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After the introduction of the ionization-injection scheme in Laser Wake Field Acceleration and
of related high-quality electron beam generation methods as two-color or the Resonant Multi Pulse
Ionization injection, the theory of thermal emittance by C. Schroeder et al. has been used to predict
the beam normalised emittance obtainable with those schemes. In this manuscript we recast and
extend such a theory, including both higher order terms in the polinomial laser field expansion
and non polinomial corrections due to the onset of saturation effects in a single cycle. Also, a
very accurate model for predicting the cycle-averaged 3D momentum distribution of the extracted
electrons, including saturation and multi-process events, is proposed and tested. We show that

our theory is very accurate for the selected processes of Kr8
+→10+

and Ar8
+→10+

, resulting in a
a maximum error below 1% even in deep saturation regime. This highly accurate prediction of
the beam phase-space can be implemented e.g. in laser-envelope Particle in Cell (PIC) or hybrid
PIC-fluid codes, to correctly mimic the cycle-averaged momentum distribution without the need of
resolving the intra-cycle dynamics. Finally, we introduce further spatial averaging with Gaussian
longitudinal and transverse laser profiles, obtaining expressions for the whole-beam emittance that
fits with Monte Carlo simulations in a saturated regime, too.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the past decades, many injection schemes of elec-
tron beams in the accelerating wakefield excited by laser
pulses [1–4] have been proposed and tested. Among
them, injection by background density variation [5–12],
collinear colliding pulses injection [13–15] and multi-pulse
ionization injection schemes as Two Color ionization in-
jection [16, 17] and Resonant Multi-Pulse Ionization in-
jection (ReMPI) [18–20] are very promising in terms of
transverse beam quality, being capable of generating elec-
tron beams with normalized emittances as low as tens-
of-nm, as shown by analytical results and numerical sim-
ulations.

Accuracy of numerical simulations of ionization in-
jection processes can be extremely challenging when
schemes providing good-quality beams are investigated,
as those required to accelerate electron bunches suitable
to drive X-ray Free Electron Laser for the EuPRAXIA
project [21] or similar projects based on high gradient
plasma accelerator [22]. This is because the longitudi-
nal grid spacing should be small enough to efficiently
resolve the extraction process, occurring in a tiny frac-
tion (usually ≈ 1/5) of the ionization pulse wavelength.
The use of reduced envelope models in conjunction with
analytical models to correctly mimic the newborn elec-
trons phase-space (e.g. QFluid [18, 23], INF&RNO [24],
ALaDyn [25, 26] and Smilei [27, 28]) can therefore be
advantageous when long and large grid-size simulations
are needed. In this respect, highly accurate analytical
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predictions of the rms transverse momentum, or even
more accurate models for the phase-space distribution
of the extracted electrons are needed. In a seminal pa-
per of 2014, C. Schroeder et al. [29] set for the first time
a comprehensive theory of ionization injection thermal
emittance with a single laser pulse. This theory is cur-
rently used in the codes cited above and constitutes the
state-of-the-art of the analytical results for single pulse
ionization injection schemes, to the authors’ knowledge.

In the following, we will suppose that the ionization
laser pulse of amplitude a0, with polarization axis x
and carrier wavelength λ0 is propagating along positive
z. Its amplitude is large enough to provide an electric
field above the ionization threshold for the tunnel field-
ionization process. Once electrons are extracted from the
ions, their dynamics follow the prescription for a generic
charged particle in an (almost) plane-wave laser pulse.
After averaging the momenta during the whole first laser
pulse oscillation, we obtain the initial cycle-average nor-
malised 3D momentum ~u = ~p/mec (see [28] and refer-
ences therein)

ūx = −a0,e sin(ξe) , ūy = 0 , ūz =
1

2
a2

0,e

[
sin2(ξe) +

1

2

]
,

(1)
where ξe is the ionization pulse phase at the extraction
time and a0,e is the local normalised pulse amplitude
at the extraction position. As the electrons slip-back
in the laser field, their quivering decreases, while the
longitudinal ponderomotive force gradually also reduces
the cycle-averaged longitudinal momentum ūz. Finally,
as the pulse completely overpasses the particle, the 3D
residual momentum

ux = ūx , uy = ūy , uz = ūz −
1

4
a2

0,e (2)
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can be evaluated by neglecting transverse ponderomo-
tive effects and pulse evolution during the slippage. It is
worth to note here that, while the (initial) cycle-averaged
momentum in Eq. 1 is used in e.g. envelope ionisation
models, the residual momenta of Eq. 2 can be employed,
in conjunction with the transverse residual position esti-
mate, to evaluate the minimum normalised emittance of
the extracted bunch, as in [29]. In this paper, the effect
of the plasma wakefield either for the particle trapping
(see [30] for a detailed study) or beam emittance growth
due to the (possible) presence of non linear transverse
forces are not taken into account.

Theory from C. Schroeder et al. [29] also shows that,
in the optimal conditions of unsaturated ionization, the
newborn electrons are extracted in tiny slabs centered at

the maxima of the electric field strength E = | ~E(~x, t)|.
For a given position, and after having defined the phase of
E = E0| cos(ξ)| so as ξ = 0 corresponds to a given max-
imum of E, the analytical theory shows that the local
particle extraction phase ξe shows a Gaussian distribu-
tion around ξe = nπ, with n integer, and variance σξ ' ∆
(note that in Ref. [29] the phase extraction variance is
named σψ), where

∆ =

(
3E0

2Ea

)1/2

·
(
UH
UI

)3/4

. (3)

Here E0 is the ionization pulse strength, Ea ' 0.51TV/m
is the atomic field strength, UH,I are the ionization po-
tentials of hydrogen and of the atomic selected level to
be ionized, respectively. Consequently, the rms residual
particle momentum σux =

√
〈(ux)2〉 along the ionization

pulse polarization is approximately a0∆. High-quality
electron bunches are obtained by minimizing the trans-
verse rms momentum and this is accomplished by a min-
imization of σξ, which should assume the lowest possible
value compatible with the possibility of extracting the
electrons from the selected atomic level of the dopant

atoms. As an example, N5+→6+

, Ar8+→9+

and Kr8+→9+

transitions are usually employed in ReMPI or Two-Color
schemes. The optimal values of ∆ ' σξ for those pro-
cesses are of about 0.29, 0.24 and 0.22, respectively (see
below).

The possibility of using very accurate predictors of the
rms normalised emittance along the polarisation axis
for either particles extracted in a single cycle or by the
whole laser pulse is of paramount importance for High-
Quality beam production studies. Moreover, as standard
requests refer to both high-charge and high-quality for
the beam, working points in a saturated or partially sat-
urated regime are often selected. Motivated by the needs
reported above, we recast the theory in [29] for the lo-
cal and global bunch parameters, so as to include all the
relevant terms of order ∆2, and to include additional ∆4

terms. In this work, we addressed the need of high ac-
curacy rms, predictors in the unsaturated regime, with
errors between analytical results and numerical simula-
tions below 1% (see Sects. IIIa and IVa). As high-charge

beams are needed, however, higher pulse amplitudes are
used so as to extract more charge, therefore exploring
partially or even fully saturate regimes. There, a grad-
ual increase of the global normalised emittance is found
by simulations, as already pointed out in [29]. Our ana-
lytical theory that includes global saturation effects con-
firms the emittance increase and very accurately fits the
simulation results (see Sec. IVb). Moving with increas-
ingly higher amplitudes, we explore the saturation limit
within a single laser cycle. The phase space of the elec-
trons extracted in a single-cycle saturated regime (see
Sect. IIIb) reveals fine structures that may help the un-
derstanding of either experiments [31, 32] or PIC simu-
lations [33] results when high intensity, very short pulses
are used. Our model for the phase-space reveals to be
extremely accurate in this regime, too (see Sect. IIIb)
and predicts a reduction of a transverse momentum once
the fully saturated regime is reached. Very large pulse
amplitudes, however, may lead to switch-on multiple ion-
isation stages. In this work we also propose an accurate
model for this double-ionisation process (see Sect. IIIc).

