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Motivated by experiments employing ps-long, kilojoule laser pulses, we examined x-ray emission in a finite-
length underdense plasma irradiated by such a pulse using two dimensional particle-in-cell simulations. We
found that, in addition to the expected forward emission, the plasma also efficiently emits in the backward
direction. Our simulations reveal that the backward emission occurs when the laser exits the plasma. The
longitudinal plasma electric field generated by the laser at the density down-ramp turns around some of the
laser-accelerated electrons and re-accelerates them in the backward direction. As the electrons collide with the
laser, they emit hard x-rays. The energy conversion efficiency is comparable to that for the forward emission,
but the effective source size is smaller. We show that the ps laser duration is required for achieving a spatial
overlap between the laser and the backward energetic electrons. At peak laser intensity of 1.4× 1020 W/cm2,
backward emitted photons (energies above 100 keV and 10◦ divergence angle) account for 2 × 10−5 of the
incident laser energy. This conversion efficiency is three times higher than that for similarly selected forward
emitted photons. The source size of the backward photons (5 µm) is three times smaller than the source size
of the forward photons.

I. INTRODUCTION

The proliferation of ultrahigh-intensity, short-pulse
laser systems based on chirped-pulse amplification1 has
stimulated considerable interest in a wide range of laser-
based applications. These include compact broadband
all-optical sources of hard x-rays and gamma-rays that
employ laser-irradiated plasmas2–14. Hereafter, we re-
fer to them simply as laser-driven x-ray sources. These
sources can be used for various diagnostics like x-
ray absorption spectroscopy15,16 and x-ray phase imag-
ing6,17–21.
There is a great interest in using laser-driven x-

ray sources to diagnose high-energy-density experi-
ments18–20. These experiments are often performed at
large laser facilities, which means that the laser beam
needed for the x-ray source might be available by default
or with minor modifications to the setup. This is an
important advantage, but using an existing laser system
for the development of a laser-driven x-ray source intro-
duces a constraint. One must work with the available
laser parameters, such as laser pulse duration and laser
peak intensity, that define the key physics that we further
discuss in Section II. In this context, PW-class, kJ-level,
ps-long lasers represent an important category because
they are available at multiple user facilities worldwide.
Examples include OMEGA EP22 at LLE (USA), ARC23

at NIF (USA), PETAL24 at LMJ (France), and SG-II
UP25 at NLHPLP (China).

a)aarefiev@ucsd.edu

This paper focuses on an unexpected feature of hard
x-ray emission from an underdense plasma driven by a ps
duration laser pulse with a peak intensity ≳ 1020 W/cm2.
Using fully kinetic two-dimensional (2D) particle-in-cell
(PIC) simulations, we found that a finite-length plasma
efficiently emits backward directed x-rays in addition to
conventional forward-directed x-rays. We anticipate our
results to be particularly informative to those researchers
who are working on developing laser-driven x-ray sources
using OMEGA EP22 or SG-II UP25 lasers.

We found that the backward emissions is associated
with the laser exiting the plasma along a density down-
ramp – an aspect often omitted from computational re-
search. As the laser travels along the density down-
ramp, it creates large-scale charge separation. This is
because a high-intensity laser tends to push plasma elec-
trons forward. The charge-separation induces and main-
tains a longitudinal electric field in the forward direction.
The field is sufficiently strong to turn around moderate-
energy (compared to the peak energy) electrons and re-
accelerate them backward. This movement in the op-
posite direction to the laser pulse propagation causes
the electrons to efficiently emit backward-directed x-rays.
The backward acceleration takes time, so the laser pulse
duration has to be sufficiently long for the described sce-
nario to play out. Otherwise, the backward-accelerated
electrons reach their peak energy after the laser pulse is
already gone. For solid target interactions, this is a very
well-known process and the refluxing electrons can signif-
icantly alter global processes, such as the target normal
sheath acceleration (TNSA) of ion beams26. Previous
experiments have observed ion acceleration from the un-
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derdense target sheath field in direct laser acceleration
experiments27, illustrating that the field strength can be
significant even in the longer density gradients associated
with a gas jet target.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows.
Section II provides additional background and introduces
the field configuration that arises in the plasma irradiated
by a ps-long laser pulse. Section III provides estimates
for synchrotron emission by electrons that we use in sub-
sequent sections to understand our results. Section IV
presents simulation results for the γ-ray emission at the
density down-ramp. Section V explains the mechanism
responsible for the generation of backward-moving elec-
trons that emit backward-directed γ-rays. Section VI ex-
amines the impact of the laser pulse duration on the back-
ward emission. Section VII provides a variety of met-
rics for the forward- and backward-directed γ-ray beams.
Section VIII provides a brief summary of our results and
a discussion.

II. BACKGROUND

There are multiple concepts for laser-driven x-ray
sources, but they all generally involve two key steps. The
first step is the generation of ultra-relativistic electrons
that occurs during the laser-plasma interaction. The sec-
ond step is the emission of energetic photons by the gen-
erated electrons when the electrons experience strong ac-
celeration by electric and/or magnetic fields. These fields
can be either macroscopic, like the fields of the laser or
the collective fields of the plasma, or microscopic, like
the fields of individual ions or atoms. The two steps can
happen sequentially or simultaneously. The mechanisms
used for the implementation determine the conversion ef-
ficiency of the incident laser energy into the photons and
the photon beam characteristics such as spectrum, pho-
ton number, and brilliance.

The two most popular mechanisms for generating
ultra-relativistic electrons are the laser-wakefield accel-
eration (LWFA)28–31 and the direct laser acceleration
(DLA)32–41. They have opposing requirements on laser
pulse duration τl with respect to the electron response
time τe. In LWFA, the electrons are accelerated by a
longitudinal plasma electric field that moves forward just
behind the laser pulse. The laser pulse creates the mov-
ing plasma field structure if τl < τe. In DLA, the elec-
trons gain their energy directly from the laser electric
field34. The DLA is particularly effective in the pres-
ence of quasi-static radial electric and azimuthal mag-
netic plasma fields34,36,42. The laser pulse creates the
quasi-static field structure if τl ≫ τe.
Laser pulses of ps duration, like the one available at

OMEGA EP and used in this paper (see Appendix A
for parameters), are well-suited for DLA. Indeed, let us
consider a plasma with a given electron density ne. It is
convenient to normalize ne to the classical critical/cutoff
density nc = meω

2
0/4πe

2, where ω0 is the laser frequency

and me and e are the electron mass and charge. The
plasma is transparent to the laser pulse regardless of its
intensity if ne < nc. The characteristic electron response
time is roughly equal to the period of plasma oscilla-
tions. Assuming that the bulk of plasma electrons is
only weakly relativistic in the considered interaction, we
find that τe [fs] ≈ 3.3

√
nc/ne for a laser with a vacuum

wavelength λ0 = 1.053 µm. Even in a weakly underdense
plasma with ne/nc = 0.02 that we use in our simulations
in this paper, the electron response time, τe ≈ 23 fs, is
still very short compared to the ps laser pulse duration.
The plasma density can even be lower, but such values
are rarely used in practice because the charge of accel-
erated electron beam decreases with plasma density. We
can conclude that a ps laser pulse is sufficiently long to
establish the quasi-static field structure needed for DLA
in a plasma with ne ≳ 0.01nc. We therefore focus on this
mechanism.

