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Direct laser acceleration in underdense plasmas with multi-PW lasers: a path to high-charge,
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The direct laser acceleration (DLA) of electrons in underdense plasmas can provide 100s of nC of electrons
accelerated to near-GeV energies using currently available lasers. Here we demonstrate the key role of electron
transverse displacement in the acceleration and use it to analytically predict the expected maximum electron
energies. The energy scaling is shown to be in agreement with full-scale quasi-3D particle-in-cell (PIC) simula-
tions of a laser pulse propagating through a preformed guiding channel and can be directly used for optimizing
DLA in near-future laser facilities. The strategy towards optimizing DLA through matched laser focusing is
presented for a wide range of plasma densities paired with current and near-future laser technology. Electron
energies in excess of 10 GeV are accesible for lasers at I ~ 10>! W /cm?.

Advanced acceleration schemes for electrons in plasmas al-
low to obtain multi-GeV electron bunches within a few cen-
timeters of propagation. The most frequently explored scheme
thus far is laser-wakefield acceleration (LWFA) [1-4]], with
7.8 GeV maximum energy achieved to date [5]. One disad-
vantage of the LWFA is that it provides a relatively low num-
ber of accelerated electrons (10s of pC). Many applications
such as x-ray and gamma-ray generation [[6-9]], ion accelera-
tion [10} [11]] or electron-positron pair creation [12H17]] would
benefit from having a high charge electron bunch, but do not
require mono-energetic electrons. For those applications, di-
rect laser acceleration [18, [19] (DLA) is a promising alterna-
tive to provide the electron charge on the order of 100s of nC
[20, 21]]. In plasmas, DLA and LWFA can act simultaneously
[22H251 127, 28] and in a recent experiment the obtained elec-
tron beams had energies exceeding 10 GeV [29]]. DLA could
provide an opportunity to achieve an efficient energy transfer
from the available laser energy into energetic electrons in the
upcoming 10 PW-class laser facilities [30H32]]. According to
experimental and simulation results so far, the electron ener-
gies are expected to vary as a function of the plasma density
[20} 26} 133-42]]. As the propagation of the laser pulse through
the plasma is highly nonlinear and has a significant impact on
the acceleration, obtaining a direct comparison of theory, PIC
simulations and experiments is a challenging task. Previous
theoretical models of DLA therefore use a simplified analyti-
cal description of the acceleration to predict the electron ener-
gies depending on the laser ag and the plasma density in ideal
conditions (e.g. a plane-wave laser) [43]].

In this Letter, we propose a new model for predicting elec-
tron energies. We uncover the key role of the laser width in
obtaining an efficient DLA acceleration, which allows us to
propose optimal laser focusing to achieve the maximum elec-
tron energy gain. Even though higher laser intensities gen-
erally provide higher electron energy within a shorter propa-
gation distance, the relation between the laser intensity and
the electron energy cuttoff is not linear, and we show that

going for the highest possible laser intensity may not be the
most favourable approach. Within an ion channel, particles
perform betatron oscillations with a certain amplitude. An
electron can experience a resonant energy gain when the fre-
quency of these oscillations matches the frequency of the laser
field oscillations at the electron location. Our analytical model
predicts the maximum resonant amplitude for a given laser in-
tensity. This uncovers a trade-off between using a highest pos-
sible laser intensity and a spotsize with a large enough inter-
action volume for optimal acceleration to occur. Our findings
(both, analytical and from PIC simulations) show that using a
not-so-tight focus (~ 10 A) provides higher electron energies
compared with when the same laser pulse is focused close to
the diffraction limit. This comes with an added benefit that
the stable laser guiding is easier to achieve for paraxial laser
beams. We can expect to accelerate electrons of > 100s nC
charge to multi-GeV energies within millimeters or centime-
ters of plasma.