II. SETTING UP THE PULSE AMPLITUDE
FOR TUNNEL IONIZATION

In the following, the tunnel ionization process occur-
ring in a (single) laser field is considered. The instanta-
neous ionization rate can be described by the ADK for-
mula [34–37] expressed in terms of the electric field nor-

malised to the critical ADK field ρ0 ≡ 3E
2Ea

(
UH
UI

)3/2

=

a0/ac (here ac ' 0.107λ0

(
UI
UH

)3/2

), introduced in [18]:

dne
dt

= W · (n0,i − ne) ,

W = C (ρ0| cos ξ|)µ exp

(
− 1

ρ0| cos ξ|

)
(4)

where ne is the number of extracted particles and n0,i

is the initial number of available ions, C depends of the
atom species and ionization level (there are some different
versions for C e.g. Eq. 6 in [18]). The exponent µ in (4)
is defined as

µ = −2n∗ + |m|+ 1 , (5)

being n∗ = Z
√
UH/UI and m the effective principal

quantum number of the ion with final charge Ze and the
projection of the angular momentum, respectively. The
peak normalised amplitude ρ0 = a0/ac is related to the
∆ term in [29] as ρ0 = ∆2. The evaluation of the number
of extracted electrons and spatial averages of σux will be
strongly simplified by expressing the average ionization
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rate over a single ionization pulse cycle 〈W (ρ0)〉 as:

〈W 〉 ≡ 1

π

∫ π/2

−π/2
W (ρ0, ξ)dξ

' C
√

2

π

[
1− (µ+ 5/4)

2
ρ0

]
ρ
µ+1/2
0 e−1/ρ0 . (6)

The choice of the optimal value for the normalised
field amplitude ρ0 = ∆2 depends on several parame-
ters, including the number of extracted electrons, the fi-
nal needed beam quality, ion density, pulse peak electric
field and size. If a large number of electrons has to be
extracted, an optimal working point could be set so as
the laser pulse is close to its saturation limit, i.e. a large
fraction of the ions in the vicinity of the pulse axis are
ionized after the pulse passage. The solution of Eq. 4 for
a ionization depth L is ne(L) = ni,0(1− e−Γ̄(L)) with

Γ̄(L) =

∫ L

0

dz〈W 〉/c . (7)

Setting Γ̄ = 1 we get a ionization percentage of ≈ 60%,
therefore Γ̄(L) ≈ 1 can be used to define the threshold
of saturation effects. It is worth to define the local aver-
age spatial rate 〈W 〉/c as 〈W 〉/c ≡ k̄ADKρ

µ+1/2
0 e−1/ρ0 ,

where

k̄ADK =

√
2

π
C(|m|)/c . (8)

We are now able to find the normalised field bringing to
a (≈ 60%) saturation in a longitudinal length L. For the

selected processes of Kr8+→9+

(m = 0), Ar8+→9+

(m = 0),

and N5+→6+

(m = 0), the k̄ADK parameters evaluated
with Eq. 2 in [29] are 1.8 ·105µm−1, 1.4 ·105µm−1, 0.24 ·
105µm−1, respectively. For each ionization process and
saturation length L, normalised field ρ0 = a0/ac reaching
saturation can be obtained by numerical solution of the
equation

(k̄ADKL)ρ
µ+1/2
0 e−1/ρ0 = 1 . (9)

Graphical solutions of Eq. 9 for either tens-of-fs long
pulses or near single-cycle pulses can be found in Ap-
pendix.

III. ACCURATE RESIDUAL MOMENTUM
THEORY FOR A SINGLE CYCLE LASTING

IONIZATION

In this section we recast the theory for σux and improve
its accuracy by i) including a O(∆2) term not taken into
account in [29], ii) extending the theory up to O(∆4)
terms and, finally, iii) including (exponential) correction
terms due to the onset of saturation effects. We will start
with local properties of the emitted electrons by neglect-
ing saturation effects. Afterwards, we include the onset

of saturation contribution for σux . The new analytical re-
sults can therefore be included in envelope codes aiming
at an accurate statistical reconstruction of the ionization
process even at ionization pulse intensities close to the
single cycle saturation threshold (see below).

A. Local properties of the emitted electrons
without saturation effects

FIG. 1. Root mean square values of the local extraction
phases ξe and their sinus as a function of the laser ampli-

tude a0 (λ0 = 0.4µm) for the process Ar8
+→9+

. Blue curve
shows the analytical results for σξ,0 by Eq. 11, orange curve
represents the analytical results for σs,0 by Eq. 12. Results
from Monte-Carlo simulations (green diamonds and red cir-
cles, respectively) agree well with theory. The black dash-
dotted line refers to the bare (lowest order) estimation of
σξ,0 ' σs,0 ' ∆0 =

√
ρ0

We start considering the rms values of the extraction
phase ξ (σψ in [29]) and of sin ξ, with the aim of obtain-
ing an approximated result including O(∆4) (i.e. O(ρ2

0))
corrections for the latter, but neglecting ionization satu-
ration effects. Following [29], we consider a single half-
cycle of the ionization pulse Ex(ξ) = E0,x cos ξ, extract-
ing electrons with phases ξ = k0(z − ct) around the field
maximum at ξ = 0. Expressing the ionization rate W (ξ)
in terms of the extraction phase, we get

W (ξ) = W0 · (cos ξ)µ exp

[
1

ρ0
(

1

cos ξ
− 1)

]
'W0 exp

[
− ξ2

2ρ0

](
1− µ

2
ξ2 − 5

24ρ0
ξ4

)
'W0 exp

[
− ξ2

2σ2
ψ

(
1 +

5

12
ξ2

)]
(10)

where W0 ≡ W (ξ = 0) = kADK/k0ρ
µ
0e
−1/ρ0 is the

maximum rate for the given pulse strength, σ−2
ψ =

ρ−1
0 (1 + µρ0) is the same expression of Eq. 6 in [29].



4

The expansion of the exponential factor in Eq. 10 in
powers of ξ is justified by the fact that ρ0 = ∆2 � 1
in our regimes. Here, terms containing ξ4/ρ0 are re-
tained as they are O(∆2) and this is related to the dif-
ference of our results from the equivalent terms in [29]
(see below). From now on, we will use W (ξ) in the

form W0e
− ξ2

2ρ0

(
1− µ

2 ξ
2 − 5

24ρ0
ξ4
)

, which results to be

corrected up to O(ρ2
0).

