby emitting resonant radiation [73].

3.2.2 Electron Bunch Production for driving FEL

An electron bunch generated from the Trojan Horse technique in collaboration
with a colleague [68] is proposed, using the identical procedure and settings that will
be described in detail in section 4.2.1. However, the duration of the PIC simulation
was changed to the tsim=4.6 ps with propagation distance zsm=14 mm and using driver
beam charge Qs = 800pC. The outputs of the witness bunch generated from the
simulation are summarised in table 3.1.
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Name Symbol Values
Energy Ww 247.3 MeV
Lorentz factor y 483.9
Slice energy spread o, /vy 0.3%
Normalised emittance &n 21nm rad
RMS bunch length ow 0.26 um
Bunch charge Ow 3.6 pC
Peak current 1 1.5 kA
5D Brightness Bsp 6.8 x10'"® A/m*/rad*

Table 3.1: Projected witness bunch parameters at the end of acceleration z of 14 mm
[68].

This section focuses on the 3D simulation of a plasma accelerator-driven FEL. In
particular, the Puffin code is used to perform FEL modelling [74]. It can simulate the
effects of the macroscopic electron beam change by the effects of energy chirp, any
CSE, and Self Amplified Coherent Spontaneous Emission (SACSE). The VSim code's
output files (.h5 files) have been analysed, and several parameters for the electron
bunch have been depicted in Figure 3.3. It is clear from this Figure that the original
bunch of macroparticles, their characteristics, and the witness bunch propagate in the
z-axis are along with the undulator. These characteristics include normalised emittance
en, Lorentz factor y, RMS energy spread o, as well as the current /.
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Figure 3.3: From top to bottom, &, is the normalised emittance of the witness bunch,
y represents Lorentz factor, o, is RMS energy spread, and / represents the
current as a function of z [68].

Consequently, the resulting bunch has a low normalised emittance of
approximately 21 nm. rad, a current exceeds 1 kA with a slice energy width o, of 1.5
on average with relatively-slice energy spreading o,/y of 0.3% [68,75]. Additionally,
the generated .h5 files from the VSim code have been organised to implement the
Puffin code. Then, the study procedure [76] was used to match the microparticles
bunch with a natural focusing channel for the undulator. After that, the parameters of
such an undulator device, a, = 1.0 and 1, = 0.015 m, were therefore selected to be
suitable for the produced bunch. According to these parameters, the value of radiation
wavelength is Ao = 67 nm, and it was then executed using the Puffin code.

As a result of energy chirp and emitting considerable CSE power, the electron
pulse will shorten when propagated through the undulator. CSE has been observed to
be able to drive the bunch's electrons into the weak super-radiant regimes. This is not
the effect of FEL, which is in a collective high gain regime. There are various methods
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for removing the energy chirp produced in the electron bunch, either within the TH
scheme [69,77] or even after its extraction [68]. In this project, we performed a simple
geometrical approach to reduce the effect of energy chirp. Figure 3.4 [71] illustrates
that this approach involves rotating the bunch in phase space to diminish the
microparticle's energy chirp. Consequently, with the unchirped beam, we observed a
clear bunching at the resonant radiation wavelength with SASE as compared to the
chirped simulation. Finally, this approach may open the way for a promising future in
which plasma accelerators are used to drive FEL [71].

%102
5.0
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>
4.81
4.71
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
Zp [um] x10°6

Figure 3.4: The bunch propagates along the positive z-axis; the red bunch represents the
output phase space of the accelerator electron bunch, Lorentz factor versus position z inside
the bunch. At the same time, the blue bunch shows electron bunch after the energy chirp has

been artificially removed [71].

3.3 Summary

This chapter discussed the properties of the witness bunch in a free-electron
laser, such as its quality, emittance, brightness, space charge. Additionally, the concept
of FEL is described, as well as the electron bunch generation for driving FEL. PIC is
used to simulate an electron bunch using the TH method, utilising duration,
propagation distance, and beam charge as inputs. Table 3.1 summarises the features of
the witness bunch at the end of acceleration (14 mm). The emittance, brightness, and
bunch charge of this bunch are 21 nm rad, 6.8x10'® A/m?rad?, and 3.6 pC,
respectively.

Furthermore, Puffin is used to model the impacts of energy chirp on the macroscopic
electron beam and any CSE and SACSE in FEL. Normalised emittance, Lorentz factor,
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RMS energy spread, and current as a function of propagation distance are the aspects
of the bunch. The VSim code outputs are then incorporated in Puffin code to fit the
microparticles bunch to a suitable focusing channel for the modulator. The electron
pulses will shrink when carried via the undulator due to energy chirp and producing
significant CSE power. According to the findings, CSE was shown to be capable of
driving the bunch's electrons into weak super-radiant regimes. This is not the impact
of FEL, which is in a high gain collective mode.

The main challenge in this research is to use a simple geometrical strategy to minimise
the energy chirp effects. This strategy involves rotating the bunch in phase space to
reduce the microparticle's energy chirp. As a result, when comparing the chirped and
unchirped simulations, we see a distinct and evident bunching at the resonant radiation
wavelength with SASE. Finally, this method might pave the way for a bright future in
which plasma accelerators are employed to power FELs.
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Chapter 4

Study of Parametric Dependencies of the Injector Laser
Pulse

This chapter discusses the impact of various injector laser pulse parameters
on the electron beams produced in the collinear Trojan Horse scheme. Exploratory
simulations have been used to identify several parameter constellations to be studied
to maximise the insight gained at affordable computational costs. As key parameters
of interest, the laser pulse spot size wy, its laser intensity in the form of the
dimensionless laser amplitude ag, and the spatiotemporal position concerning the
blowout have been selected. As conventional photocathodes, the variation of the
plasma photocathode laser pulse parameters is the crucial parameter that determines
the initial fundamental witness bunch properties, such as charge. For example, tight
focusing of the laser pulse, and its comparable low intensity produce electrons in a
small volume and with small transverse residual momentum, are key to produce
ultralow emittance, and ultrahigh brightness electron bunches. However, similarly to
conventional photocathodes in linacs, the accelerating and focusing fields, phase
mixing, and space charge have a very important influence on the accelerating witness
bunch and its parameter evolution. In broad strokes, the injector part of the plasma
photocathode — plasma wakefield accelerator system is largely determined by the laser
pulse parameters and its spatiotemporal positioning. The high ionisation threshold
(HIT) plasma medium type and density, and the accelerator of the plasma
photocathode — plasma wakefield accelerator system are largely determined by the
driver beam configuration, the low ionisation threshold (LIT) medium type, and
density [31,49]. While there is a far-reaching decoupling between the injector and the
accelerator — a particular strength of the plasma photocathode mechanism — it is still
significant inter-dependence of the injector and accelerator, for example, reflected by
the transverse and longitudinal matching relations.

4.1 Low-fidelity Particle-in-cell Simulation

The fully explicit particle-in-cell code VSim/Vorpal has been used for all
simulations presented in this thesis. The input deck describing the physics
representation, and the associated techniques for computational efficiency and
numerical noise management have been developed collaboratively in the group over
many years since 2012 [49]. The required resolution and noise management are based
on the explored physics and adapted from case to case. The VSim code calculates the
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tunnelling ionisation rates by considering the He gas density, spot size and intensity of
laser pulse, and ionisation potential to calculate how much charge is released per time
step, then, the accumulated charge is the final witness charge. The PWFA stage and
the subsequent controlled injection of witness bunches via the Trojan Horse
mechanism is modelled in 3D. Here, the moving window simulation box, propagating
with the speed of light, contains 109 x 65 x 65 cells with cell size DX=DY=DZ= 3.2
um to accommodate the plasma blowout structure, and one macroparticle for each cell.
This corresponds to nearly 450,000 macroparticles forming the plasma background.
The PIC-simulation was run for tsm = 3.3 ps, corresponding to a propagation distance
of zsim~ 10 mm. The charge of the Gaussian electron driver beam is set to Ous= 900
pC with beam energy Wq=10 GeV, energy spread 2%, and its longitudinal 0,4, =
20 pm (r.m.s), and transverse 0y y)q = 3.5 pm (r.m.s) dimensions are in one scenario
matched (4.2.1) with the plasma density. In this study, a combination of two different
types of gas was used. For the LIT component, hydrogen gas with density ny= 4.95 x
10'° cm™ and plasma wavelength A,=150 pm was used, and for the HIT component,
helium gas with density npe =1.5 x 10! cm™. These parameters have been applied to
all cases studied in this chapter. A laser pulse ionises the HIT component inside the
plasma wakefield for the Trojan Horse injection. The laser is implemented in the
envelope approximation, with an intense laser pulse following up the driver beam at
the distance = 100 pm, FWHM pulse duration = = 30 fs, and at z; = 2mm reaches its
focal position where the intensity of laser pulse is just a little above the threshold of
tunnel-ionisation of the neutral helium. This leads to the release of He electrons on-
axis directly inside the blowout cavity. The thereby formed witness beam is then
accelerated by the plasma wave for 10 mm, which leads to witness beam energies in
the range of 90-150 MeV based on the precise laser setting. The generated witness
beams are then visualised, post-processed and analysed.

In this thesis, the search was used computational resources of the National
Energy Research Scientific Computing Center - KAUST, which is supported by
Shaheen Supercomputer (project k1191), and the National Center for Combustion and
Plasma Technology — KACST continued support.

4.2 Variation of the Injector Laser Pulse

It is crucial to examine the variation of plasma photocathode laser pulse,
since the quality of the witness bunch strongly depends on the properties of the laser
pulse, such as spot size of laser wy, and normalised amplitude quantity ap. On the one
hand, the variation is necessary to adjust and optimise the quality of the produced
witness bunches [31]. On the contrary, it is also important to understand the impact of
the laser pulse parameters.
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As mentioned in section (2.3), in the plasma photocathode technique, the
driver beam produces a plasma wave, and the co-moving, collinear, spatiotemporally
synchronised laser pulse is focused within the blowout. The intensity of the laser pulse
is tuned to exceed the helium ionisation threshold (or, more generally, the higher
ionisation medium threshold) around its focus, which releases helium electrons
confined directly inside blowout with negligible transverse momentum. The
compactness of the release volume in combination with the low transverse momentum
leads to confinement of the initial transverse phase space. Thus, it produces a witness
bunch with low emittance, if the amount of released charge becomes not too high and
the emittance becomes space-charge dominated (see chapter 5).

The electron beam driver that is used to excite the LIT plasma wave can come
either from a conventional, radiofrequency cavity-based accelerator, or from LWFA
[31]. The origin of the driver beam influences many features of the setup, because, for
example, while an electron beam from a state-of-the-art linac can be assumed to be
stable, have low energy spread, and electron driver beam from LWFA would tend to
have a larger energy spread, be shorter, and have higher current. For a suitable setup,
one may consider this, which may also impact the choice for the injector laser beam
parameters to form the initial phase space for the witness bunch, with high tunability
[78].

4.2.1 The Spot Size of the Laser Pulse

The normalised transverse emittance in one dimension has a proportional

dependence with the laser pulse spot size and its normalised amplitude that can be
expressed as &, < wya,. Therefore, the initial 'thermal' emittance due to the residual
momentum of the release laser pulse is combined with the laser pulse spot size. It
should be noted that the laser pulse spot size during the release process is not the same
as the formed electron witness bunch, once trapped. First, the laser intensity may not
be large enough to the tunnel that ionises the HIT medium, thus releasing electrons
across the full spot size transverse profile. Second, the released electrons and the
formed witness bunch formed by them are then subject to the strong focusing forces
of the plasma wave. At the same time, the formed witness bunch exhibits transverse
forces due to Coulomb expulsion and Lorentz-contracted transverse electric fields. The
relation and equilibrium between transverse fields of the witness bunch, and the
transverse wakefields at the position of the witness beam are very important for the
witness beam evolution.
The witness bunch and the driver electron beam are subjected to the transverse
wakefields of the plasma wave. Therefore, the important part of plasma wakefield
acceleration is ensuring the stability of the driver beam propagation inside the plasma
blowout, which can be optimised by applying the beam matching formula:
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By adjusting the radius 7 of the driver beam to its normalised emittance &, Lorentz
factor », and the plasma frequency @, [79]. The plasma frequency is dependent on the
plasma density and represents the focusing ion forces in the electron-free blowout.
This means that the electron driver beam transverse forces (pointing to the outside) are
in equilibrium with the transverse forces (pointing inwards) produced by the ion
background generated by the electron-ion charge separation in the plasma. Before
applying equation (4.1), the drive beam emittance was 2.25x10° m rad, the radius is
30x10% m with plasma wavelength 150 pm, and gamma factor 19500. Nevertheless,
after applying it, a beam emittance of 50x10° m rad, and the matched radius would be
equal to 3.5x10° m. Reduced emittance aims to get a smaller matched radius, leading
to higher densities, which means higher fields. The plasma photocathode spot size, wy,
and laser pulse intensity, ag, were varied in one case before applying the matching
condition, and in the other case after it was applied. We start by changing wy and fixing
ao to 0.018. The spot size wo has been varied from wo=7 um to wp= 19 um.

The driver electron beam and laser pulse parameters are summarised in table
4.1. Witness beam charges were calculated on the one hand via VSim, and on the other
hand, via an external tunnelling ionisation script developed by D. Ullmann and T.
Heinemann. This external script is much faster than a full PIC-simulation with VSim
and can be used to estimate approximate charge yields to be obtained in VSim, by
considering the laser pulse parameters, gas density, and ionisation potential. In Figure
(4.1), the calculated charge yields from the external script and from VSim are
compared across the full range of considered spot sizes wo. The witness beam charge
predicted by the external tunnelling ionisation script is slightly higher than those
obtained in the simulations. One of the reasons for this difference is the use of lower
resolution in the full PIC simulation, which leads to the interpolation of fields and can
be responsible for reduced tunnel ionisation rates. The trend is correct, confirming that
the underlying calculations and trends are confirmed.
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Figure 4.1: Plot of charge Oy predicted by the VSim code and charge Qs expected
from the tunnelling ionisation script versus spot size of plasma photocathode laser
pulse.

Next, Figure 4.2 shows the evolution of the projected transverse emittance, brightness,
and mean energy during propagation over a distance of 10 mm for the unmatched case,
and the matched case, obtained by VSim.
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With transverse matching
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Figure 4.2: Evolution of the witness bunch parameters during propagation, when wo
is changed, and ao is fixed. Shown are transverse emittance, brightness, and mean

energy. Both the scans are shown for the unmatched and matched case.
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Laser pulse parameters

Name Values
Laser amplitude ao 0.018
Pulse duration T 30 fs
Laser wavelength 4, 800 nm
Laser pulse position §; | 100 pm
Focal position z; 2 mm

Driver beam parameters

Name Without matching With matching
Charge Q 2000 pC 900 pC
RMS bunch length g, 4 20 pm 20 um
RMS bunch width oy, 4 30 pm 3.5 pm
Normalised emittance &, 2.25mrad 50 m rad
Energy W 10 GeV 10 GeV

Table 4.1: The laser pulse parameters and driver beam (without and with matching).

Regarding emittance, both in the unmatched and the matched case, the
emittance is monotonically increased when the spot size is increased from wp =7 pum
to wo = 19 pum. In the matched case, the emittance values are closer together.

The witness beam obtains higher mean energy after matching concerning mean
energy.

Figure 4.3 shows PIC simulation result snapshots after a propagation distance
of 10 mm. The electron beam (green macroparticles) propagates to the right and drives
a blowout in the medium with LIT (here, hydrogen). The black line is the on-axis
accelerating electric field. In the centre of a blowout, a synchronised laser pulse has
ionised the HIT medium (here, helium) and has released He electrons (red dots) inside
the blowout. These He electrons have then been trapped and are accelerated to energies
by the accelerating field of the plasma wave. The colourmap shows the transverse
electric plasma wave field, which focuses on the electrons inside the blowout.
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Figure 4.3: Numerical simulation of the TH technique (before and after matching)
over a distance of 10 mm. The green dots represent the driver beam, the black line is
the accelerating electric field, the middle is the laser pulse, and the red
macroparticles represent the witness beam.

The contribution of the laser pulse to the normalised transverse emittance can be
reduced using higher frequencies of the laser pulse and a small value of spot size wy

2
A, which decreases the Rayleigh length Zz « %
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4.2.2 Variation of the Normalised Amplitude of the Laser
Pulse

For this scan, wo was fixed to wo = 15 um, and the dimensionless normalised
light amplitude ao was changed, as defined in equation (2.2). As described by equation
(1.36), tunnelling ionisation rates have an exponential term, and for a given ionisation
potential of gas, the electric field of the laser pulse is decisive for the rate and amount
of ionised gas. By changing ao, as shown in equation (2.2), the corresponding laser
pulse electric field is changed linearly, and the tunnelling ionisation rates are changed
dramatically.

Another impact of ao variation is that the volume over which the ionised gas
tunnel is changed because the volume around the laser pulse exceeds the tunnel
ionisation threshold field. An increased transverse extent of the ionisation region when
increasing the ao of the laser pulse, for example, means that the initial betatron
oscillation amplitude is larger for some electrons. Therefore, the initial transverse
momentum: an electron 'born' further away from the propagation axis will be
accelerated towards the axis by the transverse focusing force of the plasma. It hence
will accumulate more transverse kinetic energy than an electron born closer to the axis.
A larger range of electrons being born farther away from the focus position in the
longitudinal direction means enhanced phase mixing for the produced electron beam.
Neither of these two volumetric effects can be good for the emittance of the formed
witness beams. While increased charge yield due to higher ao should increase current
and the brightness of the formed beam. The rivalling effects are increased emittance
due to large release volume when ay increases. The current and emittance influence
the composite parameter beam brightness. Hence, it is interesting to see how changes
of ao will quantitatively affect the emittance, current, and brightness because of these
competing effects.

A simulation-based scan of ao, based on parameter accessibility to tune, has
been carried out in the range from ao = 0.016 to ao = 0.019 to examine the impact on
emittance and brightness, and energy gain, because the expected variation of charge
may also have an impact on the mean accelerating field due to beam loading. Figure
(4.4) depicts results for the unmatched and matched driver beam cases. Again, the
simulations have been run over a simulation distance of 10 mm.

The charge levels obtained for the various ao-values are an insufficient
agreement between tunnelling ionisation estimations and PIC, as we see in Figure
(4.5).

First, the emittance increases monotonously with increasing laser intensity. It
should be noted that the transverse residual momentum of the released electrons is not
correctly modelled because the plasma photocathode laser pulses have been
implemented in an envelope approximation by an analytical function. On the one hand,
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this simplification is required because the computational demands of a spatially
resolved injector laser pulse would require computational cell sizes small enough to
cover a single laser wavelength with tens of cells. In other words, it would open a
whole new resolution scale and therefore is computationally prohibitive. On the other
hand, such a simplification is justified because the residual momentum at the
investigated laser intensity levels is small compared to phase mixing, but even more
important small compared to space charge based effects on emittance. What is
observed in Figure (4.4) in the emittance plot is to be attributed to phase-mixing and
space charge effects. It should be noted that the y-axis is plotted logarithmically
because of the huge differences in emittance, likely an effect dominated by space
charge.

Regarding 5D-brightness, the picture is unclear: the obtained values are more
similar, which is the result of the competing effects between increased current due to
the increased charge, which increases the brightness, and the increased emittance due
to space charge and phase mixing, which decreases the brightness.

Finally, the mean energy obtained is plotted. Again, we observe a monotonous
behaviour in obtained mean energies is larger for lower ao. This is the effect of beam
loading of the plasma wake, which manifests itself as reduced electric accelerating
field and, consequently, reduced energy gain. This observation indicates that the
dominating effect in the scan is indeed a space charge.

Concerning differences between the unmatched and matched case, a more regular
behaviour can be observed in the matched than in the unmatched case, even with
logarithmic scales for emittance and brightness plots.
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Figure 4.4: Evolution of the witness bunch parameters during propagation when ao
is changed, and wy is fixed for transverse emittance, brightness, and mean energy, the
scans before and after matching.
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intensity.

4.3 Variation of the Laser Pulse Offset

The previous study shows that the properties of the plasma photocathode laser
pulse in terms of spot size wy and laser intensity, represented by ao, have a distinct
effect on the quality of the witness bunch. Another method to tune the parameters of
the witness bunch, and an experimentally very real parameter variation even from shot
to shot, is a transversally and horizontally varying position of the laser pulse within
the blowout. The following two subsections are studied, such as transverse and
longitudinal offset of the release laser pulse and its effects on key witness beam
parameters.

4.3.1 Transverse Offset

First, the effect of transverse offset variation is studied. One can
straightforwardly inject electrons with a transverse offset at another transverse position
inside the blowout, experimentally, by shifting the injector pulse in the corresponding
position through a mirror shift. The positively charged ion background inside the
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plasma wake blowout provides a restoring force for an electron produced off-axis or
overshoots. When injecting any electrons off-axis, they oscillate inside the blowout at
a betatron frequency :

wg = w,/(2y)'/? (4.2)

Where y = (1 — v?/c?)"/2 is the Lorentz factor of witness bunch, and w, is the
plasma frequency. The oscillations performed by the electrons in the transverse plasma
wake are known as betatron oscillations, and the name is derived from the classical
Betatron accelerator device, in which the electrons oscillate around stable orbits during
the acceleration process. Betatron oscillations are useful for radiation production
because electrons in their turning points of the oscillations emit radiation. The plasma
photocathode technique offers a unique path to release distinct electron populations
off-axis and trigger betatron oscillations, which could be used for radiation production
and light source applications. Here, the impact of transverse off-axis released on
electron beam quality shall be examined.

In a PIC simulation scan, transverse offsets up to 10 um were applied and explored.
Table 4.2 shows the impact of transverse release laser offsets on charge Q, produced
bunch length, peak current /max, emittance and 5D brightness Bsp.

