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We propose a novel scheme for generating and accelerating simultaneously a dozen-GeV isolated attosecond
electron bunch from an electron beam-driven hollow-channel plasma target. During the beam-target interaction,
transverse oscillations of plasma electrons are induced, and subsequently, a radiative wakefield is generated.
Meanwhile, a large number of plasma electrons of close to the speed of light are injected transversely from the
position of the weaker radiative wakefield (e.g., the half-periodic node of the radiative wakefield) and converge
towards the center of the hollow channel, forming an isolated attosecond electron bunch. Then, the attosecond
electron bunch is significantly accelerated to high energies by the radiative wakefield. It is demonstrated
theoretically and numerically that this scheme can efficiently generate an isolated attosecond electron bunch with
a charge of more than 2 nC, a peak energy up to 13 GeV of more than 2 times that of the driving electron beam, a
peak divergence angle of less than 5 mmrad, a duration of 276 as, and an energy conversion efficiency of36.7% as
well as a high stability as compared with the laser-beam drive case. Such an isolated attosecond electron bunch in
the range of GeV would provide critical applications in ultrafast physics and high energy physics, etc.

Relativistic attosecond electron bunches have broad appli-
cation prospects in ultrafast physics [1–3], novel radiation
sources [4–6] and free-electron laser injection [7–10], etc. For
instances, attosecond electron bunches are used to detect ul-
trafast variation at the atomic scale in real time by ultrafast
electron diffraction and microscopy in the field of ultrafast
physics[11, 12]; attosecond X/γ-rays can be generated by
head-to-head collisions between an ultra-intense ultrashort
laser and an attosecond electron bunch[13–18]; and in the
area of free-electron laser, attosecond electron bunches can
be injected into undulators or wigglers to produce ultra-short
brilliant soft/hard X-rays via self-amplified spontaneous emis-
sion or high-harmonic radiation[19–22]. Over the past few
decades, a variety of ways of generating attosecond electron
bunches have been attempted[13–18, 23–26]. Laser wakefield
acceleration technique is one of the state-of-the-art candidates
for generating high-quality attosecond electron bunches[27–
32]. Meanwhile, the interactions of lasers with solid-density
plasma and near-critical-density plasma targets of different
shapes and profiles have been explored as a method to generate
attosecond electron bunches[33–39]. However, these attosec-
ond electron bunches achieved are limited to either energy
of MeV level[13, 18, 23, 28], high divergence[17] or non-
isolated bunches[15], so that they are not suitable for using
in single-shot ultrafast diagnostics and imaging of materials.
Additionally, these methods of generating attosecond electrons
are very sensitive to the spatiotemporal alignment accuracy
between laser pulses and targets, and the energy conversion
efficiency from laser to electron beams is only a few percent.

Currently, a promising way of producing and accelerating ul-
trashort and high-energy electron bunches is realized by means
of an electron/proton beam-driven wakefield in under-dense
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plasma[40–47]. As an example, Xu et al. showed that under
appropriate conditions, density downramp injection in a 3D
blowout regime can generate brilliant electron beams with low
energy spread[46]. However, the generated ultrashort electron
bunches generally have a significant divergence angle and are
absent of isolated attosecond duration. Especially, Si et al.
numerically generated continuously high-intensity, long wave-
length few-cycle infrared radiation through oscillations of a
surface electron film driven by a relativistic electron beam in
a dense plasma micro-tube[48]. The achieved infrared radi-
ation field with uniform periodic distribution can be used to
accelerate charged particles[49]. However, in the scenario, the
charged particles accelerated are externally injected and are
not of an attosecond structure. Most recently, Farmer et al. pro-
posed a new scheme that plasma wakefield accelerators with
higher energy can be periodically produced by a train of drive
bunches driving an under-dense plasma [50]. However, only
the acceleration of the injected electrons have been considered.
It still is a great challenge for the previously proposed methods
to generate and accelerate simultaneously an isolated attosec-
ond electron bunch with both the energy of dozen-GeV and
the charge of a few nC. Studying this key problem will help to
gain insight into new mechanisms of beam-target interactions
and provide an effective mechanism for realizing an isolated,
high-energy and high-charge attosecond electron source.

