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Abstract

For the field amplitude, a nonlinear integro-differential equation is derived that

describes the operation of a Compton FEL in the presence of electron velocity spread

typical for modern facilities. Numerical solutions of the equation are in good agree-

ment with particle simulations for the bunching factor <0.6, reproduce the frequency

detuning spectrum near its maximum, and describe the amplification process up to

saturation.

1 Introduction

One of the most important challenges of modern physics is the investigation of fast
processes on atomic space-time scales using ultrashort pulses of electromagnetic radia-
tion [1, 2]. In this regard, the development and commissioning of X-ray free electron
lasers (XFELs) is of great importance [3, 4, 5, 6, 7]. Over the past 20 years since the
first lasing in the soft X-ray range [3], the progress achieved in this area is truly impres-
sive. During this time, the radiation wavelength decreased by two orders of magnitude
from 13.7 [3] to 0.634 Å [8], the duration of X-ray pulses stepped into the attosecond
range [9, 10, 11, 12], the peak power exceeded 1 TW [13], and the pulse repetition rate
increased significantly [12]. Moreover, in order to reduce the size, and therefore the cost,
of XFELs, new methods for accelerating particles and generating electromagnetic radia-
tion have been proposed. In particular, XFELs driven by laser-plasma accelerators are
actively developed [14, 15, 16, 17]. In addition, sources of induced parametric radiation,
which arises when electron bunches pass through ∼ 100µm thick crystals, are proposed
as an alternative to undulator FELs [18, 19].

Progress in XFELs is largely due to a deep understanding of particle-field interac-
tion [20, 21, 22, 23, 24] and statistical phenomena: the shot noise [25, 26, 27] and ve-
locity spread [28]. To date, software packages allow to take into account all of these
phenomena in simulations [26, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 35]. However, there is still a
need for simple models that help us to better understand physical processes occurring
in FELs [36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49]. Moreover, the main at-
tention is paid to models that do not take into account electron velocity spread that, as
numerical simulations show, plays an important role in FEL operation [49].

In this regard, the present article is devoted to a simple FEL model that makes it
possible to study in detail the weakly nonlinear particle-field interaction in the presence
of electron velocity spread. The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, neglecting the
radiation slippage and three-dimensional diffraction effects, we will obtain a nonlinear
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integro-differential equation for the amplitude of the electromagnetic field in a Compton
FEL. In Sec. 3, using numerical solutions of the equation, we will calculate frequency
detuning spectra for XFELs driven by laser-plasma accelerators and compare the spectra
with those obtained using particle simulations. Sec. 4 contains concluding remarks.

2 Weakly nonlinear theory

When neglecting the radiation slippage and diffraction effects, the amplification in a
Compton FEL is described by the following system of equations [22, 42]

dφj

dz̄
= ηj , (1)

dηj
dz̄

= aeiφj + a∗e−iφj , (2)

da

dz̄
= −〈e−iφj〉+ iδa, (3)

where a is the scaled radiation field, φj = (k + 2π/λu)zj − ckt and ηj =
γj−γ0
ργr

are the jth

electron phase and scaled energy, z̄ = 4πρz/λu denotes the scaled distance along the
undulator, and δ = γ0−γr

ργr
is the frequency detuning. The scaled quantities in (1)–(3) are

expressed through the undulator period λu, the speed of light c, the electron position zj
in the undulator, the wave vector k of electromagnetic field propagating along the system
axis, the Pierce parameter ρ. In the case of a helical undulator, the quantities k and
λu are related with each other by the expression kλu/4π = γ2

r/(1 +K2). In the case of
a planar one, the relationship can be written as follows kλu/4π = γ2

r/(1 + K2/2). In
the above formulas, K is a dimensionless parameter proportional to the amplitude of the
spatially variable magnetic field of the undulator, γ0 and γr ≈ γ0 are the average Lorentz
factor of electrons and resonance Lorentz factor, respectively.

A few words should be said about equations (1)—(3). There are several forms of
the equations in the literature [22, 28, 42]. These forms differ from each other in the way
frequency detuning is taken into account. In some papers, frequency detuning is explicitly
present in equation (3) while in the others, frequency detuning is taken into account in
the initial values η0j = ηj(0).

