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We introduce a novel and reliable approach to generate zeptosecond(10−21s, zs), high-energy
photon pulse bursts by synergistically exploiting the inherent characteristics of Free-Electron Lasers
(FELs) and laser-Compton scattering. The feasibility of this scheme is validated through compre-
hensive numerical simulations. In a representative simulation, a 4 GeV electron beam, undergoing
the FEL process, emits radiation at 0.7 nm and develops a microbunched structure. These mi-
crobunches subsequently interact with a 2 ps, 9 µm laser pulse in a head-on Compton scattering
configuration. Our simulation results demonstrate that under conditions of well-established elec-
tron beam microbunching, the proposed method successfully yields high-brightness γ-photon pulse
bursts with durations approaching 800 zeptoseconds and exhibiting exceptional signal-to-noise ratios,
consistent with theoretical expectations. This technique opens up avenues for exploring ultrafast
nuclear dynamics and provides unprecedented perspectives for delving into the Quantum Zeno and
Anti-Zeno effects.

INTRODUCTION

The ultrashort pulse enables signal capture from sam-
ples before significant laser-induced changes occur in the
target. This concept, known as ’measurement-before-
destruction’, pioneers new pathways for ultrafast prob-
ing of sensitive states and transient processes, allow-
ing us to observe dynamics that would otherwise be
obscured by rapid system modifications[1]. The re-
quired pulse frequency is determined by the character-
istic energy of the process under investigation. For in-
stance, molecular dynamics and chemical reactions can
be controlled through infrared laser field-driven exci-
tation of several electron volts, while inner-shell elec-
tron dynamics can be manipulated using photons with
energies ranging from hundreds of eV to several keV
[2, 3]. The next frontier lies in time-resolved nuclear
dynamics[4], which imposes stringent requirements on
both photon energy and pulse duration of ultrashort
pulses. Collective nuclear excitation energies span from
tens of keV to 30 MeV, while certain photonuclear re-
actions demand photon energies on the order of tens
of MeV or higher[5]. The disintegration time of com-
pound nuclei spans from 10−19 to 10−16 seconds, with
resonance internal conversion occurring on the attosec-
ond time scale[6]. Compound nuclei evolution and pho-
todisintegration of nuclei [7] unfold on the zeptosecond
time scale[8], while fission processes and associated phe-
nomena manifest within tens of zeptoseconds[9]. Such
photon-nucleus interactions in the sub-attosecond and
zeptosecond regime offer the unique chance to explore

the level density of the compound nucleus far above the
yrast line, hitherto an unknown territory, and provide
access to nuclei far from the valley of stability[9].

Moreover, the ability to manipulate and observe sys-
tems on such ultrashort timescales is not limited to nu-
clear physics research, but also provides new possibili-
ties for exploring the fundamental phenomena of quan-
tum measurement and quantum evolution interaction.
Frequent measurements of an unstable quantum state
can either inhibit or accelerate its evolution, depending
on the measurement frequency relative to the system’s
intrinsic properties. These phenomena are respectively
known as the Quantum Zeno Effect (QZE)[10] and the
Anti-Zeno Effect (AZE)[11]. Both QZE and AZE have
been experimentally observed across various platforms
[12–16], and typical experimental implementations of-
ten involve observation time intervals in the microsec-
ond regime. These intriguing quantum phenomena have
found applications in diverse fields, including the cool-
ing and purification of quantum systems [17], and the
protection of quantum information [18], to preserve
quantum coherence and entanglement [19], etc. Ex-
ploring even more extreme conditions[20, 21]—utilizing
ultra-broadband, ultrashort pulses(attosecond or sub-
attosecond duration) at ultrashort time intervals (at-
tosecond timescale)—could provide new insights into
QZE and AZE, potentially fundamentally enriching our
understanding and enabling novel applications of these.
However, the generation of pulses with such extreme
characteristics remains a significant technological hur-
dle.
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Current advances in X-ray free-electron lasers
(XFELs) are unlocking the potential for intense attosec-
ond hard X-ray pulse generation and applications. Mul-
tiple impressive techniques have successfully demon-
strated the generation of hard X-ray pulses with du-
rations of several hundred attoseconds[22–24]. How-
ever, from the perspective of FEL physics, achiev-
ing significantly higher photon energies (in the MeV
regime) and ultrashort pulse durations on the order of
tens of attoseconds or even zeptoseconds solely through
FEL methodologies faces substantial fundamental limi-
tations and would require prohibitive resources. Explor-
ing novel methodologies beyond established FEL princi-
ples is essential for accessing the zeptosecond timescale
and generating gamma-ray pulses.