In this letter, we propose a novel scheme to efficiently gen-
erate and accelerate an isolated attosecond electron bunch
with high-energy and high charge by using a relativistic elec-
tron beam propagating in a hollow-channel plasma target. As
schematically shown in figure 1(a), when a driving electron
beam with a reachable energy of 6 GeV and a charge of 5.78
nC in beam factories like the Facility for Advanced Accelerator
Experimental Tests II (FACET-II) [51, 52] passes through a
hollow-channel plasma target, the electrostatic field of the driv-
ing electron beam perturbs the plasma electrons at the inner
wall of the plasma channel, generating a transverse charge-
separation field, and the plasma electrons at the inner wall
oscillate collectively and transversally in the presence of the
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FIG 1. (a) Schematic diagram for the generation and acceleration of
isolated attosecond electron bunch. (b) Spatial profile of the driving
electron beam in the x − y plane.

electrostatic field and the charge-separation field, giving rise to
the generation of a radiative wakefield. Simultaneously, a large
number of plasma electrons of close to the speed of light are
transversely self-injected, at the locations where the radiative
wakefield is weaker, into the hollow channel to form an iso-
lated attosecond electron bunch and are constantly accelerated
by the stable and high accelerator gradient radiative wakefield.
Ultimately, our scheme achieves an isolated attosecond elec-
tron bunch with a density up to 10 times the original plasma
density, a charge of more than 2 nC, a peak energy of 13 GeV,
a peak divergence angle of less than 5 mmrad, a duration of
276 as, and an energy conversion rate of36.7%. Furthermore,
we found that the intensity of the radiative wakefield and the
average energy of the isolated attosecond electron bunch can
be well controlled by adjusting the spread and charge of the
driving electron beam.

We perform two-dimensional particle-in-cell (2D-PIC) sim-
ulations with the open-source code EPOCH[53]. The size
of the simulation box is x × y = 100 µm × 60 µm with the
spatial resolution ∆x × ∆y = 0.0125 µm × 0.1 µm, where the
macro-particles per cell for the beam electrons, plasma elec-
trons, and ions are 24, 12, and 8, respectively. A moving win-
dow is employed, which starts moving along the x direction
with the speed of light c at t = 100 fs. A relativistic electron
beam with an energy of 6 GeV and a charge of 5.78 nC en-
ters the simulation box from the left boundary and propagates
along the +x direction. As shown in figure 1(b), its spatial
profile is characterized by a super-Gaussian density profile

of nb = nb0exp
(
−

(x−x0)6

σ6
x
−

y6

σ6
y

)
in both longitudinal and trans-

verse direction, where nb0 = 1.4 × 1019 cm−3, x0 = 16.65 µm,
σx = 10 µm (corresponding to full width at half maximum
(FWHM) of 33.3 µm), σy = 7.5 µm (corresponding to FWHM
of 25.0 µm), respectively. It is worth noting that an electron
beam with 10 GeV energy and 3 × 1019 cm−3 peak density
represents the state of the art at the FACET-II [51, 52], which
is very close to the driving electron beam parameters (i.e., en-
ergy of 6 GeV and peak density of 1.4 × 1019 cm−3) of our
scheme. Apart from that, higher-charge (∼100 nC) electron

beams will be achieved in the Argonne Wakefield Accelerator
(AWA) in the near future[54]. The hollow-channel plasma
target can be viewed as a hollow, long, straight carbon tube
with the wall made of fully ionized plasma, while the interior
is vacuum. In our scheme, the carbon tube is located between
x = 0 µm and 15000 µm, whose inner and outer radius are
20 µm and 25 µm, respectively. The plasma electron density is
np = 1.1×1020 cm−3. Such a plasma channel can be created by
laser-irradiated carbon nanotubes[55–57] or laser near-critical
density gas interaction[58]. In our simulations, the absorbing
boundary condition is utilized for both fields and particles in
the transverse directions.