The quantities ηj are responsible for the phase change along the undulator axis. If
there is no initial spread of electron velocities, then η0j are equal to zero at z̄ = 0.
Otherwise [28] the electron velocities and η0j acquire random values ∆βzjc and

η0j ≈
kλu∆βzj

4πρ
, (4)

respectively. If the beam is monoenergetic, then ∆βzj ≈ −θ2j/2 is valid [28]. (The symbol
θj denotes the angle between the undulator axis and the velocity of the jth particle at
the moment of entry into the system.) If there is no angular spread, then the random
quantity ∆βzj can be written as ∆βzj = (1+K2)∆γj/γ

3
r in the case of a helical undulator.

For a planar one, we can write ∆βzj = (1 +K2/2)∆γj/γ
3
r . Here, ∆γj is the deviation of

the Lorentz factor from the average value γ0.
We will assume that when entering the undulator there is no field acting on the particle

(a(0) = 0). Then the radiative instability begins to grow from small perturbations of the
beam density caused by shot noise and (or) e-beam pre-modulation. The magnitude of
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these perturbations is determined by the initial value of the bunching factor b0 = b(0) =
〈e−iφj(0)〉 6= 0 (|b0| ≪ 1) [42].

Let us try to simplify the system of equations (1)—(3) using reasonable approximations.
As a first step, on the right-hand side of the equation (2), we will neglect the change in φj

caused by the interaction of the jth particle with the radiation field. In this approximation,
as follows from the equations (1) and (2), the phases φj can be expressed through the
amplitude a by the double integral

φj(z̄) ≈ φ0j + η0j z̄ + 2Re

∫ z̄

0

∫ z̄2

0

(a(z̄1) + b0) exp(iφ0j + iη0j z̄1)dz̄1dz̄2. (5)

Substituting the resulting expression for φj(z̄) into the right-hand side of (3), we
average the latter over φ0j and η0j :

〈e−iφj〉φ0j ,η0j ≈
∫ +∞

−∞

(

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

e−iθjdφ0j

)

g(η0j)dη0j = 〈iJ1(2|Aj|)ei argAj〉η0j , (6)

where g(η0j) is the distribution function and the following notation is used

Aj = b0e
iη0j z̄ + e−iη0j z̄

∫ t

0

∫ z̄2

0

a(z̄1)e
iη0j z̄1dz̄1dz̄2. (7)

Note that separate averaging of 〈e−iφj〉φ0j ,η0j over φ0j and η0j means that we neglect cor-
relations between the two quantities. Thus, we will reduce the entire system of equations
(1)—(3) to one integro-differential equation for the field amplitude (3), the right side of
which depends in a complex way on η0j.

As a next approximation, we replace the right-hand side in (6) with a function of the
mean value A = 〈Aj〉η0j :

〈J1(2|Aj |)ei argAj〉η0j ≈ J1

(

2|A|
)

ei argA. (8)

In the case of small Aj , i.e. at the linear stage, this approximation is strictly satisfied,
since J1(2|Aj|)ei argAj ≈ Aj .

Following [28], we will assume that the electrons have the identical Gaussian distri-
bution over angles in two mutually perpendicular directions orthogonal to the undulator
axis. As a result the distribution for η0j takes the exponential form:

gθ(η0j) =
eη0j/σθ

σθ
(9)

with the mean value

〈η0j〉 = −σθ = −kλu

4πρ
〈θ2j 〉 (10)

expressed through the angle dispersion 〈θ2j 〉. In (9) the random quantity η0j accepts only
negative values.

In a real beam, in addition to the angular spread, there is also an energy one. As a
result, for each group of electrons with the same energy, there should be a shift in the
distribution (9) along the η0j axis by a random value ηγ. If energy distribution is gaussian
than the distribution of ηγ is also gaussian [28]:

gγ(ηγ) =
e−η2γ/2σ

2

√
2πσ

, (11)
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with a standard deviation, as follows from (4), equal to

σ =
∆γ

γρ
, (12)

where ∆γ/γ0 is the energy variation.
Averaging the shifted distribution (9) using (11), we find

g(η0) =

∫ η0

−∞

gθ(η0−ηγ)gγ(ηγ)dηγ =
1

2σθ

e(σ
2+2η0σθ)/2σ

2

θ

(

1−Erf
(

(σ2+η0σθ)/
√
2σσθ

)

)

. (13)

Taking into account (13) the value A =
∫ +∞

−∞
Ajg(η0j)dη0j will take the form

A =

∫ z̄

0

∫ z̄2

0

a(z̄1)
e−σ2(z̄−z̄1)2/2

1− iσθ(z̄ − z̄1)
dz̄1dz̄2 + b0

e−σ2 z̄2/2

1− iσθ z̄
, (14)

and the integro-differential equation for the dimensionless field amplitude a will be written
as follows

da

dz̄
= iδa+ iJ1(2|A|)ei argA. (15)

To solve (15), it is necessary to set four parameters: the initial value of bunching factor
b0, the frequency detuning δ, as well as σ and σθ.