Name Transverse Charge Max current | Emittance 5D brightness The max
offset value 0 Linax £ Bsp length
LenMax
Unit pm pC KA m rad A/(m’rad?) pm
0 77.01 70.74 y=1.24x10" 9.27x 10'® 2.43
(no offset) z=1.23x107’
1 81.16 66.75 y=1.34x10" 8.01x 10 2.52
z=1.25x107
3 91.83 51.83 y=1.85x10"" 430x 10'® 2.63
z=1.27x 107
5 104.33 38.97 y=2.22x10" 2.54x 10" 2.68
z=1.27x107
10 144.01 43.78 y=5.52x10"7 1.50x 10'® 5.73
z=1.06x107’

Table 4.2: The witness bunch parameters when shifting the release laser pulse
transversely for the case of ap=0.018, and wo=15um.
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First, because the blowout, in this case, is small, a transverse variation of the
laser pulse position will mean that the superposition of the laser pulse electric field
with the plasma wakefield is significant [51]. As a result, the charge yield further away
from the central propagation axis is significantly increased, doubling from 77 pC on-
axis to 144 pC, at a release position 10 um away from the axis, where the transverse
wakefield is large (see Figure 4.6)[80].

At the same time, a larger charge produces increasingly longer formed electron
witness beams, this occurs on the one hand, due to an increased release volume because
of the superposition of laser and wakefield, but on the other hand, also because of
beam loading. Also, this is shown by the calculated current /, thus reflecting the ratio
between increasing charge and increasing bunch length. The current / does not show
a clear trend but reflects the competing effects and linear impact of charge and bunch
length.

The increasing beam loading with increasing charge is also reflected by the
mean energy gain, as shown in Figure (4.7): higher charge means stronger beam
loading, and the average accelerating field is lower and leads to reduced energy gain.

Regarding transverse emittance, Figure (4.8) shows that the emittance of the
witness beams increases strongly (note the logarithmic scaling of the y-axis), when the
laser pulse releases electrons further away from the axis. Increased space charge forces
cause this due to the larger charges released when further off-axis, but there will also
be a contribution of increased phase mixing, and an effect to be attributed to an
increased transverse momentum of the released electrons. They accumulate a kick by
the electric forces produced by the field of the ions, which accelerates released
electrons transversally towards the axis.

Finally, the joint impact of current and emittance is visible in the 5D brightness
Bsp as a composite parameter (see figure 4.9). As one may expect from the comparable
current values obtained for various transverse offsets, the emittance increases for
larger offsets, but the brightness is largest for on-axis release smallest for release far
from the axis. Again, logarithmic scaling is required to visualize this trend properly.
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4.3.2 Longitudinal Offset

The effect of changes in the longitudinal release position has been explored in
another simulation scan. This corresponds to a timing variation between the laser pulse
and the driver electron beam, which is particularly relevant for linac-driven systems.
The default release position is in the centre of the blowout, located at = 100 pm behind
the drive beam. As shown in table (4.3), the longitudinal offset increases from the
centre of the blowout up to 120 um to explore the effect on charge O, bunch length,
peak current /max, emittance and 5D brightness Bsp.

As aresult of these scans, the charge increases gradually, as we move the laser
pulse away from the centre of the blowout longitudinally. This can be explained by the
fact that the longitudinal wakefield is zero around the centre of the blowout, where the
longitudinal field changes from accelerating to decelerating but increases the farther
one moves away from the zero-crossing. As for a longitudinal shift, an increasingly
larger longitudinal shift means that superposition of laser electric field and plasma
wakefield increases the peak electric field amplitude, and the tunnelling ionisation
rates. This explains why one sees an increase in charge, as shown in Figure 4.10.

As shown in table (4.3), the current for this scan shows a decreasing trend as
the longitudinal offset and, therefore, the amount of released charge increases,
reflecting the competing impacts between charge and bunch length.

Concerning the transverse emittance, as shown in Figure (4.11), the emittance
shows a decreasing trend when the offset is changed from 100pm to 120pm.

Finally, as shown in Figure (4.12), the 5D brightness decreases because of the ratio
between current and emittance, as mentioned earlier in section (4.3.2).
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Name longitudinal Charge Max current | Emittance 5D brightness The max
offset value o Tnax & Bsp length
LenMax
Unit pm pC KA m rad A/(m*rad?) pm
100 77.80 69.70 y=1.24x10" 9.15x 10'® 2.43
(no offset) z=1.23 x10’
105 79.38 47 y=1.27x10" 5.99 x 10'3 2.46
z=1.23 x10’
110 80.73 35.04 y=1.27x10" 4.47x 10" 2.83
z=1.23 x10’
115 81.64 27.88 y=1.23x10" 3.75x 10'® 3.54
z=1.21 x107
120 83.34 23.30 y=1.15x107 | 3.59x10'® 3.46
z=1.13 x107

Table 4.3: The witness bunch parameters when shifting the laser pulse release position
longitudinally, for the case of ap=0.018 and wo=15pum.
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laser pulse is released longitudinally.

4.4 Summary

The laser pulse must be adjusted accurately to produce a high-quality witness
bunch, which strongly depends on the properties of the laser pulse. We saw how
increasing the laser spot size affected the quality of the witness bunch by increasing
its emittance value and decreasing brightness. Also, this applies to the laser intensity,
where increasing its value led to a worse emittance value and brightness growth.
Furthermore, beam matching is a critical part of accelerators because it minimizes the
instabilities inside the plasma and increases the mean energy of the witness bunch.
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About transverse offset, we observed how increasing the offset affected the witness
bunch parameters by significantly increasing the emittance value with the increase in
the beam length, which affected the current value. Likewise, increasing the
longitudinal offset affected the current value by decreasing its value and brightness
value and slightly affecting the emittance.

These considerations guide the experimental parameter range which is required
to realize future experimental implementations, with major long-term applications
such as a plasma-based free-electron laser via ultrahigh brightness beams produced
through the Trojan Horse technique.
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Chapter 5

Space Charge Effects In a Plasma Photocathode

In the previous section, we have seen that the charge released by the plasma
photocathode process plays a dominating role in emittance and brightness when
increasing the space charge to higher levels, e.g., in the high 10’s to 100’s of the pC
range. For example, beam-loading leads to increased bunch length due to the
interaction with the plasma wave wakefield and electrostatic potential, but more
importantly, intra-beam space charge leads to an increase of transverse momentum of
the beam electrons. This increases the emittance as the released charge is increased.
This is very important because it is desirable to have a high charge (and current) and
low emittance for applications.

In [77], the issue of space charge emittance growth was addressed in the
context of energy spread. While it is possible to beam-load the wake with a single
plasma photocathode to flatten the local accelerating field for optimized energy spread
yields, the emittance suffers from that approach. The deleterious effect of space charge
on emittance occurs at the beginning of the release and trapping process. This is
because the beam stabilizes relativistically, as it accelerates and becomes increasingly
immune to space charge effects.

However, the evolution and dynamics of space charge during release, trapping,
and acceleration on a single bunch has to be explored. It is crucial to understand this
to optimize the process and perhaps to develop novel schemes that can be used to
compensate for associated emittance growth.

The approach taken here is to extend the exploration by scanning various
densities of HIT components, including very high density, to find links, e.g., between
produced charge (density) and emittance growth. We examine this for two different
laser spot sizes at three levels of HIT densities at specific, artificially set ionisation
potential values to investigate and explain how released charge impacts the formed
witness bunch. In this context, we will exploit several options that are not directly
accessible to experiments but are possible to exploit in simulations.
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5.1 Generating a Witness Bunch by Varying the Background
Density with Low-fidelity PIC Simulation

It is expected that increasing the density of helium (or any HIT components,
for that matter) will increase the charges of the witness bunch approximately linearly
with density, because the quantity of electrons released is proportional to the density
of the gas [81]:

Ne = Wg lifinHeaoz (5'1)

Where [; represents the region length of gas that will be ionized, f; is the fraction of
ionized electrons, ny. the gas density, and a, is the normalised amplitude of the laser
field.

By increasing the He density, the witness electrons repel each other much more
because they feel the Coulomb field of many surrounding electrons, which is expected
to increase the transverse momentum that develops. They also change the collective
wakefield structure such that the wakefield is distorted (beam loading effect).

In the context of the various forces occurring inside the plasma accelerator,
intra-beam space charge forces are to be seen with the other forces present in the
plasma wave. It is important to remember that a beam injected from a Trojan Horse
plasma photocathode will have an initial emittance specified by the laser’s wo and ao.
However, the further evolution is then dependent on the plasma wake characteristics,
such as the focusing force of the wake, the relation of intra-beam space-charge forces
to the plasma wave focusing, and phase mixing, ...etc.

The preliminary laser parameters and the focused wakefield forces are crucial.
A beam injected may extend or compress transversally until the balance between both
extending and focusing forces is reached naturally, resulting in matching. In that case,
the beam may rapidly match, e.g., when the released electrons can not accumulate too
large transverse momentum during the trapping process in the transverse fields of the
plasma wake, and emittance may then remain constant, ideally at as low level as
possible. The space charge force becomes more significant and widens the beam if we
liberate further charge by raising the HIT density. Furthermore, when a high charge
quantity is released, space charge begins to dominate all other contributions to the
emittance, causing the beam emittance to grow.

Therefore, it is crucial to explore the space charge related emittance effects
during release, trapping and initial acceleration. This PIC study first plotted the
transverse normalised emittance during the plasma photocathode process to
understand its evolution. Two cases of laser spot size were examined, namely wo=7
um and wo=15 um. For these two spot sizes, the helium density was changed.
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In this study, the two different initial beam radiation are only in the low charge
regime determined largely by laser spot size wo and intensity ao. In both cases,
increasing the HIT density; then increases the space charge until it dominates.

The PWFA and the subsequent controlled injection of witness bunches via the
Trojan Horse mechanism are modelled by the fully explicit 3D PIC code VSim. As in
chapter 4, the produced witness beam charge observed by the tunnelling ionisation
implementation in VSim and the one predicted by the external tunnelling ionisation
script have been compared. For the simulation runs to be comparable as much as
possible, the simulation length and the number of dumps must be the same in both
situations. Here, the dump ratio is chosen such that there is 1 dump per 5 um of
simulated propagation. The simulation code then keeps all relevant files (e.g. "dumps"
of electric fields, macroparticles etc.) every 5 um that the moving simulation box
propagates. This means, in the case of wy=7 um, the number of dumps is 600, and in
the case of wy=15 pm, the dump number=800.

A combination of two different types of gas was used to provide the LIT
medium and the HIT medium independently. This is required to be able to vary the
HIT medium to vary the released charge linearly. The LIT (hydrogen) gas density is
the same as used in the fourth chapter settings. Concerning the HIT medium, we used
different helium densities from 1.5x10%! m= up to 1.5x10%® m™. The charge of the
driver beam was also changed and initially set to Qus= 4500 pC, and the ionisation
potential used by the simulation has been artificially increased and set to & = 70 eV.
The reason for the driver beam charge increase is to be able to trap and contain a higher
witness beam charge. Otherwise, the released charge is not all trapped when operating
at elevated HIT densities, and the effects of beam-loading are influential. Both
compromise the comparability of the simulations regarding intra-beam space charge
force effects. As a result of the increased driver beam charge, however, the peak
electric field of the drive beam and the wakefield are increased, beyond the real
ionisation potential of helium of & = 24.6 eV. This means that both the electric field
are associated with the driver beams, and the wakefield exceeds the tunnelling
ionisation threshold of helium — thus leading to unwanted hot spots and current dark
production. Fortunately, the simulation allows one to set the ionisation potential to
arbitrary values, thus enabling the study of space charge effects in experimentally
inaccessible parameter regimes, which is helpful to gain a proper understanding of the
parametric dependencies involved. The driver electron beam and laser pulse
parameters are summarized in tables 5.1 and 5.2, respectively.
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Name Unmatched
Charge Q 4500 pC
RMS bunch length o, 4 20 pm
RMS bunch width gy, ) 4 3.5 um
Normalised emittance &, 50 m rad
Energy W 10 GeV

Table 5.1: The driver beam parameters in the 3D PIC simulation for the broad range
witness space charge effect studies.

Name Values
Laser amplitude ay 0.081
Pulse duration t 30 fs
Laser wavelength 4, 800 nm
Focal position z; 2 mm

Table 5.2: The laser pulse parameters used in the 3D PIC simulation for these scans.

First, the results of the witness beam charge from PIC and the external
tunnelling ionisation script should again broadly agree, as they describe the same
physics. Figure (5.1) shows the results from numerical implementation via the
tunnelling ionisation script and the VSim code for the two spot sizes of wy =7 um and
wg=15 um. Here, a linear y-axis scaling is chosen to show that at low to modest “He”
densities, the released and trapped charge yield predictions agree (similar to in chapter
4), but that at higher HIT densities, a substantial difference between prediction and
VSim code develops. This is less a signature of numerical differences between the
external script and the VSim implementation, but the wakefield is no longer strong
enough to contain all the witness beam charges. In VSim, the charge is counted after
the release process is over: when the wakefield is not strong enough, an increasing
amount of charge is not captured and has already left the forward-propagating
simulation box is not counted anymore. In any case, to overcome this, one needs a
stronger driver beam and associated wakefield. The drive beam charge hence has been
increased to 5500 pC. Re-running the simulations with this driver beam shows that all
released charge is indeed trapped for the whole range of laser spot sizes and He
densities, and the predicted/observed values are in much better agreement, as shown
in Figure (5.2).
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55



w0=7 (m)

120 T T T
—e&— Q_ charge from VSim code
—— Q s charge from tunneling script
100 - 4
80 J
Q
2 60 1
(¢
40 i
20 = 4
0le —5 — ' :
102! 1022 102 1024 s 102 1028 10%
He density / (m®)
wo=15 (um)
2500 T T T T
—a— Qv from VSim code
—— Q s from tunneling script
2000 [ B
1500 - e
Q
(=
g
1000 =
500 - 4
0% — 4 . :
1021 1022 102 1024 10%° 102¢ 1077

He density / (m®)

Figure 5.2: Plot of Oy and Qs versus He density for both cases wy =7 um and wy =15
um, when Q,=5500 pC.

56



Figure (5.3) shows the evolution of the transverse emittance. For the wo=7 pm
case, one obtains transverse normalised emittance values of the order of &, < 100 nm
rad for HIT densities up to 1.5 x 10?! m™ and correspondingly low total witness charge
levels. For higher HIT densities, emittance increases, but then, when the density is
increased to 1.5 x 102 m, there is a dramatic jump in emittance up to > 1 pm rad.
This corresponds to a jump in witness charge up to the 100 pC level. A first assumption
and conclusion are at such charge levels, space charge effects kick in and suddenly
increase the obtained emittance by order of magnitude. This observation is useful for
the first estimation of the range where space charge effects begin to dominate the
emittance levels. For the wo=15 pm case, due to the much larger charge ionisation
volume (remember, the peak laser intensity is kept constant for both cases). As shown
in the plot, the space-charge-related emittance growth sets at much lower densities
revealed by the corresponding simulations. In the case of wo=7 um, if the number of
macroparticles is too low in the simulation, we get statistical outliers (e.g., emittance
plots would show irregular behaviour) for that we increased ay to 0.1 in the case ws=7
um with the same parameters to get sufficient witness beam charge to adjust the growth
of transverse emittance, see table (5.3). The charge is produced in the simulation
increased by a factor of 10, and the growth of transverse emittance looks good for He
density=10%* up to 10%°.
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Figure 5.3: Evolution of the transverse emittance for the witness bunch during
propagation for wo=7 um and wo=15 um.
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He density

(m) 1.5x 1021 | 1.5x 10| 1.5x 102 | 1.5x 10** | 1.5x 10 | 1.5 x 10%

Charge

0.013 0.13 1.31 13.18 131.8 | 1313.45
(49)

Transverse
emittance | 6.60x10® | 6.29x10® | 3.22x10® | 1.18x107 | 3.69x107 | 2.81x10°
(m rad)

Table 5.3: The witness bunch charge and its transverse emittance value when the
dimensionless laser pulse intensity is increased to ap = 0.1 in the case wo=7 um.

The last results have shown that the chosen physical parameters yield an

appropriate range of witness beam charges for both cases wy=7 pm and we=15 um
across the range of He densities. However, this working point range has to be adjusted
from a numerical standpoint in the next step. The grid resolution has to be increased
(i.e., the cell size has to be decreased) to achieve a better resolution and get accurate
results across the wide range of HIT densities and corresponding witness beam
charges.
Before executing high-resolution simulations for study space charge effects during the
injection process of trojan horse PWFA simulations, in the previous simulation, a
limited number of macroparticles were used where ionized 0.2 percent of the gas
background was ionized after the laser passed through. After applying the ADK
model, we found out by inserting ap and i values in equation (1.36). To ensure that
we end up with enough macroparticles to evaluate the simulation, we used the ADK
model to get a suitable parameter set that leads to ionized 10 percent background by
using laser pulse intensity ag= 0.123 with i =75 eV, as shown in Figure (5.4).
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Figure 5.4: Plot of the on-axis ionisation ratio exactly at the time when the laser
reaches its focus for both cases wy=7um and wy=15um. The top panels show the
scenario ap=0.081 and & =70 eV, and the bottom panels ay=0.123 and & =75 eV.

After raising the percentage of ionisation in the background gas density, the previous
simulations were repeated with the same parameters that were used for both cases,
we=7 um and wg=15 pm, as presented in tables (5.4) and (5.5).

He density
(m)
Charge
(pC)

Transverse
emittance | 3.33x10% | 2.28x10® | 4.11x10® | 1.18x107 | 4.67x107 | 6.54x10°®
(m rad)

1.5x 1021 | 1.5x 10| 1.5x 10 | 1.5x 10** | 1.5x 10 | 1.5 x 10%

0.044 0.451 4.516 45.16 451.6 3916.6

Table 5.4: The witness bunch charge and its transverse emittance value, after
increasing the ionisation rate to & =75 eV with ap= 0.123 in the case wy=7 pm.
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He density

23
(m) 1.5x 10

1.5x 10! | 1.5x10% 1.5x 10* | 1.5x10%

1.5x 10%

Charge

1.16
PO

11.60 116.04 1161.10 7799.44

6869.74

Transverse
emittance
(m rad)

8.57x 108 | 1.69x 107 | 9.08 x 107 | 991 x 107 | 1.64 x 10

1.25x 107

Table 5.5: The witness bunch charge and its transverse emittance value, after
increasing the ionisation rate to & =75 eV with ap= 0.123 in the case wy=15 pm.

5.2 Using High-fidelity PIC Simulation

An overarching motivation for this work is to explore the production of high-
quality electrons bunches, particularly for FEL applications. As the preliminary
simulations have shown, various factors impact the properties of the generated witness
bunches and can increase emittance value. Some physical reasons and mechanisms
lead to emittance growth (such as a poorly matched witness beam) and numerical
mechanisms, and often these mechanisms occur strongly in particle-in-cell
simulations. As discussed, one strong factor that dominates witness beam quality at
elevated charge levels comes from space charge forces. The matched witness beam
size is small, and the charge density is particularly large. Therefore, one needs
extremely well-resolved and noise-free simulation methods to resolve the physics, but
on the other hand, to suppress numerical emittance growth, e.g., due to numerical
Cherenkov radiation. Even if the input deck and simulation setup are optimized, high
resolution inevitably means that simulations are very costly. We will examine the
impact of space charge on the witness bunch as well as the mechanisms that space
charge produces during and immediately after injection in this research, because, at
low energies, space charge has a significant impact, the forces of space charge increase
with decreases of gamma during acceleration according to equation (3.5).

Three well-defined high-resolution simulations are used in the refined
simulations: low-charge, medium-charge, and high-charge witness bunches for two
spot sizes of the plasma photocathode, the laser pulse of wo=7 pm, and wo=15 pum (see
Figure (5.5)). Based on the previous findings, these simulations are physically and
numerically well comparable and allow to delve into details of the emittance growth

61




during release. VSim’s average ADK model for ionisation and otherwise identical
simulation settings are used.

As indicated previously, a very important and useful trick is available
exclusively for simulation-based work, not for the experiment. In addition to the
realistic simulations with intra-bunch space charge effects, each high-resolution
simulation is repeated by artificially switching off the witness beam self field
interaction. This means that the witness beam electron macroparticles will only be
subject to the plasma wakefields but not repel each other. This allows one to compare
the witness beam parameters for the simulations with space charge (SC) on and off, to
explore the substantial differences, isolate, and understand the space charge effects.

The parameters of the driver electron beam, photocathode laser, and gas
medium (HIT) are summarized in tables (5.6), (5.7), and (5.8), respectively.
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Figure 5.5: Plot of witness charge versus He density for wp =7 um and wp =15 pm,
respectively.
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Name Values
Charge Q 5500 pC
RMS bunch length o, 4 20 um
RMS bunch width gy, ) 4 3.5 um
Normalised emittance ¢, 50 pm
Energy W 10 GeV
Energy spread 2%
plasma Wavelength 4, 200 pm

Table 5.6: The driver beam parameters used for the high-resolution 3D PIC

simulations.

Name Values
Laser amplitude ag 0.123
Pulse duration t 30 fs
Laser wavelength 4, 800 nm
Focal position z; 2 mm
Laser position (behind 100 um
the drive beam center)
RMS spot size wo 7 pm and 15 pm

Table 5.7: The laser pulse parameters used for the high-resolution 3D PIC

simulations.
Name Values
Ionization potential &; 75 eV
HIT DENS change value in this study

Table 5.8: The gas medium parameters (HIT) are used for the high-resolution 3D
PIC simulations.
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Studying the relevance of space charge forces for Trojan Horse injection with
physical parameters shown in Tables 5.6-5.8 requires highly optimized simulation
decks. Since space charge forces occur within the electron witness beam distribution,
the spatial resolution must be improved substantially compared to the simulations, as
shown in Chapter 4. Here, the optimized resolution of DX = 0.16 um longitudinally
and DY = DZ = 0.4 um in transverse direction represents a tremendous improvement
and challenge. Combined with an improved Yee solver [82], this setting yields high
numerical precision and ultra-low numerical noise so that observed emittance growth
can be attributed directly to physical space charge effects. Consequently, these
simulations are extremely costly and require ~ 8000 processors for 1281 hours on the
Shaheen-II supercomputer.

