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Broadband coherent XUV light from e~ /e™ microbunching in an intense laser pulse
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Attosecond pulses of coherent extreme ultraviolet (XUV) light are instrumental for studying sub-
atomic dynamics, and are often produced from a free electron laser (FEL) by electron microbunches
in an undulator. An optical-FEL (OFEL) utilizes a counter-propagating laser pulse instead of an
undulator, and has been proposed as a more compact and tunable source than a FEL. Yet, an OFEL
is difficult to realize because of the high electron density required and subsequent high emittance.
We demonstrate that broadband coherent XUV light, which in the temporal domain corresponds to
a train of attosecond pulses with 8-as duration at 92-as intervals, can be generated by microbunching
of relativistic electrons and positrons in an optical laser pulse. The symmetry between electrons and
positrons in the bunch stabilizes the system and enables the rapid formation of dense microbunches
over a ten-micrometer distance instead of the tens of meters typically required in an undulator.
The high microbunch density and the stable spectral phase up to emitted photon energies of about
350eV, allow for the creation of orders of magnitude more compact sources of XUV light that could

be employed in physics, chemistry, biology, and industry.

Introduction

Coherent pulses of soft x-rays are capable of tracking
electron dynamics within atoms and molecules, which
take place on attosecond time scales, and have a wide
range of applications from materials characterization at
near-atomic distances to the study of metabolic processes
within cells [1, 2]. Yet, few compact laser-plasma sources
of x-rays [3, 4] can rival the brightness of a free elec-
tron laser (FEL) [5]. A FEL produces coherent radiation
via microbunching, induced by a seed (laser) [6, 7] or
by the self-interaction of electrons with their radiation,
known as self-amplified spontaneous emission (SASE) [8].
The microbunch separation occurs at the first harmonic
AFEL = A (14 %K 2)/242 emitted by ultra-relativistic
(Lorentz factor 79 > 1) electrons as they pass through
an undulator of amplitude K = |e|ByA,/27wm, magnetic
field By, and spatial period A, [9]. Here, natural units
¢ = h = 4neg = 1 are employed, and we denote the
particle’s charge e and mass m, where e = —|e| for an
electron.

The physical footprint of a FEL can be reduced dra-
matically by substituting a linear accelerator (linac)
and undulator with a plasma-based accelerator [10, 11].
Here, electrons perform betatron oscillations of ampli-
tude rg around an ion column. Betatron radiation at
the first harmonic Aic, = Ag(1 + 3a3)/273 is controlled
by the amplitude ag = 2myyrg/Ag, and can directly
induce microbunching to create an ion channel laser
(ICL) without an undulator [12-15]. The betatron wave-
length Ag = /2790, depends on the plasma wavelength

Apt = 2my/m/4mn_e? of a cold plasma with ambient elec-

tron density n_. Although an ICL is compact, rg and
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hence ag depend on the particle in question which makes
an ICL difficult to realize [16], unlike a FEL, where K
has the same value for all particles.

A compact optical-FEL (OFEL) could be created by
replacing the undulator with a counter-propagating laser
pulse of amplitude ag = |e|Ey/mwy, peak electric field Ey
and central frequency wy = 2m/Ag [17-19]. In the case
of an intense (a2 > 1), linearly polarized laser pulse,
modelled as a plane wave, a quasi-continuous series of
harmonics will be emitted on-axis starting from [20, 21]

Ao 1,
A= 20 (14 2a2). 1
! 473(+2a0) @

Note that A; differs from Apgr, by one-half, as the
Lorentz-boost factors of Ay and A\, differ. In a plane
wave ag has the same value for all particles, like K and
unlike ag. Yet, current commercial lasers can access a
range of amplitudes ay = 1-10 [22] by changing the fo-
cal spot size, unlike an undulator where K is fixed by
the magnet spacing and strength. This provides another
degree of freedom in addition to v for controlling the
radiation properties. Therefore, an OFEL promises to
be more compact and tunable than a typical FEL, yet is
not acutely sensitive to the individual trajectories as in
an ICL. However, OFELSs use electron bunches which are
required to have high densities due to the short duration
of the laser field, thus facing the problems of Coulomb ex-
pansion and increase of emittance, which in turn hinders
microbunch formation and coherent emission.