It is now straightforward to evaluate the expectation
values of ξ2, obtaining (up to O(∆2))

σ2
ξ,0 ≡ 〈ξ2〉 = ρ0 (1− (µ+ 5/2)ρ0) , (11)

Our expression of 〈ξ2〉 differs from the result in [29] by
the presence of the additional (−5/2)ρ0 term.

The rms residual momentum ux = −a0 sin ξ is, how-
ever, directly related to the sinus of the extraction phase
ξ. Including all the correction terms up to ρ2

0 but neglect-
ing ponderomotive force and saturation contributions, we
get σ2

u,0 ≡ 〈u2
x〉 = a2

0σ
2
s,0, where

σ2
s,0 ≡ 〈sin2 ξ〉 = ρ0

(
1 + sI · ρ0 + sII · ρ2

0

)
, (12)

sI = −(µ+ 5/2 + 1) and sII = 1
8 (8µ2 + 68µ+ 131). Once

again, our expression up to the correction O(ρ0) differs
by the equivalent in [29] by the presence of the (−5/2)ρ0

term. Figure 1 shows the dependence of σξ,0 and σs,0 on
the pulse amplitude a0 for the local extraction of particles

by the process Ar8+→9+

and a pulse with wavelength
λ0 = 0.4µm. For both the central moments the theory
is able to reproduce the Monte Carlo simulations results
with large accuracy.

B. Local, single channel, ionisation process
including saturation effects

Local saturation effects may be important when they
occur within a single pulse cycle (see Fig. 12). In this
case, due to the monotonic reduction of the available ions
as the pulse proceeds crossing each field peak, an asym-
metry of the extraction average phase occurs, thus induc-
ing a deviation of the rms value for ux (see below) from
the unsaturated case and the occurrence of a nonzero
average momentum along the polarization axis. In this
subsection we explore the local ionisation process occur-

ring in a single channel, (e.g Ar8+→9+

), while multiple
ionisation processes activated by the very large electric
field will be discussed in the next subsection.

Going in deeper details with the rate equation 4, we
start expressing the integral

∫
(dne/dt)dt as

Γ(ξ) ≡ 1

k0,x

∫ ξ

−π/2
dxW (x)

=
kADK
k0,x

ρµ0

∫ ξ

−π/2
dx(cosx)µe−

1
ρ0 cos x

' νs(ρ0)G
(

ξ√
2ρ0

)
, (13)

where

G(x) ≡ 1

2
(1+E(x))+

ρ0

24
√
π
x(15+12µ+10x2)e−x

2

(14)

is the saturation shape function, E(x) is the error func-
tion, kADK = C(|m|)/c and ρ0 � 1 has been used in the
last manipulation. In Eq. 13 we have also introduced the
saturation parameter νs = Γ̄(λx/2) (see Eqs. 6 and 7):

νs ≡
√

2π
kADK
k0,x

[
1− (µ+ 5/4)

2
ρ0

]
ρ
µ+1/2
0 e−

1
ρ0 . (15)

FIG. 2. Cumulative ionisation fraction Γ(ξ) (see Eq. 13 eval-
uated numerically from the exact weight (red curve), from
theory (blue curve) and by theory without the ξ4/ρ0 term
(orange full-dashed line). The right axis shows the errors as-
sociated either with the theory (black curve) or with the lower

order theory without the non-gaussian e−5ξ4/(24ρ0) correction.

The saturation shape function G
(

ξ√
2ρ0

)
accurately de-

scribes the particles extraction as the phase proceeds
from −π/2 to ξ within a single half pulse cycle and

satisfies G
(
−π/2√

2ρ0

)
= 0, G

(
π/2√
2ρ0

)
= 1 provided that

ρ0 � 1. As it is apparent in Fig. 2, the full expres-

sion for G
(

ξ√
2ρ0

)
predicts the (numerically evaluated)

exact values for Γ(ξ) with errors O(ρ2
0), while the more

simple expression

G0(x) ≡ 1

2
(1 + E(x)) (16)

is also an accurate predictor, but with expected errors
O(ρ0).

Once the cumulative ionisation function Γ(ξ) has been
obtained, the newborn electron distribution function
equation, including saturation effects, can be evaluated
as

1

n0,i

dne
dξ

= − ∂

∂ξ
e−Γ(ξ) , (17)
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which can be accurately approximated as

1

n0,i

dne
dξ

= W0e
− ξ2

2ρ0

(
1− µ

2
ξ2 − 5

24ρ0
ξ4

)
e
−νsG

(
ξ√
2ρ0

)

(18)
if ρ0 � 1.

The statistical local weight of Eq. 18 is now employed
(instead of W for the unsaturated case) to catch the cy-
cle saturation effects on the extracted electrons phase-
space distribution. Being now the weight asymmetric on
any peak, the average extraction phase in any peak is no
more null. To start with, we immediately evaluate the
number of extracted electrons in the first half cycle as
ne/n0,i =

(
1− e−Γ(ξ=π/2)

)
' (1− e−νs). The statistical

distribution of the extraction phase can strongly deviate
from a Gaussian one once νs & 1, as the extraction phase
can be modeled with a probability P (ξ) v dn/dξ by us-
ing Eq. 18. To simplify the model, it is useful to work
with a randomly distributed variable x ∈ [−xmax, xmax]
with xmax = π/(

√
8ρ0) and probability

P (x) v

[
1− ρ0

(
µx2 +

5

6
x4

)]
e−x

2−νsG(x) , (19)

whose moments Ξ(n, ρ0) ≡ 〈xn〉 can be numerically eval-
uated as

Ξ(n, ρ0) =

∫ xmax
−xmax dxx

nP (x)∫ xmax
−xmax dxP (x)

. (20)

The estimate of the average extraction phase within the
peak 〈ξe〉single reads now:

〈ξe〉single ' ±
√

2ρ0 × Ξ(1, ρ0) (21)

where the sign of 〈ξe〉single depends of the phase of the
field peak. The second moment of the extraction phases
can be evaluated in a similar way, obtaining

〈ξ2
e〉single ' 2ρ0 × Ξ(2, ρ0) . (22)

The moments Ξ(n, ρ0) for n = 1 − 4, as a function of
the saturation parameter νs and the ionisation process

Ar8+→9+

with λ0 = 0.4µm are shown in Fig. 3. As a
final result, in the case of partial or full saturation, the
single peak distribution of the extraction phases around
the local field maximum follows a strongly non Gaussian
distribution of the shape as Eq. 19, with x = ξe/

√
2ρ0

and an ionisation fraction of (1 − e−νs). The resulting
first and second order moments of the extraction phases
follow Eqs. 21 and 22.

Once the extraction phases have been statistically de-
scribed, the resulting distribution of the residual trans-
verse momenta is finally obtained (once again after ne-
glecting ponderomotive force effects) by evaluating the
particle momenta as ue = −a0 sin(ξe). As the first peak
ionises a fraction of the (1− e−νs) available ions, the re-
maining e−νs(1− e−νs) are extracted by the second peak
of the cycle. There, as sin(ξe) changes its sign, a reversed

FIG. 3. Statistical moments Ξ(n, ρ0) for n = 1 − 4 and full
saturation correction S numerically evaluated as in Eqq. 20,
and 25, as a function of the saturation parameter νs for the

transition Ar8
+→9+

and λ0 = 0.4µm.

distribution of the momenta with respect to the first peak
is obtained.