Figure 2 illustrates the generation and propagation process
of the radiative wakefield. Figure2(a) shows the typical tra-
jectories of plasma electrons from the inner walls. It can be
seen that the plasma electrons on the inner wall of the hollow
channel are collectively oscillating transversely at about 0.83c.
This is because when the driving electron beam passes through
the hollow channel, the Coulomb repulsive force forms in the
transverse direction, which excites the plasma electrons in the
inner wall, kicking most of the plasma electrons in the skinning
depth towards the outer wall by the transverse electric field
force Eyp = E0e−

√
k2

x−1+ω2
peδy, where E0 is the initial transverse

electric field of the driving electron, kx is the wavenumber in
the x-direction, ωpe =

√
e2np/(meε0) is the plasma frequency,

e is the charge of the electron, me is the mass of the elec-
tron, ε0 is the vacuum permittivity, and δy is the transverse
oscillation distance of the plasma electrons. Meanwhile, a
charge-separation field Ecs = enpδy/ϵo is formed between the
kicked plasma electrons and the near carbon ions, so that the
plasma electrons kicked towards the outer wall return back to
the skin layer. Figure2(b) shows the evolution of the transverse
electric field and the charge-separation field as a function of δy.
One can see that the charge-separation field keeps a rising trend
while the transverse electric field slows a falling trend with
increasing δy. When δy is 0.43 µm, the charge-separation field
and the transverse electric field are balanced, so the plasma
electrons attain the maximum momentum here. Thereafter,
the charge-separation field becomes larger than the transverse
electric field, and the plasma electron is pulled back.

As the plasma electrons oscillate transversely under the
combined force of transverse electric field force and charge-
separation force, the net energy of the plasma electrons can be
obtained by

e
∫ δy

0
(Eyp − Ecs)dy = (1/

√
1 − βp − 1)mec2, (1)

where βp = vy/c, and vy is the transverse speed of plasma elec-
trons. When the energetic plasma electrons undergo collective
oscillations, giving rise to the generation of high-gradient and
stable radiative wakefields, the generated radiative wakefields
can be estimated by[59]

Erad =
e

4πε0
[

n⃗ × (n⃗ × ˙⃗
βp)

c(1 − βpcosθ)3R
], (2)

where ˙⃗
βp =

eE⃗
mecγ3

p
, E⃗ = E⃗yp + E⃗cs, θ = ⟨n⃗, β⃗p⟩, R is the distance

from the reference point to the inner wall of the hollow plasma
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FIG 2. (a) Trajectories of some typical plasma electrons with trans-
verse different velocity vy. (b) The transverse electric field Eyp =

E0e−
√

k2
x−1+ω2

peδy and the charge-separation field Ecs = enpδy/ϵo as a
function of the transverse oscillation distance of plasma electrons
δy. (c-e) Longitudinal mid-infrared radiation fields Ex at t = 3.33 ps,
13.34 ps, and 50.03 ps, respectively.

channel, γp is the Lorentz factor of the plasma electron. Inte-
grating the above equation, we finally obtain total longitudinal
radiative wakefields:

Etotal
rad,x =

∫ θ
0

Erad,xdθ =
e ˙⃗
βpnpδyy
2ε0c

∫ θ
0

sin θ(
1 − βpcosθ

)3 dθ, (3)

where Erad,x = Erad sin θ is the longitudinal radiative wake-
field, y = R cos θ is the projection of R in the y-direction.
For example, taking the transverse electric field E = 1.35
TV/m, the transverse oscillation distance of plasma electrons
δy = 0.43 µm, the distance from the reference point to the inner

wall of the hollow plasma channel y = 20 µm, normalized ve-
locity βp = 0.83, we can estimate the total radiative wakefields
Etotal

rad,x = 1.02 TV/m, which is in consistent with the numerical
result of Ex,max = 1 TV/m, as shown in Fig. 2[(c)-(e)]. Such a
stable and ultra-high gradient radiative wakefield can be used
to accelerate the electrons, positrons, protons and even muons,
etc, to extremely high energies[24].

