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Enhancement of Laser Injection Methods by
Plasma Density Gradients

G. Fubiani™, E. Esarey, K. Nakamura*, C. B. Schroedérand
W. P. Leemans

*Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, University of California, Berkeley, CA 94720 USA
TUniversity of Paris XI, Orsay, France
*University of Tokyo, Japan

Abstract. Plasma density down-ramps are proposed as a method for improving the performance of
laser injection schemes. A decrease in density implies an increase in plasma wavelength, which can
shift a relativistic electron from the defocusing to the focusing region of the accelerating wakefield.
Also, a decrease in density leads to a decrease in wake phase velocity, which lowers the trapping
threshold. The specific method of two-pulse colliding pulse injector was examined using a 3D test
particle tracking code. A density down-ramp of 30% led to an order of magnitude enhancement
of the trapping fraction compared to the uniform plasma case, without degrading other bunch
properties.

INTRODUCTION

Compared to standard radio-frequency (RF) linear accelerators, plasma accelerators can
produce acceleration gradients in excess of 10 GeV/m without the limitation of break-
down. In a plasma, the wavelength of the acceleration field is the plasma wavelength,
Ap = 21C/ Wp, Wherewy, = (4Tee?/me) Y2 is the plasma frequency ang is the plasma
density. For example, a laser wakefield accelerator (LWFA) [1] in the standard regime
typically has a density on the order af ~ 108 cm—2 and a plasma wavelength on the
order ofAp ~ 30 um. If a mono-energetic electron bunch is injected into a wakefield
such that it is accelerated while maintaining a small energy spread, then it is necessary
for the bunch to occupy a small fraction of the wake period, on the order of a few fs,
which requires fs accuracy in the injection process. These requirements are beyond the
current state-of-the-art performance of photocathode RF electron guns.

Several methods for injecting plasma electrons into the wakefield have been proposed.
One of them relies on self-injection using a single laser pulse in an inhomogeneous
plasma [2], where trapping occurs from wave breaking induced on a downward density
ramp. Another mechanism relies on ponderomotive acceleration using two lasers [3, 4],
where one (injection) laser pulse intersects the plasma wake generated by the other
(drive) laser pulse. Injection results from the ponderomotive force of the injection pulse
on the electrons in the plasma wake. In the original colliding pulse injector (CPI)
method, three short laser pulses were used for electron injection [5]. The pump pulse
generates a plasma wake through its ponderomotive force, as in the standard laser
wakefield accelerator (LWFA). The two injection pulses, one pulse propagating in the



forward and one in the backward direction, collide at a predetermined phase of the
plasma wake behind the pump pulse. During this collision, the beating of the injection
laser pulses generates a beat wave that shifts the phase and momentum of a subset of
the background electrons, which then can be trapped and accelerated. Since the force
associated with the laser beat wave is larger than the ponderomotive force from a single
pulse, the CPI method is more efficient than ponderomotive injection with a single
injection pulse.

A simplified configuration of the CPI concept was proposed and analyzed by Fubiani
et al [6]. It uses only two laser pulses with parallel polarizations: an intense pump pulse
for wakefield generation and a single counterpropagating (or propagating at a finite
angle) injection pulse. Injection is the result of the laser beat wave produced when the
backward injection pulse collides and interferes with the trailing portion of the pump
pulse. This configuration has the advantages of being easier to implement in comparison
to the three-pulse CPI scheme, and of requiring less intensity in the injection pulse
compared to the ponderomaotive injection scheme.

Here a negative plasma density gradient is proposed as a method for enhancing the
electron beam quality in laser injection schemes. If a laser injection scheme is operated
close to threshold, electrons will be injected into the region of the wake that is accel-
erating but defocusing. To have a trapped electron bunch that is both accelerated and
focused, it is necessary to shift the bunch forward in phase. This can be accomplished
with a downward density ramp. As the density decreases, the plasma wavelength in-
creases, thus a relativistic electron will be shifted forward in phase relative to the wake.
This can shift an electron from the defocusing to the focusing region of the accelerating
wake. In addition, if injection occurs on the density down-ramp, the trapping can occur
more readily since the phase velocity of the wake is lowered on the down ramp. Numer-
ical examples are given based on a three dimensional (3D) particle tracking code for the
specific case of the two-pulse CPI method with density gradients.