It is interesting to note that a slight asymmetry and
therefore a visible deviation from a Gaussian distribu-
tion occurs even at pulse amplitudes corresponding to
(or close to) working points used in High-Quality beam
production simulations (see e.g. [19]). This is appar-

FIG. 4. Distribution of ue for the electrons extracted in a
single cycle from Argon 8+ → 9+ ions (a0 = 0.45, λ0 = 0.4
µm corresponding to νs = 0.252). The blue bars show the
distribution obtained by a Monte-Carlo simulation. Orange
and green bars refer to the distribution obtained in the first
and second peak, respectively, inferred by the model of Eq.
19.

ent in Fig. 4, where both the single peaks contribu-
tions from the model, as well as the full-cycle Monte
Carlo and PIC Smilei simulations are shown together
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with the inferred Gaussian distribution obtained by us-
ing the rms momentum as in Eq. 12. There, the frac-
tion 1 − e−νs ' 22.3% of the available ions are further
ionised by the first peak and e−νs(1 − e−νs) ' 17% are
extracted by the second peak. As a result, the model very
accurately describes the process as it matches both the
Monte Carlo and PIC simulations, while the standard
Gaussian distribution partially deviates from the other
distributions. Moving into the deep-saturation territory,

FIG. 5. Deep saturation distribution of ue for the electrons

extracted in a single cycle from Ar8
+→9+

processes (a0 = 0.6,
λ0 = 0.4µm corresponding to νs = 9.52). Orange bars refer
to the distribution obtained with the model of Eq. 19 (first
peak of the cycle where more than 99.99% of the available ions
have been ionised). The blue bars are perfectly superimposed
with the orange bars and show the distribution obtained by
a Monte-Carlo simulation. The green bars (not visible here
due to the very few particles extracted there) show the dis-
tribution of the electrons extracted by the second peak of the
cycle. The red line refers to the full-cycle electron distribu-
tion obtained by simulations without saturations effects, for
reference.

very large deviations from the standard Gaussian distri-
bution are observed. Figure 5 compares the momenta
distribution of the extracted electrons extracted in the
case of deep saturation (νs = 9.52� 1) for the Ar8+→9+

process (a0 = 0.6, λ0 = 0.4µm). After the half pulse
passage, about 99.998% of the ions have been ionised

The analytical estimation of the cycle averaged mean
and rms momentum ux including saturation effects pro-
ceeds by observing that the cycle averaged sinus of the ex-
traction phase can be evaluated averaging the contributes
of the two peaks as

〈ξe〉cycle '
√

2ρ0

[
Ξ(1, ρ0)− 1

3
ρ0Ξ(3, ρ0)

](
1− e−νs
1 + e−νs

)
(23)

where Eq. 21 has been used. As the second phase
moments of the two peaks in the cycle are exactly the
same, the cycle averaged 〈ξ2

e〉cycle can be evaluated di-
rectly from Eq. 22. As a result, the full cycle averaged

central momentum of the electron locally extracted by
a single ionisation process is evaluated as σux ≡< u2

x >
− < ux >

2= a2
0σ

2
s , where

σ2
s ' σ2

s,0 S(νs) (24)

and the overall saturation correction S(νs) is

S(νs) ≡ 2Ξ(2, ρ0)− 4

3
ρ0Ξ(4, ρ0) +

− 2

{[
Ξ(1, ρ0)− 1

3
ρ0Ξ(3, ρ0)

]
1− e−νs
1 + e−νs

}2

.(25)

The overall saturation correction slightly increases above
unity in the range 0 . νs . 1 (see the black line in
Fig. 3). In this range, both the peaks in each pulse
contribute in extracting particles with opposite average
momenta, thus inducing an increase of the rms full cy-
cle transverse momentum. In the deep saturation regime
(νs & 1) the second peak gives even more negligible con-
tribution while the single peak rms momenta decrease
due to the phase space cut induced by the strong satu-
ration, with the final result of generating an overall rms
momentum well below the one expected without satura-
tion effects on. The final results for the cycle averaged
first and second order moments of the residual momenta
in the case of the single process Ar8+→9+

are shown in
Fig. 6. As we clearly see in Fig. 6-b), if λ0 = 0.4µm the
maximum rms momentum is achieved with a0 ≈ 0.53.
We stress that those results are obtained by activating
the single ionisation channel described above.

C. Single-cycle, multiple channel ionisation
processes

In the single-cycle intermediate and deep saturation
regimes, the pulse electric field is usually large enough
to activate one (or more) ionisation channel(s) above the
starting, selected one. Referring to the usual Argon ex-
ample, when νs & 1 a two-channels process related to the

(l = 1, m = 0) Ar8+→9+

, Ar9+→10+

occurs, with the next

process Ar10+→11+

(m = 1) having a statistical weight
significantly lower than the others. The analysis reported
in the previous subsection can be applied on the single
channels, thus giving insight into the whole ionisation
process. To start with, we denote with the subscripts (0)
and (1) the base (selected) process and the subsequent

one, respectively, and with n
(0)
i n

(1)
i their initial available

ions.
The total number of extracted electrons in any peak

can be obtained by solving the rate equations for the
local available ions{

dn(0)

dξ = −n(0)ν
(0)
s G(0)

dn(1)

dξ = −n(1)ν
(1)
s G(1) + n(0)ν

(0)
s G(0)

(26)

whose solutions give the total number of extracted elec-
trons in any process and their distribution. As shown
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FIG. 6. Average and rms residual momentum for the channel
Argon8+ → 9+, single pulse cycle with λ0 = 0.4µm, as a
function of the pulse amplitude a0. a) Average momentum as
expected by theory (blue line), by Monte-Carlo simulations
(red circles), by using the model of Eq. 19 (blue triangles),
and by SmileiPIC simulations (green squares). The black
right axis refers to the ionisation fraction after one pulse cycle.
b) Root mean square of the residual momenta. The blue
line shows the analytical results which include the saturation
effects through the S(νs) function. The orange full-dashed
line shows the analytical results without saturation effects, for
reference. Red circles, blue triangles and green squares show
the results by Monte-Carlo, by the model and by SmileiPIC
simulations, respectively.

before, the number of electrons extracted in any peak by
the processes (0) and (1) are

N (0)
e = n

(0)
i (1− e−ν

(0)
s )

N (1)
e = n

(1)
i (1− e−ν

(1)
s ) +

+ n
(0)
i

(
1− e−ν

(0)
s − e−ν

(1)
s M01

)
, (27)

where the transfer function M01(ρ0; ξ) is defined as

M01(ρ0; ξ) ≡W (0)
0

∫ ξ

−π/2
dteν

(1)
s G

(1)(t)P (0)(t) (28)

FIG. 7. 3D distribution of the residual momentum for the (0)

and (1) channels Ar8
+→9+

and Ar9
+→10+

in the deep satura-
tion regime, single pulse cycle with a0 = 0.6 and λ0 = 0.4µm.
The blue bars and the black curve show the distribution of the
full process Ar8

+→10+

as inferred by a Monte Carlo simula-
tion and by SmileiPIC simulations, respectively. Orange and
green bars show the distribution obtained by the model for

the channels Ar8
+→9+

and Ar9
+→10+

, respectively. Panel a)
depicts the residual transverse momentum distribution along
the polarisation axis x, while in panel b) the longitudinal
residual momentum uz is shown. Since ponderomotive forces
are not taken into account, the residual momentum along y
is zero (not shown here). As it is clear from the sum of the
(0, 1) channels (red line), the model is capable to well repro-
duce the single-cycle momenta distribution even in a multi-
channel regime.