Here, we propose a novel and reliable method that
combines FEL technology with laser Compton scatter-
ing to generate ultrashort (hundreds of zeptosecond)
pulses with extremely high photon energies (ranging
from several MeV to hundreds of MeV). This approach
exploits the established efficacy of Compton scattering
as a premier source of high-quality gamma rays while
circumventing the pulse broadening typically associated
with slippage effects in FEL pulse generation.

METHODS

The scheme of generating high-brightness, high-
energy, and ultrashort photon pulses through laser-
relativistic electron beam interaction was experimen-
tally validated in 1995 [25]. In this pioneering work,
laser-electron scattering was implemented at 90° ge-
ometry to constrain the interaction duration, success-
fully demonstrating the generation of femtosecond-scale
hard X-ray(0.4 angstrom) pulses. For head-on collision
configuration, the pulse duration of γ-rays generated
through laser-relativistic electron Compton scattering is
characterized by στ =

√
σ2
e + σ2

L/16γ
4 ∼ σe + σL/4γ

2,
where σe denotes the electron bunch length, σL repre-
sents the laser pulse duration, and γ corresponds to
the relativistic factor of the electron beam. Follow-
ing this fundamental principle, when γ reaches a suffi-
ciently large value, the scattered photon pulse duration
asymptotically approaches the electron bunch length.
Although generating such an individual ultra-narrow,
high-density electron slice encounters substantial tech-
nical challenges, the FEL gain process inherently facil-
itates the formation of a train of ultra-narrow, high-
density electron microbunches.

A defining characteristic of FELs is the reciprocal in-
teraction between the emitted radiation and the elec-
tron beam, leading to a substantial enhancement in

both radiation intensity and coherence compared to
synchrotron radiation sources based on storage rings.
This enhancement is driven, largely, by the formation of
periodic density modulations within the electron beam,
a phenomenon known as microbunching. These mod-
ulations occur at the resonant wavelength, fostering
constructive interference and a corresponding increase
in longitudinal coherence. Microbunching is a funda-
mental consequence of the interaction between the rela-
tivistic electron beam and the co-propagating radiation
field within the periodic magnetic field of the undula-
tor. This interaction imprints a fine structure onto the
electron beam’s longitudinal phase space, characterized
by a periodicity matching the fundamental wavelength
of the undulator radiation. Microscopically, this self-
organization arises from the ponderomotive potential
generated by the superposition of the undulator and ra-
diation fields. Electrons residing at negative pondero-
motive phases experience a net energy gain from the
radiation field, while those at positive phases transfer
energy to the field. The dispersive properties of the elec-
tron motion within the undulator translate this energy
modulation into a spatial density modulation, manifest-
ing as the periodic microbunch structure.

Theoretically, we can generate an ultrashort γ-ray
pulse train through Compton scattering between a
laser beam and the microbunched electron beam pro-
duced in FEL processes e.g. self-amplified spon-
taneous emission (SASE) and high-gain harmonic
generation(HGHG)[26–29], as shown in Fig.1. This
pulse train inherits the characteristics of the mi-
crobunch structure of electron beam, featuring a pe-
riodicity equal to the FEL radiation wavelength and an
even shorter pulse duration. The duration of individual
pulse is determined by the FEL radiation wavelength,
while the pulse signal-to-noise ratio is governed by the
degree of electron microbunching. With FEL radia-
tion wavelengths of tens of nanometers, this methodol-
ogy facilitates the generation of attosecond γ-ray pulse
trains. Furthermore, when FEL radiation wavelengths
approach the angstrom scale, this technique enables the
production of γ-ray pulse trains with durations in the
zeptosecond regime.