FIG. 1: The field structure during an interaction of a 700 fs
long laser pulse with an underdense plasma whose initial
profile is shown in (a). In the absence of the plasma, the
laser peak intensity is 1.4× 1020 W/cm2 and the peak
electric and magnetic fields are E0 = 109 statvolt/cm and
B0 = 109 G. (b) & (c) Transverse and longitudinal electric
fields. (d) & (e) Time-averaged transverse and longitudinal
electric fields. The averaging is performed over five laser
periods.

An example of the laser-plasma interaction in the
regime where the laser pulse duration greatly exceeds the
characteristic electron response time is shown in Fig. 1.
The plots were obtained by performing a 2D PIC simu-
lation (see Appendix A for details). The initial density
profile is shown in Fig. 1(a). Figures 1(b) and 1(c) show
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snapshots of transverse and longitudinal electric fields at
t = 1.5 ps. The fields in these plots are primarily domi-
nated by oscillating laser fields. However, time-averaging
over 5 laser periods reveals that there are also quasi-
static, i.e. slowly-varying, fields generated and sustained
by the plasma. The electric field in Fig. 1(d) is a result
of charge separation created by transverse electron ex-
pulsion. The magnetic field in Fig. 1(e) is a result of a
longitudinal electron current created by a forward push
from the laser.

As already stated, the quasi-static radial electric and
azimuthal magnetic plasma fields are critically important
for effective DLA. During DLA, an electron gains its en-
ergy directly from the laser electric field. Typically, the
energy comes from the transverse laser electric field. It
is important to use laser intensities that make electrons
relativistic. This is because the laser magnetic field ef-
fectively redirects the accumulated energy of relativistic
electrons towards the longitudinal motion with the help
of the v ×B force. However, transverse electron expul-
sion from the laser beam and electron dephasing (slippage
with respect to laser wavefronts) can terminate or limit
the energy gain35,36,42. The quasi-static plasma fields
provide transverse electron confinement within the laser
beam by deflecting outward moving electrons towards the
axis of the laser beam43. If the frequency of the trans-
verse deflections matches the frequency of the laser field
oscillations at the electron location, then there is a pos-
sibility for an enhanced electron energy gain due to a
so-called betatron resonance32. Reference [34] provides a
detailed analytical analysis of the energy gain. The en-
hanced energy gain has been observed in experiments38

and numerical simulations32,40.

In the context of x-ray and gamma-ray emission, there
are several avenues for utilizing the electrons produced
via DLA. One option is to send the electrons into a
thick high-Z converter where they collide with atomic
nuclei and emit energetic photons via bremsstrahlung44.
Another option is to leverage the same quasi-static ra-
dial electric and azimuthal magnetic plasma fields. This
usually happens automatically, because the already dis-
cussed transverse deflections lead to synchrotron emis-
sion of electromagnetic radiation. We employ the term
synchrotron emission to encompass the radiation emit-
ted by a moving electron as it undergoes acceleration
due to macroscopic fields. The synchrotron emission
in laser-irradiated plasmas has been extensively studied
for short laser pulses (∼ 100 fs) of ultra-high intensity
(> 1022 W/cm2). Such lasers can drive GG magnetic
fields in a dense plasma. The fields have been shown
to induce very efficient conversion of laser energy into
gamma-ray radiation via synchrotron emission11,45. In
general, the conversion efficiency increases with laser in-
tensity, which explains why short laser pulses that are
able to achieve very high peak intensity have received
most of the attention. The synchrotron emission in plas-
mas irradiated by ps-long laser pulses remains relatively
unexplored46. Our paper aims to fill this gap in knowl-

edge by providing an in-depth analysis of x-ray emission
by a finite-length plasma.

III. ESTIMATES FOR SYNCHROTRON EMISSION

In Section II, we discussed that a ps-long laser pulse
creates slowly evolving electric and magnetic fields in
the plasma. The purpose of this section is to pro-
vide simple expressions for assessing the impact of these
fields on the photon emission. We consider two limit-
ing cases that are relevant to the emission in a finite-
length plasma: a forward-moving ultrarelativistic elec-
tron and a backward-moving ultrarelativistic electron.
At this stage, we simply treat the electron energy as be-
ing given without discussing electron acceleration.
In general, the radiation emitted by a moving electron

as it undergoes acceleration due to macroscopic electric
and magnetic fields (E and B) is characterized by a sin-
gle dimensionless parameter47

χ =
γ

Bcrit

√(
E +

1

c
[v ×B]

)2

− 1

c2
(E · v)2, (1)

where v is the electron velocity, γ = 1/
√
1− v2/c2

is its relativistic factor, c is the speed of light, and
Bcrit = m2

ec
3/(eℏ) ≈ 4.4 × 1013 G is the critical mag-

netic field defined using the reduced Planck constant ℏ.
The emitted power is proportional to χ2. The spectrum
of emitted photons has a peak at the energy equal to

εγ = 1.5γχmec
2. (2)

An ultrarelativistic electron emits primarily in the for-
ward direction (along v). In this case, the emitted power
is concentrated within a cone with a very small opening
angle of 1/γ.
Motivated by the 2D PIC simulation shown in Fig. 1,

we consider an electron that experiences electric and
magnetic fields,

E = Exex + Eyey, (3)

B = Bzez, (4)

that are a superposition of oscillating laser fields (Elaser
x ,

Elaser
y , and Blaser

z ) and quasi-static plasma fields (Ey

and Bz):

Ex = Elaser
x , (5)

Ey = Elaser
y + Ey, (6)

Bz = Blaser
z +Bz. (7)

The laser propagates in the forward direction along the
x-axis. In general, the electron has two velocity compo-
nents: v = vxex + vyey. Therefore, the expression under
the square root in Eq. (1) that we denote as