Equations 27 very accurately predict the number of ex-
tracted electrons in any channel in a a single pulse peak,
being the maximum discrepancy between the inferred
number of extracted electrons and Monte Carlo simu-
lations outcomes below 1% ≈ ρ2

0 (see Fig. 8)

The distribution of the extracted electrons in the chan-
nel (0) follows the already discussed prescriptions from
Eq. 19. The distribution from process (1) takes origin
both from the ions initially available at level (1) and those
that are freed while the phase proceeds within the peak.
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FIG. 8. Ionisation fraction in the channels (0) and (1) as

a function of the pulse amplitude for the case Ar8
+→10+

,
λ0 = 0.4µm. The red lines refer to the predictions from
Eq. 27, while the blue points are obtained by Monte Carlo
simulations. Predictions with errors O(ρ20) < 1% are obtained
in this way.

As the exact expression of the distribution

dn
(1)
e

dξ
= W

(1)
0 P (1)

[
n

(1)
i + n

(0)
i M01(ρ0; ξ)

]
(29)

contains the transfer function M01(ρ0; ξ) that would
be evaluated numerically for any ξ, we just evaluate
M01(ρ0;π/2) so as to accurately infer the number of
extracted electrons, whose distribution is modelled by
making the approximation∫ ξ

−π/2
dteν

(1)
s G

(1)(t)P (0)(t) ' eν
(1)
s G

(1)(ξ)
(

1− eν
(0)
s G

(0)(ξ)
)
.

(30)
The approximation is accurate because not negligible val-

ues for ν
(1)
s are necessary linked to a saturated regime of

the base level, which realises quasi-flat injection of avail-
able ions of the second level.

The two-levels model for the whole process occurring
in a single peak, including the estimates of the extracted
particles via Eq. 27 and extraction phase distributions
following the base level distribution Eq. 19 and 29, can
be combined so as to get the whole (0) + (1) process

(e.g. Ar8+→10+

) in a full pulse cycle. Figure 9 shows the
full-cycle scan of the average and rms momentum for

the two-levels process Ar8+→10+

with λ0 = 0.4µm, as
a function of pulse amplitude a0. The model prediction
(blue diamonds) agree with Monte Carlo simulations (red
circles) and PIC simulations (green squares) for both the
average momentum (box a) and for the rms momentum
(box b). The black line from the right axis in a) shows
the fraction of the second ionisation process (1) over the
whole set of particles extracted in the cycle, showing that
the model maintains its accuracy also in the case of the

FIG. 9. Single cycle, two-levels ionisation scan for the

Ar8
+→10+

process with λ0 = 0.4µm. Red circles, blue di-
amonds and green square refer to Monte Carlo simulations,
model predictions and PIC simulations, respectively. a) Av-
erage momentum from the two-levels simulations and the
model, as well as the average momentum as predicted by the

single base level Ar8
+→9+, for reference (blue line). The ver-

tical axis on the right shows the fraction of level (1) over the
the whole (0) + (1) particles extracted in the cycle. b) rms
momentum from the two-levels simulations and the model.
The blue line shows predictions by the theory of the base
level without saturation effects on.

second ionisation deep saturation. The model can be
easily extended in order to include relevant contribution
of further ionisation processes.

In Fig. 9-a), a blue line representing the average

momentum as predicted by the single Ar8+→9+

process
shows that the second ionisation step induces a sensible
reduction of the average momentum as a large ionisation
of the (0) level in the first first peak causes an increase of
the number of particles extracted in level (1) during the
second peak, where sin(ξe) has an opposite sign. Further-
more, in Fig. 9-b) we can also note that the additional
(1) level rules out the momentum drop off induced by
saturation in the single (0) process. As a matter of fact,
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both the model and the simulations outcomes fit surpris-
ingly well with predictions by the theory of unsaturated
ionisation by the single (0) process (see also the blue line
in b), representing results from Eq. 12.

IV. WHOLE BUNCH EMITTANCE THEORY

As the cycle pulse amplitude depends on both the lon-
gitudinal and transverse coordinate, we make the sub-
stitution a0 → f(~x)a0, being f the laser pulse envelope
shape. As a result, for any position ~x the statistical av-
erage weight of the extracted electrons Eq. 6, as well as
their rms transverse momentum, depend on ~x trough f .
We move on by firstly neglecting saturation effects (see
Fig. 12) and ponderomotive force effects.

A. Theory with negligible saturation effects

The description of the spatial dependence of σux . and
subsequent evaluation of the whole beam emittance, can
be simplified by introducing the generating functional of
the spatial moments:

G(m,n) ≡ 〈e−mr
2−n(z−ct)2

〉

=

∫
d3xe−mr

2−n(z−ct)2

dne/dt(~x)∫
d3xdne/dt(~x)

, (31)

where dne/cdt = 〈W 〉 has been used in absence of sat-
uration effects (see Eq. 6) and ρ = ρ0f includes the
pulse envelope f effects. If the pulse envelope gas a bi-
gaussian shape f(r, z−ct) = exp(−r2/w2

0−(z−ct)2/L2),

the transverse functional G(k, 0) = 〈e
−k r2

w2
0 〉 is evaluated

without further approximations by means of integrals of
the form

I(k, ρ0) ≡
∫ ∞

0

dx2e

[
−(µ+ 1

2 +k)x− 1
ρ0

(ex
2
−1)

]

= e−(µ+ 1
2 +k)+ 1

ρ0 Γup
[
−(µ+

1

2
+ k);

1

ρ0

]
(32)

being Γup(s, x) the upper incomplete Euler function
Γup(s, x) =

∫∞
x
dte−tts−1. As a result, we get:

G(k, 0) ≡ 〈e−kr
2/w2

0 〉

=
I(k, ρ0)− (µ2 + 5

8 )ρ0I(k + 1, ρ0)

I(0, ρ0)− (µ2 + 5
8 )ρ0I(1, ρ0)

' 1− kρ0 + k(µ+
5

2
)ρ2

0 +O(ρ0)3 (33)

We stress that, depending upon the needed accuracy, it
is possible to use either the expression containing the
Euler incomplete Gamma functions or its (less accurate)
polinomial expansion.

