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Recent experimental and theoretical results have demonstrated the possibility of accelerating
electrons in the MeV range by focusing tightly a few-cycle laser beam in ambient air [1]. Using
Particle-In-Cell (PIC) simulations, this configuration is revisited within a more accurate modelling
approach to analyze and optimize the mechanism responsible for electron acceleration. In particular,
an analytical model for a linearly polarized tightly-focused ultrashort laser field is derived and
coupled to a PIC code, allowing us to model the interaction of laser beams reflected by high-
numerical aperture mirrors with laser-induced plasmas. A set of 3D PIC simulations is performed
where the laser wavelength is varied from 800 nm to 7.0 µm while the normalized amplitude of the
electric field is varied from a0 = 3.6 to a0 = 7.0. The preferential forward acceleration of electrons,
as well as the analysis of the laser intensity evolution in the plasma and data on electron number
density, confirm that the relativistic ponderomotive force is responsible for the acceleration. We also
demonstrate that the electron kinetic energy reaches a maximum of ≈ 1.6 MeV when the central
wavelength is of 2.5 µm.

I. INTRODUCTION

For more than 40 years, the acceleration of plasma
electrons in a laser field has attracted the attention of re-
searchers, both because it is driven by fundamental laser-
matter interactions and because it may lead to broad
practical applications. Thus, mechanisms based on the
nonlinear ponderomotive force [2] such as laser wake-
field acceleration (LWFA) [3, 4], direct laser acceleration
(DLA) [5–8] and vacuum laser acceleration (VLA) [9–
16] were proposed theoretically and implemented exper-
imentally. Owing to the high field strengths that can be
reached in recent laser infrastructures, with intensities
on the order of 1018 − 1023 W/cm2 [17, 18], these tech-
niques can accelerate electrons to relativistic energies on
small length scales (few tens of µm). In the best sce-
narios, electrons can reach up to the GeV level [19, 20].
To push these limits even further and to take advantage
of their peculiar field structure, tightly-focused config-
urations have been investigated to exploit the highest
intensity range [21–26]

Tightly-focused ultrashort laser pulses are also needed
for the generation of directed ultrashort relativistic elec-
tron beams in the MeV range, which are in demand in
medicine and other fields of application [1, 27]. Recently,
relativistic electrons with energies up to 1.4 MeV have
been observed when a short linearly polarized laser pulse
is tightly focused in ambient air by a high numerical aper-
ture parabolic mirror [1]. This surprising result was at-
tributed to both the unimpeded propagation of the laser
beam, from the mirror to the interaction region, and the
ponderomotive acceleration mechanism. The particular
geometry of the tightly focused configuration was instru-
mental to combine these two phenomena. A set of PIC
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simulations was performed to validate these experimental
findings. However, the laser field model used in these sim-
ulations was based on the Gaussian beam solution, which
is only valid in the paraxial limit when the focusing is not
too strong, and included simplifications related to plasma
pre-ionization. In this article, the numerical simulations
performed in Ref. [1] are revisited using a more accu-
rate laser field model that can accommodate for tightly
focused configurations and in which the ionization and
acceleration of the plasma occurs self-consistently.

Such accurate numerical models are required to op-
timize the characteristics of the generated relativistic
electron beam, such as the maximum energy of accel-
erated particles and their angular distribution. The self-
consistent system of Vlasov-Maxwell equations is one of
the most accurate theoretical models for describing the
dynamics of fields and currents in a collisionless plasma
[28], but its numerical processing entails large compu-
tational costs, primarily due to its high dimensionality.
Since the 1960s, PIC codes have been commonly used
to solve these equations [29] as they are computation-
ally efficient and reasonably accurate when the medium
is in the right density range. The cases considered here
fall into this category, which is why the PIC code Smilei
[30] is adopted for all the calculations presented in this
article.

Coupling the plasma to intricate tightly focused laser
beam models presents the first challenge of our simula-
tions because the laser models usually implemented in
PIC codes are variations of Gaussian beams, which are
not accurate to represent our configuration. Rather, a
full non-perturbative solution has to be embedded in the
numerical tools. We argue that this can be performed
via the “initial-value method”, whereby the initial condi-
tions in the Maxwell solver are evaluated from an exact
analytical field model with support in a vacuum subre-
gion. The second challenge is the field injection into the
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gas target. Tightly focused fields have a quasi-spherical
wave front. We choose a spherical gas target, which nat-
urally conforms to the wave front and reduces artificial
dephasing in the laser propagation, in contrast to more
standard cases using plasma slabs. The combined used
of these techniques allows us to simulate the acceleration
process and to optimize it by varying different parame-
ters, such as the wavelength and intensity of the laser.

This article is organized as follows. In Section II we
obtain an exact analytical solution for a tightly-focused
linearly polarized (LP) pulse, incorporate it into the PIC
code’s Maxwell equations solver, and discuss the size re-
quirements for the simulation box and the gas target for
further numerical modeling in plasma. In Section III, we
present simulation results of electron beams accelerated
by lasers with different central wavelengths and inten-
sities, and discuss the possible acceleration mechanism.
General conclusions are drawn in the final section IV.

II. TIGHTLY-FOCUSED FIELD IN VACUUM
AND THEIR EMBEDDING IN PIC-CODES

The physical system considered in this article is the
same as the one studied in Ref. [1]. As depicted in
Fig. 1, it consists of a short laser pulse tightly-focused
by a parabolic mirror in ambient air. As the pulse prop-
agates from the reflector to the focus, the intensity in-
creases gradually up to a point where ionization begins
and electrons are released to form a plasma. Our ap-
proach to model this physical system is now described.

r

z
e−

e−

e−
e−

Oi+
Ni+

Oi+Ni+

θ

HNAP

FIG. 1. Sketch of an experimental setup for laser accelera-
tion of electrons (e−) in air. The ultra-short infrared (IR)
laser pulse (shown as the red envelope on the left) is tightly
focused using a High Numerical Aperture Parabola (HNAP).
Under the action of this pulse, ionization of air molecules oc-
curs (Ni+, Oi+) near the focus (shown as a red dot), and the
released electrons can be accelerated.