E =

(
E +

1

c
[v ×B]

)2

− 1

c2
(E · v)2 (8)
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reduces to

E = E2
x

(
1− v2x

c2

)
+ E2

y

(
1−

v2y
c2

)
+B2

z

v2

c2

+
2

c
Bz(Exvy − Eyvx)− 2ExEy

vxvy
c2

. (9)

The relative orientation of the fields with respect to the
direction of electron motion (the direction of v) is clearly
important in determining the value of E and, as a result,
the value of χ.
It is instructive to first consider a simple case where

there is no plasma and thus there are no plasma fields.
If the laser is a vacuum plane wave, which implies that
Bz = Ey, then we obtain from Eq. (9) that

E = E2
y

(
1− vx

c

)2
. (10)

At fixed electron energy, (1−vx/c) has the smallest value
in the case of forward motion. This reflects a well-known
fact that forward-moving electrons are not efficient emit-
ters of radiation in a plane electromagnetic wave. The
expression (1 − vx/c) has the largest value in the case
of backward electron motion. This feature is often used
to generate x-rays in a setup where a laser beam collides
with an energetic electron beam5,48,49.

Our next step is to assess the impact of the quasi-static
plasma fields. For simplicity, we only consider backward
and forward moving electrons. It follows from Eq. (9)
that for these electrons we have

E = E2
x

(
1− v2x

c2

)
+
[
Ey −

vx
c
Bz

]2
, (11)

where it is taken into account that v2 = v2x. The trans-
verse fields of the laser are the dominant fields. Let us
then start by retaining only these fields, with

E ≈
[
Elaser

y − vx
c
Blaser

z

]2
. (12)

This approximate expression is sufficient for the case of
backward moving electrons. In the regime of interest, the
plasma is significantly underdense, so that the amplitude
of Blaser

z is comparable to the amplitude of Elaser
y . We

then set Elaser
y ≈ Blaser

z and find that E for backward
moving ultrarelativistic electrons is simply given by

Ebwd ≈ 4(Blaser
z )2. (13)

After substituting this expression into Eq. (1), we find
that the value of χ for a backward moving electron with
γ = γbwd is

χbwd ≈ 2γbwd
|Blaser

z |
Bcrit

. (14)

Therefore, as expected, the impact of the plasma fields on
emission on backward-moving electrons is insignificant.

In the case of forward moving electrons, Eq. (12) is no
longer adequate for finding E . Indeed, the terms on the
right-hand side nearly cancel each other out for Elaser

y ≈
Blaser

z . This means that the plasma fields, even though
they are relatively weak, must be retained. We thus have

Ey −
vx
c
Bz =

(
Elaser

y − vx
c
Blaser

z

)
+
[
Ey −

vx
c
Bz

]
.

(15)
We again set vx ≈ c. To correctly determine the value of
the expression inside the round brackets, we need to take
into account the difference between Blaser

z and Elaser
y .

The laser produces a channel in the plasma that acts
as a wave-guide. The laser beam can then be viewed
as a wave-guide mode with Elaser

y = Blaser
z vph/c, where

vph is the phase velocity of the mode. This velocity is
superluminal (vph > c), making Blaser

z lower than Elaser
y .

We eliminate Elaser
y using this relation and find that E for

a forward moving ultrarelativistic electron with γ = γfwd

is given by

Efwd ≈
[
Blaser

z

(
vph − c

c

)
+ Ey −Bz

]2
. (16)

The resulting value of χ is

χfwd ≈ γfwd

Bcrit

∣∣∣∣Blaser
z

(
vph − c

c

)
+ Ey −Bz

∣∣∣∣ . (17)

This expression indicates that quasistatic plasma fields
can greatly enhance χfwd and thus the photon emission
by forward-moving electrons. Equation (17) would ac-
quire an additional 1/2γ2

fwd term inside the round brack-
ets if we were to account for the difference between vx
and c. This correction is relatively small and this is the
reason why we set vx = c.
To conclude this section, we compare the energies of

photons emitted by backward- and forward-moving elec-
trons. We are particularly interested in the regime where
the plasma fields enhance χfwd, so we neglect the term
that involves Blaser

z in Eq. (17). Using the expression
given by Eq. (2) for the photon energy, we find that

εfwd
γ

εbwd
γ

≈
γ2
fwd

γ2
bwd

∣∣Ey −Bz

∣∣
2|Blaser

z |
, (18)

where εfwd
γ is the energy of forward-moving photons

emitted by forward-moving electrons and εbwd
γ is the en-

ergy of backward-moving photons emitted by backward-
moving electrons. Since the laser fields are the dominant
fields, we can have εbwd

γ ≳ εfwd
γ even if γbwd ≪ γfwd.

This aspect is important for understanding the simula-
tion results shown in the next section.

IV. X-RAY EMISSION AT DENSITY DOWN-RAMP

In this section, we examine the photon emission in the
2D PIC simulation shown in Fig. 1. The choice of the
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FIG. 2: Time-evolution of the electron energy spectra (left column) and snapshots of the energy distribution of emitted
photons (right column). (a)&(c) Electron energy spectra for forward- and backward-moving electrons. The spectra are
recorded every 50 fs. The color-coding gives the number of electrons per MeV. (b)&(d) Energy spectra of forward and
backward emitted photons. The spectra are calculated by accumulating photon emissions over 50 fs intervals. The
color-coding gives the number of photons per keV per ps.

simulation setup and parameters is motivated by DLA
experiments that can be performed using the OMEGA
EP laser system (e.g. see Ref. [41]).

In the simulation, a high-intensity 700 fs laser beam ir-
radiates an under-dense helium plasma of a finite length.
The beam is linearly polarized, with a peak intensity
of I0 = 1.4 × 1020 W/cm2. The laser wavelength is
λ0 = 1.053 µm, so the selected I0 corresponds to a0 ≡
|e|E0/mecω0 = 10, where E0 is the peak amplitude of the
laser electric field. Additional details regarding the simu-
lation setup, including laser beam and target parameters
are given in Appendix A. An important feature of the
selected parameters is that the laser pulse is able to go
through the plasma before becoming fully depleted. The
plasma density is nonuniform, with a super-Gaussian pro-
file shown in Fig. 10 in Appendix A. We are particularly
interested in the laser-plasma interaction at the density
down-ramp, as this interaction has received relatively lit-
tle attention.