The most favorable conditions for electron acceleration us-
ing DLA are when a long laser pulse (100s of fs) propa-
gates through an underdense or near-critical plasma. The pon-
deromotive force expels the electrons creating an ion chan-
nel, see Fig[l] (a). Quasi-static electromagnetic fields are
generated within the ion channel, facilitating electron oscil-
lations around the central axis and causing some electrons
to be resonantly accelerated to energies exceeding the vac-
uum limit. The simplest description of DLA assumes the
laser is a plane wave with a temporal envelope propagating
within the static electric and magnetic fields linearly depen-
dent on the radial distance (see Appendix) [19} 43146]. In
this ideal description, the equations have a conserved quantity
I =v—py/mec+ a),%y2 /4c? throughout the interaction [43],
as long as there are no losses (eg. radiation reaction [47]) and
the background plasma parameters remain constant. Here, ),
stands for the background plasma frequency, y is the trans-
verse displacement of the oscillating electron, ¥ is the rela-
tivistic Lorentz factor and p, is the momentum in the direc-



tion of laser propagation. The integral of motion / can be de-
rived directly from the Hamiltonian. The plasma channel has
a radial electric field and an azimuthal magnetic field, both
acting on negatively charged particles co-propagating with
the laser in the direction towards the channel axis [43] 48~
50]. This causes betatron oscillations with a typical frequency
wg = @, /~/2y [51]l. Electrons simultaneously oscillate in the
field of the laser, which is modeled as a wavepacket with the
angular frequency @y. As relativistic electrons co-propagate
with a laser, the resonant DLA sets off if the frequency of the
laser field oscillations at the electron location @’ matches the
frequency of the betatron oscillations. The theoretical max-
imum energy of the most energetic electrons is then deter-
mined according to their initial position and the background
plasma density [43]]

2
o,
Ymax = 21° —2. (1)
wp

Eq. (I) represents the upper limit for the energy that an
electron with given initial conditions can reach. Typically, the
electrons with large oscillation amplitudes achieve the high-
est energies for a given plasma density n,. The exact solution
for all the electrons can be found in [43]. Once the maxi-
mum energy Ymax is achieved, an electron may decelerate due
to the dephasing. For electrons starting with no transverse
momentum, the maximum energy is fully determined by the
background plasma frequency @, and the initial transverse
distance from the axis yg. If an electron has a finite initial
Dy0, equivalent yo can always be found such that the particle
has the same value of I (yg then represents the first oscillation
amplitude possibly higher than the initial distance).

Whether the electron gets accelerated depends also on
the nonlinear amplification condition ag®,/(@l*/?) > &
[43} 53], where aq is the dimensionless field amplitude and
&y is the threshold parameter on the order of unity that varies
depending on the electron pre-acceleration and the phase of
the laser field where electron gets into the resonance. In the
literature, the parameter takes values between 0.1 and 1.4, de-
pending on the initial conditions and assumptions [43} 44} 53]
We introduce a new interpretation of the amplification condi-
tion that connects the laser intensity and the plasma density
with the maximum resonant transverse amplitude:
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Eq. (IZ[) assumes no pre-acceleration (Y — py = 1, pyo = 0). It
explicitly shows that a higher a¢ allows for the acceleration of
electrons initially further from the channel axis when interact-
ing with a plane wave. This allows higher intensity lasers to
accelerate electrons to higher energies, even though according
to Eq. (I), the maximum energy does not depend explicitly on
ag.

10
10()
H 10—1
0102
100

n.[n,

B,[m.co/e]

= &—100

11(;0 1120 1140
X x [N

FIG. 1. (a) Schematic representation of the laser pulse propagating
through the preformed guiding channel (b) Electron density during
the interaction of the 10 PW laser pulse focused to ag = 85 interact-
ing with the channel with the density at the center n, = 0.1n, and
the laser pulse transverse magnetic field component after ~ 1 mm of
propagation.

