
Enhanced proton acceleration from near-critical density targets employing intense
lasers with mixed polarization

D. N. Gupta,1 S. Kumar,1 and S. Kar2

1Department of Physics and Astrophysics, University of Delhi, Delhi 110 007, India
2School of Mathematics and Physics, Queen’s University Belfast, Belfast, BT7 1NN, UK

(Dated: May 22, 2023)

We demonstrate a scheme for enhanced proton acceleration from near-critical-density targets by
splitting a laser pulse into a linearly and a circularly polarized laser pulse. The combination of two
laser pulses generates a shock wave as well as hole boring effect at the front surface of the target.
Protons at the front get combined acceleration from the two acceleration mechanisms. 2D-PIC
simulation shows nearly two-fold enhancement in proton energy from this mechanism for a near-
critical density target. The acceleration mechanism is also studied with different target density and
thickness to ascertain the target parameters over which the acceleration process shows dominant
behaviour.

I. INTRODUCTION

Collisionless shock wave formation is relevant in the
field of astrophysical and space plasmas [1, 2]. The ac-
celeration of cosmic particles through this shock wave is
of fundamental importance [3, 4]. In laboratory, simi-
lar shock wave can be generated through laser plasma
interaction. In recent year, the shock wave created by
high-intensity laser is gaining wider interest as it can be
an efficient mechanism for plasma based ion accelerators
[5]. Energetic ion beams so generated have lots of ap-
plications in the field of laser fusion [6], proton therapy
[7], isotope generation [8], radiography [9] etc. From
laser solid interaction, proton beam can be generated
through different mechanisms under different laser and
plasma conditions [10–14]. At laser intensity as low as
1 × 1018 W/cm2, ions can be accelerated by the sheath
field generated at the rear side of the target [15]. This
mechanism is known as the target normal sheath accel-
eration (TNSA) as ion beam is generated normal to the
target with broader spectrum. Due to the limitation in
laser intensity, most of the experimental work is based
on TNSA mechanism [16, 17]. At higher laser inten-
sity of 1 × 1020−22 W/cm2, quasi-monoenergetic beams
can be generated through the radiation pressure accel-
eration (RPA) mechanism [18–20]. This mechanism em-
ploys a circularly polarized laser pulse to push a dou-
ble layer of electron and proton simultaneously inside
the sub-micron thick target. Various numerical stud-
ies suggest that mono-energetic beam can be generated
through RPA but it has limitations in terms of availabil-
ity of ultra-intense laser pulse and handling of target with
thickness in nanometre scale length. That’s why there is
a growing interest in collisionless shock wave accelera-
tion [21, 22] as it can be achieved with moderate laser
intensity with target thickness in micron length.

Collisionless shock acceleration using particle simula-
tions was first proposed by Denavit et. al. [23]. When
a high intensity laser pulse interacts with a solid tar-
get, it causes a density spike to move inside the target.
This density spike constitutes a electrostatic shock. The

background ions in front of the shock get reflected due
to the electric field associated with the shock and accel-
erated at twice the shock speed. Basically, a shock wave
is high amplitude ion acoustic wave. The laser pulse acts
as piston and pushes the ions inside the target with some
velocity. The velocity of the pushed ions can be deter-
mined using the momentum conservation relation [21, 24]
i.e. (1 + η)I/c = miniv

2
i where I is the laser intensity

and η represents the laser reflection efficiency. The ion

velocity (vi) turns out to be vi/c = [(1 + η)I/minic
3]

1/2
.

The shock wave velocity is close to the piston velocity i.e.
vs ≈ vi. In the frame associated with the shock velocity,
the cold ions move with the shock velocity. If the max-
imum electrostatic potential (φmax) associated with the
shock wave is greater than the the ions kinetic energy,
than the particles get accelerated to twice the shock ve-
locity [25, 26]. In general, for ions with charge Z, the
condition is given by Zieφmax ≥ miv

2
s/2.