In agreement with our expectations, the laser beam
generates a population of energetic forward-directed elec-
trons via the DLA mechanism. Figure 2(a) shows the
time evolution of the energy distribution for these elec-
trons. The cut off electron energy starts to increase at
around t = 0.8 ps. It continues to grow until t = 3.5 ps,
reaching around 290 MeV. The laser enters the density
down-ramp slightly before the cutoff energy reaches its
peak value.

We want to point that Ne in Fig. 2(a) is the total
number of forward-moving electrons in a plasma that is
8 µm thick along the third dimension. By default, a
2D EPOCH simulation outputs a spectrum where the
number of particles is given per meter along the third
dimension. The plotted spectrum is the default spectrum
multiplied by ∆ = 8 µm, which is the diameter of the
laser focal spot. We chose this way of presenting our
spectrum because then it gives a meaningful number of
particles. We present all our spectra in this paper this
way.
The emission by the forward-moving electrons is shown

in Fig. 2(b). In the simulation, photons are emitted as
individual particles in the direction of the electron mo-
mentum. The emission is calculated during the PIC sim-
ulation using the Monte Carlo algorithm described in
Refs. [50] and [51]. The algorithm uses the value of χ
for each electron to determine the photon energy. The
electron experiences recoil as a result of the emission.
Figure 2(b) shows the energy spectrum of the photons
emitted at a given time t within a 50 fs window. We
see from Fig. 2(b) that the emitted photon energies in-
crease and peak at around t = 3.5 ps. Not surprisingly,
this trend matches the trend observed for the electron
energies.
The emission of the energetic forward photons is pri-

marily caused by quasi-static plasma fields. This can
be confirmed using Eq. (17) for χfwd derived in Sec-
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tion III and the fields experienced by energetic electrons
at t ≈ 3.5 ps. Based on the simulation results, we
have |Ey| ≈ 0.02E0 and |Bz| ≈ 0.05B0. These fields
have opposite signs, which means that their contribu-
tions to χfwd add up. The laser magnetic field is roughly
|Blaser

z | ≈ 0.5B0. By tracking laser wavefronts we found
that vph/c = 1.0028. Therefore, the magnitude of the
term that involves Blaser

z in the expression for χfwd is
roughly 1.4 × 10−3B0. The amplitude of the contribu-
tion from Ey − Bz is greater by a factor of 50. We thus
have

χfwd ≈ γfwd

∣∣Ey −Bz

∣∣/Bcrit. (19)

For an electron with γfwd ≈ 400 this expression yields
χfwd ≈ 6.4× 10−4. We find from Eq. (2) that the spec-
trum of photons emitted by this electron has a peak at
εγ ≈ 200 keV, which is roughly the photon energy range
observed in our simulation.

FIG. 3: Angle-resolved electron and photon spectra during
the propagation of the 700 fs laser pulse along the density
down-ramp (t = 4 ps). For electrons, the color is the number
of electrons per MeV per degree, i.e. 1/(MeVdeg◦). For
photons, the color is the number of photons per keV per
degree, i.e. 1/(keV deg◦).

The angle-resolved spectrum of the photons emitted
by t = 4 ps is shown in Fig. 3(b), where θ is the conven-
tional polar angle measured with respect to the positive
direction of the x axis. As expected, there is a forward-

directed beam of energetic photons in the γ-ray energy
range. These are the photons emitted by the forward-
moving electrons generated via DLA. The spectrum also
has an unexpected feature: in addition to the forward
photons, there is a significant population of equally ener-
getic photons that have been emitted backwards. These
photons are necessarily emitted by energetic backward-
moving electrons that are generated by a mechanism that
is different from DLA.

Figures 2(c) and 2(d) show the time evolution of the
energy spectra of backward electrons and backward pho-
tons. In contrast to the forward electrons, energetic back-
ward electrons only appear at t > 3.25 ps when the laser
pulse starts propagating along the density down-ramp.
As seen in Fig. 2(d), the emission of energetic backward
photons is directly correlated with the emergence of the
energetic backward electron population. Figure 3(a) pro-
vides an angle-resolved spectrum of the electrons in the
entire simulation domain at t = 4 ps. Here θ is angle
between the electron momentum vector and the x-axis.
In contrast to the forward-moving electrons, backward-
moving electrons lack a directed energetic peak. Their
maximum energy is about 70 MeV over a broad range of
angles.

The emission of the backward photons is caused by
the laser pulse itself. This is because the population
of the energetic backward electrons overlaps with the
laser pulse. The parameter χ for the electrons that
move directly backward is given by Eq. (14). We take
|Blaser

z | ≈ 0.3B0, so that for an electron with γbwd ≈ 140
we get χbwd ≈ 1.9 × 10−3. It then follows from Eq. (2)
that the spectrum of photons emitted by this electron
has a peak at εγ ≈ 206 keV. This energy is compara-
ble to what is shown in Fig. 3(a) for backward-emitted
photons.

There are two factors that influence the angular de-
pendence of the backward photon spectrum in Fig. 3(a).
Recall that Eq. (14) for χbwd was derived assuming that
the electron is moving directly backwards. If the elec-
tron is moving at an angle with respect to the x-axis,
then its χ is lower than χbwd. This is the reason why the
photon spectrum peaks in the backward direction even
though the electron spectrum is pretty flat. Laser fil-
amentation is another factor that impacts the emission
shown in Fig. 3(a). We found that the laser beam be-
comes very distorted at the density down-ramp. The dis-
tortion can be viewed as an additional tilt of wavefronts
that fluctuates across the beam. The implication is that
the backward direction with |θ| = 180◦ is no longer the
direction that universally has the highest value of χ. As
a result, there is an additional peak at θ ≈ −150◦ in the
considered simulation. It is shown in Appendix B that
this pattern changes when we change the random seed
that is used to initialize the plasma in the PIC simula-
tion. However, the general trend of enhanced backward-
directed emission at the density down-ramp is robust.
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FIG. 4: Impact of the density down-ramp. (a)&(d) Electron density at t = 3 ps and at t = 4 ps. (b)&(e) Normalized charge
density and transverse and longitudinal electric fields at t = 3 ps and at t = 4 ps. The solid blue curve shows the laser pulse
envelope and the transparent red color shows the actual transverse electric field Ey. Due to the small wavelength of the
oscillations, individual oscillations are not discernible, and the plot appears as a solidly shaded region. (c)&(f) Time-evolution
of Ey and Ex. All the quantities are averaged over a transverse slice with |y| ≤ 30 µm.