Here we demonstrate how broadband coherent XUV
light can be obtained by microbunching of electrons and
positrons (e~ /et) in an intense laser pulse, operating at
optical and UV wavelengths [see Fig. 1 for a schematic]|.
Radiation emitted from this system takes the form of an
attosecond pulse train, with a well controlled spectral
phase. The stability and neutrality of the e~ /et bunch
suppresses Coulomb expansion and provides a restoring
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force, which allows for sustained coherent emission and
the rapid formation of microbunches. By considering
an intense laser (ap = 5) with wavelength 400 nm, we
can utilize MeV-energy particles, readily obtained from
a commercial, tabletop, linear accelerator or a compact
plasma-based accelerator. Therefore, we show how an
ultra-compact OFEL can be realized if a high quality,
neutral particle beam is provided.

Results

Requirements of an e~ /e™ bunch. To rapidly in-
duce microbunching and then reduce the computational
cost of the simulation, we consider a system of parti-
cles designed to emit coherently at the first harmonic.
A bunch of N particles with initial density mng tends
to radiate coherently at A; providing the average in-
terparticle distance satisfies R ~ 1 /né/ P <A [23-25].
Therefore, coherent emission at a small wavelength nec-
essarily requires a dense, high quality particle beam:
for example, a relativistic 79 = 10 bunch containing
N = 102 particles, colliding with a laser pulse of wave-
length A\g = 1 pm and amplitude ag = 1, requires a den-
sity ng = N/(47A3/3) ~ 102! particles/cm?. At these
parameters an e~ beam would rapidly expand, which
prevents coherent emission and microbunching, but a
neutral bunch of e~ /et would remain stable, provided
annihilation is unlikely. Remarkably, by considering an
e~ /et bunch instead of an e~ /ion system, the equality
of the e~ and e™ mass permits sustained synchronous os-
cillations, which greatly stabilize the system and improve
the radiation yield.

High quality e~ beams with RMS kinetic energy spread
oke < 1% and divergence oy < lmrad are routinely
produced by linacs. A relativistic e~ /e™ beam can then
be created via the Bethe-Heitler process as charged par-
ticles propagate through a high-Z target [26-29], which
can be compressed to a bunch in a magnetic-chicane. A
model demonstrating that resonance and microbunching
occur at the harmonics of light emitted in a plane wave
can be found in the Methods section. The microbunch-
ing process itself can assist in reaching relatively high
densities [Fig. 1]. To demonstrate this robustly, we have
proceeded from first principles by simulating point par-
ticles.

Dynamics of point particles. The solution of
Maxwell’s equations for a point-like source are known
as the (retarded) Liénard-Wiechert fields, which can be
separated into ‘velocity’ and ‘acceleration’ parts, repre-
senting the Coulomb interaction and radiation respec-
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FIG. 1. Schematic of microbunching in a laser pulse.
(a) Collision of e~ /e™ bunch with a plane wave of wavelength
Ao to produce harmonics of radiation starting from A;. (b)
Microbunching due to the interaction of the bunch with its
self-generated radiation, at the laser pulse peak. Here A\
controls the microbunch separation and provides an upper
limit of the width FWHM,,. As drawn, (b) refers to the
simulation results in Fig. 4 (d).
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These describe the field seen at z# = (¢,x) and pro-
duced by the particle ¢ with four-velocity u! and four-
acceleration a!', separated by distance R, = |x — x|
in direction nf' = (2t — z!')/R; at the retarded time
tret;i = t — R;. Here we use the Minkowski metric
diag(+1,—1,—1,—1) and short-hand notation (ab) =
atb, and altb’) = L(a"b” — a’b*). If the observer is
another distinct particle j # ¢ then we refer to Fl ()
as an ‘interparticle’ field, and if both particles are of the
same species, as an ‘intraspecies’ field. For an e~ /e™
bunch, the classical description employed here is valid
provided that in the common average rest-frame: (i) the
average interparticle distance is well above the Bohr ra-
dius of positronium, to prevent bound state formation
and annihilation, and (ii) the field experienced by each
particle is much smaller than the critical field of quantum
electrodynamics (QED) E., = m?/|e| ~ 1.3 x 10¥ V/m,
ie. that xo & 2v0Fy/Feo < 1 [31-33]. We ensured that
both these conditions are well met throughout all our
numerical simulations.