DENSITY DOWN-RAMPS

A density down-ramp can enhance the number of trapped and focused electrons by two
effects: (1) A decrease in density shifts the position of an electron forward in phase with
respect to the wakefield and (2) a decrease in density decreases the phase velocity of the
wake, thus providing a lower threshold for injection. Consider a change in density from
ni tons (n; > n¢) over a length.;. The phase of the electron before and after the transition
are given by = kpi¢ andys = Ky, respectively, assuming that the slippage between
the electron and the drive laser pulse is small due(C is approximately constant),
where{ = z— ct is the position of the electron behind the drive pulse(0 behind the

drive pulse), andkpi = wpi/c andkps = wps/C are the plasma wavenumbers evaluated
atn; andng, respectively. Hence, the change in phase of the electron after the density
transition isAY = g — Ys, i.e.,

Ay = gi[1— (ng/ni)] Y2 ~ gi(an/ny) Y2, (1)



assumingAn = n; — ns < n;. Hence, the change in density required to shift and elec-
tron forward in phase by a small amount (e ~ T1/4) is An/n = (AP/P;)? =
(ALU/kpiZ)z. Note that rephasing becomes easier (a smAln; is required) with in-
creasing distance behind the driver (larg@). Hence, rephasing is more efficient for
the three-pulse CPI configuration than for two-pulse CPI, assuming the injection point
for three-pulse CPI is behind the first wake period.

If the injection (pulse collision) point was to occur on the down-ramp (as opposed to
prior to it), then trapping could be further enhanced due to the decrease in phase velocity
of the wake on the down-ramp. The wake phase velogjtyan be calculated from the
wake phas@ = kp(z)(z— ct) viady/dt = 0. This gives

Vp/C = kp/(kp +{dkp/d2), (2)

wheredk,/dz= (kp/2n)dn/dz Sincel < 0 behind the drive pulse, the phase velocity
decreases on a density down-rangm/dz < 0). Note that this effect becomes more
pronounced the larger the distance behind the driver. Thus, the reduction in phase
velocity due to the down-ramp is potentially more effective for three-pulse CPI than
for two-pulse CPI. Eventually, even in the absence of an injection pulse, the down-ramp
leads to wavebreaking and injection for a sufficiently large distance behind the pump
pulse [2], assuming that the wake amplitude does not damp.

FIELDS OF LASER AND WAKE

This section describes the prescribed laser and wake fields (obtained from linear wake-
field theory) used in the 3D particle tracking code. The laser fields of the pusmpP)X

and injection (= 1) laser pulses are described by the normalized vector potentials
a = eAj/mec?. Using the paraxial wave equation with a linear plasma response, the
transverse laser fields (linearly polarized in thdirection and propagating along the
z-axis) are given by [78(r, i) = & (r, ;) cosy; with

&(r,G) = & (ri/rsi) exp(—r?/r) sin(mg; /L) 3)

for —Li < {j < 0 and zero otherwise, whetg = z— Bgoct (forward comoving coor-
dinate),{1 = z+ Bgict (backward comoving coordinatef}gi = n; is the linear group
velocity, Bg = N * is the linear phase velocityyi = [1—B/wf —4/(kri)?]Y/2 is the
plasma index of refractiony; = ki(z— Bgict) + ai r2/rZ + a; —tan 1a; is the phase,
ki = wi/(BgcC) is the wavenumbery = 2rc/A; is the frequency in vacuunigi(z) =
ri(l1+ ori)l/2 is the spot sizer; is the spot size at waist (here chosen tozbe Zy,),
0i(2) = (z—Z1,)?/Z4, Zr = kini r?/2 is the Rayleigh length, is the pulse length, and
a constant has been omitted in the definitionppfthat represents the initial position
and phase of the laser pulse. Here, the pulse ampldudeelated to the intensitly by

a ~ 8.6 x 10719 [um]l-l/z[W/cmz]. The axial component of the laser field is specified

|
via [- g = 0. Keeping only the leading order contributions gives

azi(r, Gi) ~ 2x[& (r,§)/ (kir3)] (sinw; — o cosyy) . (4)



Included in the simulations presented are the wakefields generated by both the pump
and injection laser pulses. In the lineéd) < 1) three-dimensional (3D) regime, wake-
field generation can be examined using the cold fluid equations. For linear polarization
and a slowly varying density variatiothy(>> Ap) the normalized electric field of the
wakefieldE;/Eg is given by