Various numerical [21, 24, 27, 28] and experimental
[29, 30] works have been done to study shock wave ac-
celeration mechanism. Silva et. al. [21] have studied the
shock wave acceleration under different laser and plasma
parameters and gives certain threshold conditions. So-
rasio et.al. [31] have given the kinetic theory for shock
formation from collision of two plasma slab having dif-
ferent properties. Chen et.al. [24] have studied proton
acceleration from shock wave under different laser and
plasma conditions. In some of the studies, proton beam
is generated with narrow energy spread using shock wave
acceleration [32, 33]. Fiuza et al. [34] have used tailored
near critical density to generated proton beam with mo-
noenergetic features. Both overdense target [21, 23, 25]
as well as near critical density (NCD) target [27, 34] are
used to study shock wave acceleration. In NCD tar-
get, as laser can penetrate deeper in the target as well
as there is efficient electron heating, thus it leads to a
higher shock velocity. With the advancement of high in-
tensity infra-red laser, gas target can be used as near
critical density target. The shock wave can be gener-
ated by linear as well as circularly polarized laser pulse.
Palmer et. al. [35] have used circularly polarized CO2
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laser (λ = 10µm) to produce radiation pressure shock
in plasma and have shown nearly mono-energetic proton
beams. Haberberger et.al. [32] have used linear polar-
ized CO2 laser to generate thermal pressure shock and
have demonstrated monoenergetic beam with NCD tar-
gets. Recently, Zhang et.al. [36] have used 0.8µm wave-
length circularly polarized laser pulse to drive a thermal
pressure shock inside the target to accelerate protons.
They have used oblique incident laser to create a density
spike and generate energetic electrons to launch thermal
shock.

An effective shock can be generated if the laser inter-
action at the front of the target causes a strong piston
like push as well as significant electron heating. The ion
acoustic wave speed depends on the electron tempera-
ture given by the relation cs =

√
kBTe/mi. Thus in

order to generate a high amplitude ion acoustic wave, we
need effective electron heating at the front surface of the
target. Generally, linearly polarized laser pulse is used
to generate thermal shock wave and circularly polarized
laser pulse is used to produce radiation pressure shock
at the front surface of the target. In this paper, we pro-
pose to investigate the proton acceleration with a com-
bination of linearly and circularly polarized laser pulse
using a NCD target. With the application of mixed po-
larization, both the initial push and electron heating can
be substantially achieved to take shock wave inside the
plasma. Along with the shock wave formation, the circu-
larly polarized laser pulse can causes hole boring effect at
the front surface of the target. The schematic of proposed
proton acceleration mechanism with mixed polarization
is shown in Fig. 1. The red density peak presents the
hole boring effect and the blue density peak corresponds
to the shock wave. With the help of 2D-PIC simulation,
we will show that the proton acceleration as combination
of these two effects leads to a higher proton energy. We
also study that the interaction of NCD with linear and
circular polarized laser pulse individually so that a com-
parison can be possible with the double laser pulse case
and a complete picture can be presented. It has to be
noted that while comparing, the total energy of the two
laser pulse in mixed polarization is taken same as that of
single linear and circular polarized laser pulse.

II. SIMULATION DETAILS

To carry out PIC simulation, we use fully relativis-
tic PIC code ”EPOCH” [37]. We consider a simulation
window of size 50 × 40 µm in x-y plane. The laser pulse
originates from the left side of the simulation box and the
peak intensity of a single laser pulse (linear polarized) is
taken to be 1.36 × 1020 W/cm2, which corresponds to
the laser intensity parameter a0 = 10. The wavelength
of the laser pulse is considered to be λ = 1 µm. The spot
radius and pulse duration of the laser pulse is taken to
be 6 µm and 40 fs, respectively. The energy of the laser
pulse corresponding to these laser parameters is turns

FIG. 1. Schematic of proton acceleration mechanism by
mixed laser polarizations. The red and blue peaks repre-
sent the proton density peak arises due to the interaction
of circular and linear polarized laser pulses, respectively. The
reflected ions represent the protons accelerated through the
combined effect of two mechanisms.

out to be 6 J . In order to use the combination of linear
and circularly polarized laser pulse, we divide the laser
energy between two polarizations. Thus the comparison
between single and double laser is done with the same
total laser energy in both cases. The target is placed
at the center of the simulation box with thickness 3 µm
and density 10 nc, where nc represents the critical den-
sity given by nc = 1.1 × 1021/λ2µm cm−3. The grid size
for the simulation is taken to be 10 nm and 40 nm in
x and y directions, respectively. The plasma target con-
sists of electrons and protons as separate species. All the
boundaries of the simulation box are set to be absorbing.
All the simulations are run upto a sufficient time such
that we reach a saturation point.