The total field acting on the ith particle F/" =
F!"(z;), excluding the divergent self-field, is given by
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FIG. 2. Collision of ¢~ /et bunch with A\ = 400nm laser. (a) Spectrum of energy radiated onto 1cm? detector at 1m
distance along +z from the bunch-laser pulse collision region, with first harmonic w; & 23eV. (b) Bunch compression at laser
pulse peak. (c) Attosecond pulse train observed at detector. (d) Properties of attosecond pulses; time interval Atger & 92 as. (e)
Spectrum of incoherent energy radiated onto detector; field configurations are overlapping and indistinguishable. (f) Spectral
phase of radiation. (g) Residual spectral phase. (h) Group delay dispersion evaluated from the polynomial fit in (g). Legends

in (e) and (g) apply to all plots.

the external laser field and the interparticle fields
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The particles’ trajectories can be evaluated by integrat-
ing the reduced Landau-Lifshitz (LL) equation [34, 35]
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which accounts for the energy and momentum loss dur-
ing the emission of radiation via the self-force, an effect
known as radiation reaction (RR) [30, 31]. Here ‘reduced’
indicates that we have neglected a term containing the
first derivatives of the fields as it induces effects typically
far smaller than quantum-mechanical corrections [36].
The self-force is parameterized by Rc = axoag, where
a & 1/137 is the fine structure constant [31]. In our sim-
ulations, RR will play a minor role (R¢ < 1) with lit-
tle impact on the microbunching observed, nevertheless
we include this effect to ensure self-consistency. With
the trajectories known, the spectrum of energy radi-
ated per unit solid angle Q2 as seen by a distant ob-
server in direction n* = (1,n), satisfying (n)? = 0, is
d€ /dwdQ = (47%) 71 vazl Z;(w,n)|?, where the radia-
tion integral is defined as [37]

+°°i [nx(nxui)
dt (nu;)

Z,(w,n) = ei/ } ez gt (7)

The incoherent part of the spectrum is similarly defined
as [d€ /dwdincon = (472) "1 N 1T (w, m)|2.

Details of the numerical code [24, 34] developed to
solve this system of equations can be found in the Meth-
ods section. A key advantage over alternative codes is the

separation of interparticle fields into acceleration and ve-
locity components. By ‘switching off’ the velocity fields
F})j(;) = 0 from all particles j, we can isolate the role
of the radiation, which induces microbunching, from the
electrostatic attraction between e~ and e™, which stabi-
lizes the bunch and maintains coherence (see Fig. 3 and

the discussion below).

Simulation setup. Two particles separated by a dis-
tance R with identical initial velocity tend to radiate co-
herently at frequency w when wR < 7 [23, 25]. Anal-
ogously, a bunch of width FWHMj is expected to emit
coherent radiation for w FWHM, < 27, as confirmed by
Fig. 2. In all simulations, we consider a neutral Gaussian
e~ /et bunch of FWHM,; = 16nm containing 4000 e~
and 4000 e™, moving along +z with 2.0 MeV kinetic en-
ergy (70 = 5), okg = 0.1% kinetic energy spread, and
o9 = lmrad divergence. One can show the average in-
terparticle distance in the rest frame R ~ 24 a5 is an
order of magnitude above the Bohr radius for positron-
ium aps ~ 0.11 nm, indicating that bound state formation
and e~ /e annihilation are unlikely [24]. This remains
true throughout the simulation.

The e~ /e™ bunch collides head-on with a laser pulse,
linearly polarized along x and propagating along —z,
which we model as a plane wave pulse. In the Meth-
ods section, we show that the plane wave approximation
has no significant impact on our simulation results, and
allows the microbunching effect to be demonstrated with
a simple analytical model. The laser pulse has a fixed
amplitude ap = 5 and pulse length FWHM ~ 26.7fs,
while the wavelength varies Ao = [400, 200, 100] nm de-
pending on the simulation in question, as does the cycle-
averaged peak intensity Iy ~ [2.2, 8.7, 35] x102° W /cm?,
for each wavelength respectively. Such parameters can



be obtained with commercially available systems. For
example, the second harmonic of a Ti:Sa laser (400 nm)
can be produced with efficiencies well above 50% [38].
A small time step At = 0.27as was used to carefully
resolve the interparticle fields and high frequency radia-
tion. Note that the self-force, i.e., RR plays a minor role
Rco ~ [1.1, 2.2, 4.4] x 107°, and QED corrections are
negligible xo ~ [3.0, 6.0, 12.1] x 10~ in our simulations.