To verify the validity of Eq. (2) while neglecting effects
such as self-focusing, superluminal phase velocity [54] or the
effects arising from the finite width of focused laser pulse
[155]], we first numerically integrate the equations of motion for
an electron in an idealized ion channel with given initial con-
ditions @, /@y and yo. The pulse is modeled as a transverse
plane wave with a short longitudinal ramp-up followed by a
constant field amplitude. The @, /@y determines the strength
of the channel field that is expressed as EyCh = mea)l%y/Ze.
Without the loss of generality, we consider only the electric
component of the channel field. The restitution force pro-
vided by the channel background is equivalent if it is com-
posed of an azimuthal magnetic field, a radial electric field or
the combination of both E and B [47]. Along with the plasma
frequency @, the second varied initial parameter is the trans-
verse oscillation amplitude yg. We tracked the particles for
~ 6300 laser periods (20 ps for a laser with A = 1 ym) and ex-
tracted the maximum energy of each electron along its trajec-
tory. The results for laser ag = 60 are shown in Fig. 2| (a). The
black line represents Eq. (2)), which predicts the maximum
initial distance of electrons that are expected to achieve reso-
nant motion. The resonance in test particle simulations (ini-
tial position yy where the maximum energy is obtained since
Ymax ~ yg) is in excellent agreement with the parameter space
expected from the analytical description in Eq. (@) if we take
&+ = 0.2. Resonance can happen also in higher harmonics,
which we observe for electrons accelerated further than the
Ymax but the energy gain is significantly lower for these cases.
It is important to emphasize that there is a maximum initial
transverse distance for resonant acceleration even during the
interaction with a laser modeled as a transversely plane wave,
which indicates that this is a fundamental property of the ac-
celeration mechanism and not an effect of the channel or laser
transverse dimension. In other words, it is beneficial to have a
laser pulse wider than the maximum transverse resonant dis-
tance given by Eq. (@), but a further widening of the laser
beam Wy >> ymax should not result in particle acceleration at a
higher transverse oscillation amplitude.

The central role of ymax for the acceleration was also ver-
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FIG. 2. (a) Maximum energies achieved for test particles, scanning
different initial values of yo and @,/@y. The highest energies are
achieved at the maximum resonance distance ymax given by Eq. ().
(b) Maximum expected distance of resonant electrons according to
Eq. (@) for different laser intensities compared with the measured
maximum resonant distance in quasi-3D PIC simulations. (c) Maxi-
mum energies observed in quasi-3D PIC simulations compared with
the scaling given by combining Egs. (T) and ().

ified by the quasi-3D OSIRIS PIC simulations using a fi-
nite laser pulse propagating in a preformed plasma channel
[56,157]. The transverse density structure of a guiding plasma
channel prevents the laser pulse from defocusing and enables
the propagation of the laser pulse for distances exceeding the
Rayleigh length. The creation of structures that enable guid-
ing of the laser pulse over several mm was previously stud-
ied both using PIC simulations and experimentally [S8H60].
Please note that both preformed quasi-neutral plasma channel
and an ion channel created by the laser pulse itself can guide
the laser, but the effective interaction plasma density can be
different for the two cases. The laser pulse with the Gaussian
transverse profile with Wy = 8 um and the 200 fs duration in-
teracts with the plasma for ~ 1600 laser periods (5.3 ps, 1.6
mm) or longer if more time is needed to achieve maximum
energies. The laser power is 1, 5, and 10 PW corresponding
to the peak ag of 27, 60, and 85 respectively. The simulation
details are provided in the Appendix. The laser B field and
electron density are shown in Fig. [I] (b).

The transverse oscillation amplitude of maximum energy
electrons is extracted from phase space diagnostic in PIC sim-
ulations. Results summarized in Fig. 2] (b) are compared with
the expected values of ymax according to Eq. (Z). The val-
ues observed in PIC simulation are in excellent agreement
with our predictions except for the lowest density case of
ne = 0.01 n.. The reason for the discrepancy is the fact
that the laser pulse was not wide enough for the electrons
to get into the resonance at the maximum transverse oscil-
lation amplitude allowed for the considered aq values (i.e.
Wo < Ymax)- Additional simulations performed with a wider
spotsize (Wp = 15 um) represented with the same color using
empty markers instead of full ones agreed with Eq. (2).

We have thus shown that we are able to predict the maxi-
mum transverse distance from the axis of resonant electrons.
This can be used to predict the energies of such electrons. We
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FIG. 3. (a) Distribution function of electrons after the maximum cut-
off energy is achieved. (b) Maximum energy (in the simulation) over
time. The acceleration stops after accomplishing the theoretical max-
imum energy associated with the amplitude yg. (c)-(d) Electron dis-
tribution in energy and instantaneous distance from the axis y (not the
same as yg as for most of electrons y can be mid-oscillation). Each
panel shows electrons accelerated by lasers with different intensities,
but the same spotsize, where in (c) Wy = 8 um (d) Wy = 15 um. The
background plasma density is n, = 0.01 n, for all panels. Increasing
ag resulted in electron acceleration further from the axis, and con-
sequently higher maximum energies. Increasing the spotsize had a
similar effect.

first calculate ymax predicted by Eq. (Z), and then use it to ob-
tain Inax & 14 @2y5, /4c*. Placing the result in Eq. (1) gives
the maximum energy and in a compact form can be written as