The longitudinal counterpart of Eq. 33, i.e. G(0, k) ≡
〈e−k(z−ct)2/L2〉, can be evaluate in a similar way. We

observe, however, that for any k ∈ < we get

〈e−kx
2/w2

0 〉 = 〈e−ky
2/w2

0 〉 = 〈e−k(z−ct)2/L2

〉 (34)

which brings to

G(0, k) =
√
G(k, 0)

' 1− 1

2
kρ0 +

1

2
k

[
(µ+

1

2
) +

3

4
k

]
ρ2

0 . (35)

The full average generator is finally evaluated as

G(k, k) ≡ 〈e−k(r/w0)2−k(z−ct)2/L〉 = (G(k, 0))
3/2

' 1− 3

2
kρ0 +

3

2
k

[
(µ+

1

2
) +

5

4
k

]
ρ2

0 . (36)

The first usage of G(k, k) is for the evaluation of the whole
bunch rms value of the residual momentum ux. This
can be performed by observing that 〈ρk〉 = ρk0G(k, k),
obtaining

〈σ2
u〉 ≡

∫
d3xσ2

ux × dne/dt(~x)∫
d3xdne/dt(~x)

= a2
cρ

3
0

[
G(3, 3) + sIρ0G(4, 4) + sIIρ

2
0G(5, 5)

]
.(37)

We stress here that G(k, k) can be evaluated without
further approximations by using the incomplete Euler
Gamma functions in Eq. 32. A faster evaluation of 〈σ2

ux〉,
however, can be obtained by Taylor expanding Eq. 37
with corrections up to O(ρ2

0), obtaining

σ2
ux,bunch,0 ≡ 〈σ

2
u〉bunch ' a2

0ρ0 ×

×
[
1− (µ+ 8)ρ0 + (µ2 + 19µ+

131

2
)ρ2

0

]
.(38)

The difference with the equivalent result in [29] (see Eq.
14) is, as in the local analysis, twofold: our ∆2 = ρ0 cor-
rection term differs from the equivalent one in [29] and we
included a ∆4 = ρ2

0 contribution. The ρ2 term in Eq. 38
is not a tiny contribution, as the prefactor (µ2+19µ+ 131

2 )
(≈ 15 for the krypton, ≈ 30 for the argon and ≈ 50 for
the nitrogen) is usually large. In Fig. 10 the analyti-
cal results of Eq. 38 (dashed lines) are compared with
simulations which exclude either saturation of the ioniza-
tion process and ponderomotive force effects in the sub-
sequent electron dynamics inside the laser field. In this
case, errors below 1% are expected when evaluating the
full bunch rms momentum along the laser polarisation
axis.

The functional generator of the moments G(m,n) can
be employed, of course, to evaluate the rms values of the
transverse and longitudinal bunch size, too. This can
be accomplished by observing that, for any slice at fixed
z − ct, the rms extraction radius can be evaluated as

〈r2〉 = −∂mG(m, 0)m=0 . (39)

The gradient ∂mG(m, 0) can be obtained either in an ex-
act form by using the complete version of I(k, ρ0) as in
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FIG. 10. Whole bunch rms momentum as a function of the
normalised field strength ρ0 = a0/ac for a process without
saturation and ponderomotive force effects. Diamond and
circle points represent simulation results for krypton and ar-
gon, respectively. The orange and blue lines show, for the
same processes, the analytical results from Eq. 38. In the
right axis, the relative errors committed by the analytical for-
mulae are shown as black points (squares for krypton and
triangles for argon). In both cases, a relative error below 1%
is expected.

Eq. 32, or by referring to its polinomial expansion in
ρ0 � 1. In the last case, we get (for a fixed slice z − ct):

〈r2〉 ' w2
0ρ0

[
1− (µ+

5

2
)ρ0

]
(40)

A further average over the longitudinal z − ct slices will
give us the whole bunch rms transverse size

σ2
x,bunch,0 ≡ 〈x2〉bunch '

1

2
w2

0ρ0 ×

×
[
1− (µ+ 3)ρ0 +

1

2
(3µ+

33

4
)ρ2

0

]
. (41)

As a final result, as 〈xux〉 = 0, the whole beam nor-
malised emittance squared along the polarisation axis
(excluding saturation and ponderomotive effects) reads

ε2n,x ≡ 〈x2〉beam〈u2
x〉beam − (〈xux〉beam)

2

=
1

2
(a0 w0 ρ0)

2 En(ρ0, µ0) , (42)

where the universal emittance correction term En(ρ0, µ)
can be evaluated retaining O(ρ2) terms as

En(ρ0, µ) ' 1− (µ+ 11)ρ0 +

(
2µ2 +

63

2
µ+

749

8

)
ρ2

0 .

(43)
Equations 42 and 43 correctly describe the whole beam
emittance in the case of negligible saturation, as it is
apparent in Fig. 11-c), where the orange line matches

with simulations relative to low values of ρ0. Further-
more, we also note that the model fits (with unsaturated
working points) with simulations including ponderomo-
tive force effects, as those effects don’t increase the beam
emittance (at least at the leading order) [29].

B. Whole bunch quality including saturation
effects

FIG. 11. Bunch averaged normalised emittance obtained
with a thin slice of ionisable atoms (either krypton or ar-
gon) with a scan on the normalised field strength ρ0 = a0/ac.
The pulse wavelength, waist and durations are 0.4µm, 5µm
and 10fs, respectively. The emittance is further normalised
by the pulse waist w0 and amplitude a0, i.e. εn/(w0a0) =√
〈u2〉〈x2〉 − (〈ux〉)2/(w0a0) = ρ0

√
En. Here black points

represent simulation results of simulations including pon-
deromotive force effects, while red points refer to simulations
withoutv ponderomotive force effects on. Diamond and circle
points represent simulation results for krypton and argon, re-
spectively, which include saturation effects during ionization
but exclude the ponderomotive force contribution in the sub-
sequent particles evolution. The dashed lines show, for the
same processes, the analytical results with excludes satura-
tion effects. Thick lines show the analytical results with a full
description of the ionization process.

The onset of ionization saturation during the whole
pulse passage usually occurs at pulse amplitudes close to
those selected as working points, i.e. lower than those
necessary to get saturation effects within a single pulse
peak. A first effect is the reduction of the number of
particles extracted in the vicinity of the pulse axis, thus
enhancing the statistical weight of the regions with r w
∆0w0 and therefore increasing the final 〈r2〉bunch. As
a result, the rms residual momentum is slightly smaller
than that expected without saturation effects on. We will
see however that, as anticipated in [29] the final effect is
that of a whole-bunch emittance increase, being the final
result dominated by the increase of the bunch radius,
indeed.
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The integrated ionisation weight Γ̄(r, z − ct) can be
evaluated as (ρ0 � 1)

Γ̄(r, z − ct) =

∫ z−ct

−∞
〈W (r, ζ)/c〉dζ

' ν̄se
− r2

ρ0w
2
r × 1

2

[
1 + E

(
z − ct
√
ρ

0
wz

)]
(44)

where

ν̄s =
√

2(kADKwz)ρ
µ+1
0 e−1/ρ0 . (45)

We can now use e−Γ̄(r,z−ct)〈W 〉(r, z−t) as a weight to ob-
tain rms quantities. Starting with the rms beam radius
〈r2〉sat we get at the lowest order in ρ0:

〈r2〉sat =

∫∞
−∞ dz

∫∞
0
dr2r2〈W 〉e−Γ̄∫∞

−∞ dz
∫∞

0
dr2〈W 〉e−Γ̄

=

∫∞
0
dr2r2

(
1− e−ν̄se−r

2/w2
r

)
∫∞

0
dr2

(
1− e−ν̄se−r

2/w2
r

)
≈ w2

0ρ0

(
1 +

1

8
ν̄s −

5

864
ν̄2
s +O(ν̄3

s )