In order to unveil the physics of microbunching, we
consider several configurations for the field /" (x;) when
solving the reduced LL equation: (i) ‘laser & interparti-
cle fields’, where particles interact with the total field in
Eq. (5), (ii) ‘laser & intraspecies fields’, where particles
interact with the total field excluding fields from different
species of particles, that is the e~ and e’ do not interact,
and (iii) ‘laser field only’, where particles interact with
only the external laser field. In addition, we consider
(iv) ‘laser & acceleration fields’, which is the same as (i)
except the velocity fields have been switched off in the
simulation.

Bunch compression via radiation emission. Fig-
ure 2 shows the simulation results of the e~ /e™ bunch
colliding with the A\g = 400 nm laser pulse for each field
configuration. Note that frequency-doubled lasers oper-
ating at A\g = 400nm are widely available [39, 40]. By
comparing the total [Fig. 2 (a)] and incoherent [Fig. 2 (e)]
spectra, frequencies at which coherent emission occurs
can be identified, and then explained by examining the
bunch dynamics at the laser pulse peak [Fig. 2 (b)]. The
spectrum is characterized by a broad series of harmon-
ics beginning at w; ~ 23eV or A\; = 55nm, at which
coherent emission always occurs due to the small size
of the initial bunch. For ‘laser field only’, the bunch
width remains stable at FWHM, throughout the simula-
tion, and one can see coherence for w < 27/FWHM, =~
78 eV. For ‘laser & interparticle fields’, the bunch is com-
pressed by the emitted radiation to FWHM,,;, approxi-
mately one-quarter of its initial width, which leads to
increased coherence at correspondingly high frequencies
w S 27 /FWHM,,, ~ 280€V [see Fig. 2 (a)].

Attosecond pulse train. In Fig. 2(f), the spec-
tral phase 8 = 6(w) of the transversely polarized radi-
ation emitted in forward direction is shown, defined by
p(w)e?®) = Zi\il Z;(w,2)-&. Notice that 0 increases
linearly, and is particularly well behaved when interpar-
ticle fields are included. A spectral phase which varies
linearly with frequency corresponds to a temporal shift
of the time-dependent signal. Therefore, a linear fit has
been subtracted from Fig. 2 (f) to obtain the residual
phase Af in Fig. 2(g). For ‘laser & interparticle fields’,
one notices the residual phase is relatively flat up to
~ 350eV. To estimate the group delay dispersion, we
have plotted the second derivative of the polynomial fit
of the residual phase in Fig. 2 (h), where it remains in the
order of -3000 as? at 300eV. The attosecond pulse train
is plotted in Fig. 2 (¢) and one can see the temporal prop-
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FIG. 3. Collision of ¢~ /et bunch with \¢ = 400 nm laser,
with and without velocity fields. (a) Spectrum radiated
onto detector. (b) Bunch at laser pulse peak. (c¢) Bunch at
intermediate time. (d) Bunch at end of simulation. Legend
in (d) applies to all plots, Tsim is the simulation duration.

erties of the pulses in Fig. 2 (d), where the time interval
between pulses Atger &~ 92 as agrees with our model (see
Methods section).

Microbunch formation and the role of the
positrons. In Fig. 2, the interaction of the e~ /e™
bunch with its emitted radiation led to bunch com-
pression and increased coherence. In order to fur-
ther clarify the physical mechanism of microbunching
we have repeated this simulation without velocity fields
in Fig. 3. By switching off the velocity fields, we re-
duce the energy radiated onto the detector by approx-
imately one-third [Fig. 3(a)]. To explain this, con-
sider the longitudinal distribution of particles through-
out the simulation. At the laser pulse peak [Fig. 3 (b)]
the bunch is compressed regardless of whether the veloc-
ity fields are included. This confirms that the accelera-
tion fields (radiation) compress the bunch. At advanced
times [Fig. 3 (c,d)], the bunch remains stable and local-
ized only when velocity fields are included, which sug-
gests that they provide a restoring force which allows for
sustained coherent emission over a longer time period.