When the plasma electrons on the inner wall of the hollow
channel oscillate back and forth transversely, some of them
close to the speed of light eject transversely from the position
of weaker radiative wakefield, (e.g., the half-periodic node of
the radiative wakefield) and converge towards the center of the
hollow channel to form an isolated attosecond electron bunch.
Figure 3(a) shows the trajectories and longitudinal velocity dis-
tributions of the attosecond electrons in the (x, y) phase space.
It can be seen that the longitudinal velocity of the attosecond
electrons is close to the speed of light and maintains good
collimation in the longitudinal direction. Figure 3(b) shows
the trajectory and transversal velocity distribution of the at-
tosecond electrons in the same phase space. The transversal
velocity of the attosecond electrons is much less than the speed
of light, resulting in a low divergence angle of the attosecond
electron bunch. Figures 3(c)-(e) present the evolution of elec-
tron number density distributions of the attosecond electrons
bunch at t = 3.33 ps, 13.34 ps and 50.03 ps, respectively. The
electrons escaping from the inner wall of the hollow channel
are firstly accelerated and then decelerated (as indicated by the
dashed circle in Figure 3(a)) in the +y direction at t = 3.33 ps,
and most of these electrons with densities of 0.3 ∼ 0.6 nc are
mainly concentrated in the region of −20 µm<y<−10 µm and
10 µm<y<20 µm, and only a few electrons with densities of
≤ 0.2nc are distributed in the −10 µm<y<10 µm region, form-
ing an isolated attosecond electron bunch, as shown in the
Figures 3(c)-(e). Since the transverse velocity of the electrons
of the attosecond electron bunch is much smaller than their lon-
gitudinal velocity, the electrons are predominately accelerated
longitudinally by the radiative wakefield along the x-direction
and simultaneously focused in the transverse direction. Most of
the electrons in the −20 µm<y<−10 µm and 10 µm<y<20 µm
regions move transversely to the −10 µm<y<10 µm region at
t = 13.34 ps and 13.34 ps, causing the peak number density of
0.4 nc, as shown in the figures 3(d) and 3(e). However, this
enlarges the duration of the attosecond electron bunch from
114 as to 276 as at t = 3.33 ps and t = 50.03 ps, respectively,
as shown in the inset of figures 3(c)-(e). In addition, the charge
of the attosecond electron bunch decreases from 5.3 nC at
t = 3.33 ps to 2.4 nC at t = 50.03 ps, which indicates that a
large number of the electrons are dispersed during acceleration
from the radiative wakefield axis.

The attosecond electrons ejected into the hollow channel
are continuously accelerated by the stable radiative wakefield.
Figure 4(a) shows the energy spectra of electrons at t = 3.33 ps,
13.34 ps, and 50.03 ps, respectively. The cut-off energy of the
attosecond electron bunch is up to 600 MeV at t = 3.33 ps.
They are accelerated by the radiative wakefield of Ex,max = 1
TV/m for a time duration of ∆t =10.01 ps. According to
εe,max ∼ eEx,maxl0, where l0 = c∆t is the accelerating distance,
we may estimate simply the maximum energy of attosecond
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FIG 3. (a) Trajectories of attosecond electron bunch with vy. (b)
Trajectories of attosecond electron bunch with vx. (c-e) The cor-
responding plasma electron number densities ne/nc. Insets are the
generated attosecond pulse with 114 as, 150 as and 276 as, respec-
tively. Here, the plasma electron number density are normalized by
nc = 1.1 × 1027 m−3.

electrons εe,max is close to 3.33 GeV at t = 13.34 ps, which is
excellent agreement with the simulation results, as shown in
figure 4(a). The attosecond electrons are further accelerated
to the maximum energy of 13 GeV at t = 50.03 ps. It is noted
that the energy distribution of the attosecond electron bunch
is broad. This is due to the fact that the injected electrons are
mainly distributed at the nodes of the longitudinal radiative
wakefield half-cycle, where the intensity of the negative electric
field is quasi-linearly distributed in the x direction. Electrons
at the head of the attosecond bunch are accelerated at a higher
radiative wakefield, while the electrons at the tail of that are
accelerated at a lower radiative wakefield. This also makes
the attosecond electron energy conversion efficiency decrease
linearly with respect to accelerating time, as shown in figure
4(b). In addition, the energy conversion efficiency from the
driving electron beam to the attosecond electron bunch is as
high as 36.7%, which is ten times higher than achieved by

FIG 4. (a) Energy spectra of electrons at t = 3.33 ps, t = 13.34 ps
and t = 50.03 ps. (b) Red, blue and black curves represent energy
conversion efficiency of driving electron beam ηbeam, total plasma
electron ηe and attosecond electron bunch ηe,as as a function of time,
respectively. (c-e) Angular distribution of attosecond electron energy
at t = 3.33 ps, 13.34 ps, and 50.03 ps, respectively.