[0%/0CF + K5 (2)] Ei/Eo ~ K5(2) D87 /4, (5)

whereEg = meczkpo/e is the cold nonrelativistic wavebreaking field normalized to a
fixed ion densityngg. Note that a time-averaging has been performed over the fast laser
oscillation (laser frequency), i.e/&?cos’ i) = & /2. Using the independent variables

( = z—ct andz, and assuming tha& is a function of¢; only, the solution to Eq. (5) is

B0/ Bo = (kl@)/4) [ 6Gjsinko()(G —LDI(O/0% + D)FL) . ©

For the pulse profile given by Eq. (3), the electric field generated inside the pulse
(-Li<¢<O0)is

Eri 1_ 222 14 (4T[2/k%L|2) cogkpli) —cog 21 /L) @)
Eo 2t (1—4r2/k3L?) ’
Ei _ af r? o221 (472 /KEL?) sin(kpli) — sin(2r; /Li) @®)
Eo '8 r2 (1-4m2/k2L?) ’
and behind the puls€i(< —L;),
Ei _ zﬂe—zﬂ/rg 412\ sinfkp(Zi +Li/2)]sin(kplLi/2) ©)
B re k3L? (1—412/K3L?) ’

EZ |
Eo

— _k al r —2r2/r§i 4T[2 Coqkp(Zi + L|/2)] Sln(ka|/2) (10)
P4 r2 k3L? (1—412/K3L2) '

The initial plasma density profile is assumed to be of the fogte)/npo = 1 —
(1:/2)[1+ tanhz/L;)], wherengg is the density before the density transitian< 0)
andt; = Ang/ngo the relative change of density.

Note that for high laser intensitiesa(| > 1), this model becomes inaccurate. To
describe the nonlinear regime in 3D, as well as other nonlinear effects such as beam
loading, requires self-consistent simulations such as can be done with particle-in-cell
codes, which is beyond the scope of this paper. In the following simulations, the plasma
was modeled by a group of test electrons initially at rest and loaded randomly in a 3D
spatial region of length, and transverse si2g, x Ap, uniformly about thez-axis. This
spatial region was chosen to be ahead of the pump laser pulse, and timed with respect to
the initial position of the injection pulse such that when the two pulses collide, the test
electrons fill the entire region in which trapping may occur. After the collision, various
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FIGURE 1. Phase space plot showing cold fluid orbit fay/ngo = 1 (solid line)ng/ngo = 0.7 (dot-
dashed line), trapped and focused orbitrigfngy = 1 (dashed line)yy/ngo = 0.7 (dotted line), with laser
parameterstg = Ap andap = 1.3.

properties of the trapped electron bunch were monitored as a function of propagation
time, such as the mean energy, the energy spread, the root-mean square (RMS) bunch
length, and the trapping fraction. Here, the trapping fraction is defin&§ Ads where

Ny is the number of electrons in the bunch awgdhe total number of test electrons.

SIMULATION RESULTS

In the simulations, the center of the density down ramp was set to coincide with the
collision point of the injection and pump laser pulses. A quasi-1D configuration with
ri ~ Ap was chosen, such that most of the injected electrons, although in a defocusing
region of the accelerating wave, will only slowly depart transversely from their initial
on-axis location. A density down-ramp will then rephase those electrons onto a trapped
and focused orbit. This is shown in Fig. 1, where the cold fluid orbit and trapped and
focused orbit are both shown for an initial densitg and another density 30% smaller.
Note that the focusing region has been extended farther behind the pump pulse.

The simulations were carried out for normalized laser-plasma paransgtessl,
wo/wpo = 50, Lo = 9 po/8, wr/wpo = 50, L1 = Apo/2, Kpolt = 2mand iy = 30% .

Figure 2 shows the resulting electron beam parameters produced in a uniform plasma
[Fig. 2(a)] and using a 30% density down-ramp [Fig. 2(b)]. This shows a charge per
bunch enhancement by a factor ©f12 for the case whergg = 0.8 um andngg =

6.9 x 10*° cm~3 (i.e, A\po = 40 pm) was assumed.