Moreover, to highlight the role of the positrons, we
observe that all simulations with ‘laser & intraspecies
fields’, where the e~ and e™ artificially do not feel each
other’s fields, suffer from a Coulomb explosion which pre-
vents bunch compression and hinders coherent emission
[see the light blue line in Fig. 2(a,b)]. This underlines the
need for a neutral particle beam to create a functioning
OFEL.

Generation of multiple microbunches. A long par-
ticle beam FWHM, > \; with a similar density as our
initial bunch would be required to observe multiple mi-
crobunches. A simulation from first principles is unfeasi-
ble in this scenario given the computational resources re-
quired (see Methods section). Instead, as a proof of prin-
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FIG. 4. Microbunching of ¢~ /et in lasers of various
wavelengths. (a) Spectrum radiated onto detector and (c)
microbunching at pulse peak for Ao = 200nm. (b) Spectrum
radiated onto detector and (d) microbunching at pulse peak
for Ao = 100nm. Microbunch separation occurs at (c) A1 =~
28nm and (d) A1 = 14nm. Legend in Fig. 2 (e) applies here.

ciple, we can leave the bunch unchanged and increase the
laser frequency, therefore reducing A;. Consider then, a
collision between the e~ /e bunch with lasers of various
wavelengths: in Fig. 4 (c) and (d) we can see two and
three microbunches respectively, for \g = 200nm and
Ao = 100nm. Note that the microbunch separation oc-
curs consistently at the first harmonic A;. For both wave-
lengths, the width of the dominant microbunch is approx-
imately one-quarter of the initial bunch, increasing the
coherence of the emitted radiation [Fig. 4 (a,b)]. Finally,
we note that the microbunching observed in Fig. 4 (d) was
successfully reproduced with the PIC codes OSIRIS [41]
and SMILET [42].

Discussion

As the initial bunch is small compared to the plasma
skin depth 6, = 1/w, ~ 94nm, this implies plasma in-
stabilities do not affect the dynamics. Here the plasma
frequency is w, = /8mnge?/mg, which includes an ex-
tra factor /2 with respect to an electron-ion plasma to
account for the equal mass of e~ and et [29]. In our
simulations, the trajectories are dominated by the laser
with transverse oscillations of amplitude r = ag/2yowo,
where r ~ [32, 16, 8] nm for each wavelength Ay =
[400, 200, 100] nm respectively, as opposed to an ICL
where the amplitude of the oscillations depend on the
initial conditions of the particle.

A typical seeded FEL produces narrow-band pulses of
~ 10fs duration at Apgr, ~ 10nm from ultra-relativistic
electrons vy &~ 102 [43]. Here we have observed a broad
spectrum of coherent XUV light starting from the first
harmonic A1, which is of the same order of magnitude as
AreL. However, we require only mildly relativistic parti-
cles with 79 = 5, which can be produced from a commer-

cial tabletop linac or a compact plasma-based accelera-
tor. While the magnet-spacing A, and hence undulator
amplitude K are difficult to change in a FEL, a¢ can
easily be varied via the focal spot size allowing the spec-
tral properties to be changed as desired. In the scheme
proposed here, radiation is emitted in pulses of duration
~ 8as at low intensity due to the small number of par-
ticles that can be simulated (N = 8000) with our com-
putational resources. Note, however, that the yield for
coherent emission scales quadratically with the number
of particles emitting coherently. In comparison, recent
experiments have observed pulses of duration ~ 100 as
from a FEL [44] with a macroscopically large number of
electrons. Further work will be required to generalize
the mechanism studied here to a macroscropically large
e~ /et beam. However, in Fig. 4, we have already demon-
strated that the formation of a microbunch train is fea-
sible. In addition, note that the residual phase is flat for
w < 350€eV in Fig. 2 (g), within the water window range
of frequencies (280 to 530eV), of particular importance
for observing biological processes over attosecond time
scales [45—-48].