4/3 —~1/3
ao ne
e‘s = 2 — —

The prediction is valid only if the laser pulse is wide enough
and its propagation is stable for long enough to fully complete
the acceleration. Using the acceleration rate over time from
[47], the acceleration distance needed to achieve the energy

S i Luce /A = 0.78a2 €, (ne /ne) 213,

The prediction of the maximum energy for a given ag ac-
cording to the above procedure is depicted by the lines in Fig.
[2] (c). They are compared with maximum energies achieved
in corresponding PIC simulations (shown as points). A higher
value of ag enables particles to achieve resonance at a bigger
Ymax, and indirectly leads to higher electron energies.

Note, that both theoretical predictions and PIC simulations
neglect the radiation reaction. The energy is not only limited
by Eq. but also by the radiation reaction energy losses
[47]. For moderate laser field amplitudes used in our simu-
lations the field of the ion channel is the dominant source of
the radiation damping. The radiation limit for electron energy
is proportional to ¥, ~ (Aao®3 /(®2y/1))*/>, and is more im-
portant for denser plasmas.

Fig. [3] (a) shows the energy spectrum of the electrons at
the moment when the acceleration was complete by reach-
ing the maximum allowed energy given by Eq. (I). The
broadband energy spectrum is characteristic for the DLA. The
charge contained within the beam can be defined as the num-
ber of electrons with energies higher than the vacuum limit
given by the Y, = a(% /2. We obtain 50 nC for ap = 27, 30
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FIG. 4. (a) Optimal focusing of the laser as a function of total power.
At the given density, the maximum energy is achieved if the stable
propagation of the laser pulse is ensured for long enough. (b) The
value of electron energy that should be achieved at ideal focusing
of the laser pulse according to values in (a). (c) The value of laser
ap resulting from the optimal focusing. (d) The acceleration length
needed to achieve the maximum predicted energies.

nC for ag = 60 and 30 nC for ag = 85 for the channel den-
sity n, = 0.01 n.. For the channel density of 0.1 n, the total
charge exceeds 100 nC for the 10 PW case. The conversion
efficiency for our simulations was in the order of 10s of per-
cent, see Appendix. The maximum energy increase over time
is shown in Fig. [3| (b). The maximum energy increases lin-
early with the propagation distance until saturation and the
fastest energy gain is associated with the highest ag. This is
consistent with the previously derived rate for the energy gain
over time dy/dt ~ ay®,/\/T [47]. The energy increase stops
at Ymax as defined by Eq. (3). This has important implications
for experiments: to achieve the theoretical energy limit, the
acceleration needs to be sustained for the distance L ..

The most energetic electrons oscillate with yp,x around the
channel axis, which is visible in Fig. [3|(c) and (d) that shows
the two-dimensional electron histogram in energy and instan-
taneous distance from the axis. The figures demonstrate that
if the laser pulse is not wide enough to interact with electrons
at the optimal transverse distance (Wy < ymax), increasing the
width Wy of the laser pulse leads to the increase in electron
energy. This indicates that the choice of W, was not optimal
for the given ap. The maximum energy at the maximum trans-
verse oscillation distance follows the theoretical prediction for
both values of Wy. The highest energies are not located on-
axis even though this is the region with the highest intensity
because the electrons initially closer to the channel axis have
a lower energy limit. Such a dependence of maximum ener-
gies on the oscillation amplitude consequently results in the
forking structure of the phasespace, which is one of the exper-
imental signatures of the DLA [23]]. Note that the high-energy
electrons close to the y = 0 in Fig. [3](c) are in fact electrons
with a high yo mid-oscillation.

Choosing the optimal width of the laser pulse is crucial
for maximizing electron energies. If the laser pulse is too

wide (Wp > ymax), the laser energy is used for the interac-
tion with electrons beyond ymax that can not get accelerated
by the most efficient first harmonic resonance. On the other
hand, if the laser pulse is too narrow, electrons with the po-
tential to achieve the highest energies (Yo = ymax) can not
get accelerated. Therefore, the laser pulse is optimally fo-
cused when the laser waist and the guiding channel width are
matched to the oscillation distance ymax. To ensure matched
conditions, an optimal focal width for a given laser system
can be estimated analytically. We take that the betatron os-
cillations amplitude should not exceed y ~ Wy /1.2, where the
amplitude of the electric field is half of the maximum for a
Gaussian pulse. This can be expressed in terms of the equa-
tion as Wo/1.2 = ymax(®p,P), where the field amplitude ag
was replaced by the laser power P. The optimal focus is then
achieved if the maximum amplitude of betatron oscillations
given by the laser width is equal to maximum resonant dis-
tance ymax expressed by Eq. (2). Preformed guiding channel
prevents the laser diffraction and along with the self-focusing
sets the upper limit on the laser waist.