A. Exact solution for ultrashort LP tightly-focused
pulse in vacuum

The experimental configuration (Fig. 1) simulated in
this article has a high numerical apperture (NA) mir-
ror, resulting in a tightly focused beam with a large di-
vergence angle. In this regime, the standard approach
based on the paraxial approximation is not applicable
and therefore, other methods need to developed. In the
past, numerical [31–34] and analytical [35–38] solutions
have been considered to model ultrashort tightly-focused
pulses in vacuum. However, the numerical techniques
usually have an important computational time overhead
while the known analytical approaches do not satisfy the
requirements of LP and very high-NA. For this reason,
we derive a closed-form solutions of Maxwell’s equations
for a tightly-focused linearly polarized beam based on
April’s technique [35]. Within this approach, the EM
field components are expressed in terms of the electric
Πe and magnetic Πb Hertz potentials

E = ∇×∇×Πe − ∂t∇×Πb, (1)

B = ∇×∇×Πb + c−2∂t∇×Πe. (2)

It is assumed that in vacuum both potentials satisfy the
wave equation with a phase velocity c equal to the speed
of light. In the case of a pulse polarized in the x-direction
and propagating in the z-direction, they can be written
as

Πe = exΨ, (3)

Πb = eyc
−1Ψ, (4)

where Ψ(x, y, z, t) is a scalar function to be determined
later and ex,y are unit vectors in direction x and y, re-
spectively. Thus, the components are given by [35]

Ex = ∂2
xxΨ− c−2∂2

ttΨ+ c−1∂2
tzΨ,

Ey = ∂2
xyΨ,

Ez = ∂2
zxΨ− c−1∂2

txΨ,

cBx = ∂2
xyΨ, (5)

cBy = ∂2
yyΨ− c−2∂2

ttΨ+ c−1∂2
tzΨ,

cBz = ∂2
zyΨ− c−1∂2

tyΨ.

Further, for an isodiffracting pulse, i.e. when all fre-
quency components have the same wavefront radius of
curvature [39], the required function Ψ has the form [35]

Ψ(x, y, z, t) =
Ψ0

R̃
[f(t̃+)− f(t̃−)], (6)

where f(t) is related to the spectral content of the pulse.
Thus, the third ingredient of April’s method is a Poisson-
like spectrum for ultrashort pulses, so that only positive
frequencies are present. In this case, for a frequency ω0 =
k0c = 2πc/λ0, where λ0 is the central wavelength, and
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constant phase ϕ0, the function from (6) has the form
[35]

f(t) = eiϕ0

(
1− iω0t

s

)−(s+1)

, (7)

whose arguments

t̃± = t± R̃/c+ ib/c, (8)

are given in terms of the complex spherical radius

R̃ =
√
r2 + (z + ib)2, (9)

where r2 = x2 + y2. In expressions (6)-(9), the real pa-
rameters Ψ0, b and s are associated to the pulse ampli-
tude, focus spot size (so-called confocal parameter), and
envelope duration, respectively (same as radially polar-
ized pulses described in Ref. [40]). There is no need to
apply an envelope separately as it is already built into the
analytical solution. Moreover, the maximum intensity at
the focus x = y = z = 0 is reached when t = 0.

Using the relationships between the confocal
parameter b and the beam divergence angle δ:
k0b = 2/ sin δ tan δ, and between the Numerical
Aperture (NA), and δ: NA= sin δ, we can express b as a
function of NA:

b =
2
√
1−NA2

k0NA2 . (10)

In its turn, parameter s is responsible for the number of
cycles in the envelope or its duration. Thus, it is related
to the full width at half maximum for intensity by [41]

τFWHM =
√
2s
√
22/(s+1) − 1/ω0. (11)

Substituting (6) to (5), we obtain the field components

Ex =
Ψ0

b3

(x2

r2
K1 −K2

)
, cBx =

Ψ0

b3
xy

r2
K1,

Ey =
Ψ0

b3
xy

r2
K1, cBy =

Ψ0

b3

(y2
r2

K1 −K2

)
,

Ez =
Ψ0

b3
x

r
K3, cBz =

Ψ0

b3
y

r
K3,

(12)
written in terms of

K1 =sin2 θ̃
(3G(0)

−
R̃3

−
3G(1)

+

R̃2
+

G(2)
−
R̃

)
,

K2 =
G(0)
−
R̃3

+
G(1)
− cos θ̃

R̃2
−

G(1)
+

R̃2
+

G(2)
−
R̃

− G(2)
+

cos θ̃

R̃
,

K3 =sin θ̃
(3G(0)

− cos θ̃

R̃3
+

G(1)
−

R̃2
−

3G(1)
+ cos θ̃

R̃2
+

G(2)
− cos θ̃

R̃
−

G(2)
+

R̃

)
.

Here, the functions

G(n)
± = g(n)(τ̃+)± g(n)(τ̃−), n = 0, 1, 2 (13)

are expressed through the following function (n = 0) or
derivatives (n = 1, 2)

g(n)(τ) = eiϕ0
Γ(s+ n+ 1)

Γ(s+ 1)

( ik0b
s

)n(
1− iτ

s

)−(s+n+1)

,

(14)
with arguments

τ± = τ + k0b(±R̃+ i), (15)

where τ = ω0t, R̃ =
√

ρ2 + (ζ + i)2, ρ = r/b, ζ = z/b.
Also in the expressions for K1,2,3 we use the notation:

sin θ̃ =
ρ

R̃
, cos θ̃ =

ζ + i

R̃
. Thus, the solution (12) is only

approximately LP, being purely LP only on the optical
axis, since we are dealing with a finite beam [42].
To fix Ψ0, we use (12) and the fact that at the

focal spot x = y = z = 0 at time t = 0, the
peak intensity in vacuum is I0 = cε0(Re{Efoc

x })2/2 =
Ψ2

0(Re{Kfoc
2 })2/2µ0cb

6, where for Kfoc
2 , we can obtain the

analytical expression

Kfoc
2 = ieiϕ0

[
(1 + 2k0b/s)

−(s+1) − 1+

2k0b(s+ 1)/s− 2k20b
2(s+ 2)(s+ 1)/s2

]
. (16)

Hence, in the end, the amplitude is given by

Ψ0 =

√
2µ0cb6I0

Re{Kfoc
2 }

. (17)

B. Modeling approaches

To model the acceleration of particles in the desired
field configuration given in the previous section, we first
need to incorporate this solution into the Maxwell’s equa-
tion solver. This can be performed in a number of ways.
For example, in [43], a short tightly-focused laser pulse
is evaluated numerically from a field calculator based on
Stratton-Chu integrals. This pulse is then used as an
initial condition in PIC simulations, positioned beside
the plasma region and thus, requiring larger simulation
boxes. In Ref. [44], a different approach is presented
where the field is prescribed on a plane in the simulation
box and back-propagated to the boundary. In Ref. [27],
an approximate stationary analytic solution for the non-
paraxial case multiplied by some specific time-envelope
was implemented in the scattered field formalism (SFF),
where the total field is divided into in-vacuum and scat-
tered parts [45]. Recently a similar approach, referred to
as the analytic pulse technique, was justified in [46] for
implementation with the PIC algorithm. The authors of
the latter paper analyze the limitations caused by nu-
merical and physical dispersion and provide simulation
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examples for relatively long 100 fs pulses containing a
large number of cycles. Finally, the SFF has also been
used to study particle acceleration in low density gas us-
ing longitudinal fields, [47, 48]. Therefore, there are sev-
eral options for creating a laser in PIC codes:

(i) Specify time-dependent boundary conditions for
the magnetic field components on the faces (in gen-
eral, on all 6 of them in 3-D) of the simulation box.
Note that the region of the medium that can inter-
act with the electromagnetic (EM) field must be at
least several wavelengths away from these faces.