In summary, we have demonstrated how pulses of
broadband, coherent XUV light can be produced from
the collision of an e~ /e™ bunch with a laser pulse. Coher-
ent emission takes place due to microbunch formation via
SASE on a length scale of FWHM [, ~ 10 nm, six orders of
magnitude smaller than the length of a typical undulator
~ 10m, potentially allowing for an ultra-compact light
source. The spectral and temporal properties of the ra-
diation are well controlled inside the water window. The
challenge, as always for FELs, lies in creating a high qual-
ity particle beam to realize this scheme. For the particle
densities considered here, we have demonstrated that mi-
crobunching with electrons alone is virtually impossible
due to Coulomb repulsion; a neutral beam will be neces-
sary if one wishes to see microbunching over microscopic
distances. These results constitute a proof of principle
of a new tabletop source of temporally coherent broad-
band XUV radiation, with broad applications in physics,
chemistry, and biology as well as in industry.

Methods

Numerical code. Equations (2)—(7) are solved numer-
ically as follows: our code is initialized by assuming the
particles propagate ballistically before colliding with the
laser pulse (a sensible assumption for a neutral bunch).
The trajectories are stored at discrete time steps in the
memory, and the fields in Egs. (2)—(4) are evaluated at
the retarded time(s) by interpolation. Then, the reduced
LL equation (6) is integrated with a second-order leapfrog
scheme [36]. Finally, the radiation spectrum (7) is found
via a fast Fourier transform. This approach allows a sim-
ple system to be studied in detail from first principles.
However, the number of particles N and the spatial ex-
tent that can be simulated is limited by the need to keep
the entire trajectories of all particles in the memory. The



computational cost O(NN?) increases rapidly with N, and
hence we are limited to N < 10* given the computational
resources available. Further information and tests of the
code can be found in Ref. [24].

Approximating the laser as a plane wave pulse.
In our simulations, we consider a laser pulse modeled as
a plane wave pulse with vector potential

le]

T Aext(9) = alp) sin(p) &, (8)

9)

The four-potential A%, (p) = (0, Aext(¢)) is chosen to
satisfy the Lorenz gauge (0Aext(¢)) = 0. The pulse
propagates along —z with wave phase ¢ = wgz,, where
z+ =t + z are the light-cone coordinates. The envelope
satisfies a(¢p) = 0 at the initial phase g = —7A/2, and
the envelope domain is ¢ € [-7A/2, +71A/2].

In the regime of interest here, where ag = =y, the plane
wave approximation is valid when the laser waist is much
larger than the transverse bunch width (initially 16 nm).
Another simulation has been carried out considering a
focused laser with linear polarization, Ag = 400 nm, ag =
5 and a waist radius wg = 4 pm; this leaves the results as
plotted in Fig. 2 unchanged. For the focused laser field
employed see Ref. [49], where we have considered terms
up to third order in the diffraction angle.

a(p) = ag cos®(p/A).

Trajectory in a plane wave. Consider a particle
colliding head-on with the external plane wave pulse.
Neglecting radiation reaction, the four-velocity can be
written in terms of the light-cone coordinates uq =
v+ u, [31, 35]

(&

U (<,0) = _mAext(SO)a (10)

u_(p) = —— [1+u2 (p)]., (11)
uo,+

u4 () = uo,+- (12)

In our simulations, when the trajectory differs from
Egs. (10)—(12), this indicates the cumulative effect of in-
terparticle fields or RR become important.

Model of microbunching. Here we demonstrate that
resonance, energy transfer and microbunching can oc-
cur at the harmonics of reflected light in a plane wave.
The method employed is similar to explanations of mi-
crobunching in a low gain FEL [9]. Since the aim is to
show at which frequencies most of the energy is trans-
ferred from the electrons to the radiation, we start our
considerations from the evolution of the Lorentz factor
for a single particle

d E(p)-
dy _ eE(p) U(w), (13)
dp MWoUo,+

where we have used dp/dr = woup,4+ with 7 being

the proper time. As the e~ /e bunch is quasi-neutral

throughout the simulation we neglect Coulomb fields
here. Then, the total field depends on the external laser
field and a radiation field E(¢) = Fext(¢) + Eraa(p). We
assume the radiation field can be approximated as an ar-
bitrary series of plane waves propagating along 4z with
transverse polarization