V. GENERATION OF BACKWARD-MOVING
ELECTRONS

In the previous section, we showed that the ps-long
laser pulse used in our simulation induces backward-
directed γ-ray emission at the density down-ramp. The
photons are emitted by energetic backward-moving elec-
trons. In this section we detail the mechanism that gen-
erates these electrons.

To gain insight into electron dynamics, we examined
the time evolution of transverse (Ey) and longitudinal
(Ex) electric fields. Figures 4(c) and 4(f) show the time
evolution of Ey and Ex along x after the laser pulse en-
ters the density down-ramp. Dashed lines are added to
both plots to roughly mark the extent of the laser pulse at
each t. It is apparent from Fig. 4(f) that the laser pulse
generates a strong longitudinal plasma electric field at
the density down-ramp by pushing plasma electrons for-
ward. The field is slowly evolving compared the laser
oscillations and its longitudinal scale greatly exceeds the
laser wavelength. The amplitude of this field is roughly
3% of the amplitude of the transverse laser electric field.
The amplitude of the plasma electric field is much higher
than the amplitude of the oscillating longitudinal laser
electric field, so the field in Fig. 4(f) is essentially Ex.

The longitudinal field at the down-ramp is a charge-
separation electric field. To substantiate this statement,
Figs. 4(a) - (e) provide additional information about the
laser pulse propagation before and after it enters the den-

sity down-ramp (t = 3 ps and t = 4 ps). In Figs. 4(b) and
(e), the red curve is Ey, the black curve is Ex, and the
magenta curve is the charge density. All three quantities
are averaged over a transverse slice with |y| ≤ 30 µm to
distinguish a global trend from local fluctuations. Note
that the charge density is normalized to |e|nc, so the
plotted quantity is (Zni − ne)/nc, where ne is the elec-
tron density, ni is the ion density, and Z = 2 is the ion
charge number. At t = 3 ps, the laser pulse is in a re-
gion without a significant density gradient, as seen from
comparing Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b). The charge density
generated by the laser in this region rapidly oscillates
along x, so that the longitudinal electric field Ex is very
weak. At t = 4 ps, the laser pulse is at the bottom of
the density down-ramp, as seen from comparing Fig. 4(d)
and Fig. 4(e). By pushing electrons forward, the pulse
generates charge separation on a large spatial scale. The
resulting charge density creates and sustains a positive
Ex, with the direction of the field opposite to the direc-
tion of the density gradient.
The extent and the magnitude of Ex are such that this

field can turn around moderate energy DLA electrons en-
tering the density down-ramp. It is convenient to write
down the work done on an electron by Ex with a longi-
tudinal extent l as

|e|Exl

mec2
= 2πa0

l

λ0

Ex

E0
, (20)

where λ0 ≈ 1 µm is the laser wavelength in vacuum.
Taking Ex ≈ 2 × 10−2E0 and l ≈ 100λ0, we find that
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FIG. 5: (a) Initial electron density profile. (b) Transverse electric field Ey at t = 4 ps. (c) Longitudinal electric field Ex at
t = 4 ps. (d)&(e) Two electron trajectories for 3.1 ps ≤ t ≤ 4 ps. The color is the energy of the electrons. (f) Time-averaged
plasma magnetic field at t = 4 ps. The black dots are the locations of backward photon emissions with εγ > 100 keV and
|θ − 180◦| ≤ 10◦ from the start of the simulation (t ≤ 4 ps).

|e|Exl/mec
2 ≈ 120. This means that electrons with en-

ergy εe ≲ 60 MeV can be stopped by a static Ex with
the considered amplitude and extent. Once the electrons
stop, they can be re-accelerated backwards by the same
longitudinal field. As a result, the plasma Ex produces a
population of energetic backward-moving electrons.

To confirm electron re-acceleration, we have tracked
multiple electrons in our simulation. The electrons were
selected by randomly picking several backward-moving
electrons at t = 4 ps with kinetic energies above 50 MeV.
As shown in Figs. 5(a) - (c), the laser pulse is already
at the bottom of the density ramp at t = 4 ps and it
has generated a strong large-scale Ex. Two representa-
tive trajectories are shown in Fig. 5(d) and Fig. 5(e),
with the color indicating kinetic electron energy. Both of
these electrons enter the density down-ramp moving for-
ward. At t = 3.1 ps their kinetic energy is about 20 MeV.
After traveling roughly 100 µm, they lose most of their
kinetic energy due to the work performed by Ex. Once
they turn around, they indeed start re-accelerating and
gaining energy, confirming the qualitative picture given
earlier.

The energy gain during the re-acceleration process is
aided by the evolution of Ex. The forward longitudinal
electric field Ex builds up on a time scale comparable
to the time needed for the electrons to turn around. As
a result, backward-moving electrons experience a much
stronger field. This aspect can be deduced from the
evolution of the electron energy shown in Fig. 5(d) and
Fig. 5(e). Indeed, by the time the two electrons come
back to the top of the density ramp, their kinetic en-
ergy is noticeably higher (> 60 MeV) than the energy
they had when they entered the down-ramp (∼ 20 MeV).

This means that Ex not only turns moderate energy DLA
electrons around, but it also makes them more energetic.
The turning around of the electrons is facilitated by the

plasma magnetic field shown in Fig. 5(f). To illustrate
this, we perform several simple estimates of the electron
gyroradius,

re
λ0

≈ γ

2πa0

B0

Bz

, (21)

using Bz = 0.01B0, which is the characteristic field
strength experienced by the electrons. At the top of the
down-ramp (t = 3.1 ps), εe ≈ 20 MeV and γ ≈ 40, so
the electron gyroradius is re ≈ 60λ0 ≈ 60 µm. This ra-
dius greatly exceeds the width of the magnetic filament
in Fig. 5(f). As a result, a forward-moving electron is not
able to turn around purely due to the plasma magnetic
field. Instead, the magnetic field, whose sign changes
as the electron crosses the axis of the filament, deflects
the electron forward36. While the electrons slow down
under the influence of Ex, their gyroradius decreases lin-
early with γ. At εe ≈ 2 MeV, the gyroradius becomes
sufficiently small, re ≈ 6λ0 ≈ 6 µm, for the electron
to turn around. As a result, the electrons transition to
being backward-moving without coming to a complete
stop. The turn-around time of roughly πre/c ≈ 62 fs is
consistent with the trajectories shown in Figs. 5(d) and
5(e).
After turning around, both electrons begin gaining en-

ergy, which causes re to increase. This increase is suf-
ficiently rapid to prevent electrons from quickly turn-
ing around one more time. The electrons then remain
backward-moving, while Bz gradually deflects them away
from the axis of the magnetic filament. This explains the
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FIG. 6: A time sequence of snapshots for the 700 fs and 200 fs laser pulses. The green dots show the electron phase space.
The solid blue curve shows the laser pulse envelope and the transparent red color shows the actual transverse electric field Ey.
Due to the small wavelength of the oscillations, individual oscillations are not discernible, and the plot appears as a solidly
shaded region. The black curves show the time-averaged (over 5 laser periods) longitudinal electric field Ex. Both fields are
averaged over a transverse slice with |y| ≤ 30 µm.

change in electron trajectories between t = 3.8 ps and
t = 4.3 ps in Figs. 5(d) and 5(e).