(ii) Specify an initial condition representing the laser
beam at time tinitial for vacuum points in a sub-
region of the simulation box, i.e. before entering
the plasma region, and let it evolve through the
domain.

(iii) Implement the scattered field formalism [45] by
specifying all components of a known incident vac-
uum field in space and time and using the Maxwell
solver to calculate the scattered field only.

In principle, each of the approaches (i)-(iii) is applicable
for our purposes. We now look at the pros and cons of
each method to present and justify our choice.

As usual with 3-D PIC modeling, we are faced with
limited computing resources to model the problem in the
medium. It would be physically reasonable, but compu-
tationally expensive, if possible at all, to start in neutral
gas far from the focus to model how the pulse propa-
gates, intensifies as it approaches the focus, and simul-
taneously decays ionizing the gas and interacting with
plasma waves. Thus, the correct choice of simulation
model plays a crucial role. Long-term numerical propa-
gation can lead to the accumulation of errors, especially
if we consider the laser pulse arising from the faces of
the simulation box (method (i)), or as an external field
specified at tinitial (method (ii)). At first glance, the SFF
method, mentioned as (iii), is free from this drawback,
since it uses an analytical solution for the incident field
everywhere and for any time t. However, in practice,
calculating this solution using formulas (12) and sending
them to the PIC-code control file at each point in time for
each point in space generates large computational over-
head. Moreover, in our tests we saw instabilities in the
scattered field solutions, which, although can be elimi-
nated by reducing the cell sizes, lead to increased sim-
ulation time and resources. As for setting the laser on
the boundaries, method (i), this approach also requires
field calculations for the 6 box faces at each time step,
which turns out to be more expensive than the optimized
Maxwell solvers provided by PIC codes. Thus, we settled
on option (ii), calculating the initial field only once and
letting it evolve according to Maxwell’s equations. The
accuracy of this method is tested in vacuum in Section
IIC 3.

C. Selecting laser beam and target parameters

1. Laser parameters

The goal of this final section on tightly-focused solu-
tions in vacuum is to set the laser pulse and gas target pa-
rameters for subsequent simulations in section III, where
such IR pulses with different central wavelengths interact
with air plasma. Beforehand, it is convenient to normal-
ize all variables to units typical in plasma physics, see Ta-
ble I. Then, to compare similar laser conditions for all λ0,
we fix the number of cycles to the same value such that
τFWHM ·ω0 = const. To solve equation (11) for s, we take
from the experiment [1] λ0 = 1.8 µm and τFWHM = 12 fs,
resulting in s ≈ 57.18. We keep this value constant for
all tests in this article, only adjusting τFWHM to match
λ0. For example, when λ0 = 0.8 µm and 2.5 µm, the cor-
responding pulse duration is τFWHM = 5.3 fs and 16.7 fs,
respectively. Based on the data for the HNAP [33] used
in the experiment [1], in all our simulations we assume
NA=0.95, hence the confocal parameter is b ≈ 0.11λ0,
confirming the non-paraxial regime. In the simulations
we also set ϕ0 = π/2 so that the maximum occurs at the
focus at time t = 0, see (16).

The maximum kinetic energy of electrons accelerated
in the ponderomotive potential is estimated as

Emax
K = mec

2(
√
a20 + 1− 1), (18)

where the normalized amplitude of the electric field
vector a0 = |E0|/Er =

√
I0λ2

0(e
2/2π2ε0m2

ec
5) =√

I0(W/cm
2
)λ0(µm)2/1.37 · 1018. This means that to

compare the efficiency of electron acceleration by lasers
of different wavelengths, it is reasonable to keep the same
value a0. Thus, using (17) it is convenient to obtain an
expression for the amplitude Ψ0 depending on a0:

Ψ0 =
a0k0b

3mec
2

Re{Kfoc
2 }e

. (19)

On the other hand, although for given NA and s the
normalized field amplitudes do not depend on λ0, the
peak intensities in W/cm2 and the focal spot sizes in µm
differ for various wavelengths, see Fig. 2(a)-(c). For insert
(b), the temporal envelopes of the field and intensity at
the focus of the laser beam are shown in Fig. 3(a),(b).
Thus, at the same a0, in the air target, we can expect a
higher level of near-focus ionization in the case of a pulse
with a lower λ0.

TABLE I. Normalizing plasma units

Reference quantity Expression (SI)

Time (Tr) 1/ω0

Electric fields (Er) mec/eTr

Critical density (nc) ε0me/e
2T 2

r
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FIG. 2. Analytically calculated intensities I(x, y) in the beam focus plane z = 0 at t = 0 for a0 = 5 and λ0 (a) 0.8 µm
(I0 ≈ 5.34 · 1019 W/cm2), (b) 1.8 µm (I0 ≈ 1.05 · 1019 W/cm2), (c) 2.5 µm (I0 ≈ 0.54 · 1019 W/cm2).
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FIG. 3. Analytical solution for LP tightly focused pulse in
vacuum: (a) Electric field strength in normalized units at
the beam focus over time; (b) The corresponding intensity
(in blue) and its envelope (in red); the horizontal green bar
indicates the full width at half maximum of 12 fs. Parameters:
s = 57.18, NA=0.95, a0 = 5, λ0 = 1.8 µm.

2. Target parameters

The shape and size of the gas target should be selected
based on the geometry of the laser field in vacuum and
its intensity at the boundary of this target. Thus, from
Fig. 4 we conclude that the spherical symmetry of the
target ensures that every part of the EM wave travel the
same distance in the gas, thereby avoiding artificial losses
of intensity at the focus, as would be in the case of a boxy
target.

The question remains how large this sphere should be?
In Figure 4, the maximum intensity at tinitial = t1 is
Imax(t1) ≈ 1.37× 1015 W/cm2, so we can expect ioniza-
tion of air molecules up to N3+ and O3+ [1]. To start
the simulation where ionization is just beginning, when
the pulse has a radius Rion, the laser should have a max-
imum intensity of Iion ≈ 2 × 1014 W/cm2. To estimate
the value of Rion, we notice that on the propagation axis,

i.e. when x = y = 0, and in the limit where z ≫ b, Eq.
(12) becomes

(Re{Ex(z, φ)})2 ≈ E2
0

z2
P(φ, s), (20)

where the factor

E0 =
2a0k

3
0b

3mec
2

Re{Kfoc
2 }e

(s+ 2)(s+ 1)

s2
, (21)

does not depend on λ0 but only NA, s and a0, whereas
the function

P(φ, s) = sin2
[
(s+ 3) arctan

(φ
s

)]
/
(
1 +

φ2

s2

)s+3

(22)

depends on the phase in the far field φ = τ̃−(0, 0, z, t) =
ω0t − k0z. In the range φ ∈ [0, 2π], the maximum value
Pmax ≈ 0.96, that results in

Rion =
√
cε0 · 0.96/2Iion · E0, (23)

which yields Rion ≈ 128µm.
Using the B-integral, we can measure the influence of

nonlinear effects on the propagation of the laser pulse
from the mirror to this distance

B =
2π

λ0

∫ Rion

f

n2I(z)dz, (24)

where n2 is the non-linear refractive index, f = 6.35 mm
is the focal length of HNAP. We estimate the intensity
on the propagation axis as I(z) = cε0E2

0 ⟨P(s)⟩φ∈[0,2π]/z
2,

with average ⟨P(s)⟩φ∈[0,2π] ≈ 0.39. To evaluate this in-

tegral we use n2 = 7.99 · 10−8 cm2/TW, assuming only
an electronic response with no rotational contribution at
such a short pulse duration [49], which results in a small
value B = 5.7 · (1.8/λ0[µm]) mrad ≪ 2π/10 rad for all
λ0, in agreement with the estimations of Ref. [1]. There-
fore, nonlinear effects outside the simulation box can be
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neglected for all cases considered in this article, even if
the propagation is in ambient air.