)
(46)

where the last expression holds for ν̄s � 1.
The evaluation of the rms momentum including sat-

uration effects proceeds by generalising the generating
functional of the moments G(m,n) (Eq. 31) so as to in-
clude the progressive decrease of the available ions as the
the comoving coordinate z− ct proceeds towards the tail
of the pulse. Once again, we will get only the lowest
order corrections in ρ0 and ν̄s, obtaining for the special
case of interest

G(3, 3)sat '
∫∫

dx2 dζe−3(1+ 1
ρ0

)(x2+ζ2)− ν̄s2 e
−x2

(1+E(ζ))∫∫
dx2 dζe−

3
ρ0

(x2+ζ2)− ν̄s2 e−x
2 (1+E(ζ))

'
(

1− 9

2
ρ0

)(
1− 3

8
ρ0ν̄s

)
, (47)

where in the last manipulation we retained the lowest or-

der in ν̄s and used
∫∞
−∞ dxE(x)e−ax

2

= 0 for a > 0. By

inspection of Eqq. 36 and 37, we note that 〈r2〉sat and
G(3, 3)sat contain corrections to their leading terms in
ρ0. Collecting the saturation corrections into the whole
bunch normalised emittance, which now contains the
leading order correction terms due to saturation effects,
we get

ε2n,x '
1

2
(a0 w0 ρ0)

2 En,sat(ρ0, µ0) , (48)

where the emittance correction term En,sat(ρ0, µ) includ-
ing saturation effects with ν̄s � 1 is

En,sat '
(

1 +
ν̄s
8
− 5

864
ν̄2
s

)
×

×
[
1− (µ+ 11 +

3

8
ν̄s)ρ0+

+

(
2µ2 +

63

2
µ+

749

8
+

3

8
(µ+ 11)ν̄s

)
ρ2

0

]
.(49)

Although the results from Eq. 49 are strictly valid for
ν̄s � 1, they look very accurate also for ν̄s . 2.5, where
a fraction of 1−e−ν̄s ' 90% of the ions lying on the pulse
axis will be further ionised (see Fig. 11). Inspection of
the saturation corrections with larger saturation param-
eters could be operated either by using results from Eq.
32 or by using numerical integration of Eq. 46.

V. SUMMARY

We reported on a comprehensive analysis of the 3D
phase-space of the particles extracted via tunnelling ion-
isation by a single, linearly polarised, Gaussian laser
pulse. Results concerning a single-cycle averaging,
showed that the model distribution of Eq. 19 very ac-
curately described the distribution of the momenta for a

single ionisation process (e.g. Kr8+→9+

). We firstly re-
ported an estimate of the rms residual momentum for the
electrons extracted in a single pulse cycle. Such an esti-
mate, valid in the limit of unsaturated ionisation, had ac-
curacy O(ρ2

0), i.e. O(∆4) using notation of [29], is linked
to the presence of non-Gaussian terms in the extraction
phase ξe distribution (see the last raw in Eq. 10). As
the pulse amplitude increases approaching the saturation
limit, the analysis of such a momenta distribution reveals
the appearance of non-null average momentum along the
single pulse peaks and a decrease of the cycle rms mo-
mentum in the saturation regime. The extension of the

model up two ionisation processes (e.g. Kr8+→10+

, see
also Eq. 26 and subsequent equations in the subsection),
together with Eq. 1 gives us the possibility to predict
with unprecedented accuracy the whole ionisation pro-
cess occurring in a single pulse cycle. This offers either a
new perspective to analyse and prepare experiments with
few-cycle pulses or a very accurate basis to simulate the
cycle-averaged phase space of the extracted particles in
fast codes using the envelope approximation.

As a second outcome, we obtained a very accurate
estimate of the whole bunch emittance, i.e. the nor-
malised emittance along the polarisation axis of the elec-
tron bunch just after the pulse passage (see Eqs. 42 and
43 for the unsaturated case and Eqs. 48 and 49 for the
saturated case). Our results for the whole bunch con-
firmed the emittance increase in the saturation regime as
firstly reported in [29], improving the results shown there
by giving analytical estimates of the rms transverse size
increase and rms momentum slight decrease due to sat-
uration effects.

The accuracy of the results reported in the manuscript
has been checked either via full-PIC simulations or with
ad-hoc Monte Carlo codes, showing a remarkable high
accuracy (with errors below 1%) of the analytical out-
comes in the fully-saturated regimes explored in the text.
Our results, however, do not include the effect of the
plasma wakefield where the extracted particles would be
trapped. Also, transverse ponderomotive effects have not
been taken into account in the analytical results concern-
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ing the transverse momentum and position separately,
though their combination through the normalised emit-
tance is not affected by the (leading term) radially linear
ponderomotive force, as confirmed by our simulations.
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APPENDIX

A. Optimal working point for the ionisation
process

FIG. 12. Scale-length in µm for ionization saturation as a
function of the normalised field strength ρ0 = a0/ac and for

the Kr8
+→9+

, (m = 0) (green line), Ar8
+→9+

, (m = 0) (or-

ange line) and N5+→6+

, (m = 0) (light blue line) processes.
The horizontal lines show the saturation point in a single cy-
cle, while the black lines are related to long pulses of length
cT . The red markers show the working points bringing to
saturation with pulses having longitudinal size of about 5µm.

In the special case of a single or few cycle pulse
(see [32, 38] for recent applications to the ionization
injection [39]), a key parameter is the normalised field
strength bringing to saturation into a single pulse cy-
cle. In this case L ≈ λ0. However, in the usual
case of a long laser pulse (cT � λ0), following Eq. 5
in [29], we expect a longitudinal ionization length of

L ' ∆cT = ρ
1/2
0 cT . We can visualize solutions of Eq. 9

by means of Fig. 12, where the ionization scale-lengths

K(ρ0) = [k̄ADKρ
µ+1/2
0 e−1/ρ0 ]−1 and ionization lengths

L(ρ0) are shown as a function of the normalised field
strength ρ0.

For each process, the working point is found as the
intersection of the K and L curves in Fig. 12. There we
show the working points realising saturation in a single
wavelength for the cases λ0 = 0.2 − 0.8 µm (horizontal
lines) or saturation for a long pulse having length in the
range 5−15 µm (black lines). Finally, the red marks show
the selected working points for pulses of length of about
cT = 5 µm. Inspection of Fig. 12 shows that the interval
of normalised field strengths of interest is very tiny. For
krypton, the value of ρ0 = 0.052 is enough to fully ionise
the available ions within a single cycle with λ0 = 0.2 µm.
For a very long pulse with cT = 15 µm, however, ions are
close to saturation with ρ0 = 0.045. Similarly, the field
amplitudes range for argon and nitrogen are 0.055−0.065
and 0.078− 0.102, respectively.