Optimal focusing can be prescribed as a function of the
laser power given by P [PW] ~2.2 x 10-2a3W3[um] /A% [um].
The optimal value of the laser waist Wy for a given laser power
P and the plasma frequency @), satisfies the following equa-

tion
w2 wp 1.2\ w,
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Equation (@) allows an optimal spotsize for any given laser
system to be found, summarized in Fig. [4| (a) optical lasers (
A =1 um). The obtained value of optimal spotsize defines the
maximum achievable energy shown in Fig. [ (b). At higher
density regions, these predictions are corrected due to radia-
tion reaction limit. The corresponding peak ag in the case of
optimal focus is shown in Fig. [ (c). The calculations reveal
the energy electrons can gain is higher for lower plasma densi-
ties, but they require a longer acceleration distance as shown
in Fig. [](d). It was found out by Shaw et al. [22] that the
LWFA can contribute to the acceleration process if a signif-
icant overlap between the transverse field and trapped elec-
trons is present. This happens if the dimensionless parameter
@p Tiaser /2magy = 1, where 7,4, is the laser duration. Such an
overlap of both mechanisms can be expected at low plasma
densities n, < 0.01n,, potentially opening path towards previ-
ously unreached electron energies.

We note that the theoretical predictions presented above ne-
glect effects such as strong self-focusing as well as the non-
linear effects after the injection of many electrons that can
alter the background field structure. Furthermore, the value
of &, influences the value of optimal laser width and conse-
quent electron energies. For the solution in Fig. f] €., = 0.2
was used consistently with the previously discussed scalings,
which was also measured in PIC simulations to be close to
0.2 for our conditions. However, the value of €., can slightly
vary depending on the shape of a preformed channel, injec-
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tion from channel walls or electron pre-acceleration by the
stochastic motion resulting from instabilities present during
the propagation. To illustrate the validity of this choice, we
have compared predictions of Eq. (3) with the cut-off ener-
gies extracted from several experiments and PIC simulations
in Fig. [5] This illustrates that the best case scenario obtained
so far with no pre-acceleration is €., = 0.2, using a wide range
of laser intensities and plasma densities, but also that it is not
straightforward to achieve these energies, even in simulations.
To ensure that the maximum energy corresponding to € = 0.2
is reached, the propagation distance L, needs to be ensured
and the condition for laser focusing Wy > ymax needs to be
fulfilled to enable the acceleration of the most energetic elec-
trons.
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FIG. 5. Comparison of cut-off energies obtained in various experi-
ments and simulations with our scaling Eq. (3) . The density is nor-
malized to the critical density. Triangles depict the values obtained
from simulations and stars depict experiments.

In summary, we provide the path towards reaching highest
possible energies of electrons in near-critical plasma and gas
jets with the next generation of lasers while achieving the high
accelerated charge and conversion efficiency. Due to the na-
ture of DLA, the electron energy cutoff depends nontrivially
on the laser intensity. Our PIC simulations in quasi-3D geom-
etry demonstrate that the pulse width has a central role in the
acceleration process, and they quantitatively agree with the
predictions of our analytical model. We have found that for
multi-pettawatt lasers, the best strategy is to use a wide laser
focus (~10 laser wavelengths), low plasma density (around
0.01 n.) and operate at moderate intensity (ap ~ 60) as this
combination of parameters allows beam energy cutoff ~ 10
GeV. To obtain this result, it is necessary to ensure a stable
propagation of the laser pulse, without a significant reduction
of intensity over a few-mm distance. Laser guiding within
a pre-formed plasma channel is a good candidate for accom-
plishing this. The simulations we presented in this work pre-
dict beams with superponderomotive electrons in excess of
100 nC per shot, which can be optimized in further studies.
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Appendix A:Simulation parameters - Simulations presented
in this Letter were performed using particle-in-cell code
OSIRIS in Quasi-3D geometry. The simulation box was
160 um long in the laser propagation direction and 40 um
wide in the perpendicular direction. The grid was discretized
into Ax x Ay = 9600 x 864 of cells. The timestep was Ar =
2.55 x 107!7s. The simulations with the wider laser pulse
were performed with the same spatial resolution using a wider
simulation box (the size was increased in the transverse direc-
tion to 71 pum). For both electrons and ions, 32 particles per
cell were used. The first two modes of the angular decom-
position were used. The axisymmetric mode that resolves the
self-generated channel fields and the non-axisymmetric that
describes the linearly polarized laser field.