Furthermore, this simulation deck employs an extremely high dump rate that
allows identification of space charge effects already during the dynamics of the
ionisation process of the Trojan Horse process. Particle tracking allows the following
the 6D phase space trajectory of each electron released by the Trojan Horse process
via unique macroparticle identifier tags. Combined with the high resolution, the
simulations produce several TB data within a very short time. To realise this
demanding simulation, the burst buffer feature of Shaheen-II is used, which speeds up
the 1/O process by a factor of ~10-100. The high dump rate is maintained until the
witness beam is fully formed and has gained relativistic energy, which is defined here
as having 10-20 MeV mean energy.

The settings that were made in this simulation are as follows (see Figure (5.6)):

First, the simulation was carried out on the Shaheen super-computer for eight
hours and uses 10TB of burst buffer capacity to speed up the production of dump files.
The beam is started in a vacuum at the start. Then, the beam penetrates the plasma
with a suitable upramp and produces the wakefield. When the wake has formed, the
simulation performance is improved by spreading the particle load over all processors
as evenly as feasible. Iterative post-processing and visualisation of the produced
dumps and simulation results have been used to ensure the numerical and physical
evolution of the fields, particles and beams in the simulation box are sound and can be
used for analysis. This is important due to the very high computational costs of these
simulations.

Second, the simulation is restarted, and the simulation propagates until the
blowout is formed and stable. This is also confirmed through
postprocessing/visualising of the produced dumps. Because the distance from the first
dump until the laser commences ionising is identical for all our simulations. Then, we
only have to save the final dump before the ionisation occurs. This is then used as a
starting point for all subsequent simulations, whereby the different HIT densities and
spot size of the laser pulse are varied, and the space charge effects are turned off for
the important artificial reference simulation. This avoids repeating the redundant
simulation part before the laser ionisation occurs.
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Third, the simulation is restarted with an increased dumps rate for HIT
electrons during injection, but the reduced dump rate for all other fields and particles
for the injection phase, since keeping the same dump rate for fields would exceed the
storage capabilities of the Shaheen-II. The iterative postprocessing/visualizing of the
dumps and, in particular, the witness beam macroparticles was crucial to carry out the
simulations without exceeding the storage capabilities of the Shaheen-1I HPC cluster.
In the end, all released HIT electrons were accelerated to approximately 20 MeV,
where they are regarded as relativistically stable regarding space charge, and phase-
mixing has been completed largely.

It shall be confirmed that the simulations shown here are purposefully not all
realistic. The driver beam charge is set particularly high in order to drive a wake that
allows systemic investigation of witness beam space charge, the ionisation potential is
set to an artificially high value to avoid current dark production by the driver beam,
wakefield and witness beam, and the intra-beam space charge effects have been
switched off by the split-field method. Only this enables us to isolate the relevant
effects to be studied here and compare them to maximize the relevance of the results.
In the split field method, the witness electron macroparticles do not only not interact
with each other based on their Coulomb forces but also do not interact by magnetic
pinching due to the current they collectively (would) produce. They are exclusively
subject to the wakefields.

Simulation procedure for space charge study

Run the simulation until the blowout forms

l

Restart simulation until the blowout stable
(the last dumps must be stored to use it for all other simulations as restart point)

l

Restart simulation for injection phase

Figure 5.6 : Illustration of the computing steps used for space charge study.
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5.3 Examining the Impact of Space Charge on Witness Bunch
Quality

With the settings described in the previous section, the case of wo= 7 um at a
He density equal to 3.3x10*2m™ is investigated in detail. This produces a low-charge
witness bunch with very low emittance. Now, the normalised emittance evolution in
both transverse planes during injection and trapping is plotted in Figure (5.7). At dump
836, the energy of the accelerated electrons corresponds to 15.8 MeV. As shown in
(5.6), there are spikes in the plots that make the analysis more difficult. These spikes
can result from single electron macroparticles that may appear from non-zero
ionisation rates even outside the laser focus spot, dramatically impacting the
momentary emittance calculation. Figure (5.8) shows how the macroparticle appeared
physically irrelevant, but numerically impactful positions in phase space can distort
the emittance calculation. The corresponding spike in emittance is not permanent
because either the stray particle is not trapped and hence lost from the simulation box,
or it is trapped, and then, legitimately contributes to the formed witness beam. This
explains the tail of the spikes, with a typical length of a few dump numbers.

He density = 3.3 x 1022 (m™®), Q=1.28 pC
SCon

10 . . . . 31073
en'y(m rad) | 4
———epmrad) |
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10°F 4107
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107 F ‘ A K J, 4107
' k(‘k 1
10-8 I | 1 I 1 I 1 10-8
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Figure 5.7: Evolution of the transverse emittance in both planes for the witness
bunch versus dump numbers, for wyp= 7 um, with stray particles.
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Figure 5.8: A zoom in on the emittance spike shown in Figure 5.7, resulting from a
stray particle appearing in the simulation box at dump number 560.

An in-depth analysis by plotting the longitudinal and transverse phase spaces
for these dumps, as shown in Figure (5.9), reveals where stray particles that falsify the
calculated emittance value are located in longitudinal and transverse phase spaces.
Figure (5.10) shows the stray particle in real space. This stray particle does not belong
to the formed witness bunch and therefore has to be excluded from the analysis. This
identification allows omitting the distorting macroparticles from the analysis, cleaning
the plots and focusing on the statistically relevant emittance of the laser-produced
witness beam.
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Figure 5.9: Example of identification of stray macroparticles (emphasized by adding
the circle) that falsify the calculated emittance value of the beam by plotting the
longitudinal phase space and the transverse phase spaces in both planes, shown here
for the example of dump number 560 in the simulation shown in Figure 5.8.
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Figure 5.10: Real-space visualization of dump number 560, where the black arrow
highlights a red stray particle.

In this example, before cutting, the obtained transverse emittance values are at
dump 560 amounts to 1.07x10° and 6.9x107 m rad in the y and z directions,
respectively. After removing the stray particle, at that dump, the (projected) emittance
reaches 5.02 x10® m rad and 5.03x10"® m rad in the y and z directions, respectively,
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which is a more realistic value. Now, one can focus on the real witness beam phase
(and real) spaces, as shown in Figures 5.11 and 5.12. Interestingly, the transverse phase
space plots show how phase is mixed due to the plasma photocathode release
procedure causing a broadening of the phase space (i.e., several phase space ellipses
of electrons are produced and then mixed).
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Figure 5.11: Plot of phase spaces in x (longitudinal), y and z directions for dump
number 560, after cutting away the stray particles.
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Figure 5.12: The real space of dump number 560 after cutting away the stray
particles.
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The cleaning procedure can only be partially automatised, and has to be
repeated for each dump where stray particles and corresponding dumps in the
emittance plots appear. Following this procedure, it was possible to obtain the real
emittance curve shown in Figure (5.13). With that, much more meaningful and
systematic analysis is possible. Here, one sees that after the initial release process and
corresponding high emittance, the emittance reaches a minimum shortly after dump
400, and then increases due to phase mixing. The bunch emittance value rises to ~8.82
x10®¥m rad, and while at this stage, it does not yet seem to have reached saturation in
this scenario. It allows us to examine the most important phase of release trapping,
initial acceleration, and the emittance dynamics are associated with it.

He density = 3.3 X 1022 (m™®), Q=1.28 pC
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Figure 5.13: Evolution of the transverse emittance for the witness bunch versus dump
numbers after cutting the stray particles, for wo=7 um.

The full range of (projected) witness beam parameters is extracted, namely
charge O, r.m.s. bunch length, current, bunch width, transverse momenta, mean
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energy, r.m.s. energy spread, and 5D brightness. The evolution of these parameters is
displayed in Figure (5.14). Such a comprehensive plot that allows one to correlate
trends in one parameter with trends in another, and in particular composite parameters
such as emittance and brightness, is crucial to understanding the details of the Trojan
Horse beam dynamics.

First, the charge O curve shows that the release process is finished at a
propagation distance of approximately 2300 pm. This is expected because the laser
focus is specified to be around 2.2 mm in the simulation. One sees that the laser starts
ionising shortly after the wakefield has propagated 2000 um. The released charge then
ramps up in a sinusoidal fashion during focusing. The charge yield (i.e. the time
derivative of charge versus time) reaches its maximum at the focus position, and then
the charge yield rate decreases until the charge saturate when the ionisation of the laser
pulse stops because the laser is diffracting away. The total charge accumulated by this
process is O ~ 1.28 pC.

The corresponding evolution of the bunch length g, shows that the bunch
length is longest during the release process, and reaches a maximum length
approximately when some electrons already have reached their final trapping position
in the back of the plasma wave. Others are still significantly released by the laser pulse
around the centre of the plasma wave. The maximum bunch length is reached at about
2180 pum of propagation distance with ox = 20 um. Generally, when the laser pulse
releases in the centre of the plasma wave, and the released electron population is
completely trapped, the maximum length the bunch can assume during release is half
of the plasma wavelength ox = 1,/2, in reality, because the trapping position is earlier.
In this case, it is significantly earlier due to the strong plasma wake, and one has ox <
Ap/2 for the maximum bunch length. Once the laser-based tunnelling ionisation ceases,
the electrons are compressed during the trapping process as they accumulate around
the trapping position. Interestingly, while the second panel of Figure (5.14) may appear
to indicate that the trapping process is over at a propagation distance of approximately
2.5 mm, a zoom-in (shown in the third panel) shows that the compression process goes
on a little while longer until the final, minimum bunch length is assumed. This is
important to understand the trend of the current / in the next panel.

The peak current can be expressed as [83]:

I = dQ/dtlmax = BCQ/\/EO}C (5.2)

Where £ is the beta function of the electron bunch and c is the speed of light, which
clearly shows the dependence of the peak current on bunch length .. Consequently,
the current ramps up while charge release is ongoing and the trapping and compression
occur. The current monotonically increases (the zigzag spikes in the plot are a
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numerical artefact) and asymptotically reaches / ~ 0.92 kA at the end of the simulation
at 3.3 mm.

Next, the bunch width o, is plotted. While the laser pulse is propagating in the
centre of the plasma wave also transversally, its waist has a finite size (in this case, wo
=7 um). Therefore, electrons are released in this range around the axis, dependent on
the momentary local intensity and the electric field that may cause tunnelling
ionisation. Electrons released off-axis are subject to the transverse electric wakefields
and, therefore, will gather transverse momentum towards the axis, will overshoot and
oscillate back — a phenomenon known as betatron oscillation. Because the release
region of the laser pulse is not perfectly localized, electrons will be indifferent betatron
oscillation phases. Nevertheless, the average beam size shows that there are trends
visible. The r.m.s. The beam size is large at the beginning, approximately of the order
of the laser waist size — this simply reflects that the electrons are released over the
width of the plasma photocathode laser pulse. Then, transverse forces focus the beam
also transversally, which is reflected by a local minimum of the bunch width reached
approximately 2.3 mm. Then, however, while the electron beam release ceases due to
the diffracting laser pulse, the beam is also compressed in the longitudinal direction,
which increases the charge density. The transverse acceleration in the transverse
wakefield corresponds to an increase in average transverse momentum (shown in the
next panel) — in total, the increasingly complex dynamics then produce a wider beam
than initially, with a local maximum, reached approximately 3.1 mm.

The average transverse momentum P of the released electrons has been
calculated. This is useful and can relatively directly allow one to gain insights and
draw conclusions about the development of space charge forces. As expected, the
average transverse momentum is smallest at the beginning of the release process:
electrons are released via tunnelling ionisation with negligible transverse momentum
— one of the key physics pillars of the Trojan Horse principle. As the witness beam
electrons are subject to plasma wakefields during the trapping and acceleration
process, and as the witness beam charge density increases due to ongoing release and
witness beam compression, the average transverse momentum increases. A local
maximum is reached at approximately 2.8 mm. This results from the focusing
transverse wakefield, the defocusing transverse space charge forces between
individual witness beam electrons, the developing magnetic field, and the self-
pinching effect associated with the witness beam current as displayed in panel 4. This
is a highly dynamic process, where growing transverse momenta drive the growth of
the transverse phase space ellipses and hence emittance. Both the transverse beam size
and the average transverse momentum show to some extent, anti-cyclic behaviour:
when the transverse momentum is large, the transverse beam size is small and the other
way around. There is no perfect match between maximum momentum and minimum
beam size, but it is close enough. This is the signature of betatron oscillations, and
since both the transverse momentum and the transverse extent of beam electrons
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determine the emittance, the transverse emittance develops rather linearly once the
beam is completely released.

The emittance is shown in the next two panels. There is an initial peak in
emittance at about 2.2 mm during the release, corresponding to the case where some
transverse momentum is already developed, but the plasma photocathode release has
not yet finished, i.e. the spatial extent of electrons is still large. After reaching a
minimum at ~2.6 mm, the emittance increases and at the end of the simulated
propagation distance, it has reached a normalised emittance value of &, = 88 nm rad.
The emittance evolution thus reflects various effects: the increasing transverse
momentum, the transversal and longitudinal compression, space charge effects and
phase mixing. The latter process can be descriptively described as follows: during the
release process, the individual electrons are released at different times, and then added
to the bunch at the trapping position until the laser stops to ionize due to diffraction.
The first released electrons start gaining energy and rotate in the transverse direction
of phase space before the electrons that are released later, and this mixing also leads
to the growth of the bunch emittance.

Concerning the 5D brightness, defined as Bsp = 21/(&y, x €5,,,) as composite
parameter featuring the ratio of peak current and emittance in both planes, the resulting
trend is shown in the last panel. The brightness scales are linear with current and
inversely with the squared emittance, given that in this system, or a plasma
photocathode in general, typically, the emittance is the same in both planes. In this
case, the competing effect of rising current and slightly rising emittance translates into
a rather constant brightness value in the low 10'® A/(m? rad?) range over the simulated
propagation.
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Figure 5.14: The evolution of key witness bunch properties during release trapping
and initial acceleration over a propagation distance up to 3.3 mm, for the case of wo=
7 um with He density = 3.3x10?> m™. From top to bottom, the charge O, r.m.s. bunch
length o, current /, bunch width gy, average transverse momenta P, transverse
normalised emittance €, ,, and 5D brightness are shown.

Now, we repeat all the previous settings with the same case of wp= 7 um but with He
density =3.3 x10* m™ and 3.3 x10?**m=. Then, we plot the witness bunch parameters
(see Figures (5.15) and (5.16)). From the scan of the parameters of the witness bunch
with He density =3.3 x10?> m™ Figure (5.15), it is clear to us that the value of the
charge increases to 12.8pC as a result of the increase in the density of helium to 3.3
x10%m™ and this will affect other parameters of the bunch as we shall see. Concerning
the length of the bunch, we notice that the length of the bunch increased to 0.47 um,
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where the force of the space charge dominates with the increase in the density and
leads to an increase in the length of the beam. As for emittance, the effect of the space
charge on its value becomes clear, as it increases to 102 nm rad, and for the 5D
brightness, its value increases with the rise in the current value to 3.99x10?° A/(m?
rad?).

From the Figure (5.16), we increased the He density to 3.3 x10>* m™. This will
affect increasing the charge to 128.6 pC, followed by a clear influence of the forces of
space charge on the other parameters of the bunch and this is evident by increasing the
length of the bunch to 2.26 pm., and this is an expected result of the large influence of
the forces of space charge on the bunch, which in turn, will also raise the emittance
value to 137 nm rad.
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Figure 5.15: The evolution of key witness bunch properties during release trapping
and initial acceleration over a propagation distance up to 3.3 mm, for the case of wo=
7 um with He density = 3.3x10% m™> From top to bottom, the charge O, r.m.s. bunch
length o, current /, bunch width gy, average transverse momenta P, transverse
normalised emittance €, ,, and 5D brightness are shown.
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Figure 5.16: The evolution of key witness bunch properties during release trapping
and initial acceleration over a propagation distance up to 3.3 mm, for the case of wo=
7 um with He density = 3.3x10** m™> From top to bottom, the charge O, r.m.s. bunch
length o, current /, bunch width gy, average transverse momenta P, transverse
normalised emittance €, ,, and 5D brightness are shown.

Likewise, we also produced three levels of charges of witness bunch for the
case of wy=15 pm with He density 3.3x10??> m?3, 3.3x10** m?, and 3.3x10** m™
respectively and scanned the properties of the witness bunch for all three cases, see
Figure (5.17)-(5.19). In this case, we increased the laser spot size, and this is followed
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by obvious effects on the produced bunch parameters with increasing helium density.
From the Figure (5.17), with a density of helium 3.3x10?* m~, the value of the bunch
charge reaches 27.4 pC, which is higher than the value of the charge that we obtained
in the first scan in Figure (5.14) when we used a spot size of laser pulse wy=7 um. In
addition, the current value reaches 4.89 KA with a bunch length of up to 0.24 um. The
width of the bunch is 4.6 pm, with an average transverse momentum reach 3.2x107.
As for the emittance value, it is estimated at 756 nm rad. In the Figure (5.18), we
observe the charge yield is ramped up to 273.98 pC with a bunch length reach to 1.04
um as a result of increased the density of helium to 3.3x 102m™. In contrast, the
emittance value increases with increased He density to reach around 4013 nm rad.
Regarding the 5D brightness, Its value decreases to 3.05x10'> A/(m? rad?), and the
reason is due to the large increase in the emittance value according to the equation
(3.5). From Figure (5.19), the value of the bunch charge increases to 2739.1 pC
followed by a noticeable increase in bunch length of up to 7.78 um, due to the increase
in the strength of the effect of space charging in this case. As for the current, it is a
natural result; with an increase in the charge, its value reaches 41.17 kA. The emittance
value reaches a maximum value of 8177 nm rad, which is the upper limit in this scan.
It is expected of the higher helium density and the laser spot size. In the last, the 5D
brightness decreases to reach 1.23x10' A/(m? rad?) due to the large increase in the
emittance value with the increase of the bunch charge.
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5.4 Isolation of the Space Charge Effect

The previous scans, which reflect the real physics, including space charge,
have shown the dramatic effects on the space charge when the witness beam charge
increases substantially. Now, the effect of intra-bunch space charge forces is switched
off. This can be performed in the simulation by having the witness beam interact only
with the plasma wakefields. The focus is now on the transverse emittance, and the
evolution of the emittance is plotted for wo = 7 um with He density 3.3x10?> m,
3.3x10% m, and 3.3x10** m™, respectively, and is contrasted with these cases when
the space charge is switched off. Figure (5.20) shows the emittance in the y-direction,
and (5.21) z-direction. At the same time, the emittance increases when He density is
increased for the simulations that take space-charge into account when the space
charge effects are switched off. The resulting emittance is the same, independent of
the assumed He density. Since the release laser pulse has the same parameters in each
case, the same volume is ionized. The only difference is that orders of magnitude more
charge is released when orders of magnitude ramp up the He density. Therefore, it is
not required to run simulations with space charge artificially switched off for multiple
He densities; one is enough.

In the case of spot size wo= 15 um, the space charge-off case was applied to
only one case (with a nominal helium density equal to 3.3x10?> m™). Figures (5.22)
and (5.23) show the transverse normalised emittance in the y-and z-directions. The
dashed line shows the space charge-off simulation case. These plots are immensely
instructive since they reflect the minimum emittance obtained in these cases, only
considering the effects of phase mixing.
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Figure 5.21: Evolution of the transverse emittance in z-direction for the witness
bunch versus dump numbers, for wo= 7 um with He density =3.3x10*>m™,3.3x10?%?
m?and 3.3x10%* m, respectively.
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Another way of exploring the influence of space charge is to investigate the
evolution of transverse momenta. Then, the transverse positions increase as the
transverse momenta let the electrons move farther outside. So, it is a dynamic process
where growing transverse momenta drive the growth of the transverse phase space
ellipse and emittance. One would expect that at the very beginning of the release, the
average absolute transverse momenta are close to zero, and then the transverse
wakefields and the transverse space-charge forces increase the momentum. In Figures
(5.24) and (5.25), the average of absolute transverse momenta is plotted for the case
of wo=7 pm and wo=15 um for different He densities. As expected and seen before in
Figure (5.14) ff., at the very beginning of the release, the average absolute transverse
momentum is small, and then, the transverse wakefields and the transverse space-
charge forces increase the momentum. In fact, if one looks at Figure (5.24), the plot
without space charge looks most regularly. The transverse momentum oscillates
between local minima and local maxima. This is the signature of betatron oscillation
of the bunch in the plasma wakefield, where collectively a low average transverse
momentum P corresponds to a large beam size (many of the individual electron
trajectories reach the largest transverse amplitude and a turning point at the same time,
have low transverse momenta). The other way around, the maximum transverse
momentum is reached when electrons cross the propagation axis, which corresponds
to the smallest beam size. While this oscillatory behaviour is also present for the other
plots with switched space charge effects, it is less systematic and regular. The space
charge disturbs the pure oscillation in the wakefield, leading to the more peculiar
transverse momentum evolution patterns. For example, it may be a little counter-
intuitive to see that the plot for the He density of 10 m™ exhibits a much reduced
oscillatory momentum evolution than for the lower density of 10?2 m>, and in
particular larger peak average momenta P at the higher density. This indicates that
beam loading may result, and this expectation is confirmed later in section 5.5.
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Figure 5.24: The average of absolute transverse momenta during versus propagation
distance, for wo= 7 um with He density =3.3x10?>m™, 3.3x10?* m? and 3.3x10**m™,
respectively.

In Figure (5.25), the average transverse momentum P evolution for the laser
spot size of wo= 15 pum across the He densities and the space charge off. As a reminder,
the case of He density of 3.3x10%* m™ produces a charge of O » 2739 pC. Therefore,
one expects a much different evolution when contrasted to lower charge values or even
the case where space charge is neglected. Indeed, the Figure shows that the local
minima and maxima of the average transverse momentum are completely shifted.
Interestingly, in this case, P exhibits a maximum for nue = 3.3x10%* m, whereas the
case of space charge off exhibits a minimum. This shows that the effect of space charge
can turn the bunch evolution completely upside down.