Set-up for the PIC simulations of single-cycle
ionization

We report here the set-up of the PIC simulations with
the code Smilei [27, 40] used to obtain Figs. 6, 7 . For
these simulations the azimuthal decomposition technique
in cylindrical geometry has been used, with 2 azimuthal
modes [41–43]. The longitudinal and radial resolutions
are ∆z = 0.003125 µm and ∆r = 0.1 µm respectively,
the integration timestep ∆t = 0.99 ∆z/c. A laser pulse
with Gaussian envelope and temporal profile propagating
in the z direction is initialized in the simulation domain
using the electromagnetic fields expressions in [44], mul-
tiplied by the appropriate gaussian temporal envelope.
The laser pulse, with carrier wavelength λ0 = 0.4 µm
and polarized in the x direction, has a waist w0 = 10
µm and FWHM duration in intensity TFWHM,d = 10 fs,
with a0 taking the values for the respective simulations
shown in the mentioned Figures. The cylindrical plasma
target, composed of already ionized Ar8+ and the neu-
tralizing electrons obtained through ionization of the first
8 levels, has uniform atomic density of 1020 cm−3, length
Ltarget = 6∆z and radius Rtarget = 8∆r. Each species
(ions and neutralizing electrons) of the target is sampled
with nz ·nr ·nθ = 256 macro-particles per cell, distributed
regularly with [nz = 4, nr = 4, nθ = 16] particles along
the z,r directions and in the 2π azimuthal angle respec-
tively. The laser pulse is initialized with CEP phase π/2,
i.e. with a zero-value of the transverse electric field in
the center of the laser pulse. At t = 0, the pulse peak is
positioned at the center of the target, to reproduce the
underlying assumptions of the derivations. The ioniza-
tion procedure implemented in the code uses the ADK
ionization rate formula as reported in [29]. The residual
parameters of the electrons obtained through ionization
are computed after the laser pulse has left the target.
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Monte Carlo simulation

Monte Carlo simulations used the rate equations Eqs.4
to extract particles, where the local normalised field
strength ρ = ρ0f included pulse envelope effects through
a Gaussian profile f(r, z − ct) = exp(−r2/w2

0 − (z −
ct)2/L2). As the particles have been extracted, the phase
extraction ξe was collected and the residual momentum
ux = −(a0f) sin(ξe) determined along with the extrac-
tion transverse position x. The evaluation of the resid-
ual momentum along the polarisation axis and the par-

ticle transverse position doesn’t take into account the
transverse ponderomotive force and we referred in the
text those simulations as ”without ponderomotive force
effects”. A Monte-Carlo including the full electron dy-
namics after particle extraction, i.e. including pondero-
motive force effects has also been used. In both the
cases, very large temporal resolution has been employed
(c∆t = λ0/150) so as to accurately describe both the ion-
isation process and, in the second case, the subsequent
particle quivering.
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and P. Martin. Field ionization model implemented in
particle in cell code and applied to laser-accelerated car-
bon ions. Physics of Plasmas, 18(3):033107, 2011. doi:
10.1063/1.3559494. URL https://doi.org/10.1063/1.

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.125001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.125001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.125001
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.125001
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nima.2018.01.008
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016890021830010X
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S016890021830010X
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5000696
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5000696
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5000696
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.5000696
https://doi.org/10.1088/0741-3335/58/3/034001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0741-3335/58/3/034001
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F0741-3335%2F58%2F3%2F034001
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F0741-3335%2F58%2F3%2F034001
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3520323
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3520323
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.3520323
https://aip.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.1063/1.3520323
https://doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2008.927143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2008.927143
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/TPS.2008.927143
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2019.04.007
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465519301195
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465519301195
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.09.024
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.09.024
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465517303314
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465517303314
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.102.033204
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.102.033204
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.102.033204
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.102.033204
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6587/aae047
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6587/aae047
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1361-6587%2Faae047
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1361-6587%2Faae047
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.938695
https://doi.org/10.1117/12.938695
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.013409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.013409
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.013409
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.64.013409
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3559494
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3559494
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3559494


15

3559494.
[38] A F Lifschitz and V Malka. Optical phase effects in elec-

tron wakefield acceleration using few-cycle laser pulses.
New Journal of Physics, 14(5):053045, may 2012. doi:
10.1088/1367-2630/14/5/053045. URL https://doi.

org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2F14%2F5%2F053045.
[39] Arthur Pak, KA Marsh, SF Martins, W Lu, WB Mori,

and C Joshi. Injection and trapping of tunnel-ionized
electrons into laser-produced wakes. Physical Review
Letters, 104(2):025003, 2010.

[40] A. Beck, J. Derouillat, M. Lobet, A. Farjallah, F. Mas-
simo, I. Zemzemi, F. Perez, T. Vinci, and M. Grech.
Adaptive simd optimizations in particle-in-cell codes
with fine-grain particle sorting. Computer Physics
Communications, 244:246 – 263, 2019. ISSN 0010-4655.
doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2019.05.001. URL
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/

pii/S0010465519301481.
[41] A. Lifschitz, X. Davoine, E. Lefebvre, J. Faure,

C. Rechatin, and V. Malka. Particle-in-Cell modelling
of laser–plasma interaction using Fourier decomposition.

Journal of Computational Physics, 228(5):1803–1814,
November 2008. doi:10.1016/j.jcp.2008.11.017. URL
https://hal-polytechnique.archives-ouvertes.fr/

hal-00576913.
[42] I. Zemzemi, F. Massimo, and A. Beck. Azimuthal de-

composition study of a realistic laser profile for efficient
modeling of laser WakeField acceleration. Journal of
Physics: Conference Series, 1596:012054, jul 2020. doi:
10.1088/1742-6596/1596/1/012054. URL https://doi.

org/10.1088/1742-6596/1596/1/012054.
[43] Imene Zemzemi. High-performance computing and

numerical simulation for laser wakefield acceleration
with realistic laser profiles. Theses, Institut Polytech-
nique de Paris, December 2020. URL https://tel.

archives-ouvertes.fr/tel-03155101.
[44] Brice Quesnel and Patrick Mora. Theory and simula-

tion of the interaction of ultraintense laser pulses with
electrons in vacuum. Phys. Rev. E, 58:3719–3732, Sep
1998. doi:10.1103/PhysRevE.58.3719. URL https://

link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.58.3719.

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3559494
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/5/053045
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/14/5/053045
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2F14%2F5%2F053045
https://doi.org/10.1088%2F1367-2630%2F14%2F5%2F053045
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2019.05.001
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465519301481
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465519301481
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcp.2008.11.017
https://hal-polytechnique.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-00576913
https://hal-polytechnique.archives-ouvertes.fr/hal-00576913
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1596/1/012054
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1596/1/012054
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1596/1/012054
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1596/1/012054
https://tel.archives-ouvertes.fr/tel-03155101
https://tel.archives-ouvertes.fr/tel-03155101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.58.3719
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.58.3719
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.58.3719

	Accurate electron beam phase-space theory for ionisation injection schemes driven by laser pulses
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Setting up the pulse amplitude for tunnel ionization
	III Accurate residual momentum theory for a single cycle lasting ionization
	A Local properties of the emitted electrons without saturation effects
	B Local, single channel, ionisation process including saturation effects
	C Single-cycle, multiple channel ionisation processes

	IV Whole bunch emittance theory
	A Theory with negligible saturation effects
	B Whole bunch quality including saturation effects

	V Summary
	 Acknowledgments
	 Appendix
	A Optimal working point for the ionisation process
	 Set-up for the PIC simulations of single-cycle ionization
	 Monte Carlo simulation

	 References