other plasma-based mechanisms [18, 28].
Figures 4(c)-(e) present the energy angle distribution of

the attosecond electron bunch. At t = 3.33 ps, the angular
distribution of the electrons exhibits a ‘trident’ shape due to the
fact that most of the electrons with a large beam-divergence
are distributed near the inner wall of the hollow channel, which
is in agreement with the distribution of the number density
of electrons as shown in Figure 3(a). While the electrons are
accelerated by the radiative wakefield, they continuously move
from both sides of the inner wall of the hollow channel to
the center of that, exhibiting a narrower divergence angle in
the y direction. Finally, the minimum divergence angle of the
attosecond electron bunch is nearly 5 mrad for the electrons of
cut-off energy of 13 GeV at t = 50.03 ps.

In order to demonstrate the robustness of the scheme, we
perform additional simulations to investigate the effect of the
driving electron beam energy spread δe and charge Qe on the
average energy εe of attosecond electrons and maximum ac-
celeration intensity Ex of the radiative wakefield, as shown
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in Figure 5. Here, the maximum acceleration intensity Ex of
the radiative wakefield is measured at t = 3.33 ps. First, we
keep all other parameters unchanged but vary δe from 0 to 40%.
Figure 5(a) presents that the maximum acceleration intensity
Ex of the radiative wakefield maintains ∼ 1 TV/m with respect
to the increase of δe, which indicates that the Ex is insensitive
to the δe. One can see that yield Ne of attosecond electrons
remains near 3.36×1010 (i.e., 5.38 nC) with regard to δe, which
indicates Ne maintains an almost constant trend. The higher
electron average energy εe can be achieved by increasing δe.
One can see that as δe changes from 0 to 10%, the electron av-
erage energy εe first decreases by 6 MeV and then increases by
9 MeV. A 10% change of δe only gives rise to 3 MeV increase
of the optimal electron average energy εe. When δe changes
from 20% to 40%, the electron average energy εe increases
from 106 MeV to 111 MeV. In our scheme, hence, the effect
of δe of the driving electron beam on the yield Ne and average
energy εe of attosecond electrons can be ignored, facilitating
future experimental demonstration.

FIG 5. Yield Ne and average energy εe of attosecond electrons and
maximum acceleration intensity Ex of radiative wakefield as a func-
tion of the driving electron beam energy spread δe (a) and charge Qe

(b), respectively.

Secondly, we keep δe = 0 but vary the driving electron beam
charge Qe from 2 nC to 10 nC. It is shown in Figure 5(b)
that the attosecond electron yield Ne, the attosecond electron
average energy εe and the maximum acceleration intensity Ex
of the radiative wakefield increase with the driving electron
beam charge Qe. The increase of the driving electron beam
charge Qe leads to an increase of the transverse electric field
E, giving rise to stronger oscillation of plasma electrons in the
inner wall of the hollow palsma channel. Thus, the maximum

acceleration intensity Ex of the radiative wakefield has a linear
scale law (Ex ∝

˙⃗
βp ∝ E ∝ Qe) with respect to the driving

electron beam charge Qe. This indicates that the radiative
wakefield is non-coherent radiation field. Meanwhile, when Qe
= 2 nC, εe is 23 MeV and Ex is 0.25 TV/m. While the driving
electron beam charge increases from Qe = 2 nC to Qe = 10 nC,
εe and Ex increase significantly by 12 times and seven times,
respectively.

In summary, we here propose a novel and efficient scenario
for the generation of an isolated attosecond (276 as) electron
bunch. In this scenario, a single attosecond electron bunch with
high-energy (13 GeV) and high-charge (more than 2 nC) is
efficiently generated. The energy conversion rate reaches36.7%
from the driving beam to the isolated attosecond electron bunch.
Furthermore, we discuss the effect of the energy spread and
charge of the driving electron beam with respect to the energy
of the attosecond electron bunch and the intensity of the radi-
ated wakefield. With such a dozen-GeV electron bunch, it is
able to image matters through much thicker materials. With
resolution of attosecond scale, it is well suited to study the
evolution of fast material processes under dynamic conditions.
Such an isolated, high-energy, high-charge, and attosecond
electron bunch in the range of GeV driven by an electron beam
can be especially used for higher resolution of high surface
density matter in imaging experiments of materials[60, 61] and
thus to obtain a comprehensive and integrated performance of
materials under extreme conditions[62].
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