Of course, using the target size Rtarget = Rion would
significantly increase the computation time and resources
for 3D modeling compared to that shown in Fig. 4 where
Rtarget ≈ 40 µm, and even more so in plasma. Fortu-
nately, ionized electrons far from the focal spot do not
contribute to the flux of energetic particles because in
this region, the field strength and its gradient are in-
sufficient to cause noticeable acceleration. We also see
that this local ionization does not increase the number
of electrons in the immediate vicinity of the focus, where
they could be accelerated later by the focused laser field.
Thus, it is reasonable to start the simulation at time t1,
in the position shown in the Fig. 4. Furthermore, to min-
imize the reflection of the EM wave on the target bound-
ary and permit the beam injection inside the gas, we use
a spherical target with a smoothly increasing density at
the boundary (super-Gaussian distribution of power p):

ngas(x, y, z) = ngas0 exp
{
−
(x2 + y2 + z2

2σ2

)p}
, (25)

where in our simulations p = 6 and the standard devi-
ation σ = 30[µm] · λ0[µm]/1.8µm. To include such a
target, along with the initial solution for a laser pulse in
a vacuum, we need to use a simulation box of size at least
64λ0 × 64λ0 × 64λ0 for all λ0. Further empirical tests in
plasma with calculations at various target sizes, starting
from 30λ0×30λ0×30λ0, showed satisfactory convergence
of results when approaching the selected simulation win-
dow size, most probably because the electron density near
this boundary remains relatively low.

−60 −40 −20 0 20 40 60

y (µm)

−60

−40

−20

0

20

40

60

z
(µ

m
)

t1

t2

t3

1010

1012

1014

1016

1018

1020
I (W/cm2)

FIG. 4. The intensity I(0, y, z, t) in vacuum calculated from
the expressions (12) is presented for the parameters a0 = 5
and λ0 = 1.8 µm. Solutions for three time points are shown:
t1 = −165 fs, t2 = −82.5 fs and t3 = 0 (focusing time).
Here the magenta circles show the position of the gas target
with number density nair(x, y, z), such that the solid line cor-
responds to 0.95nmax level, while the dashed line marks the
0.5nmax level.

3. Laser field in vacuum: numerical propagation

Before proceeding with gas/plasma modeling, we need
to compare the result of numerical pulse propagation in
vacuum with the exact analytical solution. Using ctypes,
a well-known Python library, we can implement any de-
sired field configuration as optimized C-functions, which
is faster than directly including expressions (12) in the
Python Smilei input file. Technically, at time tinitial we
initialize the field components using the ExternalField
blocks of the Smilei PIC code [30] and then propagate
them with the 4th order solver M4[50], since the accuracy
of the 2nd order Yee solver typically used for Maxwell’s
equations turned out to be insufficient in case of tightly-
focused field. For the numerical simulations, we use the
same box size 64λ0×64λ0×64λ0 - as was done to present
the analytical solution in Fig. 4. The spatial steps are
set identical for all directions: ∆x = ∆y = ∆z = λ0/32,
which, taking into account the Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy
stability condition [51, 52] leads to ∆t = 0.99λ0/32

√
3c.

We start with the field intensity configuration shown
on Fig. 4 at tinitial = −165 fs, and in Fig. 5 we demon-
strate the numerical propagation results at times t1 = 0,
t2 = 82.5 fs and t3 = 165 fs. As can be seen, during
the process of numerical propagation in vacuum, only
a few spurious fields with an intensity slightly higher
than 1010 W/cm2 appeared near the bottom, right and
left boundaries of the computational domain, and arti-
ficial diffusion is quite small. Thus, all values of maxi-
mum intensities obtained for the points of time shown in
Fig. 5: Imax(t1) = I0 = 1.054× 1019 W/cm2, Imax(t2) =
5.547×1016 W/cm2 and Imax(t3) = 1.366×1015 W/cm2

differ from the corresponding analytical values by no
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FIG. 5. The intensity I(0, y, z, t) of a LP tightly-focused laser
pulse as result of numerical propagation in vacuum for the
parameters a0 = 5 and λ0 = 1.8 µm. Solutions for three time
points are shown: t1 = 0 (focusing time), t2 = 82.5 fs and
t3 = 165 fs (symmetric to initial). The magenta circles show
the proposed position of the gas target as in Fig. 4.
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more than 0.4%, which seems to us accurate enough to
move on to plasma calculations.

At the end of this section, we note that for λ0 = 1.8 µm
and a0 = 5, there is a good agreement between our ana-
lytical solutions and the numerical results obtained using
the in-house code Strattocalculator, based on Stratton-
Chu integrals [32]. This applies both to the shape of
the solution in the form of a spherical wave propagat-
ing towards the focus, and to the size of the focal spot:
wFWHM ≈1 µm [1], see Fig. 2 (b). This is why we believe
that for our numerical simulations, we can use the ana-
lytical formulas (12) as a computationally cheaper surro-
gate for the more accurate Stratton-Chu integral-based
solutions.

III. MODELING OF ELECTRONS
ACCELERATION IN TIGHTLY-FOCUSED LP

FIELDS

In this section, the simulation results for electron ac-
celeration from the tightly-focused laser field in ambient
air are presented. This is preceded by further details on
the setup.

A. Setup of the numerical experiments

For initial EM fields, the geometry of the numerical
experiment corresponds to that shown in Fig. 4 at t1
(for different λ0, both spatial and time scales should be
multiplied by factor λ0[µm]/1.8). The same values for the
simulation box, cell size and time step are used as for the
propagation in vacuum presented at the end of section
IIC. In all tests we keep the parameters s = 57.18 and
NA=0.95 unchanged, as described in section IIC. Two
sets of parameter sweep are performed:

1. For a fixed a0 = 5, we vary the central wavelength
λ0 = {0.8, 1.8, 2.5, 3.5, 4.5, 5.5, 7.0} µm (and, ac-
cordingly, the pulse duration).