87



3 ><108 T T T T

HeD=e22, SC on /
—_—— SC off 5

HeD=e23, SCon
HeD=e24, SC on

2.5 H

P /m. (m/s)

0.5 y
-~
1 3 5
0 1 1 Il 1
2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 7000 8000

propagation distance (um)

Figure 5.25: The average of absolute transverse momenta during versus propagation
distance, for wo= 15 um with He density =3.3x10?> m,3.3x10%} m*and 3.3x10**m™,
respectively.

This behaviour can be explored in further detail by looking at the transverse
phase space situations, e.g., at these prominent positions highlighted in Figure (5.25).
We plot the transverse phase spaces for nue = 3.3x10?* m™ in Figure (5.26), and the
corresponding transverse phase spaces for the case of space charge off in Figure (5.27).
For example, at point 2 (a local minimum of average transverse momentum), Figure
(5.26) reveals that the transverse shape of macroparticles is ‘horizontal’, i.e., there is
low angular momentum (y-axis) and a large extent of macroparticles in the transverse
direction (x-axis). There is a dense central core of macroparticles, but significant
fractions of the electron population have oscillation amplitudes substantially larger
than the core. This is a clear sign of the space charge transverse kick. In contrast, at
point 3, many particles have large transverse momentum but are compressed to a small
transverse size.

On the contrary, in Figure (5.27), no such wings exist around the central core.
Note that the scaling of the axes is very different from Figure (5.26). The much higher
phase space density of the core, together with the absence of ‘space-charge wings’, is
the reason for the dramatically smaller emittance in this hypothetical case, which is
accessible only to simulations.
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5.5 Comparison of Witness Bunch Parameters at Different
He Densities with and without Space Charge Effects

In this section, first, the evolution of key parameters is plotted as a function of
different He densities, including the case of space charge off. This comparison helps
to understand the evolution of parameters, taking into account the insights offered by
previous observations. Figure (5.28) and (5.29) contrast the charge O, bunch length
Ox, current /, transverse beam width ox, mean energy £, and 5D brightness Bsp for the
two spot sizes wo=7 um and wo=15 pm, respectively.

Regarding the charge O, we simply observe the linear relation in charge yield
when the He density is ramped up. The bunch length oy, on the other hand, shows a
more complex behaviour. The bunch length is based on beam loading and intra-bunch
effects in a complex way. In any case, the shortest bunch length is obtained for the
case of no space charge, is very similar to very low bunch charge, and is largest for
the highest He density run, rather suddenly jumping to a bunch length of the order of
ox ~ 3 um when setting the He density to nue = 3.3x10%* m™. In all cases, the bunch
length reaches a local maximum when all charge is released by the laser pulse,
consistent with previous observations.

The corresponding current /, plotted with the logarithmic y-axis, provides
further insight. There is a sudden jump in current in the runs where the space charge
was switched on. This sudden jump is largest for the low-charge case, suggesting it is
numerical. On the other hand, strong beam loading is associated with strong
deformation of the longitudinal field, which may lead to local current spikes in the
simulation, but perhaps also in reality. This phenomenon will be investigated in future
works.

The comparison of bunch width evolution Gy again shows the oscillatory
behaviour and shows that the bunch width is minimal when the space charge is off.
This is consistent with the much reduced average transverse momentum, and the much
higher phase space density in the hypothetical case of no space charge effects.

The mean gained energy reflects the effect of beam loading, leading to reduced
energy gradients in case of larger charge values, and the strongest energy gains in low
charge cases or when beam loading is completely absent in the case of space charge
off.

Finally, the 5D brightness is calculated. This reveals that the brightness of
space charge-off cases strongly diverges from the end of the release process. The
brightest beams of the space charge on cases here are produced by the two highest He
densities used, nue = 3.3x10%* m and npe = 3.3x10%* m™, thus reflecting the balance
between competing the impact of current and emittances.

Similar behaviour in all aspects is exhibited by the scans for the laser spot size
wo=15 pm (shown in Figure 5.29), partially even more pronounced due to the released
larger charge.
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Figure 5.28: The evolution of the charge Q, r.m.s. bunch length oy, current /, bunch width
oy, mean energy Emean and 5D brightness versus propagation distance at different He
densities, when SC is on and off for wy=7pm.
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Figure 5.29: The evolution of the charge Q, r.m.s. bunch length oy, current /, bunch width
oy, mean energy Emean and 5D brightness versus propagation distance at different He
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While the focus was on projected global beam parameters, further detail can
be investigated by resolving the slice parameters of the produced beams. The slice
emittance and current at the end of the simulation are shown in Figures (5.30) and
(5.31) for both cases, wo=7 um and wo =15 um across the He densities tested, including
the space charge off cases.

The first observation that becomes very clear from plotting the slice details is
that the n. = 3.3x10%* m™ case (pink lines) produces Q = 128.6 pC of charge. The
formed bunch is much longer than in all other cases. Note that both emittance and
current are plotted with a logarithmic scale. The ne = 3.3x10* m™ case (green lines)
already produces much shorter beams, and the n. = 3.3x10*> m™ case (blue lines)
already has a very comparable beam duration compared to the space charge off cases.
The clear reason for the longer bunch at higher densities is beam loading. In contrast
to beam loading via external injection, a relativistically stable beam injected with a
pre-defined length and its fields are simply overlayed on the wakefield, beam loading
in status nascendi. This highly dynamic process leads to bunch lengthening, which can
be seen very well.

Such lengthening can also be understood in a single-particle picture, where an
electron released later would be kicked out transversally by the existing charge that
had been released earlier and is already trapped and has gained energy. A transverse
kick (i.e. momentum growth) is then reflected by increased (slice) emittance.
Therefore, (slice) emittance, current, and bunch length are coupled. When more charge
is released, such as in the ne = 3.3x10%* m™ case, the current and emittance are larger,
and the bunch is longer than in the cases where less charge is produced.

Dynamics beam loading also affects the bunch shape, e.g., in the form of the
current longitudinal profile. The zoom-in in Figure (5.30) shows the space charge-off
cases. The current longitudinal profile is nearly Gaussian and symmetric. This is
produced from a laser pulse that symmetrically is focused, reaches the focus and then
diffracts again. The peak of the current profile then reflects the longitudinal position
within the laser pulse, where the most charge is released on aggregate. This may not
necessarily be the longitudinal centre of the laser pulse, and things may be complicated
by a situation where the laser pulse is not exactly centred in the middle of the wakefield
but is slightly shifted and/or by the movement of the ionisation front of the laser pulse,
which will be regarded later.

In any case, when space charge is on and at elevated He densities, the current
longitudinal profile deviates from its simple, more or less symmetric shape. This is
another result of beam-loading and can be seen, e.g., by local dips in current and
emittance.

An interesting trend can be observed in the simulation for wp= 15 pm, as shown
in Figure (5.31). The current peak in the low charge and space charge off cases is
located at the head of the bunch. Such a profile can be expected when the ionisation
front is mostly located in the front of the release laser pulse. In such scenarios, more
charge is released at the front of the laser pulse than at the end, leading to such
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asymmetric current profiles. Another possibility for such a shape may be an imperfect
centring of the laser pulse in the centre of the wake at the wakefield zero-crossing.
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Figure 5.30: Plot of slice emittance and current for wo=7pm at different He densities, when
SC is on and off. The solid lines represent emittance, and the dashed lines represent the
current. The second panel is zooming in on the region of the cases with low or non-existing
space charges.
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Figure 5.31: Plot of the slice emittance and current for wy=15um at different He densities
when SC on and off. The solid lines represent emittance and dashed lines for current. In the
second plot, we zoom the region on cases 10*m™ to 10* m~to be clear.

Next, the slice energy spread is plotted in Figure (5.32). Interestingly, the
largest projected energy spreads are assumed for the cases where space charge is off
or low, while the energy spread is lower for higher He densities and charge and current
values. This is an impressive result of dynamic beam loading and shows that it can be
exploited to tailor the energy spread of the whole beam or at least more or less large
slices of it. A particularly interesting case is ne = 3.3x10% m™>, where the formed
witness beam exhibits a dip in energy spread right in the centre of the beam.

Also, in Figures (5.30) and (5.31), the slice current follows the same behaviour when
we plot the current evaluation for the whole witness bunch which the slice current
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slice energy spread

grows with the increase of He density, and it grows larger when turning off the space
charge. We see them in two cases of the spot size. The bunch is so much longer in case
of the high “He” density due to the increased charge that is released in the very high
“He” density case leads to bunch loading of the wakefield, so that the released charge
is trapped less locally in the wake, but more spread out. This leads to a much longer
witness bunch, and the associated current is not a factor 10 higher for the 10%* case
than for the 10? case.
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Figure 5.32: Plot of the slice energy spread for wo=7pum at different He densities
when SC is on and off.

Ultimately, the local longitudinal electric field in the plasma wake is
responsible for the energy spread and chirp that the witness bunches assume, as shown
in Figure (5.30). The green curve (10?3 density) shows both better energy spread and
emittance in the middle part than the blue curve (10?? density). The reason for the He
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density=10%3 has a low energy spread than the He density=10%2 case. The accelerating
field of the case of He density=10%3 is altered as a result of producing more charge,
and the field becomes flattered, which does not show a steep gradient but shows a
more constant accelerating field compared with the He density =10??case. Therefore,
with little charges, such as the case of He density =10%2, the unloaded wakefield leads
to higher energy spread which the front of the witness bunch has lower energy than
the back, and with He density =10%3, the front and back of the witness bunch have the
same energy due to flattening the accelerating field (see Figure (5.33).

134.2 1.70 50.00 1342 X 50.00

1.02 20.23 2023
T _ - -
034 E -9.54 = = 954 =
=3 3 £ € €

€ o E E
E o~ > 3 3 3
N ] e X g g
-26.8 034 X 3931 f  -268 1200 of 3931 of
o
-80.5 -1.02 -69.07 -805 -16.00 -69.07
-134.2 -1.70 t.98.84 -134.2 -20.00 9884
0.0 77.8 389.1 107 109 111 113 115 7
Xsim = 3.12 mm & (um) Xsim = 3.12mm £ (um)
134.2 1.70 50.00 1342 0.00 50.00
80.5 1.02 20.22 2022
T —_
26.8 034 E 9.56 T 956 =
- > -
€ I} E g £ £
2 P 3 2 > >
N 2 e x g g
-26.8 034 X 3934 -268 -12.00 o} 3934 f
o
-80.5 -1.02 69.12 -805 -16.00 -69.12
-134.2 -1.70 t-98.90 -1342 220,00 t.98.90
0.0 77.8 389.1 107 109 111 13 115 7
Xsim = 3.12 mm & (um) Xsim = 3.12mm & (um)

Figure 5.33: Plot of the accelerating longitudinal field in real space for wo= 7 um,
when 7ne = 3.3x10% m, and n.= 3.3x10*> m~. The zoom-in focuses on the beam
loading, which is prominent in the n.= 3.3x10?> m™ case and hence can facilitate
locally very low slice energy spreads.
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In addition, from Figures (5.34) and (5.35), we plot the accelerating
wakefield when wy=7um and wg=15um for the He density = 10?? until 10?* when SC
is on and off. The goal is to see how locally the witness bunch distorts the accelerating
wakefield through-beam loading. For the case when wys=7um for all He densities
(Figure (5.34)), the beam loading shows surprisingly moderate when the space charge
switch is on. On the other hand, beam loading does not affect the wakefield when the
space charge is switched off, which is an expected result. While from Figure (5.35) at
a larger laser spot size wo=15um and with an increase in helium density, the effect of
beam loading becomes clearer and stronger when the He density=10%* m=. This
explains the behaviour of the slice energy spread in Figure (5.32), where it appears
that the energy spread decreases with increasing witness charge, and its highest value
is when the bunch with low charge and when the space charge is switched off.
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Figure 5.34: Plot of the accelerating longitudinal field (black line) in real space for wo
=7 um at different He densities, when SC is on and off, the blue line shows
electrostatic potential.
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5.6 The Impact of Ionisation Front Movement

During focusing of the plasma photocathode laser pulse, at first, the laser
intensity is not high enough to enable the associated electric fields to exceed the tunnel
tonisation threshold of the HIT medium. This is desirable because, otherwise, the
release volume would not be localized enough, which would be detrimental to the
produced witness beam quality. During focusing [19], the laser intensity / increase,
and for a Ti: sapphire laser pulse assumes values of:

2 2
I= a§2egc (e)? = m -1.37 - 1028 W/cm? (5.3)

As in the simulations, we assume that a Ti: sapphire laser pulse with a central laser
wavelength of A = 0.8 um is employed. For a Gaussian co-propagating laser pulse with
a Rayleigh length of Zz = mwo?/ 1, where wy is the laser spot size. The intensity
envelope of the laser pulse along the propagation axis can be written as:

w(x) = w, /1 + (ﬁ)2 (5.4)

Depending on the laser intensity, I o a¢® « E2, and given the peak laser intensity
is set high enough. The focusing laser pulse will start to ionise the tunnel, reach the
focus, and then diffract and reduce its intensity below the ionisation threshold.
However, the laser pulse has a finite duration, and is represented by a Gaussian
longitudinal intensity envelope. The corresponding electric laser field is always larger
in the centre of the longitudinal laser pulse profile and lowers further outside. Figure
(5.36) below shows the envelope of the laser pulse intensity (red dashed line) as a
result of the laser spot size evolution w(x), and three snapshots of the laser pulse
electric field, before reaching the focus, at focus, and after focus. In reality, the lase
electric pulse-field oscillates and points in one (blue) and then the opposite (red)
direction in one-half cycle, but of primary relevance to the tunnelling ionisation
process is only the peak electric field amplitude, independent of the direction (and
polarisation) of the laser electric field. In any case, the important point is that the laser
pulse will ionise “earlier”, i.e., further ahead within the laser pulse when it has reached
the focus than before or after the focus position. This simply results from the laser
pulse having an overall larger peak intensity at the focus than outside the focus.
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Figure 5.36: The sketch of the focusing and then diffracting plasma photocathode
laser pulse. The laser pulse propagates from left to right thereby, and its transverse size
is becoming smaller. At the same time, the peak electric field is becoming larger. The
horizontal dashed line indicates the tunnelling ionisation threshold of the HIT medium.
The vertical dashed lines indicate the localisation of the ionisation front, and the
arrows indicate its forward motion in the focusing phase, and the backward movement
in the diffracting phase.

For the plasma photocathode process, it is interesting how long the laser pulse
is, as this is important for increasing the electric field along with the pulse envelope in
the longitudinal direction in the co-moving frame. In this thesis, the laser pulse
duration was set to 7= 30 fs FWHM. As shown previously in Figure (5.4) and the
discussion about ionisation yields, the actual section of the laser pulse where the bulk
of the ionisation happens is much shorter than the laser pulse in this case. This
‘ionisation front’ is so sharp because of the exponential relation between tunnelling
ionisation rates and the electric field that perturbs the electric potential of the HIT
atoms.

In the Figure above, therefore, the HIT electric field ionisation threshold is
indicated by the horizontal dashed black line, and the vertical dashed black lines
indicate the position of the ionisation front in the three snapshots. The first ionisation
sets in approximately the middle of the laser pulse when focusing. The laser intensity
is always largest and, therefore, exceeds the ionisation threshold at the earliest. During
further focusing, however, the ionisation front moves further ahead in the pulse in the
co-moving frame because of further increasing electric field amplitude until it reaches
the earliest position within the laser pulse when the laser pulse reaches the focus
position in the laboratory frame. Afterwards, the laser pulse diffracts, and the
ionisation front moves backwards again. This ionisation front movement is indicated
by the arrows in the sketch Figure above.

The laser pulse oscillation is not resolved in the high-resolution PIC
simulation, but the envelope approximation represents the laser pulse intensity for
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numerical reasons. Nevertheless, the ionisation front position can be monitored [84].
This is shown in Figures (5.37) — (5.40), which is the sum of the electric field of the
laser pulse and the wakefield, whereby the latter is a negligible contribution because
the laser pulse is centred in the plasma blowout both longitudinally and transversally,
as discussed earlier. First, the laser pulse electric field and the effect of the local
tunnelling ionisation rates are given for the laser pulse in the focusing phase. The
corresponding positions in the laboratory frame are shown below the snapshots. The
released electrons have been tagged with unique identifiers, which are chronologically
assigned. Therefore, lower tag numbers mean the electron macroparticles have been
born earlier in the process by tunnelling ionisation, and higher tag numbers mean that
electron macroparticles were born later. The tag numbers have been colour-coded to
show this.

In Figures (5.37) and (5.38), the release process is shown for the case of laser
spot size wo=7 um when space charge is switched on and off respectively, at a He
density of n. = 3.3 x 10?2 m™. In this initial phase of the witness bunch production,
there is no significant influence of the space charge interaction between the released
electrons; both sets of snapshots representing the space charge on and space charge off
situations are identical. One can see that as the laser pulse focuses, the peak electric
field increases. The horizontal dashed line is a marker for the ionisation threshold and
is set to a constant electric field level in all simulation snapshots. As a consequence of
the increase of the laser electric field amplitude during focusing, the relative position
where the ionisation threshold electric field amplitude is reached, also moving forward
within the co-moving frame as the laser pulse is focused, and then moves back as the
laser pulse diffracts, as shown in the later snapshots. The position of this ‘ionisation
front’ in the co-moving frame is indicated by the dashed vertical line and the position
label at the bottom. As defined here, the whole ionisation front moves only by
approximately one micron in this configuration, which seems to be tiny compared to
the plasma wavelength, or the laser pulse.

At the same time as the ionisation movement occurs, the overall momentary
charge release rate and the laser pulse also increase and then decrease again, as can be
deduced from the plotted macroparticle density. The colour coding shows that the
green and yellowish macroparticles have already left the simulation box zoom-in as
they are falling back and being captured in the wakefield, and only the newest electron
macroparticles are shown in the displayed subset of the simulation box, e.g., in the two
latest snapshots.

No difference can be seen between the case where space charge is switched on
and off for these cases, indicating that the space charge effect at such low overall
charge values released is subtle and/or is not yet pronounced enough, as these are the
very early moments of the trapping process.
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Figure 5.37: Plot of several snapshots of released electrons during the release process with
colour coding according to their time of birth. The zoom-in shows the region of the simulation
box and plasma wake where the laser pulse resides. A lineout of the electric field of the laser
pulse allows monitoring of the position of the ionisation front in the co-moving frame. Here,
the spot size is wo=7 pm, and the He density = 3.3 x 10**m™. Here, the space charge is switched
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Figure 5.38: Plot of several snapshots of released electrons during the release process with
colour coding according to their time of birth. The zoom-in shows the region of the simulation
box and plasma wake where the laser pulse resides. A lineout of the electric field of the laser
pulse allows monitoring of the position of the ionisation front in the co-moving frame. Here,
the spot size is wo=7 pm, and the He density = 3.3 x 10**m™. Here, the space charge is switched
off.

Next, Figures (5.39) and (5.40) show the release process for the case of wo=
15 um when space charge is switched on and off, respectively, at He density of n. =
3.3 x 10?2 m. Since ao is set to the same value as in the wo = 7 um case, the peak
intensity and electric field amplitude are the same. However, while the Rayleigh length
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for the wo= 7 um case is = 192.3 um, for the wo= 15 pum case, the Rayleigh length is
longer, namely Zr = 883.1 um. This is reflected by a correspondingly larger ionisation
front movement in this case, namely by nearly 3 um. Again, the space charge cases
are shown on and off; at these He densities and correspondingly low charge yields,

Z (um)
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there is again no significant difference between those cases visible here.
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Figure 5.39: Plot of several snapshots of released electrons during the release process with
colour coding according to their time of birth. The zoom-in shows the region of the simulation
box and plasma wake where the laser pulse resides. A lineout of the electric field of the laser
pulse allows monitoring of the position of the ionisation front in the co-moving frame. Here,
the spot size is we=15 pum, and the He density = 3.3 x 10* m™. Here, the space charge is
switched on.
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Figure 5.40: Plot of several snapshots of released electrons during the release process with
colour coding according to their time of birth. The zoom-in shows the region of the simulation
box and plasma wake where the laser pulse resides. A lineout of the electric field of the laser
pulse allows monitoring of the position of the ionisation front in the co-moving frame. Here,
the spot size is we=15 pum, and the He density = 3.3 x 10* m™. Here, the space charge is
switched off.

Without space charge, there is a simple relation between the release position
of individual electrons and their trapping position. Hence, the position in the formed
witness beam via the electrostatic potential, with space charge effects the impact of
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ionisation front movement on the trapping position, is mixed with intra-bunch space
charge dynamics.

5.7 In-Depth Study of Space Charge Effects on the Bunch
Emittance

The visualisation of the release process for a HIT density of 3.3 x 10?2 m™ has
not revealed the impact of space charge on versus space charge off, previously we have
seen, when plotting the slice parameters, e.g., parameters of emittance (see Figure 5.30
ff.), that there is a substantial difference in emittance values already at these low HIT
densities, at least later during the bunch formation. Therefore, the bunch trapping
process following the initial release process is now investigated in greater detail.

The following plots show the real space of released and trapped electrons. In
addition, the corresponding ions, and the transverse phase space, both with colour-
coded tags according to their birth times. For later times, starting from when the
electron bunch is trapped, the slice emittance is added, showing both slice emittance
plots for the space charge off versus space charge on cases. This enables another level
of insight: first, plotting the colour-tagged beam in real space also during trapping,
extends the previous analysis to later times, when space charge effects may begin to
kick in. Second, plotting the HIT ions (black), which are generated as part of the
plasma photocathode process, illuminates the dynamics where released HIT electrons
are still overlapped and shielded by the HIT ions, and later phases where HIT ions are
left behind since they are too heavy to be accelerated in the wake. Third, plotting the
corresponding transverse phase spaces, also colour-coded, visualizes phase mixing
and reveals where individual longitudinal slices sit in transverse phase space. The slice
emittance plot then shows when and where space charge effects drive (slice) emittance
growth within the bunch. In Figures (5.41) and (5.42), respectively, the situation
without and with space charge effects switched on is shown.