Figure 1. Schematic illustration of the method for generat-
ing ultrashort pulse trains
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The electron density distribution within each mi-
crobunch is quantitatively characterized by the bunch-
ing factor at fundamental wavelength b1 = ⟨e−iθj ⟩∆,
where θj represents the ponderomotive phase of an elec-
tron within the FEL slice[30, 31]. The bunching fac-
tor b1 is the ensemble average of the complex expo-
nential function, evaluated over the phases of all elec-
trons within a temporal slice of the FEL interaction
region. Specifically, a larger bunching factor magni-
tude (ranging from 0 to 1) corresponds to higher charge
density within the microbunch. When considering the
microbunch as a pulse signal, the bunching factor mag-
nitude substantially reflects the signal-to-noise ratio,
which is subsequently projected onto the scattered pho-
ton distribution during the Compton scattering process.
The laser Compton scattering process can be analo-
gously viewed as electrons traversing a laser-undulator
[25, 31], where electron slices with higher charge density
generate correspondingly higher radiation power.

Currently operational and under-construction hard
XFEL facilities predominantly operate in the SASE
mode, capable of generating femtosecond X-ray pulses
with gigawatt peak power. During the SASE process,
electron beams traverse through an extended undula-
tor section, where the spontaneous undulator radiation
noise undergoes exponential amplification until reach-
ing saturation. Theoretically, the SASE operational
mode exhibits wavelength-independent characteristics,
enabling its functionality across arbitrary spectral re-
gions. This wavelength flexibility inherently suggests
the potential for achieving finer microbunching struc-
tures.

NUMERICAL SIMULATION VERIFICATION

Subsequently, we investigate the feasibility of gener-
ating ultrashort, high-energy γ-ray pulse trains through
the collision between laser pulses and electron beams ex-
hibiting microbunch structures produced by the SASE
FEL process. The formation of the microbunching is
numerically simulated using Genesis 1.3 [32, 33]with the
typical parameters of an X-ray FEL, as shown in Ta-
ble.1.

Table I. Main parameters used in FEL simulations

Parameters Value
Energy 4 GeV
Average current 3.5 kA
Emittance 0.4 mmmrad
Energy spread 0.01 %
Radiation wavelength 0.7 nm
Undulator period 3.5 cm

In this example, we set the radiation wavelength of
the FEL process to 0.7 nm. Figure 2 shows the longi-
tudinal spatial distribution of microbunches generated
by the FEL numerical simulation, along with the cor-
responding current profile. It is important to recognize
that the magnitude of the bunching factor for each mi-
crobunch ultimately determines the signal-to-noise ratio
of the radiated pulse.

Figure 2. Spatial distribution and current profile of the elec-
tron microbunches at a bunching factor of ∼ 0.6, where Imax

represents the peak current.

The scattered sub-attosecond γ-ray pulses produced
via Compton scattering are emitted as a highly colli-
mated beam with a divergence angle of approximately
l/γ (0.1277 mrad in this case), where γ denotes the rel-
ativistic factor of the electrons. In the linear Compton
scattering regime, the energy of scattered photons can
be expressed as [25, 34]:

E = Elaser2γ
1− cosϕ

1 + γ2θ2
(1)

where Elaser = hc/λlaser represents the laser photon
energy (h denotes Planck’s constant, c is the speed of
light in vacuum, and λlaser is the wavelength of the in-
cident laser),ϕ represents the interaction angle between
electrons and photons (ϕ=π in our case), and θ denotes
the emission angle of γ-rays relative to the electron tra-
jectory. From this expression, it is evident that the scat-
tered photon energy can be tuned by adjusting either
the incident laser wavelength or the interaction angle
between the laser and electron beams, while keeping the
electron energy constant, potentially reaching a maxi-
mum value of 4γ2 times the laser photon energy. The
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total yield of scattered photons can be estimated,while
neglecting quantum recoil effects. For the head-on col-
lision configuration, the yield can be approximated as:

Nγ =
σNeNlaser

2π
√
σ2
e x + σ2

laser x

√
σ2
e y + σ2

laser y

(2)

where Ne, Nlaser represent the number of electrons
and photons in the beams, respectively,σ=0. 665
barn denotes the total scattering cross-section, and√
σ2
e x + σ2

laser x

√
σ2
e y + σ2

laser y is the effective inter-
action area, given by the transverse size convolution of
the electron and laser beams. This equation indicates
that the photon yield scales linearly with the number
of interacting electrons and photons and inversely with
the effective interaction area. In this example, with a
microbunch charge of approximately 8 fC and a laser
pulse energy of 0.2946J , the estimated photon yield
within a solid angle of 1/γ is approximately 3000 pho-
tons.

We employed CAIN, a well-established Monte Carlo
code[35, 36], for simulating beam-beam interactions, to
numerically model the laser Compton scattering pro-
cess. CAIN has been extensively used in design studies
of inverse Compton scattering sources.

The parameters of an intense and ultra-short infrared
laser [37] have been adopted in these simulations. The
pulse width can be as short as 3 ps and the peak power
reaches 15 TW (45J). Progress in ultra-short infrared
laser development has also been reported by other re-
search teams[38]. It is therefore reasonable to assume
that we can use a laser with parameters listed in Table.
2 in this example.

Table II. Laser parameters

Parameters Value
Power intensity P 1.5× 1019Wm−2

RMS beam size at focus ω0 25 µm
wavelength λlaser 9 µm
RMS duration σlaser 2 ps
Pulse energy 0.2946 J

Numerical simulations of the laser-Compton scatter-
ing process are grounded in the Quantum Electrody-
namics (QED) framework. In the presented scenario,
utilizing circularly polarized laser light with a laser in-

tensity parameter ξ =
e
√

−AµAµ

me
∼ λlaser

2πme

√
µ0cP of

0. 21, where nonlinear effects remain negligible. The
temporal broadening of the radiation pulse, caused by
the incident laser pulse duration, is orders of magni-
tude shorter than the characteristic microbunch length
of 778 zs (FWHM). We use a heuristic approximation

here, estimating the microbunch’s FWHM width to be
one-third of the radiated wavelength.

RESULTS

Figure.3. illustrates the numerical simulation results,
depicting the temporal distribution of the scattered
gamma photons and the FWHM for each pulse. The
results indicate that with a bunching factor of approx-
imately 0.6, the pulse train exhibits a favorable signal-
to-noise ratio, and each individual pulse has a dura-
tion of 780 ± 20 zs, consistent with the theoretical es-
timate of 780 zs. The limited photon yield and result-
ing statistical sample size contribute to a non-smooth
distribution in a pulse, with the potential for spuri-
ous multi-peak features. The inter pulse separation is
approximately 2.33 attoseconds (0.7 nm). From fun-
damental FEL principles, the spacing between consec-
utive microbunches remains fixed at the fundamental
wavelength of the undulator radiation, ensuring min-
imal jitter in the peak-to-peak separation within the
pulse train. The numerical simulation results presented
in Fig.4.(right) also confirm this. Fig.3. (right) il-
lustrates the spectral distribution of the pulse train,
representing the superposition of the energy spectra
from each individual pulse. The near-independent na-
ture of the interaction between each micro-bunch and
the laser pulse allows for the reasonable assumption
that the energy spectrum of gamma photons originating
from each interaction is consistent. Consequently, the
spectral bandwidth of the Compton scattering radia-
tion pulses can be controlled by employing a collimation
aperture[34]. This tunability stems from the one-to-one
mapping between the emission angle ϕ and energy of
the scattered photons. However, this approach to spec-
tral bandwidth control inevitably sacrifices gamma-ray
photon yield.