For high bunch charge, beam-loading effects become important. This has been eval-
uated in Fig. 2, wherén/ng andE/Ey are, respectively, the density variation and nor-
malized electric field in the plasma from charge densiyng of the electron bunch
alone. For a uniform beam profilg(r,{) = n,©(rp — r)0(—{)O({ + o) of radiusry,
and lengtho,, whereO® is a step function, the amplitude of the perturbed density and the
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FIGURE 2. (Color) Bunch charg® in pC (right vertical axis, stars), normalized axial electric field
E,/Eo (left vertical axis, points), and normalized density perturbadinfng (left vertical axis, squares)
generated by the electron bunch alone vegsder (a) uniform plasma and (b) using a 30% density down-
ramp. Laser-plasma parametexg:= 0.8 ym,Apg =Lo=rg=40um,a0 =1,z =0, Lt = Apo, Tt = 30%

andct = 47 kpol ~ 300pum after injection point.

axial electric field of the bunch-induced wake are given by [6, 8, 9]

on/ng ~ kpozNp/No , (11)
EZ/EO ~ kpczFR<r)nb/n0 ) (12)

assumingkp0o; < 1, dn/ng < 1, andE;/Ep < 1, where the radial profile function
is Fr(r) = 1 — KprpK1(kprp)lo(kpr) for r < rp. Herelp and K; are modified Bessel
functions. For a narrow beardr? < 1 and along the axir(r = 0) ~ [0.308—
0.5In(Kprp)]K2r2

Figure 3 siz]ows the electron beam properties as a function of injection laser strength
a; for the same parameters as Fig. 2.a8Adncreases, trapping becomes more efficient,
with corresponding increases ifi, Ay/y, 02/Apo, @andry/Apo. The bunch emittance
is approximated as; = yoPo( (%) (xX%))"2 = ((x*)(uZ))/?, whereuo = yoBo =~ Yo is
the axial momentum of the electron bunch. The energy spfsey is on the order
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FIGURE 3. (Color) Trapped bunch parameters versusfor ag = 1, wp/wWpo = 50, Lo = 9 o/8,
w1/wpo =50,L1 =Apo/2, Kpolt = 211, Ty = 30% andct = 47 kgol after injection point. (a) Trapping fraction
fy (right vertical axis) and relative energy spreiyfy (left vertical axis). (b) Bunch lengttr, /Ao (left
vertical axis), RMS radius,/Apo (left vertical axis), and normalized transverse RMS emittange po
(right vertical axis).



of a percent, and the geometric emittance jis~ ((x2><x’2>)1/2 = 0.03 mm-mrad for

Apo =40um. The bunch energy is approximately 6.5 Me\tet 47 kgl ~ 300um after

the injection point. This will increase for longer acceleration lengths. It has also been
found that varyind_¢ over a range.s = Ao — 3Apo does not change the electron beam
parameters. This suggest the possibility of using density transition lergi¥ pm,
which is experimentally feasible with gas jets.

CONCLUSION

Plasma density down-ramps have been proposed as a method for improving electron
bunch quality in laser injection schemes. A decrease in density implies an increase in
plasma wavelength, which can shift a relativistic electron from the defocusing to the
focusing region of the accelerating wakefield. Also, a decrease in density leads to a
decrease in wake phase velocity, which can lower the trapping threshold. The specific
method of two-pulse CPI was examined using a 3D test patrticle tracking code. A density
down-ramp of 30% led to an order of magnitude enhancement of trapping fraction of
background plasma electrons. Furthermore, no degradation of overall bunch parameters
was observed compared to the uniform plasma case, even though the charge was an order
of magnitude greater.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy, Contract No. DE-AC-03-
76SF0098.

REFERENCES

For a review see, E. Esarey et al., IEEE Trans. Plasm#Se24 252 (1996).

S. Bulanov et al., Phys. Rev.3B, 5257 (1998).

D. Umstadter et al., Phys. Rev. Lét6, 2073 (1996).

R.G. Hemker et al., Phys. Rev. &/, 5920 (1998).

E. Esarey et al., Phys. Rev. Lét, 2682 (1997); C.B. Schroeder et al., Phys. Re¥9037 (1999).
G. Fubiani et al., Phys. Rev.1, 016402 (2004).

E. Esarey and W. P. Leemans, Phys. Ré&¥9FEL082 (1999).

R. Keinigs and M.E. Jones, Phys. FI@d 252 (1987).

T. Katsouleas et al., Part. AccgR, 81 (1987).

CoN~WNE