The first snapshot in Figure (5.41) is still early times in the trapping process.
The release process is still ongoing, and in fact, no released electron has reached the
trapping position. Analysis of the transverse phase space plot in correlation with the
longitudinal real space plot shows that the red macroparticles/electrons, released latest
and have the highest tag numbers, form a distinct phase space ellipse. Therefore, the
horizontal axis of the transverse phase space plot gives the transverse range over which
electrons are released by the laser pulse, namely over a few micrometres. The
transverse phase space plot's vertical axis gives these electrons momentary transverse
momentum: electrons released on-axis (i.e., transverse coordinate z or y = 0) have
negligible transverse momentum. This results from the transverse wakefields being
approximately zero around the axis. Further outside the axis (i.e. where the absolute
value of the transverse coordinate z or y > 0). In contrast, the transverse wakefield
accelerates electrons towards the axis, which leads to transverse momentum gain. The
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transverse wakefield focuses, which means that electrons released at transverse
coordinate z or y > 0 will develop positive momentum z,, whereas electrons released
at transverse coordinate z or y <0 will develop negative momentum z,. This also means
that the phase space ellipse will rotate clockwise in transverse phase space. The
turquoise-coloured and blue-coloured electron macroparticles, which have lower tag
numbers because they were released earlier, are already rotated in transverse phase
space and have a different momentum-position composition.

The next snapshot is particularly interesting because the release process is still
ongoing, but at the same time, the electrons born first have already reached their
trapping position. The real space plot reveals that at a co-moving position of £~ 123
um, there is a crunch point during trapping. Here, electrons of a certain ‘age’ (blueish)
are compressed to a very small transverse size, which is reflected by the small
transverse size and a thin (blueish) horizontal phase space feature in the transverse
phase space. It should be emphasized that there are already many more electrons
released in this snapshot than in the previous snapshot. Therefore, there are many more
tag numbers, and the colour bar has been re-normalised. Behind the crunch point,
where electron trajectories cross, the transverse beam size increases again until nearly
the same transverse size is reached during release. This is the result of transverse
momentum conservation on short timescales.

In the fourth snapshot, the release process ceases, again leading to a
characteristic “x”-shape in transverse phase space. As a result of the ceasing release
process, the ion density is also decreased compared to the previous snapshot. This is
interesting because the additional HIT ions provide an attractive Coulomb force on top
of the LIT ions. They are, therefore, an important but only temporary factor in the
balance between focusing transverse wakefields and de-focusing transverse intra-
beam Coulomb forces.

In the fifth snapshot, nearly all released electrons have arrived at their trapping
position, while the last HIT ions are left behind and leave the simulation box. It also
makes sense to show the slice emittance, while the real longitudinal space and
transverse phase plots represent the space charge off case. The slice emittance is shown
for both the space charge off and on cases. This is an important analysis and finding
because it shows that the emittance differences start to occur very early in the trapping
process: the slice emittance in the backward region of the trapped bunch starts to
diverge significantly (note that always the slice emittance is plotted logarithmically).
At this point, the combined transverse phase space is an ellipse filled with all release
electron phases.

In the sixth, seventh and eighth snapshot, the trapping process is completed, no
new electrons (and corresponding tag numbers) are added, and phase-space rotation is
slowed down, while electrons gain energy. One can see that while in real space, the
bunch is ultrashort and pan-cake-like (i.e. much wider in size than long), in phase
space, the individual phase space ellipses corresponding to different ‘age cohorts’ of
the release process (i.e., colour-coded tag numbers), are distinct.
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Figure 5.41: Eight snapshots during release and trapping, visualized by real space plot of
HIT electrons (colour-coded according to their time of birth by tag numbers), HIT ions
(black), colour-coded transverse phase space plots in both planes, and for snapshots 5-8 also
the slice emittance. Here, the release laser pulse spot size is wo=7 um, and the He (HIT)
density = 3.3 x 10* m™. Space charge effects are switched off here.

When the space charge is switched on, the situation looks very similar for the
first four snapshots in the space charge off case. In particular, also the transverse
crunch point is at approximately the same longitudinal position as in the space charge
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off scenario. Therefore, it can be concluded that the intra-beam space charge is not
significantly relevant for the phase space dynamics up to this point. During the
trapping and compression, the phase space ellipses (represented by the different
colours) are increasingly distorted, and an additional, less systematic mixing process
sets in. This is particularly pronounced and visible in snapshots seven and eight. Here,
the colours are nearly fully mixed in transverse phase space, the transverse phase space
volume and the transverse beam width are significantly larger than in the space charge
off scenario, and the slice emittance becomes larger than the switched off space charge.
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Figure 5.42: Fight snapshots during release and trapping, visualized by real space plot of
HIT electrons (colour-coded according to their time of birth by tag numbers), HIT ions
(black), colour-coded transverse phase space plots in both planes, and for snapshots 5-8 also
the slice emittance. Here, the release laser pulse spot size is wo=7 um, and the He (HIT)
density = 3.3 x 10 m™. Space charge effects are switched on here.
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The implemented feature of tagging released macroparticles will investigate
the distribution along the formed witness bunch. Figure (5.43) shows the colour-coded
real space of the formed witness beam for the case of wy= 7 um at He density of n. = 3.3
x 10*m™ for the cases of space charge off. The first panel shows all macroparticles.
Here, one can see a trend with respect to the longitudinal trapping position in case of
the space charge off case, which seems to indicate that electrons born later (higher tag
numbers) are trapped more at the head of the bunch, but in the case of the space charge
on case, the effect of ionisation front movement, temporal release time and space
charge all overlap. In order to investigate this further, the range of macroparticles is
broken down into three subsets. These electrons are born the earliest, those of middle
age, and those born the latest. In total, four plots are shown per case: the one with all
particles, and the three with the subsets.

Generally, in the case of space charge being switched off, the bunch is shorter
and less wide when compared to the case of space charge switched on (Figure (5.44).
This is the effect of beam loading and increased transverse momentum and emittance
(see Figures (5.27) and (5.29)).

For the space charge off case, from the plots of the three cohorts of the electrons
liberated during the plasma photocathode process in the space charge off case, one
finds that electrons released earlier are particularly contributing to the formation of the
transverse wings of the formed beam. This can be attributed to the fact that they have
accumulated more transverse momentum during the trapping process. Also, it seems
that the electrons released earlier (first third) and the particles that are released later
(third third) actually overlap in the same position in the front of the bunch, and the
intermediate particles (second third) are slipped further back and trap further at the
back of the bunch. This behaviour may be explained as a result of ionisation front
movement regarding the centre of the wakefield, which is shown in Figures (5.37) -
(5.40).

When space charge effects are switched on see Figure (5.44), the formed bunch
is much longer as we see the transverse phase space, and wider than without space
charge effects. In the first third of electrons, one sees a particularly distinct trend:
electrons born first (coloured in blue) are trapped earlier, while electrons born later
(yellow) are trapped later. In principle, this can result from the exact position of the
ionisation front within the electrostatic potential (as a reminder, when electrons are
released at deeper electrostatic potential, they are trapped earlier, and vice versa), or
space charge effects. However, in this case, one has the comparison with the space
charge off case: there, one does not see such a clear distinction in the first third of
electrons, which implies that space charge effects are the dominating factor for the
observed effect. This is consistent with the significantly widened beam: space-charge
forces of electrons released early, trapped on-axis, push electrons that are born and
arrive later further to the outside. This means they receive larger transverse
momentum, consistent with earlier observations, and due to the conservation of energy
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and momentum, this means the forward momentum required for trapping will be
reached later. Consequently, these electrons are trapped later.

If one looks at the second third of electrons, the most striking feature is that
very few electrons born in this window contribute to the head of the formed witness
bunch. Again, this can be interpreted by the space charge forces that push electrons
further to the outside, beam loading that reduces the local electric accelerating field
even if only slightly, and the ionisation front position. This cohort (the second third)
is released when the laser pulse reaches its focus, hence the ionisation front is further
ahead compared to the first and third third of electrons. The ionisation front position
is the same for the case of space charge off, and hence, the comparison with this case
enables us to isolate the effect of the space charge. It appears from this comparison
that the space charge is not dominating the trapping position in this case: both with or
without space charge. There are electrons trapped at similarly early positions. This is
then consistent with the observation in the third third of electrons, which are trapped
earlier and again contribute significantly to the head of the witness beam.
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Figure 5.43: Plot the released electrons during the release process and
transverse phase space using the colour coding according to their time of birth, for the
case of wg=7um with the He density= 3.3x10?>m™ when space charge is switched off.
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These detailed observations, simulations with and without space charge is high
resolution, tagged electrons and the above investigations of real and phase space
dynamics, and analysis of the dynamics of projected and slice beam parameters, open
the door to detailed understanding and optimization of witness beam formation and
parameters. These tools have been exploited in simulations for free-electron-lasers as
part of the STFC-funded PWFA-FEL project, and will be crucial for further plasma
photocathode work, optimization towards high 5D and 6D brightness beams, different
types of plasma photocathodes etc.

5.8 Summary

This study intends to create a compact plasma accelerator that can be built in
the Middle East without a large infrastructure. To build an effective FEL, we would
like to develop electron beams with exceptional emittance and brightness. Low beam
emittance can be achieved by combining low transverse momentum with a smaller
beam size. Several reasons result in greater transverse momentum and beam
dimensions, the most important of which is "space charge," which is caused by higher
charge densities when the beam is trapped and compressed. This reduces the brightness
by increasing the transverse phase space and thus the emittance.

The impact of space charge on the witness beam and the dynamics that space charge
causes throughout the release, trap, and initial accelerate processes were investigated
in this study. We might not have to accelerate the beam to higher energy levels. Using
modern, high-resolution PIC simulations, the influence of space charge is deeply
analyzed. The laser pulse of wy=7 um and wg=15 um at artificially set ionisation
potential values are for two spot sizes. We constructed three well-defined high-
resolution simulations for low-charge, medium-charge, and high-charge witness
bunches. We are working on and testing strategies for reducing numerical noise to
focus on its physics. This entails first creating appropriate codes for analyzing
simulation results. Second, we reduced the cell size in the simulation box and then
used high dump rates in the simulation, which achieved 3064 dumps for the case of
wg=15 um. For instance, making this simulation hugely expensive, requiring over 5
million core-hours and 400 TB of storage on the Shaheen supercomputer. This is the
first time we have used high resimulation with a high dump rate in the TH approach.

On the other hand, the simulation is special because it allows us to investigate aspects
that would otherwise be impossible to discover via experimentation. We intentionally
raised the driver beam charge to capture and maintain a greater witness beam charge.
Therefore, we put the ionisation potential of He gas at an artificially high amount. As
a result, the maximum electric fields of the drive beam and wake-field rise, exceeding
the helium tunnelling ionisation threshold, resulting in undesired hot spots and dark
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current production. For this reason, we increased the ionisation potential to enable us
to research space charge impacts and understand some concepts that are difficult to
interpret experimentally.

We employed colour-coded tags numbers to monitor electrons and study the dispersion
along the produced witness bunch. We employed a clever approach to turn off the
witness beam self-field interaction in the simulation. This implies that the electron
macroparticles in the witness beam will solely be affected by the plasma wakefields
and does not repel each other. This enables the comparison of witness beam
characteristics for simulations with and without space charge (SC), exploration of
significant differences, hence isolation and understanding of the space charge
processes.

The simulated scans indicated that there are three phases involved in enhancing
emittance: First, the thermal emittance is caused by the laser kick's residual
momentum, which is affected by laser parameters such as wo, ao, etc. When the laser
pulse stops releasing electrons due to diffraction, its contribution is complete. Second,
during the release and trapping processes, the phase mixing effect takes over and
dominates the emittance increase for a period. Third, the space charge effect appears
earlier in the trapping process, increasing charge densities when electrons are trapped
and compressed. As a result, as we observed in this chapter, as space charge forces
grow, space charge forces stretch the created witness bunch. At the same time, the
research reveals that as the net released charge is increased, the estimated emittance
increases significantly.

The relationship between emittance and space charge has attracted considerable
attention in the exploration and study. The contributions of thermal emittance, phase
mixing, and space charge to emittance could be used to design appropriate bunch
production for various applications. The findings given in this thesis should serve as a
solid foundation for developing and expanding a robust backdrop for a SAXFEL
machine. Additionally, these findings could be utilized to develop plasma Wakefield
accelerators and advance the UK XFEL and STFC programs and future initiatives.
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Chapter 6
6.1 Conclusions and Outlook

The electron beam quality produced from an accelerator is crucial for any
application. A high-profile application that epitomizes the need for extremely high
electron beam quality is the free-electron laser. In an undulator, high phase-space
density is required to develop the emission of coherent radiation and strong gain of the
photon field intensity. Therefore, the conditions for lasing in a free-electron laser can
be described by criteria that put the electron beam transverse emittance, energy, energy
spread, and current into relation with the undulator parameters in terms of periodicity
and magnetic field strength. These parameters and relations define the ability of the
free-electron laser to develop lasing, the resonant wavelength, and the gain, i.e. the
speed by which the photon field power is rising during the coherent emission process.

Conventional plasma-based accelerator approaches struggle to reach the
required beam quality. Reasons for this are rather fundamental: while the ultrahigh
electric field gradients in plasma waves offer many appealing features for the
production of high-quality beams, the injection into the plasma wave is a challenging
process, which is at the same time defining for the available electron beam quality. For
example, electrons captured from the background plasma wave via what is typically
called ‘self-injection’ usually carry much transverse momentum since they previously
have received large transverse momentum by the driver beam as the fundamental
mechanism of plasma wave excitation. The electric fields associated with the space
charge of the driver beam point outwards in the laboratory frame due to Lorentz
contraction; hence, plasma electrons primarily are ejected transversally. When they
are re-attracted by the ions, it depends rather sensitively on the individual electron
trajectories whether they may be captured in the accelerating field of the plasma wave
or not. While some of those plasma electrons during this trapping process may lose
transverse momentum previously imparted by the space charge of the driver beam,
most of them retain significant residual transverse momentum, which in turn imposes
limits for the obtainable transverse emittance of the electron beam. This limit of
normalised emittance typically is around 1 pm rad. Also importantly, the rate and
amount of charge injected by self-injection or similar processes dependent on
individual plasma electron oscillations can vary strongly in the dependence of the
driver beam or the plasma profile from shot to shot.

In contrast, the plasma photocathode injection process is largely decoupled
from the driver beam and background plasma oscillation. Furthermore, in PWFA, the
electric field associated with the space charge of the driver beam can be comparably
modest, e.g., with peak amplitudes in the range of tens of GV/m. This can leave media
with higher tunnelling ionisation thresholds intact, which is a key prerequisite for the
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plasma photocathode process. For example, a gas mixture of hydrogen and helium can
be used, where hydrogen plasma is used to support the plasma wakefield, and helium,
thanks to its substantially larger ionisation threshold, remains in gaseous form until hit
by the plasma photocathode laser pulse. Because the laser pulse naturally has rapidly
oscillating electric fields, a laser pulse with an electric field amplitude exceeding the
tunnelling ionisation threshold of the high ionisation threshold medium will not impart
significant residual transverse momentum on the liberated electrons.

This is in stark contrast to the role of the driver beam: the driver electron beam
transverse space-charge fields shall be large in order to impart large transverse
momentum to plasma electrons in order to excite the collective plasma wave
oscillation, whereas the witness electron release laser pulse shall impart negligible
transverse momentum to the released witness electrons.

Low transverse momentum, and small beam size, are the desirable defining
factors for achieving low beam emittance. This is reflected by the compactness of
transverse phase space, and the large current density of the witness beam.
Nevertheless, even if the initial residual transverse momentum imparted by the plasma
photocathode laser pulse is negligible, factors subsequently increase the transverse
momentum and beam size. Phase mixing sets in immediately during the release
process, as the released slices of electrons, are captured, accelerated, longitudinally,
and transversely compressed in the plasma wakefield. Then, some effects impact the
witness beam quality due to its charge density being trapped and compressed to
increase charge densities. The intra-beam interaction due to increasing collective
repulsive Coulomb forces in the forming witness beam can become important. This
may increase the transverse phase space and the emittance, in turn reducing the
brightness. Additionally, space charge due to increased charge densities can become
significant and no longer negligible from the plasma wave's perspective, manifest by
reducing effective accelerating electric fields in the form of beam-loading.

These complex effects during beam formation are of paramount importance for
the witness beam shape and quality in terms of emittance, current, energy spread and
brightness. In this thesis, these effects are investigated in detail, using advanced, high-
resolution particle-in-cell simulations. Generating witness beams at nm-rad emittance
levels and studying the formative phase of witness beam production in detail,
particularly when exploring the witness beam dynamics and subtle space charge
effects at lower total charge levels. Significant effort has been put into developing and
testing techniques that decrease numerical noise issues to concentrate on physics. This
involved developing and testing suitable scripts to analyse the simulation outputs.

Furthermore, this requires not only high resolution in 3D, but also high dump
rates. This puts high demands on computational resources, and is costly. Further
significant effort has been made to make the simulations as efficient as possible, and
the simulations' computational costs are very substantial. A careful down-selection of
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the parameter range to be scanned was used. Furthermore, initial parameter regime
sweeps have been carried out at reduced resolution and reduced computational costs.
These studies have been useful to refine the required resolution for high-resolution
runs, concerning the feasibility of requirements for suitable exploration of details of
the witness beam formation dynamics. More than 5 million core-hours were required,
and ~400 TB of storage. This would not have been possible on many high-performance
computing clusters and allocations, but fortunately, in the context of this thesis, the
Shaheen-II cluster at KAUST in Saudi Arabia could be used to facilitate the research
presented.

On the other hand, simulations uniquely allow exploring details and
dependencies that are not accessible by experiment. Several of these approaches that
can be exclusively exploited in simulations have been used for this thesis. For example,
the ionisation potential of the species from which electrons were liberated from set to
arbitrary values to operate in extremely strong plasma waves was allowed to produce
and capture witness beams with charges up to several nC. Also, released particles were
tagged and tracked. This allowed the examination of relations between date (and
location) of birth times with positions in the formed bunch in real and phase space, to
investigate the movement of the ionisation front within the release laser pulse, and the
exact moment space charge forces and their impact on the formed bunch emittance
kick in.

Further, exploiting VSim’s modular structure, a field splitting technique was
implemented that allowed us to switch off/on intra-beam space-charge forces. If
switched on, witness beam electron macroparticles will ‘see’ each other, and their
electric field configuration was added on the top of the plasma wakefields to account,
e.g., for beam loading, as is reality. If switched off, the released electron
macroparticles would not repel each other but would merely be regarded as test
particles inside the wakefield. These features have proven to be extremely important
to investigate and understand the effect of space charge forces and their dynamics in
detail.

Using these techniques, the studies revealed that thermal emittance resulted
from the residual transverse momentum obtained during tunnelling ionisation and
interaction with the remaining laser pulse, and phase mixing due to different times of
birth of the electrons. Space charge forces dominate the overall emittance when the
total released charge exceeds approximately a few pC. This is a rather general
statement and depends on the specific scenario, e.g., if the wakefield driver is
transversally matched to the wakefield or not, but very important to focus on the
important effects and limitations going forward.

Both the projected and slice parameters of the formed witness bunches have
been investigated in terms of analysis. There are two mechanisms by which the charge
of the witness beam can be tuned. One is to tune the laser pulse, for example, in terms
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of intensity or terms of spot size. The other is to tune the density of the high ionisation
threshold species. Tuning the laser pulse spot size and/or the laser pulse intensity will
vary the focus volume in which electrons are released. For example, a larger spot size
means that more electrons are released off-axis, where they will develop more
transverse momentum when being accelerated towards the axis by the transverse
wakefields.

In contrast, tuning the high ionisation threshold component density will keep
the release volume constant. This is particularly useful to investigate the emittance
contributions and their dynamics. The analysis shows that at high released charge
levels in the range of nC, space charge forces are so strong that they significantly
elongate the formed witness bunch. This is an interesting form of dynamic beam
loading, which is unique to the plasma photocathode process. The analysis at the same
time also shows that the projected emittance increases strongly as the overall released
charge is increased.

On the one hand, the simulation scans revealed that the temporal sequence of
contributions to the emittance has three phases: first, the thermal emittance resulting
from the residual momentum of the laser kick following the tunnelling ionisation
occurs. This contribution is determined exclusively by the frequency and intensity in
terms of ao of the laser pulse. Further factors are the duration of the laser pulse, its
shape, and polarization. This contribution is finished when the laser pulse has stopped
releasing electrons because of diffraction. Second, betatron phase mixing sets in, as
the individual electrons are accelerated and their betatron frequency and amplitude
increase, while the Lorentz factor y associated with individual electrons increases due
to the acceleration. This phase mixing, which has been visualized, e.g., by plotting the
colour-coded transverse phase space slice ellipses, sets in immediately, but then may
dominate the emittance growth for a while, particularly, in the period where the release
process has stopped, but not all electrons are trapped and have reached their final
position on the wakefield. In this period, phase mixing is rapid, but witness charge
densities are not yet high because the beam is not yet compressed at the trapping
position. An exception may be the transverse ‘crunch points’ of witness beam electrons
during the trapping process, when LIT ions and still HIT ions provide focusing forces
and produce transversally small electron beam sizes. In any case, dependent on the
HIT density, ionisation front movement and the overall released witness beam charge,
the dominating emittance growth mechanism may be space charge (third phase). As
the witness electrons’ space charge is Lorentz compressed, and the forming current
produces as pinching magnetic field, the scale of the transverse forces as ¥ ~2, and this
emittance growth mechanism is saturated after a while.

On the other hand, the simulations revealed the sequence of contributions and
their relative magnitude. The thermal emittance contribution is extremely low. It has
been ignored to model this correctly by resolving laser pulse oscillations instead of
using the computationally much more efficient envelope approximation. The phase
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mixing emittance contribution is typically much larger, and can be the overall
contributing factor, but only at low released charge values, e.g., in the sub-pC range.
For (much) larger charges, the dominating emittance growth contribution comes from
the space charge.