A substantial enhancement of the scattered gamma-
ray photon yield can be achieved, while maintaining a
constant ξ, by increasing the incident laser pulse dura-
tion. Crucially, this increase in laser pulse duration neg-
ligibly affects the duration of individual pulses within
the generated pulse train. The total photon number
exhibits a near-linear dependence on the incident laser
pulse duration (or the number of photons in a laser
beam). Consequently, the gamma-ray pulse photon
yield also demonstrates a near-linear increase, as pre-
dicted by the yield equation.
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Figure 3. (left)The temporal profile of the scattered photons within a scattering angle θ < 1/γ correlates with the mi-
crobunching structure depicted in Fig.2. The δ (FWHM) of each individual pulse is also shown. The FWHM calculated
using the formula στ =

√
σ2
e + σ2

laser/16γ
4 is approximately 778.6zs (∼ 2.355στ ). The vertical axis represents the photon

count. (right)Pulse train energy spectral density distribution

Figure 4. (left) Number of photons within the FWHM of the
nth peak. (right) Interval between nth and (n+1)th peaks.

DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

In electron beams with non-uniform current distri-
butions, variations in the charge within individual mi-
crobunches contribute to fluctuations in the gamma-ray
photon yield from pulse to pulse. Crucially, the signal-
to-noise ratio of the gamma-ray pulse train is directly
correlated with the distribution of the bunching factor
within the electron bunch. An additional obstacle arises
at shorter FEL wavelengths, where the charge captured
within each microbunch decreases (strongly correlated
with the electron beam current), thus reducing the pho-
ton yield of individual pulses. The propagation of such
ultrashort pulses also poses a challenge. As the prop-
agation distance L increases, pulse duration broaden-
ing, ∆τ , becomes increasingly pronounced, following
the relationship ∆τ ∝ Lθ2RMS/2c, reaching the attosec-
ond scale. While typically negligible when the initial
pulse duration is larger, this broadening effect becomes
prominent in our scenario(sub-attosecond regime), sur-
passing the initial pulse duration and subsequently com-
promising the pulse train’s signal-to-noise ratio. Cur-
rently, mitigation strategies, apart from increasing the

electron beam energy, are limited to restricting the
gamma-ray beam propagation distance or employing
collimation apertures to control divergence. As pre-
viously discussed, this measures introduce a trade-off:
although beam collimation can narrow the radiation
pulse bandwidth, it is accompanied by a reduction in
the gamma photon yield. Regrettably, in the example
presented, even with the constraint imposed by a col-
limation aperture, the sample target position remains
restricted to a mere 1-meter range from the source.

The presented example serves as a proof-of-
principle demonstration of the feasibility of generating
zeptosecond-scale pulses by combining FEL technology
with laser Compton scattering. Our results demon-
strate that with a 4 GeV electron beam and an FEL
radiating at 0.7 nm, a relatively stable pulse train with
a favorable signal-to-noise ratio, tunable control of scat-
tered photon energy and a pulse duration of approx-
imately 800 zs can be generated. Remarkably, even
within the linear Compton scattering regime, individ-
ual pulses contain approximately 3000 photons within
a solid angle of θ < 1/γ. These results are consistent
with theoretical predictions. Furthermore, operating at
longer radiation wavelengths, which enables lower elec-
tron beam energy, would increase the trapped charge
within each microbunch and enhance the bunching fac-
tor, consequently leading to a significant improvement
in the per-pulse photon yield, the signal-to-noise ratio
and significantly curtailing the negative impact of prop-
agation. For example, with this scheme operating at an
electron beam energy of 1.5 GeV and an FEL radia-
tion wavelength of 10 nm, the generated approximately
10 attoseconds pulse train exhibits slight sensitivity to
propagation effects concerning pulse width and signal-
to-noise ratio.

Additionally, the γ-ray pulses maintain precise syn-
chronization with the optical laser pulses, which is es-
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sential for pump-probe applications. The pulse train
produced via this method possesses a significantly high
frequency (pulses per second). This high frequency is
reminiscent of the Quantum Zeno Effect (QZE) and
Anti-Zeno Effect (AZE). The proposed scheme can eas-
ily provide measurement frequencies on the order of
1017 Hz, potentially offering unprecedented new per-
spectives for experimental investigations of the QZE
and AZE. Specifically, theoretical predictions suggest
that the AZE could be observed in nuclear β-decay by
perturbing the decaying nucleus with a high-frequency,
broadband γ-ray source of this nature[11, 20, 39], thus
opening up possibilities for controlling a range of decay
processes.
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