The transverse plasma density profile in the channel (both
the density of electrons and ions) was n(y)/n. = npin +
(Mmax — Pomin) (y/7¢)° up to the channel radius distance 7. =
20 um. The n, corresponds to the critical density for the laser
of frequency @y and is defined as n, = mey®; /e* where m is
the electron mass, e is the electron charge and & is the vac-
uum permittivity. Such a channel is defined in a way that n,,;,
is the density in the center of the profile and increases up to
Nax = 2 e aty =re. Aty > r., the density decreases linearly
to 1n.. The "channel density" referred throughout the Letter,
corresponds to the value of n,,, at the centre of the channel
(on-axis). The density is uniform along the propagation direc-
tion.

The duration of the laser pulse was 200 fs with an envelope
defined by the symmetrical polynomial function that rises as
1073 — 157* + 677, where 7 = v/2/79 and 1y is the pulse dura-
tion in FWHM. The transverse laser spotsize was Wy = 8um,
while transverse dimensionless field amplitude was defined
as ao(y) = exp[—y?/WZ]. The ratio r./Wp = 2.5 was kept
constant throughout the work, including the simulations with
laser pulse Wy = 15um. This means that the plasma density
profile was adjusted accordingly for the simulations with the
wider pulse.

Appendix B:The role of laser guiding by the preformed
plasma channel - The energy scaling law presented in this
manuscript (Eq. [3) is valid under the assumption of a suffi-
ciently long and stable propagation distance. In our simula-
tions, this is ensured by a preformed guiding structure pro-
vided by a quasi-neutral plasma channel. However, the laser
pulse can guide itself due to the relativistic self-focusing for
sufficiently large distances in many scenarios even without ex-
ternal guiding. In Fig. [6](a) and (d), the laser pulse is shown



for both cases at the moment when the electrons obtain the
maximum energy. The simulation parameters for the compar-
ison were: n, = 0.1 n., Wp =8 um and ap = 27. After nearly a
1 mm of propagation, the laser shape and the intensity profile
in both cases are comparable. The Fig. |§| (b) and (e) shows
the ion channel field structure. The transverse dependence of
the quasi-static electric and magnetic fields responsible for the
betatron oscillations are almost identical for the self-guided
and the externally guided scenario. It is also worth noting the
agreement of the field observed in the PIC simulations with
the dependence used in the analytical model E, ~ n.r/2n..
The separation of the laser field and the channel field was
possible due to the azimuthal decomposition of the fields [57]].
Panels (c) and (f) compare the electron 2D histogram, which is
a function of transverse distance and the electron energy, with
no appreciable difference noted. Even though the laser pulse
can propagate for sufficiently long distances due to the self-
focusing, the external guiding allows us to have better control
over the laser spotsize during the propagation. This enables
the laser pulse propagation with laser spotsize matched to the
maximum transverse resonant distance, resulting in the most
optimal DLA.
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FIG. 6. (a) Snapshot of the laser transverse electric field component
at the moment, when electron maximum energies were achieved. (b)
Line-out of the transverse ion channel focusing field at x = 830 um
compared with the field used in the analytical model. (c) Elec-
tron energies as a function of transverse displacement at the mo-
ment when the maximum energies were achieved. Panels (a)-(c) de-
pict the evolution in the self-guided regime (transversely constant
plasma) and panels (d)-(f) depict the interaction in the externally
guided regime with the preformed plasma channel. Simulation pa-
rameters are ag = 27, Wo = 8 um and n, = 0.1n.. In the externally
guided case the density 7, refers to the plasma density at the channel
axis.