III. SIMULATION RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Using the simulation parameters discussed in previ-
ous section, initially, we run the simulations with linear
polarized laser pulse. The laser intensity and energy is
taken to be a0 = 10 and E = 6 J , respectively. The laser
pulse normally incident on the target of thickness 3 µm
and density n = 10nc. The ultra-intense laser causes
hole boring action as well as electron heating at the front
surface of the target. Thus, a shock wave is created and
it moves inside the target. The heated electrons move to
the rear surface of the target and form the sheath field.
The protons get accelerated due to the shock wave as
well as due to the sheath field. In Fig. 2 (a-c), we show
the phase-space for protons along the laser propagation
direction at three different time at t = 30 fs, 50 fs and
70 fs after the laser peak interacts with the target. The
normalized momentum of the shock wave turns out to be
around 0.05 and it moves inside the target with almost
constant velocity. There is evidence of proton accelera-
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tion from shock wave as represented by phase space plot
at t = 70 fs. However, as we focus on the rear side of the
target at the same time, the protons get accelerated due
to the sheath field are more energetic as compared to the
shock wave. The protons at the rear surface get further
accelerated at latter time and indeed get much higher
energy as compared to shock accelerated protons. In this
case, the TNSA mechanism dominates over the shock ac-
celeration mechanism. As the shock velocity is low, the
shock accelerated protons reach the rear side of the tar-
get at latter time, so protons do not get any significant
energy gain from the sheath field. There is effectively no
coupling between the shock acceleration and the TNSA
mechanism. In the next simulation, we studied the ef-
fect of circularly polarized laser pulse on a NCD target
having thickness in a few micron scale. The energy of
the circularly polarized laser is considered to be same as
that of the linearly polarized laser pulse i.e. 6 J . The
corresponding phase-space plots for protons for this case
are shown in Figs. 2 (d-f). As circularly polarized laser
pulse inhibits the formation of hot electrons, it shows a
minimal proton acceleration at the rear surface of the
target. At the front surface of the target, the process
of the radiation pressure acceleration dominates. The
hole boring effect takes place at the front surface and
the moving density surface accelerates the protons at the
front surface of the target. As we compare Figs. 2(c) and
2(f), energy of the protons accelerated from the shock is
almost the same. Due to the dominant TNSA effect in
the linearly polarized case, proton energy comes out to
be higher at later time.

In the next simulations, we divided the laser energy
of 6 J between two laser pulses, one with linear polar-
ization and other with circular polarization. Both the
linearly and circularly polarized laser pulses are incident
on the target surface simultaneously. As the oscillat-
ing component of the ponderomotive force vanishes in
the case of circularly polarized laser pulse, it efficiently
pushes the target surface inside. The linearly polarized
laser pulse, as usual, generates energetic electrons, which
produces a strong TNSA field at the target rear surface.
At the front surface, the combined effect of hole boring
and shock acceleration takes place. Fig. 2(g-i) shows the
phase-space plots for this case. The phase-space plots
show the formation of shock wave as well as the radi-
ation pressure effect at the front surface of the target.
This combined effect leads to the enhanced acceleration
of protons. Protons accelerated by the hole boring ef-
fect are further accelerated after getting reflected from
the shock front. The normalized shock momentum is
around 0.05 with application of double laser pulse. The
shock wave velocity is almost same as compared to the
single linearly polarized laser pulse. Due to the higher
proton energy at the front surface, it reaches to the tar-
get rear surface at earlier time. As the linearly polarized
laser pulse is also used along with circularly polarized
pulse, thus the sheath field is also formed at the rear
side of the target. Therefore, the shock accelerated pro-

tons are further accelerated by the electrostatic sheath
field as they reach to the rear side of the target. The re-
sults show that the two acceleration mechanisms can be
coupled effectively using linearly and circularly polarized
laser pulse simultaneously. We have also measured elec-
tron temperature for linear and mixed polarization case.
We have determined the electron temperature from its
energy distribution at time 70 fs after the laser peak in-
teracts with the target. The electron temperature for the
two cases are nearly same and it is about 0.978 MeV and
1.02 MeV for linear polarization and double laser pulse
cases, respectively. The temperature is almost same be-
cause due to the radiation pressure, the target surface get
deformed and causes sufficient electron heating in double
pulse case.