2. For a fixed λ0 = 2.5 µm, we change the parameter
a0 = {3.6, 5.0, 7.0}.

We model the spherical air target as consisting of 79%
nitrogen and 21% oxygen, with the number density of air
molecules estimated as nair0 = 2.687 × 1025 m−3 under
standard conditions. Thus, assuming pre-dissociation of
N2 and O2 molecules, for our gas target we use distribu-
tions (25) with nN0 = 0.79 · 2 · nair0, nO0 = 0.21 · 2 · nair0

and ne0 = 0, so the air is initially neutral. For each type
of molecule/ion, we take 1 superparticle per cell between
spheres with radii r0 and r0/3 and 2 superparticles within
a sphere with radius r0/3, where r0 is chosen such that
ngas(r0) = 0.001ngas0 in (25). In total, the number of N
and O superparticles is slightly more than 6 · 109.

When propagating a pulse in a gas, for all the species
of ions/molecules, we take into account tunneling ioniza-
tion by a laser field using the appropriate Smilei module,

based on the ADK semi-classical formalism [53]. Thus,
depending on the local degree of ionization, the actual
number of electron superparticles in a cell varies from 0
to 30, and their total number can even exceed 1010. The
electron superparticles generated in this way are pushed
using the scheme proposed by Higuera and Cary [54] and
implemented in the Smilei code. Unlike electrons, we
consider air ions to be at rest due to their large masses.
This assumption saves computational time and does not
have a significant effect on the electron acceleration, most
probably because the plasma frequency for ionic species
is much lower than for electrons: ωp,e ≫ ωp,N, ωp,O. De-
pending on the total number of electron superparticles,
i.e. the level of ionization, the simulations presented fur-
ther in Section III run for 6-14 hours on 5120 cores.

Using diagnostic tools provided by Smilei, we measure
the following data at several pre-selected points in time

1. Energy-angular spectra of accelerated electrons in
the pulse polarization plane (x, z) and in the trans-
verse to polarization plane (y, z).

2. Spatial distributions of electron number density
ne(x, z) and ne(y, z) in critical units nc, see Tab. I.

3. Spatial distributions for all emerged ionization
states of nitrogen nNq(y, z) (q = 0,+1, . . . ,+7) in
critical units nc.

4. Spatial distribution of electron kinetic energy
we(x, z) and we(y, z) in units ncmec

2.

5. Dependence of the EM field intensity on space, such
as I(x, y = 0, z), I(x = 0, y, z) - as was done in
Section IIC for vacuum.

For item 1, we use electron momentum binning, setting
only one bin (size of ∆px,y = 0.1 in mec units) for py =
0 ± ∆py/2 or px = 0 ± ∆px/2 and as many bins as we
need for the other two components to obtain probability
densities f1(px, pz) or f2(py, pz) respectively. Then we
move on to energy-angular variables

dN (iz)

dEKdθ
= f1(pi, pz)

√
p2i + p2z + 1, i = {x, y} (26)

where p{x,y,z} and EK are in mec and mec
2 units respec-

tively, and in both planes, angle θ is measured from the
direction z, see Fig. 1. To make the grid of the obtained
distributions uniform, we use 2D-interpolation. Also, we
distinguish distributions for forward (pz > 0)∪(z > 10λ0)
and backward (pz < 0) ∪ (z < −10λ0) moving parti-
cles, thus, in the geometry of the numerical experiment
θ ∈ (−73◦, 73◦).
Whereas the data related to the electron spectra can be

measured experimentally and results of our simulations
can be compared with them, the remaining items 2-5 on
this list are needed rather to understand the accelera-
tion mechanism and, therefore, to explain the features of
these spectra. For the same purpose, we monitor other
scalar parameters that evolve throughout the duration
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of the simulations: maximum absolute field values, inte-
gral energies of particles and fields, average charges and
electron number densities.

B. Simulation results and discussion

We begin with a brief review of the experimental re-
sults reported in Ref. [1]. The experiment was per-
formed at the Advanced Laser Light Source facility for
IR (λ0 = 1.8 µm) pulse of duration 12 fs and energy up
to 2.8 mJ. Tight focusing was achieved using a HNAP
with NA close to 1 (half-sphere focusing) and three in-
dependent radiation detectors measured the dose rate
and its angular distribution. From processing the read-
ings of these detectors, authors concluded that the radi-
ation is characterized by high anisotropy in the forward
direction with an estimated half-cone divergence angle
θFWHM ≤ 17◦, see Fig. 1, and a maximum kinetic en-
ergy of electrons 0.8 ≤ Emax

K ≤ 1.4 MeV. In the geometry
used in this article, these measurements refer to the (y, z)
plane.

For our preliminary PIC-simulation presented in the
same paper [1], the built-in paraxial beam was used, al-
beit with a narrow waist of 1 µm. In such modeling
we observed predominantly forward accelerated electrons
with maximum energies Emax

K (a0 = 4.86) ≈ 2.6 MeV and
Emax
K (a0 = 3.08) ≈ 1.9 MeV. Also, although the angular

distributions had a conical shape, their semicone diver-
gence angle visually exceeded 40◦. Note that our simula-
tions do not account for electron propagation in air to the
detector, which may be located several meters away from
the HNAP. Thus, one would naturally expect additional
accumulation of angular divergence during the propaga-
tion process, which means that even lower values for this
parameter than those recorded in the experiment would
be expected in-situ. In the next two subsections, we not
only demonstrate that using a model with a properly de-
scribed tightly-focused pulse results in better agreement
with experiment, but also perform a parameter scaling
to better understand the acceleration mechanism.

1. Scaling with λ0 at a0 = 5

Figure 6 shows the results for the spectra in the (y, z)
plane of electrons accelerated by a tightly-focused laser
pulse with a0 = 5, at three different λ0. First, in inset
(b) we observe that the maximum kinetic energy of the
electrons now falls within the experimentally determined
interval. Moreover, in all plots (a)-(c) the maximum ki-
netic energies of electrons in the simulations are below the
limiting value given by the formula for the ponderomotive
force (18): Emax

K (a0 = 5) ≈ 2.1 MeV. In addition, the an-
gular distribution is anisotropic: the measure of the angle
of divergence θFWHM does not exceed 14◦ for λ0 = 1.8
µm and is even narrower for λ0 = 2.5 µm, see Fig. 7.
Again, this is in agreement with the experimental results

for λ0 = 1.8 µm, thus increasing our confidence in the
methodology and simulations results. Lastly, for all λ0

we observe predominantly forward-accelerated electrons.
As for backward-moving particles with EK > 0.25 MeV
(minimum kinetic energy detectable in the experiment),
they are unobservable at λ0 ≥ 4.5 µm. For shorter wave-
lengths, only a small number of electrons randomly dis-
tributed in θ (with Emax

K ≤ 0.65 MeV at λ0 = 0.8 µm
and Emax

K ≤ 0.35 MeV at λ0 = 1.8, 2.5 and 3.5 µm) is
observed.