Figure 6.1 below summarises the relative magnitude and sequence of emittance
growth mechanisms due to the plasma photocathode witness beam formation
conceptually (not to scale).

Space charge

Emittance contribution
Thermal emittance
Phase mixing

Time

Figure 6.1: Schematic overview on the three different contributions and phases of
emittance growth: 1) thermal emittance due to laser pulse release, ii) betatron phase
mixing, iii) space charge.

Chapter 4 investigated the influence of matched to unmatched driver beams,
the influence of the laser pulse intensity, transverse, and longitudinal variation of the
plasma photocathode position on the produced witness beam quality. This is useful for
understanding parametric dependencies that are important for experiment design,
analysis, and applications.

Chapter 3 investigated a key application for beams produced from the Trojan
Horse mechanisms. This work was done collaboratively. The main contribution of this
thesis has been the underlying PIC simulations that produced the beams that were then
used for FEL simulations. One key simplification for this was that the electron beam
had only been artificially dechirped to fulfil the energy spread criterion. There are
several pathways to realise this practically. One method is the escort beam dechirper
method [96], where the first electron beam is aiming at a relatively low charge to
optimise emittance and brightness of the beam, and a second plasma photocathode
process is then used to provide the high charge bunch to provide tailored beam-loading
of the plasma wake, thus being able to reverse the accumulated chirp of the witness
beam. Another way is direct beam loading, by which the witness beam (slice) current
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is designed, for example, by increasing the HIT density or the laser pulse intensity of
focusing, to beam load immediately in such a way that the accelerating electric field
around the trapping position is flattened. A higher space charge is required to achieve
suitable beam loading in both cases.

Chapter 5 used simulations highly resolved in space and time to explore what
happens to beams from the plasma photocathode in terms of quality when the charge
is ramped up. From the perspective of applications, this addressed both the direct beam
loading approach by a single witness beam and the escort beam loading dechirper
approach. It is a challenge to tailor the characteristics of these beams in such a way
that they can serve both purposes, robust production of short beams with optimized,
as low as possible (slice) emittance, and for the production of longer beams with high
charge and current that strongly beam load. The relation between emittance (and other
beam quality aspects) and space charge has received special attention in the
exploration and analysis. Revealing the contributions and sequence of thermal
emittance, phase mixing and space charge to emittance helps design suitable bunch
production. Since space charge is the dominating emittance contribution, and has high
charge and/or currents as possible are required for many applications. Hopefully, the
techniques and insights presented and discussed will prove valuable for future plasma
photo gun designs.

Linking emittance growth to space-charge fields in the balance between plasma
ion background, HIT plasma ions and increasingly compressed and accelerated
witness beam electrons via the transverse momentum growth as driving force allowed
to pinpoint the phases during witness generation and acceleration in which the space
charge forces and emittance growth kicks in. Then, the tagged transverse phase space
evolution reflects this emittance growth in further detail.

Profiting from these results and insights, in the STFC PWFA-FEL project, start-
to-end simulations have been carried through involve further improved, noise-
optimised high-resolution PIC-simulations, beam transport simulations and
sophisticated FEL simulations. These results are currently in preparation for
publication and are expected to be a cornerstone for future experimental work and
plasma-based (X)-FEL design. It is expected that the results produced as part of this
thesis will be used to improve plasma wakefield accelerators to drive those plasma-
based PWFA systems of the future.

The electron beams that drive suitable plasma photocathode-equipped PWFA
systems can come either from linacs, such as those at SLAC FACET-II, or those
potentially foreseen for the UK X-FEL, but also can come from LWFA systems. Such
hybrid LWFA-PWFA systems have recently made tremendous progress
experimentally [85]. The latter is particularly of interest for countries in which no
advanced, larger accelerator infrastructure in the form of GeV-scale, km-scale linacs
exists, because they offer access to PWFA-capable systems with a spatial footprint of
a few metres.
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In this context, plans and proposals have been developed towards a compact X-
FEL system in Saudi Arabia with a working title acronym SAXFEL. As shown in
Figure 6.2 below, such a system may be realised with a spatial footprint of only a few
tens of metres, at dramatically reduced costs compared to existing hard X-FELs, and
potentially with cutting edge capabilities as a result of electron beams from plasma
photocathodes designed based on principles and insights described in this thesis.

Xxm
user area

Figure 6.2: Conceptual, the basic layout of SAXFEL, a potential X-FEL in Saudi
Arabia. The accelerator part would be based on a hybrid LWFA-PWFA-System,
with a plasma photocathode based on principles and insights-driven forward as part
of this thesis. Thanks to the ultrahigh brightness provided by such electron beams, an

undulator of only ~10 m length may be sufficient to generate soft to hard x-ray
pulses, which then could be used for experiments in the user area.

It is clear that much more knowledge needs to be developed locally, both
theoretically and experimentally, to realise this vision. Hopefully, the results presented
in this thesis will be a key fundament for this. World-leading computational resources
at KAUST in Saudi Arabia, exploited in this thesis, have been proven to push this
research further and build and expand the knowledge base for the know-how and skills
required for a SAXFEL machine. A parallel aim is to explore synergistic R&D
questions required to push forward the UK XFEL project, and further potential future
X-FEL projects that may employ the plasma photocathode technology. In particular,
the development of XFELs based on plasma photocathodes and compact hybrid
LWFA-PWFA layouts require significantly more development in theory and
simulation, but could be realised completely based on commercially available
technology, and will be a focus of further work.
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In the case of electron beam-driven plasma acceleration (PWFA), electron bunches can be accelerated with high
efficiency through the blowout regime, a scenario of highly nonlinear plasma excitation [6-7]. The bunch density. ny. of
the electron beam driver with a bi-Gaussian distribution is described as ny = Np/[(2m)3/%0,07]. where M is total number
of electrons, and o, and g, are the electron driver’s bunch length and radial size. In this highly nonlinear regime, the
electron driver bunch density is greater than the ng (my/np >> 1), such that the plasma electrons are completely expelled,
creating a nearly spherical ion cavity, known as the blowout. Furthermore, high efficient excitation of the blowout is
obtained when o, is smaller than the plasma wave number, k, [8]. Inside the blowout, strong transverse focusing forces
and GVm! level longitudinal fields are attainable. Hence, various electron injection schemes into this regime have been
conceived and studied.

The process of electron injection into the plasma wakes plays a key role because the important beam parameters (such as
normalised transverse emittance ¢,,. energy spread AW/W., total charge Q and bunch duration ¢,) are largely defined by
the initial acceleration stage. The various electron bunch injections can be categorised into two: (i) via external injection
[3-4] where an electron bunch with an initial energy and beam parameters are injected and further accelerated into a
plasma blowout and (ii) via internal injection where the electrons accelerated are initially at rest and the residual
transverse momentum is minimal. Example of these internal injection schemes are using plasma density transition [9-12]
and those where additional electrons are release within trapping regions based on higher-level ionisation due to electron
field or wakefield spikes [13-17]. One scheme, known as the underdense plasma photocathode (popularised as the Trojan
Horse scheme) is based on ionisation injection triggered by a laser pulse. This scheme combines the long acceleration
distances of electron-beam driven plasma wakes and limited peak electric fields of particle drivers with the controllability
and tuneability of the laser pulses to release electrons directly inside the blowout [18-19]. In this method, electron
bunches with transverse emittance as low as nm-rad is possible. Therefore, accelerators based on Trojan Horse scheme
may lead to further step-change by increasing the tuneability and electron beam quality in terms of emittance and 5D
brightness by orders of magnitude, where the Bsp is mathematically expressed as Bsp = 2] o/, €n. Where I, is the peak
current (I, = cQ/\/ 2mg,). Interestingly. the concept of laser-triggered ionisation has also been reported for application in

laser wakefield acceleration, which can be found in these References [20-22] and have shown production of high quality
electron beams.

In this article, we present an overview of the Trojan Horse scheme, its advantages. challenges and potential applications
using the electron bunch generation. We also presents advanced and novel methods. which in combination with the
Trojan Horse concept, aim to enhance the electron beam qualities and in consequence, will further boost the overall beam
brightness.

2. Trojan Horse scheme: the underdense plasma
photocathode wakefield acceleration

The Trojan Horse (TH) underdense plasma photocathode scheme requires underdense mixtures of low ionisation
threshold (LIT) and high-ionisation threshold (HIT) species, such as Hydrogen and Helium (H/He). The high amplitude
blowout based on the LIT component is driven by an electron beam, as in the conventional PWFA. Hydrogen, which
have jonisation thresholds of &y = 13.6 eV for atomic and &y, = 15.4 eV for molecular (H,). is an ideal plasma source
because it can be easily ionised either by a modest energy laser pulse or by the self-field of the electron beam driver.

The free electrons are released from the HIT component by a strongly focused, ultra-short laser pulse, which can be called
as the TH injector laser. Helium is popularly used as HIT component because of its relatively high ionisation threshold (
EiHe = 24.6 eV). The peak amplitude of the normalised vector potential for the laser pulse used to ionise the HIT
component can be as low as ag ~ 0.01. For a linearly polarised Gaussian beam, q, is related to the laser peak intensity, I;.
as ag~ 0.85x 10 2 2 {um} /I {W cm ~2}, where 1 is the laser central wavelength. Here, the laser pulse intensity can be
as low as [;{W cm 2} = 1018 / 2%fum} [5]. At these intensities, the oscillating electric fields are sufficient to induced
tunnelling ionisation [23]. The injected electrons are then rapidly accelerated in the blowout. Because the HIT electrons
can be selectively released at any point in the blowout (e.g. at the centre of the blowout, approximately the location of the
minimum trapping potential [24]). thus the trapping requirements are substantially decreased.

Since the wakefield generation and electron bunch injection are completely decoupled in TH scheme, the electron beam
production offers more tuneability. For instance, multibunches with high beam quality and controlled energies are
obtainable with this method. By using synchronised TH injector lasers that are independently tuned, such as varying the
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delays and having different foci, electrons are released at different positions inside the plasma blowout, and therefore with
different energies [25].

One of the issues in PWFA, particularly in triggered ionisation injection schemes is the occurrence of dark current. Dark
current is the result of uncontrollable self-injection of electrons ionised by electric field spikes or “hot-spots™. These hot
spots can be generated by either the (i) wake vertex due to the recombining plasma electrons and/or (ii) by the electron
beam driver itself. Detailed studies for the optimisation of the electron and plasma dynamics have been carried through in
Reference [26] and have obtained conditions for a dark-current free blowout suitable for the TH scheme. Using intensive
3D particle-in-cell simulations, it is found that to obtained a dark-current free scenario with TH scheme, a blowout radius
must be at all times smaller than the fully pre-ionised plasma column width, otherwise the electrons near this blowout will
overshoot and will not properly re-attracted; therefore the overall blowout dynamics collapses. These have been presented
in details in Reference [26]. Recently, experimental breakthrough and signatures of the TH injection were obtained in the
“E210: Trojan Horse PWFA” program of SLAC FACET-I [27].

In the following sections. we present methods of (i) tailoring the plasma photocathode laser to decrease the release
volume of the HIT electrons, which might result in the reduction of the initial emittance of the electron bunches and (ii)
modifying the accelerating fields of the blowout which can result in compensating the accumulated longitudinal energy
spread and chirp of the injected electron bunches.

3. Simultaneous spatial and temporal focusing of plasma
photocathode laser

In the TH scheme, the reduction in the transverse normalised emittance is a direct consequence of the extremely low
residual transverse momentum, p/mec ~ @0/2, from the underdense photocathode laser’s ponderomotive force. Here, m,
is the electron mass and c is the speed of light. It is furthermore desirable to decrease the release volume of the HIT
electrons to reduce both the initial phase space as well as the longitudinal phase mixing due to electrons being born off
axis and at different betatron phases of the driving wake, [18, 28]. which can both increase emittance.

One technique to reduce the longitudinal extension of the release region has been reported previously based on the
collision of two ultra-short laser pulses in transverse geometry [20]. However, the collision of two lasers creates
substantial experimental complexity and challenges in terms of alignment and timing. In this section, we propose the use
of simultaneous spatial and temporal focusing (SSTF) of a single laser pulse, a technique known from material processing
and microscopy [29-33], and study the applicability for the TH injector lasers. SSTF was first suggested in Ref. [34] for a
related laser-driven two-pulse scheme. With SSTF combined with TH, it is capable of reducing the release length of the
HIT electrons by more than an order of magnitude when compared with the Rayleigh length z of a pulse with the typical
longitudinal Gaussian distribution.

In the SSTF method, a transverse spatial chirp of the pulse frequency components is generated before passing through a
focusing element. This can be done, for example. by placing a single-pass grating pair (suggested by Ref. [35]) as
sketched in Figure 1a, where the SSTF configuration is adapted for the TH accelerator. By carefully choosing the arrival
time of the SSTF laser with respect to the electron beam driver, the axial peak intensity of the SSTF laser occurs at the
centre of the blowout, indicated by the dashed ellipse in Figurela.
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Figure 1: (a) Suggested set-up for the SSTF-TH scheme. A spatially chirped laser photocathode is focused at the location
of the plasma blowout using an off-axis parabolic mirror. (b) Normalised pulse duration 77, (c) the axial peak intensity
I/l and (d) transverse beam size w/w, of an SSTF pulse as a function of axial position z/zg for different values of SGga. The
parameters are normalised to its corresponding non-spatially chirped pulse with axial Gaussian profile.

The following discussion of SSTF is mainly based on Ref. [35], where analytical study of SSTF is discussed. The
spatially chirped laser can be considered analytically as a superposition of Gaussian beamlets, where each beamlet has a
radius (1/ gz) Of Wpeamler and is shifted from its central frequency . If the plasma photocathode laser has an initial
spectral bandwidth of Aw. the position of each frequency component is o A®. where a is the chirp rate and can be
expressed in dimensionless parameter as g — @ A@/y, - [35]. At the entrance of the focusing element, the transverse
profile is elongated along the axis where the chirp is applied due to the lateral stretching of the pulse. The amount of
ellipticity can be characterized by a dimensionless parameter called beam aspect ratio. Szs. which is defined as the beam
radii (1/¢2) ratio of the spatially chirped input pulses. It is expressed as: Sga = /1 + BZ [35]. The frequency components
recombine only at the focal region, where the smallest pulse duration is achieved (see Figure 1b). Away from the focus,
the pulse is further stretched compared with an unchirped pulse, as shown in Figure 1b. An initial pulse with symmetric
Gaussian distribution, 2 = 0.8 pum, pulse length of 7= 40 fs, and a focus spot size of wy= 4 pm, is used for the calculation,
giving a Rayleigh length of zg = 62 pm. The structure of an SSTF pulse deviates from a typical Gaussian beam. in which
the axial intensity strongly peaks at the focal position and drastically drops farther from the focus, as shown Figure 1c and
Figure 2. For fga = 4. the FWHM of the axial intensity reduces to zggrp ~ 13 pm. more than 50% reduction compared to
the zg of the unchirped pulse. If the grating pair can produced spatial chirp with Gz = 14 ., zssrr is further reduced down
to 1 um, more than an order of magnitude smaller than the zg normally reached by conventional focusing.
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Figure 2: Field propagation of an SSTF pulse with beams aspect ratio of 4. Fields are normalised to 1.

It is important to note that the reduction on the FWHM of the axial intensity is primarily fgs dependent, which can be
changed by modifying the grating pair setup. On the other hand, the SSTF pulse maintains its transverse spot size, as
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shown in Figure 1d. Here, it is shown that the beam diverges quickly with increasing S, value; this leads to lower
intensities and longer pulse duration far from the focus. These analytical calculations show that with the SSTF method,
the axial FWHM of the plasma photocathode laser can be compressed down to 1 pm without significantly changing the
peak intensity and spot size. Figure 2 shows the field evolution of an SSTF pulse with beam aspect ratio of 4, propagating
in vacuum. Here, we can see that the fields are only at maximum within a small range of z near the focus location.

As an initial simulation, the SSTF-TH scheme is approximated with VSIM [36] particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations by
artificially confining the HIT component in a very narrow region. These are carried through in 3D, which is necessary to
catch the physics of the bunch generation and trapping process adequately. Simulation of longer acceleration distance and
parameter scans are also required, which makes full resolution of the laser pulse resource-prohibitive. Instead, here we
rely on analytical estimations of the release region volumes, and model the photocathode laser represented using an
envelope approximation, propagating collinear and trailing 50 pm behind the electron beam driver. The HIT electron
release is triggered by the laser pulse via advanced tunneling ionization implementation and geometrically fully resolved
in transverse direction, but in the axial direction the release is artificially confined to the corresponding SSTF length as
discussed above and plotted in Figures 1 and 2. For example, for an SSTF-TH laser with Gsa = 14, wo = 4 um and ag 0.02.
the release length is confined to ~1 pum longitudinal length. A mixture of hydrogen and helium is used as LIT/HIT
underdense medium. The electron beam driver has the following characteristics: energy W =23 GeV, total charge 0 =1
nC, normalized rms emittance &, = 2.25 um, rms width ¢; = 20 pm and rms length ¢, = 30 um, corresponding to a bunch
density ny ~ 2 x 10!7 cm 3. The hydrogen component is preionized at a density of ng = 5 x 106 cm ~3. corresponding to
a plasma wavelength 2 = , ”/TLHTe ~ 150 pm. Where 7, is the classical radius of an electron, while the He density is
maintained to ny = 5x 1017 cm 3.

Figures 3(a) and (b) show the wake driven by the electron beam immediately after when He electrons are (a) generated by
a ~40 fs laser pulse inside the blowout at the focal region (equivalent to the longitudinal distance of z =400 um) and are
(b) trapped and accelerated after 1 mm. where the bunch has gained a maximum energy of 10 MeV. In contrast to
conventional TH. where the initial bunch distribution is rather cigar-like. since zg > wj. in SSTF-TH the initial bunch
distribution is pancake-like, since zgstr < wyp. This can be seen in Figure 3a. From the initial results, the rms transverse
emittance of the witness bunch using this SSTF approximation produces lower rms transverse emittance by an order of
magnitude, as compared with the usual TH pulse that has Gaussian distribution. Note that the artificial confinement of
the SSTF in these simulations is implemented because SSTF is a spatial chirp and thus the bandwidth of the laser pulse
changes through propagation axis. Since we are using an envelope approximation in VSIM, the effect of the bandwidth
on the dispersion of each frequency components of the laser in the plasma is not implemented. The consideration of the
SSTF pulse dispersion in plasma is currently on going and will be discussed elsewhere.

0 E-field (GV/
(a) defocused
laser

20 H* blowout focyeed

/|!SQ!’
' - f -

20 injected
He e-

360 400 440 um 112 1.16 120 1.24 mm

b

Figure 3: Snapshots from 3D PIC simulation immediately after (a) He generation and (b) after ~ 1 mm of acceleration.

4. Compact, plasma-based energy compensation technique

The high-energy acceleration in plasma inherently produces electron bunches with substantial longitudinal energy spread
or chirp. This is well-known and is, currently, the central challenge in any plasma-based accelerators. The large energy
spread is detrimental in several ways. Beam extraction and transport is difficult and leads to deterioration of the
transverse emittance. It also limits the applications of these beams for advanced radiation sources. Therefore, the “energy
spread and chirp problem” degrades the overall beam brightness and is a showstopper for fully harnessing the potentials
of plasma-based accelerators.
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Conventionally, 6D beam brightness is a figure of merit for comparing the quality of the radiation sources. High 6D
brightness beams are characterised by high peak current, low transverse normalised emittance and narrow longitudinal
energy spread. It is essential in many applications, such as to reach high-gain and shorter wavelengths in free-electron
lasers [37] and for high-energy colliders. to enhance the focusability of the beam and increase its luminosity [38]. The 6D
beam brightness can be expressed mathematically as Bgp = Bsp / 0.1% AWms/W {Am _1/0_1 BW }.

In this section, a flexible scheme of tailoring the energy distribution of low-emittance electron beams inside a plasma-
based accelerator is discussed, a concept which is initially introduced in Ref [39]. The tailoring process is based on beam-
loading mechanism and can be tuned to achieve energy spread reduction without altering the electron beam emittance. In
this concept, two moderate TH laser pulses are used to inject electrons to accelerating plasma wake and modify the field
so that the accelerated low emittance electron beam of interest (called the witness bunch) will experience a longitudinal
phase space rotation. This idea is one of the applications of the electron multibunch production as mentioned in Section 2.
The loaded field reverses the effective accelerating gradient, and counter-rotates the accumulated longitudinal energy
spread of the witness bunch. As a result, the energy spread is reduced, enabling the production of ultrahigh 6D brightness
beams.