We have so far discussed the electron dynamics along
the density down-ramp while focusing on plasma electric
and magnetic fields. These are the fields that are pri-
marily responsible for the generation of backward-moving
energetic electrons. The laser fields are also present, but
they are rapidly oscillating. As a result, their impact on
the global shape of the trajectory for backward-moving
electrons is minor.

The roles of the laser and plasma fields become re-
versed when considering the photon emission by the
backward-moving electrons. The laser fields are much
stronger than the plasma field, so they can induce a
much stronger acceleration. As discussed in Section III,
the amplitude of the laser field sets the value of χ for
backward-moving electrons and thus it is the laser field
that primarily determines the emission process. The
value of χbwd given by Eq. (14) depends also on γ, so
the electrons need to gain energy before the emission
can become significant. In our case, the laser pulse is
sufficiently long for the turned around electrons to gain
high energy before leaving the pulse. Figure 5(f) shows
the locations where backward-directed photons with εγ >
100 keV were emitted by backward-moving electrons with
|θ − 180◦| < 10◦. The emissions are accumulated from
the start of the simulation (t ≤ 4 ps). The emissions
are clustered in a region with a very weak plasma mag-
netic field, which confirms that they are caused by the
laser rather than plasma fields. An important take-away
point is that the need for the energetic electrons to over-
lap with the laser pulse imposes a constraint on the pulse

duration.

VI. IMPACT OF PULSE DURATION ON BACKWARD
EMISSION

In Section V, we showed that the longitudinal plasma
field Ex generated at the density down-ramp can turn
some of the DLA electrons around and accelerate them
backward. The fields of the laser cause ultrarelativistic
backward-moving electrons to emit energetic backward
photons. The emission strongly depends on the electron
energy, but the energy gain process is not instantaneous.
The electrons gain their energy from Ex, so it is con-
ceivable for the electrons to reach their peak energy after
they have already gone past the laser pulse. This is why
the emission of backward-directed photons is sensitive to
the duration of the laser pulse. In this section, we illus-
trate this sensitivity by comparing the emission induced
by two laser pulses of different durations: the original
700 fs pulse and a shorter 200 fs pulse.
To help us compare the backward electron accelera-

tion, Fig. 6 provides a time sequence of snapshots for
both pulses. The sequence starts at t = 3.2 ps when
the pulses enter the density down-ramp. The sequence
ends at t = 4 ps when the two pulses reach the bot-
tom of the ramp. To help us correlate the electron dy-
namics with the laser pulse propagation, each panel of
the sequence shows the electron phase space (green), in-
stantaneous transverse field Ey (red), and time-average

longitudinal field Ex (black). The fields are addition-
ally averaged over a transverse slice with |y| ≤ 30 µm to
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reduce the role of fluctuations.

Prior to their descent pulses generate only forward-
moving energetic electrons. The snapshots in Fig. 6(a)
and Fig. 6(d) show that the situation remains relatively
unchanged at the start of the descent. This is because
both pulses have not yet had the opportunity to build up
a long-scale slowly varying electric field Ex. The shorter
pulse has a steeper intensity increase at the leading edge.
This steep leading edge expels electrons more effectively,
creating a spike of Ex that is visible in Fig. 6(d). This
spike is however not stationary. It quickly moves for-
ward with the laser pulse, which prevents the plasma Ex

from accelerating electrons backward to ultra-relativistic
energies.

During their descent, both pulses generate a long-scale
Ex seen in Figs. 6(b) and 6(e). This field can turn around
some of the DLA electrons and accelerate them in the
backward direction, as detailed in Section V. The span of
Ex generated by the shorter pulse is somewhat shorter,
but what is even more striking is that this field peaks
behind the laser pulse. A consequence of this is that
there are no energetic electrons to collide with the laser
field in the case of a shorter pulse.

As discussed in Section V, Ex builds up on a time-
scale comparable to the electron slow-down time. The
time-evolution of Ex causes the electrons that are re-
accelerated backward to gain more energy than what they
had moving forward. This is why the energy of backward
electrons is higher in Fig. 6(c) compared to Fig. 6(b),
and in Fig. 6(f) compared to Fig. 6(e). The longer
pulse regime benefits from this phenomenon, whereas the
shorter pulse regime does not, as the energy increase oc-
curs well behind the laser pulse.

Figure 7 shows the electron and photon spectra at
t = 4 ps for the shorter pulse. The format is similar
to that of Fig. 3 to facilitate a comparison between the
two pulses. The key features of the electron spectrum
in Fig. 7(a) are similar to those in Fig. 3(a). There
is a highly energetic population of electrons that is di-
rected forward. These are the electrons generated via
DLA. There is also a population of moderately energetic
backward-moving electrons. These are the electrons gen-
erated by Ex at the density down-ramp. The cutoff en-
ergy for backward electrons reaches 45 MeV, which is on
par with what we see in Fig. 3(a) for the longer pulse. In
contrast to the electron spectra, the photon spectra look
qualitatively different. The photon spectrum in Fig. 7(b)
has only a forward-directed peak. There is no emission of
energetic photons in the backward direction even though
the shorter laser pulse generates a population of mod-
erately energetic backward-moving electrons. The angle-
resolved photon spectrum confirms that the emission pro-
cess of energetic backward-directed photons is sensitive
to the laser pulse duration. The takeaway point of this
section then is that backward emission at the density
down-ramp requires a sufficiently long laser pulse.

FIG. 7: Angle-resolved electron and photon spectra during
the propagation of the 200 fs laser pulse along the density
down-ramp (t = 4 ps). For electrons, the color is the number
of electrons per MeV per degree, i.e. 1/(MeV deg◦). For
photons, the color is the number of photons per keV per
degree, i.e. 1/(keV deg◦).