Appendix C:The energy conversion efficiency at the optimal
scenario - The reader might wonder why we focused on op-
timizing the cutoff energy rather than the energy conversion
efficiency. In fact, as shown in Fig. [7] the optimal focusing
and non-optimal focusing examples have comparable conver-
sion efficiency into hot electrons with energies over 220 MeV
(21% and 23%). Both simulations were performed for the
1 PW laser, externally guided and focused to different spot-
sizes. One simulation (non-optimal) was performed with the

laser pulse focused to Wy = 8 um with ayp = 27. In the other
simulation (optimal according to Eq. [) the laser pulse was
focused to Wy = 4 um with ap = 54. We can see that the opti-
mal focusing led to the increase in the cut-off energy from 1.6
to 2.6 GeV, whilst the total accelerated charge is decreased by
16% and conversion efficiency has changed only by a few per-
cent. The energy conversion efficiency is therefore not com-
promised by our optimization focused on the cut-off energy.
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FIG. 7. Distribution function of electrons accelerated by the 1PW
laser pulse focused optimally and slightly off optimal focusing in-
teracting with the plasma of density 0.1n.. The channel spotsize was
controlled by the pre-formed plasma guiding channel, which resulted
in ag = 27 for the case with Wy = 8 um and ag = 54 for the case with
Wy = 4 um.

It might be tempting to expect the energy conversion effi-
ciency to be lower for low plasma densities, which are found
optimal in terms of energy cutoff. This is not the case, because
the DLA can be highly efficient even if the plasma density is
decreased. For example, a simulation at an order of magni-
tude lower density n, = 0.01 n., Wy = 8 um and ap = 27 (1
PW) resulted in 50 nC of accelerated charge, which is compa-
rable to the results with 0.1 n. mentioned above. The reason
is the difference in the total interaction time. As the energy
gain over time is slower at lower plasma densities, the prop-
agation time (and consequently the propagation distance) is
longer. Since the total injected charge increases linearly with
time [52], a lower plasma density does not automatically de-
crease the total accelerated charge or the energy efficiency. In
fact, it has been experimentally demonstrated that the plasma
density on the order of 10'® — 10'” cm~3 can result in a high
total charge of 100s of nC [20} 21]].

Appendix D:The charge injection - According to our scal-
ing, multi-GeV energies are expected at low plasma densi-
ties. It has been previously demonstrated, that the acceler-
ated charge increases with the propagation distance [52]. As
laser propagates, electrons are captured from the side at the
laser pulse boundary or at the front of the pulse and the quasi-
static fields of the ion channel capture those electrons along
the axis of laser propagation. The longer laser propagates, the
more charge can get injected. Therefore, laser propagation
over several millimeters can compensate the slow electron in-
jection rate resulting in a very high total charge. The total
injected charge for various plasma frequencies and laser in-
tensities is shown in Fig. [§] The data points correspond to



the same simulations as those in Fig. 2] (c). All presented
simulations are with the same spotsize (of 8 microns) for sim-
plicity of comparison. The total charge was taken at the mo-
ment when the injected charge in the simulation reached the
maximum. We have included only electrons with energies ex-
ceeding 300 MeV. Note that the moment corresponding to the
maximum total charge is not identical to the moment when
electrons reach the maximum energy. In general, the charge
injection can be happening even after the maximum energy is
reached.

L ' x g ':I27' ] I x ]
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= 200: x =85 . e
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L x X x ]
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FIG. 8. Total electron charge with energies exceeding 300 MeV ob-
tained in simulations with different plasma frequencies and laser in-
tensities. The total charge was extracted at the moment when the
maximum energy in the simulation was achieved.

Several conclusions can be drawn from Fig. [§] The total
charge increases with the laser intensity ag and plasma density
(represented by the plasma frequency ®,). A deeper analy-
sis of the performed simulations reveals that the injection rate
depends on the field amplitude ao and plasma frequency @,,
which then affects the total charge. One should expect the in-
jection rate also to depend on the laser spotsize Wy and the
laser duration, since they influence the total area of the laser-
dense plasma interface that determines the amount of avail-
able electrons. Obtaining a scaling for the total accelerated
charge will be a subject of our future work. Nonetheless, from
these results, one can conclude, that the direct laser accelera-
tion by multi-PW lasers in underdense gas targets is capable
of providing electron bunches with a total charge of tens or
hundreds of nC.
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