In this concept of plasma dechirper, the first TH laser releases the witness bunch at the beginning of the plasma stage.
The parameters of the first TH laser is still the typical one used in any TH scheme, ie, qp <« 1 and and strongly focus. e.g.
spot size wg < 5 pm. This ensures that the injected electrons will obtained good beam qualities. After a period of
acceleration, in which the witness bunch has gained sufficient energy and is stabilised. a second TH laser is introduced
and this laser releases a second batch of electrons, which is called in Ref. [39] as the “escort bunch.” The parameters (ao,
W, and 7p) of the second TH laser pulse are considerably higher than the first TH laser, such that the produced escort
bunch will have a bunch charge density that is capable of overloading the wakefield. In Ref. [39], the escort bunch has
gained a total charge of 100 pC in comparison to the witness bunch that is only 5 pC. and has shown that it significantly
alters the longitudinal electric field. That means that the presence of the escort bunch strongly overloads the electric field.
This results in the counter-clockwise rotation of the longitudinal phase space of the witness bunch while further
accelerating. Consequently. the correlated energy spread is reduced reaching its minimum value, a position where
extraction is ideal. The resulting energy compensation is shown in Figure 4, in which the phase space of the witness
bunch at the position of the minimum energy spread is plotted. The extent of the overloaded field, known as the
“dechirping region.” must be much longer than the witness bunch such that the dechirping occurs from head to tail of the
bunch. That means that the optimisation of the escort bunch must be focused on obtaining high charge and longer bunch
duration than the witness bunch.
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3 -+ Espread (x0.1%)
2| = & (x10nm)
1 — &, (x10nm)
0
40{ 0=5pC
O ms = 0.3 Um

30| Wipe =7726 MeV
AW Wi =0.33 %
20| ¢,=33nm
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i
\
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!
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J
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—40! ]
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Figure 4: Longitudinal phase-space of the witness bunch during at the position of minimum energy spread from Ref [39].
The main challenges of this approach are the additional laser pulse to produce the escort bunch and the tuneability and
spatiotemporal alignment accuracy of both laser pulses. To test how the alignment of the two TH laser pulses affect the
plasma dechirping process. an initial jitter study is performed. For this initial analysis, the first TH laser is introduced
with a transverse offset with respect to the blowout axis. The result is shown in Figure 5, where the dechirping distance,
Az, and the resulting uncorrelated energy spread is monitored. In this study. a comparable shorter plasma wavelength (2,
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~ 100 um) is used, corresponding to a blowout radius, Ry sy is 40 pm. As shown in the plot, the dechirping distance and
residual energy spread of the witness bunch is quite resilient to the jitter of the initial position of the first TH laser pulse,
ie. the y-offset must be greater than 0.2*Ry n,x to see a significant increase in the uncorrelated energy spread. Fortunately,
the tolerance against spatiotemporal alignment jitters increases when considering longer plasma wavelengths (hence
smaller plasma densities). This is because the plasma blowout increases both in longitudinal and transverse direction. The
laser-to-electron drive beam jitter, however, is independent of the plasma wavelength. which means that at lower plasma
densities it is easier to release the electrons consistently in the desired phase and at the right trapping position.
Furthermore, the residual uncorrelated energy spread decreases when going to longer plasma wavelengths.

11 10

08

©
P

Decnirping distance Az (cm)
Uncorrelated energy spread AWmn/W (%)

0,

>

0.2

| ———
tboo 0025 0050 0075 0100 0125 0150 0175 0200
Injector laser misalignment AY (R rar)

Figure 5: Effect of the first TH laser pulse offset to the plasma-based dechirping techniques. The initial position of TH
laser is offset transversely with respect to the blowout axis. Here, the plasma wavelength is 100 pm, thereby the
maximum blowout radius, Ry pax is 40 pm.

5. Conclusions

In this paper, the Trojan Horse scheme is reviewed for the application in electron-beam driven plasma wakefield
accelerator. The decoupling of the plasma blowout generation and electron injection allows greater tuneability and control
of the acceleration process and witness bunch qualities, such as transverse emittance and 5D brightness. These
developments in electron beam emittance and 5D-brightness may have transformative impact on key applications such as
compact yet high performance free-electron lasers. Two advanced methods were presented and were proposed to
integrate with the TH scheme. These combinations have the potential of further improving the witness bunch qualities
and may pave the way of boosting the 6D beam brightness of the electron bunches.
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A promising scheme for plasma wakefield acceleration is the hybrid
plasma acceleration mechanism, which is experimentally connected
to world-wide programs at various accelerator facilities. This scheme
may lead to extremely high quality electron bunches, which can be
used to drive ultrabright light sources such as free electron lasers. The
big challenge for plasma acceleration is to produce electron bunches
with high quality in terms of low emittance, energy spread and high
brightness. To overcome this challenge, the Trojan Horse scheme
[1,2,3,4] is used for production of designer electron beams.

This work explores the Trojan Horse mechanism in a parametric study
by variation of the injector laser pulse by intensity, spot size and
relative spatiotemporal synchronization and alignment. These b
parameters define output electron withess beam parameters and its
quality. This sensitivity study shows a high robustness of the scheme,
which is promising for a wider key prospect of the approach, namely
the development of compact plasma accelerators to produce electron
beams with unprecedented emittance and brightness in order to power Figure 1: Parameters evolution of the witness bunch during propagation
free electron lasers. when we change w, and fixed a,_

“dintanion (meh)

Transverse Emittance scans

Before Matching After Matching
The method used to produce the bunches is as follows: d

+ Change some parameters on the input file of Vsim code then do . clii— a —_————
the simulation.

Analysis of the output files through PicViz program to know the
results of beam parameters such as charge, energy, energy spread, T datanda mm)
emittance, brightness and current.
Plot the evolution of the parameters over simulation length via !
PicViz and Matlab. f y
Discuss the quality of the bunch that is produced and its suitability ) /
for the application to build FEL's.

.

distance (mm)

diianoe liment
The background of blowout was fixed and parameters related to the Mean Energy scans
laser pulse was changed. Two parameters were changed, these are
the spot size w, and intensity a, for laser pulse, before applied
matching condition [5] (1% icheq = €, * SAMt(2) / (wp/c) / sqrt(yp) ) and
after applied, which is an important part on plasma wakefield
accelerator is the stability of the driver beam propagation inside

blowout by applied the beam matching through its propagated with a Figure 2: Parameters evolution of the witness bunch during
constant radius. propagation when we change a, and fixed w,

s T arimentom

First, a; was fixed and the value of wy, was changed many, where it

affected on the quality of the witness beam as shown in Figure 1 ’ . -

when we plot the evolution of the transverse emittance, brightness The laser pulse must be adjust accuratgly due to the quality of witness
d duri i F th it bunch strongly depends on the properties of laser pulse such as laser

and mean energy during propagation. From scans, the emittance spot size and laser intensity. In addition, to power FEL via produced

growth with increasing spot size is observed in the both cases from beams through Trojan Horse technique.

Wg = 7 um to wy = 19 pm, but after matching through its propagated

the values are close together. On the otherhand, the witness beam [1] Rosenzweig, T. Konigstein, D. Schiller, and D. L. Bruhwiler, Phys.

has high mean energy after matching. Rev. Lett. 108, 035 001(2012).

After that, a;, was changed and w, was fixed. It's clear how this [2] Y. Xi, B. Hidding, D. Bruhwiler, G. Pretzler, and J. B. Rosenzweig,
change affects on the values of emittance and brightness. The Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 16, 031 303(2013).

brightness increases as the laser intensity increases from a, = 0.016 [3] B. Hidding, G. Manahan, O. Karger, A. Knetsch, G. Wittig, D.

Jaroszynski, et al., Journal of Physics B: Atomic,Molecular and Optical

to a; = 0.019 due to a strongly increased current caused by higher Physics 47, 234010 (2014).

charge being released as laser intensity increases. Nevertheless the [4] G.G. Manahan, A F. Habib, P. Scherkl, et al., Nat. Commun. 8,
emittance decreases as laser intensity increases, in addition the 15705 (2017).

mean energy decrease. This is depicted in Figure 2 for both cases. [5] K- A. Marsh, C. E. Clayton, et al., Proceedings of 2005 Particle

Accelerator Conference, pages 2702-2704, IEEE, 2005.
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1. Introduction

Free electron lasers (FELs) are sources of high-power coherent radiation, tunable
a wide range of the electromagnetic spectrum from the far-infrared into the ha
ray. FELs operating at the shorter wavelengths are unique sources, beyond the v
current conventional lasers, that open up new areas of scientific exploration i
fields of study from the creation of warm dense matter to structural and function

biology [5].
Short wavelength FELs consists of a relativistic electron beam pro ed through
an oscillatory magnetic field called an undulator. The oscillating c@) 1 emits

spontaneous synchrotron radiation at the resonant radiation wavelength given by:

Au L
M= +ad), % (1)
where A, is the undulator period, v is the Lorentz factor cléetron beam and a,

is the RMS undulator parameter [2]. The oscillating eléétrons interact cooperatively
c

via this common radiation field and begin to spatially e resonant radiation

ial growth of the coherent
ission (SASE) [2, 6, 7).

In this cooperative, high-gain regime of FEL o tion, a simplified analysis shows
~ z/l,) along the z-axis of the

emission process known as Self Amplified Spontaneous

le and p is the FEL or Pierce
short wavelength FELs. The FEL
raction efficiency from the electron

undulator, where [, = A,/47p is the 1
parameter [2, 6, 7]. Typically p ~ 107 —
parameter also gives an estimate
beam to the radiation [2, 6, 7).
Short wavelength FELs owered by up to kilometre size radio-
frequency (RF) driven accel These RF-based accelerators offer high quality
electron beams necessary for ¢ i

0.1 — 17 mm mrad; bunch charg ~ 10pC — 1nC and with sufficiently small
energy spreads o, which energy spread criterion 0., /v < p required for FEL
operation [2, 6, 7]. Further| the electron beam has to meet the emittance condition
en SN /AT (8, 6]. na v ield-based acceleration technologies can sustain much

larger accelerating f the order of tens of GV/m, compared to conventional

promising approach driven either by a highly intense laser
ativistic charged particle beam [13, 14, 15] or a combination
of both [16],
the non-linea
Ey(Vm~

exampley for typical plasma density of n, = 10'7 cm = this will result in electric fields of

-amplitude non-linear plasma wave. The electric field inside
is approximated by the non-relativistic wave breaking field
o(cm~3), where n, is the electron density of the ambient plasma. For

the T Vm~!. This allows reducing the footprint of the accelerating structure
from kilometre to few centimetre scale and, in principle, opens the prospect of university
labo scale FELs.

N&hc past years, significant effort have been dedicated to demonstrate plasma-
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based accelerators driven FEL [17, 18]. Recently, the demonstration of spontancous
undulator radiation in the soft X-ray regime driven by a plasma-based accelerator
are shown in [19]. However, next to stability challenges, the inherent by-produ
plasma-based accelerators is a comparably large energy spread as result of correla
energy spread (‘chirp’), slice energy spread (o,/v > p), and similar emittan
as in state-of-the-art linacs. While plasma-based accelerators inherently®produce

bunches of the few femtosecond scale and large, kA-scale currents, in ¢ inatio

the energy spread and emittance limits impose limits on the 5D and
and hence the x-ray wavelength and gain obtainable from such acceler
several methods have been proposed for mitigating the limitations ¢f plas:
accelerators (20, 21, 22, 23], some of which utilise energy chirped beams [24, 25],
ultimately it would be desirable to produce electron beams with emittance and energy
spread improved substantially.

The plasma photocathode approach [3, 29, 28] is a meth
to address and overcome these limitations. It is basec

ich fias been developed

ing ionization of a
higher ionization threshold gas or component in the a focused laser pulse
directly within the plasma wave. This "plasma ph can be realized within
electron-beam driven plasma wakefield accelerators as well as, in principle, in

laser-driven plasma wakefield accelerators (LWFA). FA-based plasma photocathodes

combine intrinsic advantages of PWFA h as'd rrent-free and phase-constant

operation and long acceleration lengths wi g decoupling between the plasma

medium which supports the wakefield (e.g. h and the one supporting the plasma

[eac

structure, while a spatiotempgrally synchronized laser pulse is focused inside the bubble

structure. The laser intensity

uned such that it exceeds the tunneling ionization
threshold of helium only arou 1 , which is facilitated by the strongly nonlinear
scaling ionization rates. Thlq ¢ laser pulse releases electrons locally confined
directly within the hydro, a bubble, and with negligible transverse residual
momentum due to the r 1vcl low intensities and ponderomotive potential of the
plasma photocathod . This leads to a dramatically confined initial transverse

1ttance of the produced electron bunches. The multi-
kchclds then rapidly accelerate and compress the released

igate space charge-related emittance growth. This allows

phase space and t

production o uches with ultralow normalised emittance ¢, and high-current

I and thus ultrahigh 5D-brightness Bsp = I, /€, x€y,y, exceeding those obtainable from

ac ators by many orders of magnitude. In addition, methods are under
development [26] which can further reduce the energy spread of bunches produced
ocathodes via tailored beam-loading in phase-constant PWFA’s, which
promise to decrease the energy chirp substantially, thus nurturing prospects for ultrahigh
6D- ess electron beam production as drivers for next-generation light sources.

driver electron beam employed to excite the hydrogen PWFA based accelerator
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structure in which the central plasma photocathode mechanism can be realized may
come from a linac, but also may come from a compact laser wakefield accelerator, as
many characteristics of LWFA electron beam output such as high current and ch

density and modest energy spread and emittance are very favourable or at lea
prohibitive for driving a PWFA stage [27, 29]. The intrinsic synchronizatio
plasma photocathode laser pulse with the laser pulse-generated electrén bes ¢
beam is an explicit advantage of this compact, all-optical solution [27, 29].

In this paper, the dynamics of a fs-scale and nm-Rad normalised emi
bunch from a plasma photocathode with natural negative energy chirp a

ance clectron
250 MeV
electron energies is explored. Such a bunch combines ultrahigh (slice) brightness, which
implies strong gain characteristics, with dispersive compression due to a rotation in
longitudinal phase space, which gives rise to a current spike. evious studies have
shown that an electron beam energy chirp can have both det tal and beneficial
chirp [30, 31].
elled before with a

effects upon the FEL interaction depending upon the gradi

induce the generation

ompression in its propagation
CSE can have radiation power

generation of high intensity, sh perradiant radiation pulses from a poor-quality

electron pulse [33] .

2. Electron beam generatio d acceleration PIC modelling
The PWFA stage a &equent controlled electron beam injection via the plasma
% modeled with the fully explicit 3D Particle-In-Cell (PIC)

nulation box, moving with the speed of light, consists of

photocathode met
code VSim [34].
109 x 65 x 65
of macropar
is set to345/

i macroparticle per cell this leads to approximately 450k
delling the background plasma. The size of the co-moving box
205 pm x 205 pum to accommodate the blowout structure. The

PIC simulation runs for tg, = 4.6ps corresponding to zgm = tsmc = 14mm of
propagati ance. A bi-gaussian charge distribution driver beam of ultra-relativistic
ene Wy, = 10GeV and relative energy spread of AW,msa/Wa = 2% is shot into
an uni y distributed preionized hydrogen plasma of density n, = 4.95 x 106 cm™*

Wnding to a plasma wavelength of \, = 2mc(mego/n,e?)'/? = 150 pm, where
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¢ is the speed of light, m, is the electron mass, ¢ and &, represent the electron
charge and the vacuum permittivity, respectively. Driver beam charge is optimized to
Qq = 800pC, and its longitudinal and transverse dimensions are matched to the plasma

electron beam of peak density ng = 1.3 x 10" cm™3. This driver beam pay:
are tailored to meet the blowout condition ng/n, > 1 and to excite a large a
plasma wave by expelling plasma electrons by means of its unipolar radial e ic fie
E.(r) = Qq/(27)*/*eqo,r[1 — exp(—1?/20,)] while keeping the heavy iong immobile. At
the same time, the parameters are balanced towards dark-current-free P operation
such that the maximum radial electric field By e = 28 GV~ ig'below, the tunnel-
ionization threshold of the background helium gas of density ny, = 1:5.x 104" cm™* [35].
A moderate intensity laser pulse trailing the driver beam at the distan § = 115 pm
with the normalized amplitude ay = 0.018, FWHM pulse du n 7, = 30fs, and
rms spot size wy, = 7pm, reaches its focal position at mm where the laser
pulse intensity is just above the tunnel-ionization thresh f the meutral helium. This

results in localized ionization of helium gas directly lowout cavity. The

ide
to ivistic energies and are
moderate laser intensity

tunnel-ionized helium electrons are quickly accelera
trapped inside the blowout structure. Note, that
the residual transverse momentum of the electrons mall and combined with the
ized emittances can be as low

as nmrad.

Table 1: 3D PIC simulation PW,
parameters.

n and plasma photocathode laser

Driver parameters Photocathode laser parameters
Name Values | Name Symbol  Values
eV || Wavelength Al 800 nm
% || Laser amplitude ag 0.018

Energy
Rel. energy spread

RMS bunch length 20 pm || Pulse duration To 30fs
RMS bunch width 3.5um || RMS spot size wy 7 pm
Norm. emittance 50 pm || Laser position & 200 pm
Charge 800 pC || Focal position % 2mm

Fig. 1 shows its of a dephasing-free plasma wakefield excited by an ultra-

relativistic d beam n dots) with a peak current I, 4 ~ 4.5kA. The solid black
line represents the on-axis accelerating electric field with maximum accelerating field
m ! at the rare of the blowout. The solid blue line is the corresponding
-Yc¢™?). The transparent

e C

electrostatic wake potential in units of electronic rest energy (em
blug in icates the trapping potential which has to satisfy the trapping condition
AW.< —1 to support trapping of the released electrons inside the blowout structure.
In (le e laser pulse (not shown here) just released helium electrons via the plasma

hode method at the co-moving position & =200 um at the trapping potential

XXIV



VWoONOOTULD WN =

AUTHOR SUBMITTED MANUSCRIPT - NJP-110802.R2 Page 60f 18

PWFA Driven CSE from an Energy Chirped Electron Pulse 6

minimum AW,;,. This is a preferable position to obtain highest trapping efficiency due
to the deep potential. The electrons are velocity bunching and are in the process of
forming an electron bunch (”witness beam”). In (right) the witness beam of chi

Qw = 3.6pC is accelerated to mean energy of W, ~ 247 MeV after an acceleration

distance of Az = 12mm. The projected normalized emittance of the witne %

. HD
brightness of Bsp ~6.8x 10'® A/m?/rad®. The driver beam and injector laser metes
are summarize in Table 1 and output witness beam characteristics m‘(@ 'd in
Table 2.

2456 -1289 -122 10.46 213

is €, = 21 nmrad combined with the peak current of I\, ~ 1.5kA thiSresu

¥ (um)

200
£ (um)

Figure 1: 3D PIC simulation of the plasma cathode beam-driven wakefield

acceleration. The green and red dots sh ness beam, respectively. The
the solid black line is the electric
ectrostatic trapping potential AW,
at z = 2.3mm while in (right) the

to the final energy.

color map represents the accelerating grad
field on-axis and the solid blue line represents
In (left) witness beam tapping pr i
witness beam is trapped and already a

Table 2: Projected witness bea % geters from the 3D PIC simulation at the end of
the acceleration z = 14 mm.

Symbol Values
W 247.3MeV
v 483.9
spread Ay /]y 3%
S spread o,/ 0.3%

I d emittance [ 21 nm rad
@bun length Oy 0.26 pm
C ch charge Qw 3.6 pC
cak current T 1.5kA
5D Brightness Bsp 6.8 x 10" A/m?/rad?

nacroparticle distribution from the VSim PWFA simulation has too sparse

w-space distribution for accurate FEL simulation (it does not have enough

XXV
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macroparticles per resonant wavelength and it has unknown shot-noise statistics) e.g.
with Puffin. It also has different format and units, and must hence be converted into
suitable format and units of microparticles, for which the conversion script of [36] was
used. The beam of macroparticles from VSim is ‘up-sampled’ to create a beam.with
a greater number of microparticles which have the correct shot-noise statist'
equivalent beam of real electrons. The method of [37] uses cumulative distr }
function approach together with an optional smoothing function to obtain ¢ a bean

of microparticles. The relevant parameters of the beam of microparticle

to the original beam of macroparticles from the VSim simulation in

energy spread o, and current I are plotted versus the co-moving coordinate z, = ¢t — z,

such that the electron beam head is on the left and the electron beam tail is on the

right in this figure. The microparticle distribution has also ha correct shot-noise
statistics applied as described in [39]. This beam of microp es now be used to
simulate longitudinal phase space rotation, self-seeding radiation output via CSE

using the Puffin simulation code.

A particularly prominent signature of the plasma

(bottom panel), and an average RMS sli
a corresponding relative slice energy spr
second panel of Fig. 2, the electron beam e

of o, &= 1.5 (third panel), and
0.3% . As can be seen in the
egative longitudinal energy chirp,

radiation generation are huge; sueh beams constitute a particularly demanding challenge
for extraction of beams from t

transport line towards applicatio ich as an undulator. A concept to remove the

energy chirp of beams fro ¢ plasma photocathode mechanism in one and the same
plasma stage via beam lwﬁh a second electron beam population and further
acceleration has rece be roposed [26], and experimental efforts to demonstrate
the feasibility of this.appr as well as suitable beam extraction and transport designs

are under develop: d corresponding start-to-end simulations are subject of a
different work. N ss, the energy chirp may artificially removed and the FEL

energy sprea ditio s lasing, 0,/ < p is satisfied providing estimates of suitable
undulator parameters, enabling calculation of saturation length and power using the 3D
analytic 0 ion of Ming Xie [40, 41]. Fig. 3 shows the result of such artificial

dechirping assuming no resultant increase in the slice energy spread.

Y
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x10~8

Figure 2: From top, the electron beam nor sed emittance ¢,, localised Lorentz factor

v, RMS energy spread ¢, an

ent 7, as a function of window position z, = (¢t — z)
of the beam. In this window, i

%- g at speed ¢ along the z-axis of the undulator,

e right, the tail on the left, and the beam will
propagate to larger value e beam propagates through the undulator. The
dashed plots (index 1) sh he griginal macroparticle beam from the VSim simulation
and the solid plots (i
greater number of

the head of the electron bunc
2 As

the beam following smoothing and up-sampling to a

icles with the correct shot-noise statistics.

3. Unavera; mulation

There are
Here, th¢ unav

)

s available to design and simulate FEL operation [42, 43, 44, 45].
aged 3D FEL simulation code Puffin is used [46, 47]. In addition to the
, Puffin is able to model the effects of the macroscopic electron beam
o (correlated) electron beam energy and any CSE and Self Amplified
CSE, (SACSE) that may arise. First, suitable undulator parameters are chosen and

N FEL ¢ ated power and undulator length estimates are also made for an electron

XXVII
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x10?
5.01
4.9
>

4.8
4.7

0.0 0.5 1.0 S’ 2.0

2z [pum] %1076

Figure 3: Shown in red is the accelerator electron b ase-space output: Lorentz

factor v as a function of position 2z, within the bea sam propagates along the

positive z-axis. Also shown (blue) is the electron n with'the energy chirp artificially

removed.

beam with no energy chirp in the steady state
formalism [40, 41].

me using the analytical Ming Xie

without bea

8.1. Analytical parameter stug L energy chirp

S undulator parameters before any full simulation
% formance from a hypothetical beam without an

energy chirp for steady states(no effects) FEL operation, the Ming Xie formalism
of [40, 41] was used to v@l&nar undulator period A, and undulator parameter
a,. The parameters ablesdawere used as estimates of the unchirped parameters of
Fig. 2. The cstimatm&umtion power and length in this steady state regime are
plotted in Fig. 4.