VII. FEATURES OF THE EMITTED BACKWARD AND
FORWARD PHOTON BEAMS

We have shown that the backward emission occurs at
the density down-ramp and that this emission only takes
place if the laser pulse is sufficiently long. To compare
this emission with the better known forward emission, we
calculate several key characteristics of the backward- and
forward-directed photon beams generated in the plasma
irradiated by the 700 fs laser pulse.

Figure 8 shows the locations where photons with εγ >
100 keV are emitted during 4 ps of the simulation. The
black dots in Fig. 8(a) are for forward-directed photons
with |θ| < 10◦, whereas the black dots in Fig. 8(c) are
for backward-directed photons with |θ − 180◦| < 10◦.
The color in the background shows Ex at t = 4 ps, with
the extended red region roughly matching the location
of the density down-ramp. As seen in Fig. 8(a), the
forward-directed photons are emitted inside the bulk of
the plasma over a 600 µm interval in the longitudinal di-
rection. The emission becomes more intense with the in-
crease of x because of the electron energy increases during
the electron motion with the laser pulse [see Fig. 2(a) for
the time-evolution of the electron spectrum]. In contrast
to the forward-directed photons, the backward-directed
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FIG. 8: (a)&(c) Locations where forward- and backward-directed photons with εγ > 100 keV were emitted over 4 ps
(t ≤ 4 ps). The background color is Ex. (b)&(d) Normalized transverse distribution of rays, P, calculated based on the
photon emission data (see main text for details). (e) Transverse size of the ray bundles, as those shown in (b) and (d), for
different groups of photons. The round markers show what we call the source size.

photons are exclusively emitted at the density down-
ramp. As a result, their emission is localized within just
a 100 µm interval along x.

Once emitted, each γ-ray photon moves essentially in
a straight line due to the low density of the plasma. Far
away from the plasma, these photons are perceived as
a bundle of diverging rays emitted by a photon source
with a finite transverse size. The perceived source size is
determined by the direction of the rays and, as a result,
it might be different from the spatial extent of the actual
region where the photons were emitted. The size of the
source is important for imaging applications and thus
it serves as an important metric for laser-driven photon
emission.

To calculate the source size, we use the emission data
provided by the EPOCH code. The output data con-
tains the location and the direction of the emission for
each emitted macro-particle representing photons. We
first draw a ray through each emission location in the
direction of the emission. We then flip the direction and
draw another ray in the opposite direction. This step
is important because the location of the source might
be behind the actual emission location. The described
procedure yields a bundle of rays (lines), where each
ray has a weight set by the weight of the correspond-
ing macro-particle. The weight determines how many
real photons each macro-particle represents. The trans-
verse distribution P of the rays for each x position cal-
culated using their weights is shown in Fig. 8(b) for
the forward-emitted photons and in Fig. 8(d) for the
backward-emitted photons. The distribution is normal-

ized such that
∫ +∞
−∞ P(y)dy = 1, where y is measured in

µm. We define the transverse size of a bundle of rays
at a given x as the standard deviation of the transverse
distribution. Figure 8(e) shows the dependence of the
transverse size on x for different groups of photons. We
define the source size for a given group of photons as the
smallest transverse size (shown with round markers).

Our results presented in Fig. 8(e) highlight two trends.
We found that the source size for forward- and backward-
directed photons decreases as we increase the lower pho-
ton energy cut-off. The results are shown for photons
with εγ > 1 keV and for photons with εγ > 100 keV.
We also found that the source size for the backward-
directed photons is smaller than that for the forward-
directed photons. This feature is particularly pronounced
at εγ > 100 keV, with the source size of 5 µm for the
backward photons being three times smaller than the
source size for the forward photons. In the considered
regime, the source size is most likely influenced by the
longitudinal extent of the emission region discussed ear-
lier in this section. As seen in Fig. 8(c), the backward
emission is concentrated only within the density down-
ramp. In contrast to this, the forward emission seen in
Fig. 8(a) is spread over a significant part of the plasma.

Another two important characteristics of the emitted
photon beams are their collimation and pointing. To
assess these features for photons with εγ > 100 keV,
we computed the mean and the standard deviation of θ
for forward and backward photons in this energy range.
We found that for the forward-directed photons the av-

erage angle is |θfwd
0 | ≈ 1.5◦ and the standard deviation

is ∆θfwd ≈ 5.2◦. These quantities specify the pointing
direction and collimation of the beam. For the backward-
directed photons, it is convenient to measure the angle
with respect to the backward direction, which effectively
means an offset by 180◦ for the conventional angle. Under
this definition, the average angle is |θbwd

0 | ≈ 3.5◦ and the
standard deviation is ∆θbwd ≈ 4.8◦. The pointing angles

|θfwd
0 | and |θbwd

0 | change from run to run. However, their
values are smaller than the corresponding standard devi-
ations given by ∆θfwd and ∆θbwd. This means that the
photons beams remain well-directed forward or backward
despite the inherent fluctuations caused by the plasma.

To conclude this section, we provide a parameter scan
for the conversion efficiency of the laser energy into γ-
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FIG. 9: Energy conversion efficiency for forward- and
backward directed photons. (a)&(b) plasma density scans
for a0 = 10 and a0 = 15. Each marker is efficiency averaged
over five 2D PIC simulations. The error bars are the
standard deviation for these five runs.

rays. We define conversion efficiency as the ratio of the
total energy in photons in a given range of εγ to the to-
tal energy in the incident laser pulse. Figure 9(a) shows
how the conversion efficiencies for εγ > 1 keV and for
εγ > 100 keV scale with the plasma density. In our
original simulation, the maximum electron density was
0.04nc. The scan is performed by re-scaling the entire
density profile using the same multiplier for each position
along x, so the density profile is preserved. The horizon-
tal axis in Fig. 9(a) is the peak density in each run. To
account for the fact that the conversion efficiency might
vary from run to run, we repeated each simulation (fixed
physical parameters) five times using a different random
seed in the PIC code. The markers show the average
over these five runs and the error bars indicate the stan-
dard deviation. The main conclusion here is that the
efficiency for the backward photons is comparable to the
efficiency for the forward photons. Lowering the density
below 0.04nc appears to be detrimental.

One last aspect that we want to highlight is the laser
intensity dependence. All our simulations so far have
used a laser with a peak field amplitude corresponding
to a0 = 10. We repeated the density scan for a0 = 15

using the same procedure that we detailed in the pre-
vious paragraph. The result is shown in Fig. 9(b). As
expected, the conversion efficiency goes up with the laser
amplitude. The peak has shifted to higher density, which
suggests that there is room for optimization. Moreover,
the backward emission became more efficient at a0 = 15.
This observation together with the results presented in
this section suggests that the backward emission warrants
more attention from the community.