The maximum energies below the theoretical value of
2.1 MeV for all λ0 can be partly explained by decreased
values of Ex compared to the value a0 = 5 in vacuum, as
seen Fig. 8 which plots the maximum amplitude of all
electric field components in the simulation box as a func-
tion of time. The most probable mechanisms explaining
this behavior are ionization and reflection losses as the
pulse propagates through the plasma. As for the Ey and
Ez-components in Fig. 8(a)-(c), their maximum values
do not exceed the corresponding maximum values in vac-
uum. However, these components decrease more slowly
in plasma, demonstrating interaction with electrons and
their back-reaction on the electromagnetic field.

From Figure 8 we also see, that the chosen final time
for Fig. 6 of 173 · Tr is suitable to acquire the spectra.
By this time, the field amplitude is greatly reduced, the
acceleration process is completed, and the particles are
free-streaming towards the boundaries of the simulation
box. For example, in case of λ0 = 2.5 µm, see insert (c),
the electron spectrum does not change after ≈ 190 fs.
Finally, we obtained very similar spectra for the (x, z)
plane (not shown here for simplicity), perhaps with a
slightly wider base at EK < 0.3 eV, so we can conclude
that electron emission has a conical shape.

In our model, the electron acceleration efficiency de-
pends on several factors: the degree of air ionization, the
effective conversion from EM field energy into electron
kinetic energy oscillating in this field, and the resulting
action of the cycle-averaged relativistic ponderomotive
force. Let us look at the details of the acceleration pro-
cess, having data from the simulation of electron distri-
butions - Fig. 9 and fields - Fig. 10.

For a fixed value of a0, as the wavelength decreases, the
intensity increases in a region of scale λ0 surrounding the
focus, as seen in Fig. 2. Hence, higher ionization states
of air molecules can be reached and more electrons can
potentially participate in the acceleration process. The
energy conversion between the laser field and electrons
crucially depends on the local electron number density:
the closer ne is to the critical value nc at a given wave-
length, see Tab I, the more electrons can effectively in-
teract with the wave. Because the ions are fixed, we can
estimate the electron density at the moment where they
are ionized from their parent ion by

ne(x, y, z)

nc
∼ (nN0ZN + nO0ZO) ·

e2λ2
0

4π2c2ε0me

∼ ne1(0.79ZN + 0.21ZO), (27)
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where coefficient ne1 = 0.048[λ0(µm)]2, and ZN and ZO

are the local (for brevity in their notation we omitted
(x, y, z)) degrees of ionization for nitrogen (N+ZN) and
oxygen (O+ZO), see Fig. 9(a)-(c). For example, in the
case of single local ionization of nitrogen and oxygen,
we have ne(x, y, z)/nc = ne1. For convenience, Table II
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FIG. 8. Maximum over the entire simulation box values of the
electric field components in time for pulse with a0 = 5 and λ0

(a) 0.8 µm, (b) 1.8 µm and (c) 2.5 µm. Vertical dashed lines
show the times at which the spectra were taken in Fig. 6.

contains the coefficients ne1 for different wavelengths. In
Figure 9(a)-(c), for all λ0 we observe at least ions N5+,
O5+ and even higher ionization states in the focal region.
Therefore, using Eq. (27) and the numbers in Table II,
we expect regions of near-critical and even over-dense
plasma for λ0 ≥ 1.8 µm. This is confirmed by looking at
the actual electron density obtained in the simulation in
Figs. 9 (d)-(f). We can now look at how this affects the
acceleration processes.

TABLE II. Electron number density ne1 in critical units in
the case of single ionization, see formula (27).

λ0 (µm) 0.8 1.8 2.5 3.5 4.5 5.5 7.0

ne1 (nc) 0.03 0.16 0.30 0.59 0.98 1.46 2.36

For λ0 = 0.8 µm, the density is far from the critical
regime: nmax

e ≈ 0.21. Because of this low effective den-
sity, we can even notice the preserved structure of the
laser pulse in Fig. 10 (a), where the particles oscillate
with Ex-component as seen in Fig. 9 (g). However, if
we look at the focal region with better resolution, as in
Fig. 11(a),(b), we can observe the formation of a trail
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FIG. 9. Spatial distributions near acceleration region at time t ≈ 57 · Tr for (a)-(c): nitrogen ions number densities, nNq(y, z)
(nc units), ions species are shown in colors: N0 - yellow, N1+ - purple, N2+ - blue, N3+ - green, N4+ - orange, N5+ - red,
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electrons number density ne(y, z) (nc units) and (g)-(i) electron kinetic energy we(y, z) (ncmec

2 units). The wavelengths are
as follows: (a),(d),(g) - λ0 = 0.8 µm (t ≈ 24 fs), (b),(e),(h) - λ0 = 1.8 µm (t ≈ 55 fs) and (c),(f),(i) - λ0 = 2.5 µm (t ≈ 76 fs).

of microbubbles (each of size ≤ 1 µm) in the wake left
after the laser pulse. This separation of charges in space,
which begins with one bubble at the moment of focus-
ing, occurs due to the displacement of electrons by the
laser ponderomotive force and leads to the appearance of
a static field component there, akin to the laser wakefield
acceleration mechanism. As the data shows, the kinetic
energies of particles accelerated in the region behind the
laser pulse displayed in Fig. 9(g) are acquired predomi-
nantly due to the bubble’s fields, since this area coincides
with the position of microbubbles where oscillating Ex-
component is low. However, the generated static field in
this region is only 0.2Er and thus, is not responsible for
accelerating electrons to the MeV range.

Although neither the vacuum analytical solution (12)

nor the numerical solution of the Strattocalculator for the
LP pulse [33] has an Ez component in the entire (y, z)
plane, this component appears in the plasma. On the
optical axis, we actually observe oscillating electric fields
(for all components) existing for long times after focusing
for all λ0 ≥ 1.8 µm, but their amplitudes do not exceed
0.5Er. Again this is not enough to accelerate particles
to the MeV energy scale. Having ruled out these pos-
sible acceleration mechanisms, we proceed by exploring
another one - direct acceleration by the relativistic pon-
deromotive force, which has already been proposed for
these experimental conditions in [1].