The undulato

a, = 1.0. Withythese
parameter afi peak gurre

In order to choose a suitable

using Puffin and to estimate

neters chosen for the full simulations were A\, = 0.015m and
alues, the radiation wavelength is A, ~ 67nm and the FEL
is p = 0.021. Given that the average RMS slice energy
spread is.ay / x 107% the energy spread condition for FEL lasing of o,/v < p

is well s in the absence of an energy chirp. The steady state, Self Amplified

Spontane nission (SASE) saturation length is then approximated as L, ~ 1.4m
and saturation power Py, =~ 2.2GW.

»ctron bunch does not, however, conform to the steady-state approximation

59 Wnly ~ 6 cooperation lengths long, where the cooperation length I, = \,/47p [48].
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This relatively short electron pulse length will result in the output of short, single pulses,
at saturation. This type of short pulse operation is in the weak superradiant regime
of FEL operation [48] and also results in reduced saturation powers from that o

steady-state, Ming Xie approximation above.

P oar (GW)
2
g
2,
5 s
> 2485 2485
o o
1 23037 23037
2“’2‘ 21224
941
17597 ol
15783 [yiid
— [0 — 15783
16 — 1,397
PP ey rorva— L — H —
001 0.015 002 0.025 0.03

Figure 4: Contour plots of the saturated power Pi, (1 d the saturation length L.,
m

(right) as a function of A, and a, using the electron ameters of Table 3

<

3.2. Numerical simulation with an energy cam

cd, eleetron bunch distribution output from
ve, the macroparticle output from the

The Puffin simulation uses the ene

ed to generate an equivalent distribution

VSim accelerator modelling was first up-sa
i e correct shot-noise statistics. The beam

of a greater number of microparticles with
of microparticles was matched
chosen for the simulation as abe

It is seen from the p, cters
clectron pulse generated the PWFA has a length of I, =~ 24\, =~ 6l. and has a

negative energy chir% ve energy chirp in z,). During propagation through

Table 3: The appro output parameters from the PWFA used for the Ming Xie
formalism parameteriestimates.

) arameter Value
: Peak current I, 1500 A
Normalised emittance 0.01 mm mrad
Bunch Lorentz factor (7) 486
RMS energy spread 0.3%
Bunch charge 3.6 pC

XXIX
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the undulator, dispersion will cause this short, energy chirped electron bunch to self-
compress longitudinally due to rotation in longitudinal phase space, which is significant
at these comparatively low energies, and it may even ‘flip over’ in longitudinal p

space [4]. During this process, the electron bunch length may approach that o

resonant wavelength (I, ~ \,) and consequently would be expected to radiate sig %
CSE. Note that this CSE is not due to the FEL interaction and can only be mode
using un-averaged FEL simulation codes such as Puffin.

In what follows the CSE generation due to energy chirped bunch
any FEL processes were modelled self-consistently. It should be note
interaction may also amplify CSE in addition to the spontaneous emis
beam shot-noise in a process called Self Amplified Coherent Spo:
(SACSE) [32]. As with SASE, given the large energy chirp here, an
would be expected to be significantly affected.

CSE process

The electron longitudinal phase space evolution and t responding transverse
radiation intensities are plotted for different positions thr

The energy of the radiation pulse as a function of di

dulator in Figs. 5,6.
ugh the undulator is
»mitted by the electron
bunch without any FEL interaction — i.e. the radiatio oth shot-noise and CSE,

bunching parameters [b|, for both the chi

ped electron pulses are shown
.e. unaveraged over a radiation

It is seen from the electron phase space igs. 5,6 that the electron energy chirp
causes the electron bunch to longitudinal mpress in phase space and shorten as it

In what follows, the FEL 1
by artificially de-coupling cctrons from the radiation field. The electrons then only
emit spontaneous emissio@ both shot-noise and CSE.

The radiation en or from the chirped electron pulse, both with and without
the FEL interactiong.is in Fig. 7. The growth is not exponential but has a
‘ml to ~ 22, more consistent with CSE [4]. That the radiation

energy emitted in 't sence of the FEL interaction is similar to that with the FEL

interaction, ms ¢ emission in both cases arises mainly from CSE. Also

plotted is th@on energy emitted from the electron pulse in the absence of any

energy CCA . there is no shortening of the electron pulse and the CSE emission is

greatly reduced. In fact, the energy growth is quasi-linear with distance z through the

undulator, eonsistent with incoherent spontancous emission due to shot-noise only.
The eyolution of the mean electron bunching parameter [b| of Fig. 8 increases quasi-
au

line h distance through the undulator until z &~ 1.2. This is in broad agreement

growth which is

:g w increased bunching due to the dispersive shortening of the electron pulse which

XXX
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Figure 5: The electron beam longitudinal phase space (7, 2) and the corresponding
transverse intensity, averaged over the pulse length, at 5 different positions along the
undulator: z = 0.45, 2=1.05 and z = 1.50. The initial energy chirp at z = 0 is seen to

cause the electron pulse to eompress and then will decompress longitudinally.

causes signifigantrcurrent, gradients with respect to the radiation wavelength. It is this
type of bunching which drives the Coherent Spontancous Emission [4] and which may
act as aself-generated seed field which can be amplified as SACSE (32, 33]. Also
plotted is the electron bunching of the electron pulse in the absence of any energy
chirpas deseribed above, there is no shortening of the electron pulse and the bunching
remiains approximately constant and at a much smaller value, mainly due to shot-noise,
than“swhen the pulse shortens and significant current gradients occur at the radiation
wavelength scale.
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Figure 6: The electron beam longitudinal, phase space (v, z2) and the corresponding
transverse intensity, averaged over the pulselength, at 5 different positions along the
undulator: z = z4 = 1.95 and z = 2.55 m. The imitial energy chirp at z = 0 is seen to
cause the electron pulse to compress andithen will decompress longitudinally.

The differences of the radiation emission and electron bunching, between the
spontaneous-only case, when the FEL interaction is switched off, and that where the
FEL interaction is included in{the simulation, can be attributed to a small additional
bunching due to SACSE. Some small'periodic bunching about the radiation wavelength
A, ~ 67nm due to SACSE, ¢an be seen from Figs. 5,6 in the evolution of the electron
phase-space through 'thé undulator. The lack of any significant FEL gain is consistent
with the work of [30] where for negative values of their chirp parameter &, here & = —2
at z = 0, FEL power output is greatly reduced from that expected from an un-chirped
beam. So while some increased bunching is evident due to the FEL interaction between
radiation and eleetronsyit is not operating in the collective, high-gain mode, significantly
reducing the power emitted. Following the minimum of its length, the electron bunch
continues to digpersc as it propagates through the undulator, flipping over in phase
space and indeéd re-absorbing some of the emitted radiation and is consistent with that
of previougsimplified models [4].

Fig. 9yplots both the radiation power and electron bunching as a function of local
position at saturation. It is seen that the electron pulse bunching, corresponding to
the electron pulse at saturation of Figs. 5,6, is within a small local interval around
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107 4

wl T C'}

Energy [J]

10

1010 4 ——— With energy chirp
- - - With energy chirp (sp
- - - Without energy chir
10"
0.0

Figure 7: Radiation energy as a function
of the plots (red) are for the chir luding (solid) the FEL interaction and
(dashed) without the FEL interaction. ithout energy chirp or FEL interaction
demonstrates an energy growth with a quasiflinear dependence with z, corresponding

to shot-noise spontanecous en without ‘significant CSE contribution.

z ~ 9.5um. The radiation_puls er for z, < 9.5um has propagated ahead of the
electron bunch and is pro ting in vacuum.

Fig. 10 is the sa as for Fig.9, but with the FEL interaction switched
off. The radiation is due to spontanecous radiation from shot-noise and CSE
only. The differe ower emitted between the two is then due to the FEL
interaction as ob m the additional electron bunching of Figs. 8 and 5,6. The
modest increase.i power demonstrates that the FEL is not, however, operating
the in the hi ain'\regl

-to-end approach, but without a detailed modelling of beam extraction
vt lattice modelled between PWFA and FEL input, PWFA driven FEL
intera was studied numerically using a 3D model. The PWFA electron pulse

Nad a significant quasi-linear energy chirp. For the beam energy used here,
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0.003

—— With energy chirp &
....... With energy chirp (spontaneous)
10 Without energy chirp (spontaneous) P
0.002 - &\

0.001

0.000

the electron pulse as a function of
) and without (dashed red) the FEL
for the case of no energy chirp (dashed

Figure 8: Average bunching parameter evolutio
distance through the undulator bo i r
interaction. Also shown is the average
blue).

this chirp causes the electron shorten as it propagates through the undulator
and emit significant CSE p .
weak periodic bunching & e résonant radiation wavelength, but not to enter into a
collective, high-gain regi
predicts output powers
The dynamic ghorte
it propagates thr %
in plasma accelerato
gain FEL in tion (
accelerator d L designs. Methods to remove the electron beam energy chirp
that would allow a PWFA FEL, are the subject of on-going research and, if possible,
are expeeted to allow the high gain FEL interaction to develop, possibly in a SACSE
mo@ oaeration, and generate output of short coherent pulses of high power radiation.

SE was seen to drive the electrons to give some

analysis in the steady-state regime (no pulse effects)

roximately two orders of magnitude greater.

of the electron pulse and subsequent emission of CSE as
undulator is an effect that has not previously been modelled
en FEL simulations. The resultant CSE seeding of the high
SE) is a mechanism that may prove useful to future plasma
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Figure 9: The radiation power profile (soli
(dashed red) as a function of z, =
for the energy chirped case.
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Abstract

Plasma accelerators [ 1] are a potentially important source
of high energy, low emittance electron beams with high
peak currents and generated within a relatively short dis-
tance. While novel plasma photocathodes [2] may offer
improvement to the normalised emittance and brightness of
electron beams compared to Radio Frequency-driven accel-
erators, a challenge is the energy spread and chirp of the
beams, which can make FEL operation impossible. In this
paper it is shown that such an energy-chirped beam, with a
dynamically evolving current profile due to ballistic bunch-
ing, can generate significant coherent radiation output via
the process of Coherent Spontaneous Emission (CSE) [3].
While this CSE is seen to cause some FEL-induced electron
bunching at the radiation wavelength, the dynamic evolution
of the energy chirped pulse dampens out any high-gain FEL
interaction.

INTRODUCTION

Significant effort have been dedicated to demonstrating a
plasma-based accelerator driven FEL [4-6]. However, next
to stability challenges, the inherent by-product of plasma-
based accelerators is a relatively large slice energy spread
(e, /7 > p) and a correlated energy spread (“chirp’) when
compared with RF linacs. In this paper, the dynamics of the
electron bunch from a plasma photocathode [2], which can
have an inherent negative energy chirp, is explored. One ef-
fect, which to the authors knowledge has not been modelled
before with such a PWFA plasma photocathode-generated
energy chirped beam, is to induce the generation of Coher-
ent Spontaneous Emission (CSE) [3,7]. CSE arises when
the electron pulse has significant current gradients over a
resonant radiation wavelength. It is shown that for the elec-
tron beam parameters used here, such current gradients can
be realised when the energy chirped beam undergoes spa-
tial dispersive compression in its propagation direction due
to the correlated energy spread [3,7]. By dominating any
normal spontaneous emission, it has been shown in 1D sim-
ulations that CSE can also self-seed the FEL interaction
in a process called Self Amplified Coherent Spontaneous
Emission (SACSE) [8]. The CSE was also shown in 1D to
help mitigate the effects of a homogeneous electron energy
spread in beams without an energy chirp, significantly re-
ducing the start-up time and enhancing the generation of
high intensity, short, superradiant radiation pulses from a
poor-quality electron pulse [9].
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Figure 1: From top, the electron beam normalised emittance
€, localised Lorentz factor y, RMS energy spread o, and
current /, as a function of window position z, = (ct — z) of
the beam. In this window, travelling at speed c along the
z-axis of the undulator, the head of the electron bunch is on
the left, the tail on the right, and the beam will propagate
to larger values of z, as the beam propagates through the
undulator. The dashed plots (index 1) show the original
macroparticle beam from the VSim simulation and the solid
plots (index 2) show the beam following smoothing and
up-sampling to a greater number of microparticles with the
correct shot-noise statistics.

ELECTRON BUNCH SIMULATION

A macroparticle distribution is taken from a VSim simu-
lation of a PWFA. These macroparticles have too sparse a
phase-space distribution for an accurate FEL simulation as
there are too few macroparticles per resonant wavelength and
they have unrealistic shot-noise statistics. These macroparti-
cles are converted into a suitable distribution of micropar-
ticles using the scripts [10] and [11]. The relevant bunch
parameters of a microparticle beam are compared to the
original beam of macroparticles in Fig. 1. The microparticle
distribution has had the correct shot-noise statistics applied
as described in [12]. It is seen that the electron beam has
a negative longitudinal energy chirp, which is the result of
the beam acceleration in the electric field of the nonlinear
plasma wave.
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UNAVERAGED FEL SIMULATION

The unaveraged 3D FEL simulation code Puffin was
used [13,14] as itis able to model both macroscopic electron
beam changes due to the electron beam energy chirp and any
CSE and SACSE that may arise. The Ming Xie formalism
of [15, 16] was used to chose the planar undulator period
A, and undulator parameter a,. The estimated beam param-
eters of the unchirped beam of Fig. 1 are: I, = 1500A,
€xy = 0.0l mmmrad, y = 486, ¢, = 0.3 %, Q = 3.6pC.

The undulator parameters selected for simulations were
A, = 0.015m and a,, = 1.0. The resulting radiation wave-
length is A, = 67 nm and the FEL parameter at peak current
is p = 0.021. Given that the average slice energy spread
iso,/y =3x 1073 the energy spread condition for FEL
lasing of o, /7 < p is well satisfied in the absence of an
energy chirp. The steady state, Self Amplified Spontaneous
Emission (SASE) saturation length is then approximated
as Ly, = 1.4m and saturation power Py, = 2.2GW. The
electron bunch does not, however, conform to the steady-
state approximation as it is only ~ 6 cooperation lengths
long, where the cooperation length I. = A, /4 p [17]. This
relatively short electron pulse length will result in the out-
put of short, single pulses, at saturation. This type of short
pulse operation is in the weak superradiant regime of FEL
operation [17] and also results in reduced saturation pow-
ers from that of the steady-state, Ming Xie approximation
above. The Puffin simulation uses the energy chirped elec-
tron bunch distribution output from the PWFA as shown
in Fig. 1. The beam of microparticles was matched to the
natural focusing channel of the undulator lattice chosen for
the simulation as above using the method of [18]. It is seen
from the parameters of the chirped pulse, plotted in Fig. 1,
that the electron pulse generated by the PWFA has a length
of I, = 241, = 6l and has a negative energy chirp in z (pos-
itive energy chirp in z,). During propagation through the
undulator, dispersion will cause this short, energy chirped
electron bunch to self-compress longitudinally due to rota-
tion in longitudinal phase space, which is significant at these
relatively low energies, and it may even ‘flip over” in longi-
tudinal phase space [3]. During this process, the electron
bunch length may approach that of the resonant wavelength
(I, ~ 4,) and consequently would be expected to radiate
significant CSE. In what follows the CSE generation due
to energy chirped bunch shortening and any FEL processes
were modelled self-consistently. The FEL interaction may
also amplify CSE in addition to the spontaneous emission
due to electron beam shot-noise in the SACSE [8]. As with
SASE, given the large energy chirp here, any SACSE process
would be expected to be significantly affected. The electron
bunch length is plotted as a function of position through
the undulator in Fig. 2, and is seen to shorten and flip over
before lengthening again.

The energy of the radiation pulse as a function of distance
through the undulator emitted by the chirped bunch is shown
in Fig. 3 both with and without the FEL interaction included
in the simulation. The FEL interaction is *switched off” in the
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Figure 2: The full electron bunch length in units of reso-
nant wavelentgh. The initial energy chirp at z = Om is
seen to cause the electron pulse to compress and then will
decompress longitudinally.
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Figure 3: Radiation energy as a function of distance z
through the undulator. Two of the plots (red) are for the
chirped pulse including (solid) the FEL interaction and
(dashed) without the FEL interaction. The case without en-
ergy chirp or FEL interaction (blue dashed) gives an energy
growth with a quasi-linear dependence with z, correspond-
ing to shot-noise spontaneous emission without significant
CSE contribution.

Puffin simulation by artificially de-coupling the electrons
from the radiation field. Also shown is the sponteneous
emission with the energy chirp artificially removed from
the electron bunch. The corresponding average bunching
parameters |b|, for both the chirped and un-chirped electron
pulses are shown in Fig. 4.

The radiation pulse ‘instantaneous’ power (i.e. unaver-
aged over aradiation wavelength [ 13]) and electron bunching
parameter |b| at saturation, is shown in Fig. 5 as a function
of local position z,. Itis seen from the Fig. 2 that the elec-

—— With energy chirp
With energy chirp (spontaneous)
Without energy chirp (spontaneous)

0.003

0.001

z[m]
Figure 4: Average bunching parameter evolution for the elec-
tron pulse as a function of distance through the undulator
both with (solid red) and without (dashed red) the FEL in-
teraction. Also shown is the average bunching for the case
of no energy chirp (dashed blue).
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Figure 5: The radiation power profile (solid red) and the
electron bunching parameter (dashed red) as a function of
2p = (¢t — 2) Atz = Zz,, = 1.95 m through the undulator for
the energy chirped case and corresponding case for the FEL

interaction ‘switched off” (solid blue and dashed blue).

0.0 25 5.0

tron energy chirp causes the electron bunch to longitudinally
compress in phase space and shorien as it propagates through
the undulator. At saturation, z = 1.95 m, the electron bunch
is only ~ 10 resonant radiation wavelengths long. When
the FEL interaction is switched off, the electrons then only
emit spontaneous emission due to both shot-noise and CSE.
Figure 3 shows that the energy growth is not exponential but
is proportional to ~ zZ, more consistent with CSE [3]. That
the radiation energy emitted in the absence of the FEL inter-
action is similar to that with the FEL interaction, confirms
that the emission in both cases arise mainly from CSE. In
the absence of any energy chirp or FEL interaction, there is
no shortening of the electron pulse and the CSE emission is
greatly reduced. The energy growth is then quasi-linear with
distance z through the undulator, consistent with incoherent
spontaneous emission due to shot-noise only.

The evolution of the mean electron bunching parameter
|| of Fig. 4 increases quasi-linearly with distance through
the undulator until z = 1.2 m. This is in broad agreement
with the increased bunching due to the dispersive shoriening
of the electron pulse which causes significant current gradi-
ents with respect to the radiation wavelength. It is this type
of bunching which drives the Coherent Spontaneous Emis-
sion [3] and which may act as a self-generated seed field
which can be amplified as SACSE [8,9]. Also plotted is the
electron bunching of the electron pulse in the absence of any
energy chirp. As described above, there is no shortening of
the electron pulse and the bunching remains approximately
constant and at a much smaller value, mainly due to shot-
noise, than when the pulse shortens and significant current
gradients occur at the radiation wavelength scale. The dif-
ferences of the radiation emission and electron bunching,
between the spontaneous-only case, when the FEL inter-
action is switched off, and that where the FEL interaction
is included in the simulation, can be attributed to a small
additional bunching due to SACSE. Some small periodic
bunching about the radiation wavelength 4, = 67 nm due to
SACSE, can be seen in the evolution of the electron phase-
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space through the undulator. The lack of any significant FEL
gain is consistent with the work of [19] where for negative
values of their chirp parameter @, here @ = -2 atz = 0m,
FEL power output is greatly reduced from that expected
from an un-chirped beam. So while some increased bunch-
ing is evident due to the FEL interaction between radiation
and electrons, it is not operating in the collective, high-gain
mode, significantly reducing the power emitted. Following
the minimum of its length, the electron bunch continues to
disperse as it propagates through the undulator, flipping over
in phase space and indeed re-absorbing some of the emitted
radiation and is consistent with that of previous simplified
models [3]. Figure 5 (red) plots both the radiation power and
electron bunching as a function of local position at saturation.
It is seen that the electron pulse bunching, corresponding to
the electron pulse at saturation of Fig. 2, is within a small
local interval around z ~ 9.5 pm. The radiation pulse power
for z; < 9.5 pm has propagated ahead of the electron bunch
and is propagating in vacuum.

Figure 5 show results for both simulations with the FEL
interaction switched on (red) and off (blue). The radiation is
then that due to spontaneous radiation from shot-noise and
CSE only. The difference in the power emitted between the
two is then due to the FEL interaction as observed from the
additional electron bunching of Figs. 4 and 2. The modest
increase in output power demonstrates that the FEL is not,
however, operating the in the high-gain regime.

CONCLUSION

Using a start-to-end approach, PWFA driven FEL op-
eration was studied numerically using an unaveraged 3D
model. The PWFA electron pulse output had a significant
quasi-linear energy chirp. This chirp causes the electron
pulse to shorten as it propagates through the undulator and
emit significant CSE power. This CSE was seen to drive the
electrons to give some weak periodic bunching at the reso-
nant radiation wavelength, but not to enter into a collective,
high-gain regime where analysis in the steady-state regime
(no pulse effects) predicts output powers approximately two
orders of magnitude greater. The dynamic shortening of the
electron pulse and subsequent emission of CSE as it propa-
gates through the undulator is an effect that is not normally
modelled in FEL simulations. Methods to remove the elec-
tron beam energy chirp are the subject of on-going research
and, if possible, are expected to allow the high gain FEL
interaction to develop and output short coherent pulses of
high power radiation.
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