VIII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In this work, we have examined an interaction of a
700 fs long laser pulse with an underdense plasma of a
finite length using 2D PIC simulations. We found that,
in addition to the forward emission of γ-rays, the plasma
also emits in the backward direction. The emission is pri-
marily concentrated at the density down-ramp. A slowly
evolving longitudinal plasma electric field that builds up
at the ramp is a key player for backward emission. It
stops and re-accelerates in the backward direction mod-
erate energy DLA electrons. The electrons emit as they
interact with the laser pulse.
We have assessed the backward emission using vari-

ous metrics and found that it can be competitive with or
even superior to the better known forward emission. The
backward emission has a much smaller effective source
size, which might be attractive to imaging applications.
The energy conversion efficiency is comparable or even
higher than that for the forward emission. The only po-
tential downside is that the direction of the backward γ-
ray beam fluctuates a lot more. Nevertheless, the these
fluctuations are still less than the beam divergence angle.
Our analysis, presented in Section VI, clearly indicates

that using a longer laser pulse duration enhances back-
ward γ-ray emission. However, there is likely an upper
limit to the laser pulse duration’s effectiveness for this
enhancement. A possible limiting factor that requires
examination is ion dynamics. The field generated by
plasma electrons at the density down-ramp accelerates
ions down the density gradient. This well-known effect
tends to reduce field strength by decreasing space charge
density. In our simulations, there is insufficient time for
ion motion to manifest itself by affecting the field. Nev-
ertheless, once a reduction in field strength becomes no-
ticeable, it would diminish the ability to turn around and
backward-accelerate electrons to high energies, thereby
impacting the emission physics.
All our results are based on 2D rather than 3D simu-

lations due to considerations of computational resources.
The physics we presented is not specific to a 2D setup, so
qualitative changes are unlikely when transitioning from
2D to 3D. However, it is well known that 2D PIC sim-
ulations tend to overestimate the strength of the sheath
electric field—the electric field created by the energetic
plasma electrons at the density down-ramp. One reason
for this overestimation is that the electrons creating the
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field cannot expand into the third dimension. In the con-
text of laser-driven ion acceleration, this overestimation
of field strength leads to overestimates of ion energies
and ion spectra. In our case, the overestimation of field
strength likely results in higher energy backward elec-
trons than one would expect in 3D. A direct implication
is an overestimation of the backward emission. Adjust-
ing the density gradient offers a potential path toward in-
creasing the sheath field strength and boosting the back-
ward γ-ray emission.

At the end of Section VII, we presented density scans
for two different laser intensities/amplitudes. As we in-
creased a0, all other laser parameters were kept fixed, in-
cluding the focal spot size. Recent publications suggest
that laser focusing41 and the transverse size of the laser
beam40 can significantly impact electron acceleration via
DLA. Therefore, it is conceivable that further optimiza-
tion based on these findings could lead to a substantial
increase in γ-ray emission.

Appendix A: PIC simulation parameters

Table I provides detailed parameters of the 2D-3V PIC
simulations presented in the manuscript. Simulations
were carried out using the fully relativistic kinetic PIC
code EPOCH52 (version 4.19.1).

The plasma is initialized as a cold fully ionized helium
plasma. The density profile along x is shown in Fig. 10.
In the main simulation discussed in the paper, the peak
density value is 0.04nc. The laser is injected into the
simulation box from the left (x = −500 µm) and it prop-
agates in the positive direction. We define t = 0 as the
time when the laser amplitude at x = −500 µm reaches
its peak value. In other words, it is the time when the
center of the laser pulse enters the simulation domain.

Most of the analysis is based on the simulation where
the normalized field amplitude is a0 = 10 and the laser
pulse duration is 700 fs. This simulation is compared
with a simulation where the laser pulse duration is 200 fs.
Additionally, we performed a parameter scan for a laser
with higher intensity that corresponds to a0 = 15.

FIG. 10: Initial profile of the normalized electron density in
the longitudinal direction.

Laser parameters

Normalized field amplitude a0 = 10, 15
Peak intensity I0 = 1.4, 3.1× 1020 W/cm2

Wavelength λ0 = 1.053 µm
Focal plane of laser x = 0 µm

Transverse field profile in the
focal plane

exp
[
− (y/w0)

2]
w0 4.8 µm

Temporal profile of laser elec-
tric field at left boundary

exp
[
− ((t− t0)/τ)

2]
t0 980 fs
τ 180, 640 fs
Focal spot size

fwhm for field ∆ = 8 µm
fwhm for intensity 5.7 µm

Pulse duration
fwhm for field τl = 700, 200 fs
fwhm for intensity 495, 140 fs

Target parameters

Electron density profile along
y

uniform for |y| ≤ 45 µm

Electron density profile along
x

n0 exp

[
−
(

x−200 µm
350 µm

)6
]

Maximum electron density n0 = 0.02− 0.08nc

Composition He2+ and e−

Other parameters

Simulation box x = [−500, 1000] µm;
y = [−50, 50] µm

Spatial resolution 30 cells per µm in x
30 cells per µm in y

Macro-particles per cell 4 for e−

2 for He2+

TABLE I: 2D PIC simulation parameters.

Appendix B: Results from multiple runs

The key features of our simulations are reproducible,
but there are fluctuations that are caused by plasma in-
stabilities. To explore the impact of these fluctuations,
we performed two additional runs. These runs use the
same physical parameters that were used to generate the
spectra in Fig. 3. The only difference is that we changed
the random seed used by the PIC code. The result-
ing spectra for the two new runs are shown in Fig. 11.
One can see that the two new runs also have backward-
accelerated electrons and they feature strong backward
γ-ray emission.

The code uses random numbers to place the macro-
particles during the initialization and to generate pho-
tons. In our case, electron recoil during the emission is
very weak because of the small χ. It is then unlikely that
the emission itself can produce noticeable fluctuations.
Most likely, the fluctuations that we see in the spectra
result from differences in initial particle placement.



14

FIG. 11: Two additional simulations performed using the
same parameters as those used to generate Fig. 3. These
simulations use random seeds that are different from that
used the original simulation. Shown are angle-resolved
electron spectra, (a)&(c), and photon spectra, (b)&(d),
during the propagation of the 700 fs laser pulse along the
density down-ramp (t = 4 ps). For electrons, the color is the
number of electrons per MeV per degree, i.e. 1/(MeVdeg◦).
For photons, the color is the number of photons per keV per
degree, i.e. 1/(keV deg◦).
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