The shock enhanced proton acceleration can be con-
firmed by looking at the proton energy spectra as shown
in Fig. 4. The energy spectra is observed at 370 fs af-
ter the laser peak interacts with the front surface of the
target as around this time proton energy reaches its satu-
ration value. The maximum proton cut off energy reaches
upto 30 MeV for shock dominated process. For indepen-
dent cases of linearly and circularly polarized laser pulses,
we are getting maximum proton energy of 15 MeV and
8 MeV , respectively. In all these simulations, the laser
energy is same, thus the maximum transfer of the laser
energy to protons is achieved by splitting the single laser
into linear and circularly polarized laser pulses. The pro-
ton cut off energy is almost doubled in this case as com-
pared to the former case. In order to get further under-
standing about the energy acquired by the bulk and rear
surface protons, we also plotted the energy spectrum for
bulk and rear surface protons separately. In order to dif-
ferentiate between protons in the bulk and at the rear
surface of the target, we added an extra proton layer of
100 nm at the rear surface and tracked them separately.
Protons in this layer can act as contamination layer gen-
erally present in lab targets. The corresponding energy
spectrum is shown in Fig. 5. The bulk protons, which
are initially accelerated by the combined effect of hole
boring and shock wave are more energetic. The mecha-
nism of TNSA is also evident at the rear surface of the
target and the maximum proton energy comes out to be
around 15 MeV .

The process of shock wave acceleration as well as
TNSA mechanism depends on the target density. We run
another set of simulations with varying target density to
study the dominant acceleration mechanism at different
densities. Other laser and target parameters were kept
unchanged as discussed previously. The simulation re-
sults in Fig. 6 show that, with combination of linear and
circularly polarized laser pulses, the proton acceleration
at the front surface is the dominant mechanism at low
density. As the density increases to 20nc, there is a steep
reduction in peak energy of the accelerated protons. This
is primarily because the hole boring velocity decreases as
it depends inversely on the density. At higher density of
30nc and 40nc, TNSA as expected is the dominant ac-
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FIG. 2. Phase-space plots for protons at different times after the laser peak interacts with the front surface of the target for
(a-c) linearly polarized, (d-f) circularly polarized, and (g-i) linearly+ circularly polarized laser pulse. The target thickness and
density are 3 µm and 10nc, respectively for each case. Also, the total laser energy on target in each case in 6 J with spot radius
6 µm and pulse duration 40 fs.

celeration mechanism. If we consider the case of single
linearly polarized laser pulse, the proton energy is maxi-
mum at all density except at near critical density of 10nc.
Shock acceleration coupled with the RPA mechanism is
only dominant around the critical density to generate en-
ergetic protons. Thus, to generate efficient hole boring
and shock wave as well as to get energetic proton beam,
near critical density (NCD) targets are more favourable.
As we employ laser pulse of same energy for all the cases,
hence, the laser absorption is higher for near critical den-
sity and it is efficiently transferred to the protons.

As the density variation study shows that the effect of
double laser pulse is dominant at near critical density, we
fix the density of the target at 10nc and study the effect
of target thickness on proton cut-off energy. We con-
sider the case of double laser pulse (i.e. combination of
linearly and circularly polarized laser pulses) and varied
the target thickness between 3 µm and 10 µm. Again,

in order to see the effect of proton acceleration from the
rear surface, we consider a proton layer of 100 nm at the
rear surface and track it independently. Fig. 7 shows the
variation of cut-off energy of protons from the bulk and
protons from the rear surface as the target thickness in-
creases. With increasing the target thickness, proton cut-
off energy from front surface gets decreased. It is mainly
because the accelerated protons take longer to reach to
the rear side of the target, the sheath field has already
died out and cannot further accelerate the protons. As we
focused on rear side of the target, the variation of target
thickness in this thickness range has no significant effect
on proton cut-off energy. This shows that the interaction
with double laser pulse has higher laser energy absorp-
tion. As a result, higher energy is only possible with thin
NCD target with thickness in sub-micron range.

For all the above simulation involving double laser
pulse, we have consider equal energy i.e 3 J in both laser
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FIG. 3. Electron energy distribution at 70 fs time after the
laser pulse peak interacts with the front surface of the tar-
get. The target thickness and density are 3 µm and 10nc,
respectively. The laser spot radius and duration are 6 µm
and 40 fs, respectively.