Let us note that the linearization (15) leads to an equation different from that derived
in [28], since the latter deals with different boundary conditions. The integral kernels
in (14) and [28] coincide completely.
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Figure 1: Frequency detuning spectra for z̄ = 10.

Let us estimate σ and σθ typical for XFELs by the example of the AQUA FEL facility
with a laser-plasma electron accelerator [17]. The expected values of energy spread and the
Pierce parameter are 100% ·∆γ/γ0 ∼ 0.05% and ρ ≈ 1.5 · 10−3 which lead to σ ≈ 0.3 (see
formula (12)). The value of σθ can be estimated by dividing the square of the normalized
beam emittance equal to ǫn ≈ 0.8 · 10−6 rad·m [17] by γ2

0σ
2
x [50]. Here, σx is the root

mean square deviation of one of the transverse electron coordinates. For σ2
xγ0/ǫn = 5 m,

we obtain 〈θ2j 〉 ≈ 6 · 10−11rad2 and σθ ≈ 0.1. As a result, we can conclude that typical
values of σ and σθ are tenths of unity.
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Figure 2: Dependencies of bunching factor on frequency detuning for z̄ = 10.
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Figure 3: Field amplification.

3 Detuning spectra

Using numerical solutions of the derived integro-differential equation (IDE), we find the
frequency detuning spectra for different values of σ and σθ. To do this, following [42], we
choose b0 = 5 · 10−4 as the initial value of the bunching parameter.

Figure 1 shows frequency detuning spectra for z̄ = 10 (in the absence of velocity spread,
this case was considered in [42]). The choice of z̄ = 10 is not accidental: at larger z̄,
discrepancies in the bunching factor b with particle simulations (PS) arise (Figure 2).
(When solving the integro-differential equation (15), the maximum value of the bunching
parameter is limited by the maximum value of the Bessel function max(J1(x)) ≈ 0.582.)
At the same time, the frequency detuning spectra calculated using the two approaches
are still in good agreement with each other. This circumstance is primarily due to the
short transition time from the linear stage to saturation (Figures 3 and 4). During the
transition, the inaccuracy in b does not have a noticeable effect on the field amplitude a.

To confirm this, let us compare the frequency detuning spectra obtained by solving (15)
with particle simulations for a larger undulator length (z̄ = 14). Analysis of the curves
shown in Figure 5 demonstrates good agreement between the two approaches near the
maximums of frequency detuning spectra. As an example, the maximum is achieved at
δ ≈ 1.31 for σ = σθ = 0.25. At this point, the discrepancy between the solution of (15)
and particle simulations is about 10%.

In the region of high increments, located near δ = 0, the discrepancy between the two
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Figure 4: Bunching process.
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Figure 5: Frequency detuning spectra for z̄ = 14.

theories is significant (Figure 5). This indicates that the saturation stage has passed and
the field amplitude possesses strong oscillations. The latter can be illustrated by Fig. 3 if
we turn to the curve obtained by the particle simulations at δ = 0.18: after passing the
point z̄ ≈ 11, the field amplitude oscillates.

Thus, we can talk about good agreement between the weakly nonlinear theory and
the particle simulations when analyzing the operation of Compton FELs near saturation.
And namely, this case is of the greatest interest from a practical point of view. It should
be taken into account that saturation is achieved for a fixed undulator length at a certain
frequency detuning δ. If there is a significant deviation from the indicated δ, one should
expect a discrepancy between the weakly nonlinear theory and particle simulations for b >
0.6.

4 Conclusion

For the field amplitude, an integro-differential equation was derived to describe the op-
eration of a Compton FEL in the presence of electron velocity spread typical for modern
facilities. The solutions of the equation are in good agreement with the results of particle
simulations for the bunching factor <0.6, reproduce the frequency detuning spectrum near
its maximum, and describe the radiation amplification in the FEL up to saturation. The
agreement with particle simulations is primarily due to the short transition time from the
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linear stage to saturation. During the transition, the inaccuracy in the bunching factor,
which determines the degree of saturation, has little effect on the field amplitude.

The author thanks Professor V.G. Baryshevsky for valuable comments and discussions
of the results obtained.
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