In the nonrelativistic limit, the ponderomotive force

Fp = −mec
2

4E2
r

∇|E(r)|2, accelerates charged particles in
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the direction of the electric field gradient. Then, in an
underdense plasma, which does not strongly modify the
field, e.g. when λ0 = 0.8 µm see 10(a), it can be safely
assumed that electrons oscillate in the Ex direction and
slowly drift along the entire leading edge of the pulse,
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FIG. 11. Electron number densities ne(y, z) (nc units) near
the laser beam focus at t = 28 ·Tr for (a) λ0 = 0.8 µm (12 fs)
and (b) λ0 = 1.8 µm (27 fs).

thus yielding a smooth electron spectra with a maximum
at θ = 0 in the forward direction, and a similar spectra
along the trailing edge for backward particles. In the rel-
ativistic regime, expressions for the ponderomotive force
are more sophisticated and non-universal, so, the behav-
ior of particles is more complex, with the possibility of
falling into chaos [55–57]. In the relativistic regime, os-
cillating particles acquire a pz component not so much
due to the gradient part of the ponderomotive force, but
due to its other part, the magnetic term e(vx/c) × B,
which makes particles move forward in the z direction
rather than backward, see e.g. [58]. Thus, we have al-
ready given one argument in favor of direct acceleration
by the ponderomotive force when discussing the spectra
in Fig. 6, by noting that electrons were accelerated pre-
dominantly in the forward direction with low divergence
angle. In addition, as seen in Figs. 9-(g) and 10-(a), the
electrons are initially accelerated along the wavefront fol-
lowing the field gradient as predicted by the ponderomo-
tive force. Once they reach a high enough velocity, the
magnetic term starts to be important and push the elec-
trons in the forward direction.
In contrast to the case with λ0 = 0.8 µm, for λ0 = 1.8

and 2.5 µm, the leading edge of the pulse is strongly re-
flected when colliding with a region of over-dense plasma,
see 10(b),(c). Due to the spatial redistribution of wave
intensity, we observe a strong distorsion of the spher-
ical wave front further from the optical axis, whereas
along the z-axis the strength of the self-consistent field
increases significantly compared to propagation in vac-
uum, e.g., at λ0 = 1.8 µm at time 57 · Tr it is 5.5 · 1017
W/cm2 versus 1.3 · 1016 W/cm2. This effect enhances
electron acceleration because the particles are subjected
to higher fields and gradients.
In Figures 12,13(a)-(c) we can trace the evolution of

the kinetic electron density shown in Fig. 9(g),(h). The
beams of electrons moving forward are clearly visible,
and as a result we obtain the broader in angles spectra
with θFWHM ≈ 22◦ for λ0 = 0.8 µm (accelerated along
the entire undeformed wave front), see Fig. 6(a), and
sharply conical angular electron spectra for λ0 ≥ 1.8 µm,
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see Fig. 6(b),(c) and Fig. 7. In a plasma with a den-
sity close to critical, more electrons oscillate with the Ex

component and effectively acquire pz due to the relativis-
tic ponderomotive force, so we see more particles in the
spectra at λ0 = 1.8 and 2.5 µm, than for λ0 = 0.8 µm.
Figure 13 also shows that in addition to the beam of elec-
trons accelerated forward, some of them remained near
the focus, oscillating and generating currents there (see
in Fig. 8(b)) with an amplitude of ≈ 0.4Er, which is
preserved up to t > 120 fs. These laser-excited oscil-
lations arise in a region where there is an over-dense
plasma and cannot propagate, since their group veloc-

ity is vg = Re{c
√
1− ω2

pe/ω
2
0} = Re{c

√
1− ne/nc} = 0,

whereas electrons moving forward and oscillating with
the laser pulse travel on the edge of the region between

−20 −10 0 10 20

y (µm)

−10

0

10

20

30

40

z
(µ

m
)

(c)

−20 −10 0 10 20

y (µm)

−10

0

10

20

30

40

z
(µ

m
)

(b)

−20 −10 0 10 20

y (µm)

−10

0

10

20

30

40

z
(µ

m
)

(a)

10−10

10−8

10−6

10−4

10−2

100

we

(ncmec2)

FIG. 13. Distributions of electrons kinetic energy we(y, z) in
the field of a tightly-focused laser pulse with λ0 = 1.8 µm at
times (a) t = 82 fs, (b) t = 110 fs and (c) t = 137 fs.

over-dense and under-dense plasma.

In terms of energy conversion, approximately 30-35%
of EM energy integrated over the simulation box, is spent
to air ionization and electron acceleration when λ0 ≥ 1.8
µm, but it is only slightly above 10% in the case of
λ0 = 0.8 µm, see Fig. 14. As we have just seen, only
part of this energy turns into the energy of a directed
electron beam for all λ0. When λ0 ≥ 1.8 µm, i.e. when
the transfer of EM energy to electron acceleration is suf-
ficiently effective, we observe a shift in the position of
the maximum kinetic energy of electrons (or minimum
EM energy) to the left with increasing wavelength. The
larger λ0, the more efficiently EM energy is spent ac-
celerating electrons before focusing. However, at large
λ0, the acceleration process loses its effectiveness due to
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an increase in the size of the overdense plasma region,
where the pulse can no longer propagate and accelerate
electrons.

Finally, we summarize the results of Section III B 1 in
Fig. 15. In insert (a) we carried out an averaging over
the θ-angle in both planes (x, z) and (y, z) to obtain the
particle spectra. In the case of the (x, z) plane, the max-
imum energy is usually higher by about 5 %, probably
because in this plane we have, in addition to the Ex com-
ponent, a comparable Ez component in vacuum. Here,
it should be noted that the number of superparticles rep-
resenting electrons are different in each spectrum, since
it depends on the peak intensity of the ionizing beam,
which decreases with wavelength. Thus, for λ0 = 0.8 µm
we have created 1.3 · 1010 superparticles, for λ0 = 1.8
µm - 5.8 · 109, and for λ0 = 5.5 µm there is only 109 of
them. This can cause some statistical fluctuations, which
probably explain the humps in the tail of the spectrum
at λ = 0.8 µm.

In Fig. 15 (b) the simulated maximum electron kinetic
energies are plotted as functions of λ0 at two spectral
levels dN/dEK , thus modelling different detector sensi-
tivities. For both levels we can observe an increase in
Emax
K for λ0 ∈ [1.8, 2.5] µm, followed by a decline for

λ0 > 2.5 µm. Indeed, the peak intensity of the beam
decreases with increasing wavelength, which leads to a
decrease in the number of ionization electrons. More-
over, not all ionization electrons can be accelerated effi-
ciently; the parameter responsible for the conversion of
EM energy into kinetic energy of electrons, equal to the
ratio ne/nc ∝ neλ

2
0, increases with wavelength of the

laser beam. As a compromise between these opposing
trends, for a fixed a0 = 5 we observe a maximum of Emax

K
achieved at λ0 = 2.5 µm.

Insert (b) also shows the total number (yield) of accel-
erated electrons calculated from the data in inset (a). For
high energy electrons with a cutoff at 250 keV as in inset
(a), the ratio between the yield at λ0 = 1.8 µm and at
λ0 = 0.8 µm reaches a value of N(λ0 = 1.8 µm)/N(λ0 =
0.8 µm) ≈ 10. Therefore, although it is possible to reach
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FIG. 15. (a) Energy spectra of electrons accelerated by a pulse
with a0 = 5 and averaged over θ in the (x, z) and (y, z) planes
are shown at t ≈ 73 fs (λ0 = 0.8 µm), t ≈ 165 fs (λ0 = 1.8
µm), t ≈ 229 fs (λ0 = 2.5 µm), t ≈ 320 fs (λ0 = 3.5 µm)
and t ≈ 480 fs (λ0 = 4.5 µm). (b) The dependencies of Emax

K

on λ0 are shown in red from the data presented in inset (a)
for two levels in dN/dEK . Blue circles show the dependence
of the electron yield Ntot on λ0 with a cutoff at 250 keV, the
values are shown on the additional y-axis to the right.

similar kinetic energies at λ0 = 1.8 µm and λ0 = 0.8
µm, the yield is much lower at λ0 = 0.8 µm. Further-
more, the yield decreases above λ0 = 1.8 µm, so that
at λ0 = 2.5 µm it is 2.2 times less than the maximum
- primarily due to the energy region below 0.6 MeV. As
follows from Tab. II, for λ0 > 1.8 µm the focusing region
is filled with over-dense plasma if the ionization levels of
N and O reach 3-4. Thus, for longer wavelengths, not
only do we have few ionizing electrons, but our ability to
effectively accelerate them with a tightly-focused beam
is reduced.