FIG. 4. Proton energy spectrum for three different cases, i.e.
linearly polarized laser pulse, circularly polarized laser pulse,
linearly+circularly polarized laser pulse. The target thickness
used for these simulations is 3 µm with density 10nc. The
laser spot radius and pulse duration are 6 µm and 40 fs,
respectively.

pulses. In order to determine the effect of different distri-
butions of laser energy in linear and circularly polarized
laser pulses, we run simulations with different combina-
tions of laser energy. We have taken energy in the com-
binations of (2J − 4J), (4J − 2J), (1J − 5J), (5J − 1J).
where the first term represents the energy in linear po-
larized laser pulse and second term represents the laser
energy in circularly polarized laser pulse. Fig. 8 shows

FIG. 5. Energy spectrum for bulk and rear surface protons
using the case of linear+ circularly polarized laser pulse with
laser spot radius of 6 µm and pulse duration of 40 fs for
both the laser pulses. The bulk target thickness and contam-
ination layer thickness are 3 µm and 100 nm, respectively
with density 10nc of each.

the proton phase-space plot for different distributions of
energy between two laser pulses at t = 90 fs (after the
laser peak interacts with the target). The phase-space
plot suggests that the hole-boring effect dominates in all
the cases except the case (5J−1J). In Fig. 8(d) the ther-
mal shock wave is a dominant acceleration mechanism at
the front surface of the target. Also, the shock wave ve-
locity is higher in this case as compared to all other com-
bination of energy distribution. The phase space plot
also suggests that, for the maximum proton energy, en-
ergy distribution should be such that a strong hole boring
effect takes place along with a significant thermal shock
wave. Therefore, using mixed polarization, higher pro-
ton energy can be achieved with unequal distribution of
energy between two laser pulses (with linear polarized
laser having lesser energy as compared to the circularly
polarized laser pulse).

Finally, we have studied the effect of increasing the en-
ergy of the laser pulse. When a single laser pulse with
circular polarization with energy of 3 J interacts with
a plasma target of thickness 3 µm and density 10nc, the
maximum proton energy is around 4 MeV . As we change
the polarization of the laser pulse to linear while keep-
ing the laser energy constant, the proton cut-off energy
is around 10 MeV . This shows that with these target
parameters, linear polarization gives higher proton en-
ergy and the effect of TNSA is dominant than the RPA
mechanism. Now in order to get higher proton energy, it
is reasonable to increase the laser energy. As we double
the laser energy to 6 J for the case of linear polarization,
proton cut off energy increases to 15 MeV . There is in-
crease of only 3 MeV when the laser energy is doubled.
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FIG. 6. Maximum Proton energy as a function of target den-
sity for linearly and linearly + circularly polarized laser pulse
with target thickness fixed at 3 µm.

FIG. 7. Maximum Proton energy as a function of target thick-
ness for linearly + circularly polarized laser pulse with spot
radius 5 µm and pulse duration 40 fs for both the laser pulses.
The contamination layer thickness is fixed at 100 nm and bulk
target thickness is varied. The density is 10nc for each layer.

On contrary, we get almost two fold increase in proton
energy by using 3 J of linear and 3 J of circular polar-
ized pulse. Thus application of double laser pulse with
mixed polarization can be an effective scheme for proton
acceleration.

IV. CONCLUSION

The results presented here show a new scheme of pro-
ton acceleration by enhancing the front surface proton
acceleration using linearly and circularly polarized laser
pulses together. The shock enhanced proton accelera-
tion is investigated from the near critical density target
with sub-micron thickness. The idea behind this inves-
tigation was to split a single laser pulse into two laser
pulses with linearly and circularly polarization. The use

FIG. 8. Proton phase plot with different distributions of en-
ergy between linear and circularly polarized laser pulses. In
each case, the target thickness is 3 µm with density 10nc.

FIG. 9. Proton energy distribution with combination of laser
pulse and respective laser pulse energy.

of single laser pulse generates proton beam with energy
around 15 MeV . The dominant acceleration mechanism
is target normal sheath acceleration with a small effect of
shock acceleration at the front of the target in that case.
On the other hand, we found that, if the single laser pulse
is split into a linear and circularly polarized laser pulse
(keeping the energy conservation hold), the proton en-
ergy gets almost doubled fold, which is around 30 MeV.
The observation of the phase-space plots suggested that
the dominant acceleration mechanism is hole boring and
is booted by the shock wave acceleration. The proton are
dominantly accelerated at the front side. There is possi-
bility of further acceleration at the rear side of the target
by the longitudinal sheath field, if the proton from the
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front reaches there just in time to experience the non-
vanishing sheath field. This study have also reported
that the shock wave acceleration is effective with the low-
density target. As the target density is increased, the
TNSA mechanism dominates. Also, the target thickness
variation studies have shown that as the target thickness
increases, the proton energy have decreased. Thus, at a
low-density target of thickness in 1 ∼ 3µm range with a
constant supply of laser energy, this study suggest to split
the laser pulse in two pulses of different polarizations in
order to produce more energetic proton beams.
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