Eaa(p) =Y Ei1sing(p), (14)
!

where ¢;(p) = wiz_(p) + ¢ is the radiation wave
phase, w; is the frequency, and ; is an arbitrary
constant phase. In the monochromatic approxima-
tion A > 1 we have a(p) = ap. For example, in
our simulation for \g = 400nm we have A = 110.
One can then derive an expression for the position
2 () = 20, + [ [u_ (&) (wotto.1 )i, to obtain

<1+ aj) (¢ — o)

- 2—0 [sin(2¢) — sin(2¢0)] ] - (19)

By comparing the particles’ trajectories in our simula-
tions to the exact solutions in a plane wave [Egs. (10)—
(12)], we know that the external field dominates the sys-
tem | Eyaq(¢)] < |Eext(v)], and therefore the effect of the
radiation field on the trajectory can be treated pertur-
batively. Under the assumption that the particles tra-
jectory is determined by the plane wave, on average,
there is no energy exchanged between the particle and
external plane-wave field (Foxt(¢) - w1 ) = 0, where the

2
a generic function of the phase f(¢). The average energy

exchanged between the particle and radiation field is then

dry agle| Bl 1 1
2N = Bl b o [ in (P)\ _ (en=(¥) } ,
<d<p> ; 2mwoug, + e[t )~ (e )
(16)
where 7!, () = ¢1(p) £ ¢ and E ., =E; | -2 Onecan
solve these integrals using Bessel functions

cycle-average is defined as {f(p)) = 5= ;f: f(¢")dy' for

) > sin(rOF
Re <e”7li(“")> = Z Jn(pl)7£@jtl’") cos (@li’nw + 1/)2)
n=-—o00 Ln

(17)
where p; = wjag /4wouf , , and we have used the generat-
ing function [50]

e—ipl sin(2¢) _ Z Jn(Pl) e—2intp.

n=—oo

(18)
Note that the coefficient of ¢ in the phase of each har-

monic is given by
2
on = <1+“20) —on 41,

£ =
Up,+wo

(19)



and 1] is the modified constant phase, defined as

w a? a2 sin(2
l2 [(14—0)(,00— 0 8in(2¢0)
wWol 2 4
(20)

For each frequency w;, the dominant contribution from
the sum over n occurs at @in = 0. If averaged over an in-
finite number of cycles instead of a single cycle as above,
a delta function would collapse the sum over n leaving
only terms where n = [. We conclude that resonance
occurs at 9{;” = 0, such that (taking n =1)

Y =P +wizo,— —

wp 20 -1
43wy 1+ %a%’

(21)

for a relativistic particle u§ , =~ 473. These are ex-
actly the harmonics emitted in a monochromatic plane
wave [20, 21]. In practice, Ay = 27/w; is the longest emit-
ted harmonic, and emission at this wavelength scales co-
herently with N2 such that it dominates the system and
any subsequent microbunching.

We note a limitation of this model: our assumption
that E; | is constant. From our simulations in Fig. 2 (c)
with ‘laser & interparticle fields’, the amplitude of the
radiation field actually increases over time, as opposed
to remaining constant. Therefore, this model cannot pre-
dict the intensity of radiation emitted quantitatively, but
does suffice to predict the resonant wavelength at which
microbunching occurs.

Time interval between radiation pulses. The light-
cone coordinate z_(y) in Eq. (15) can be interpreted as
the time measured by the detector. For one oscillation of
the plane wave, the particle’s radiation cone will sweep
across the detector twice. Therefore, the time period
between radiation pulses is the change in z_(¢) over half
a cycle

T() ag
Atgs =z (p+m) =2 (p) ~ = (1+ D). (22)
87 2
Here Ty = 2m/wy is the plane wave period and we have
assumed the particle is relativistic. For example, with
wavelength Ay = 400 nm one can expect radiation pulses
separated by a time interval Atqe; ~ 92as in excellent
agreement with Fig. 2 (d).

Data availability

Data which supports the findings of this paper is available
upon reasonable request to M.J.Q.

Code availability

The working principles of our code have been outlined
in this paper, and we have included references where one
can find further details and tests of the code. In future,
we aim to make this code available for public use; before

then, it can be made available upon reasonable request
to M.J.Q.
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