2. Scaling with a0 at λ0 = 2.5 µm

Since we obtained the maximum kinetic energy and a
large number of accelerated electrons for λ0 = 2.5 µm, we
continue to use this wavelength to simulate the spectra
at lower and higher a0, see fig. 16(a),(b). From these two
plots and Fig. 17 we see a noticeable decrease in Emax

K
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FIG. 16. Energy-angular spectra of electrons accelerated for-
ward by pulses with λ0 = 2.5 µm are shown at t ≈ 229 fs for
field amplitudes (a) a0 = 3.6 and (b) a0 = 7.

when we decrease a0 from 5 by ≈ 1.4. On the other hand,
we observe only a small gain in Emax

K , if we increase a0 up
to value of 7. By setting a0 = 7, we get almost the same
I0 as when λ0 = 1.8 µm and a0 = 5. For a0 = 3.6, I0 is
close to the one for λ0 = 3.5 µm with a0 = 5. So this time
for a0 = 3.6 the ne/nc ratio decreases due to decreased
ionization, so the energy conversion is less efficient for
the same λ0 = 2.5 µm, making the acceleration even less
efficient than if just the value of a0 was decreased. On
the contrary, at a0 = 7 we have much higher ionization
compared to a0 = 5, which leads to larger regions of over-
dense plasma and hence stronger wave reflection. These
effects limit the benefit of having higher intensities by
increasing a0.

IV. CONCLUSION

We numerically simulated the acceleration of electrons
in tightly-focused ultrashort IR laser pulses in ambient
air. The approach is based on PIC simulations with the
use of an exact vacuum analytical solution in combina-
tion with a spherical gas target. Our modelling confirms
the hypothesis that the ponderomotive force plays a fun-
damental role in the acceleration of electrons under these
experimental conditions [1].

The efficiency of the kinetic energy gain depends on
the normalized field amplitude a0 and the electron num-
ber density in critical units ne/nc. Since at given λ0,
a0 ∝

√
I0λ0 and the number density of ionization elec-

tron increases with I0, whereas nc ∝ λ−2
0 , both factors

a0 and
√
I0λ0 work to increase Emax

K . However, when the
region of over-dense plasma becomes large due to ioniza-

0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 1.25 1.50 1.75 2.00

EK (MeV)

100

10−1

10−2

10−3

10−4

10−5

d
N

d
E K

(a
rb

.u
n
it

s)

1.8µm,
a0=5

2.5µm,
a0=3.6

2.5µm,
a0 = 5

2.5µm,
a0 = 7

3.5µm,
a0=5

FIG. 17. Energy spectra of electrons accelerated by laser
pulses with λ0 = 2.5 µm and different field amplitudes: a0 =
3.5, a0 = 5 and a0 = 7 averaged over θ in the (x, z) and
(y, z) planes are presented at t = 229 fs. To compare, we
show the spectra with parameters λ0 = 1.8 µm, a0 = 5 and
λ0 = 3.5 µm, a0 = 5 related to times t ≈ 229 fs and t ≈ 320
fs, respectively.

tion, the reflected laser pulse cannot propagate in this
region and hence, the electron kinetic energy stops in-
creasing with a0. For this reason, for λ0 = 2.5 µm we see
almost the same Emax

K as at a0 = 5 and a0 = 7. Simi-
larly, if we fix the value a0, the maximum electron energy
increases with λ0. Owing to reflections of the pulse on
the over-dense plasma at larger λ0, the kinetic energy
starts to decrease. Thus, in ambient air simulations at
a0 = 5, an optimal value for EK was detected at λ = 2.5
µm. According to our analysis, to reach higher energies
which require larger field amplitudes a0, the air pressure
should be decreased. For example, in the case of λ0 = 5
µm and intensity I0 ≈ 0.54 · 1019 W/cm2, which leads
to a0 = 10, at pressure ne1(5µm)/ne1(2.5µm) ≈ 4 times
less than under standard conditions, the maximum elec-
tron energy in our simulations reaches 3 MeV. In the
general case, at given a0, the wavelength at which maxi-
mum kinetic energy of electrons can be reached, depends
on the gas type and possible ionization levels. Thus, for
other gases, the scaling law we see here could be differ-
ent. This will be studied in other articles. Also, for future
research, we aim to combine PIC codes with the numeri-
cal solution of the Strattocalculator [32], and considering
electron acceleration in tightly focused radially polarized
(RP) pulse.
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J.-C. Kieffer, and M. Piché, Direct electron acceleration
with radially polarized laser beams, Applied Sciences 3,
70 (2013).

[14] S. Payeur, S. Fourmaux, B. E. Schmidt, J. P. MacLean,
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tion driven by ultrashort and nonparaxial radially polar-
ized laser pulses, Opt. Lett. 37, 2442 (2012).

[41] C. F. R. Caron and R. M. Potvliege, Free-space propaga-
tion of ultrashort pulses: Space-time couplings in gaus-
sian pulse beams, Journal of Modern Optics 46, 1881
(1999), https://doi.org/10.1080/09500349908231378.

[42] J. Lekner, Polarization of tightly focused laser beams,
Journal of Optics A: Pure and Applied Optics 5, 6 (2002).

[43] P. Hadjisolomou, T. M. Jeong, P. Valenta, G. Korn, and
S. V. Bulanov, Gamma-ray flash generation in irradiating
a thin foil target by a single-cycle tightly focused extreme
power laser pulse, Phys. Rev. E 104, 015203 (2021).

[44] I. Thiele, S. Skupin, and R. Nuter, Boundary conditions
for arbitrarily shaped and tightly focused laser pulses in
electromagnetic codes, Journal of Computational Physics
321, 1110 (2016).

[45] K. Kunz and R. Luebbers, The finite difference time do-
main method for electromagnetics (CRC Press, 1993).

[46] K. Weichman, K. G. Miller, B. Malaca, W. B. Mori, J. R.
Pierce, D. Ramsey, J. Vieira, M. Vranic, and J. P. Palas-
tro, Analytic pulse technique for computational electro-
magnetics (2023), arXiv:2307.04843 [physics.comp-ph].

[47] V. Marceau, C. Varin, T. Brabec, and M. Piché, Fem-
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