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Head-on collision of laser-induced plasma wakefields with differing profiles of electrostatic potential
has been recently found to be an efficient mechanism for generating high-power electromagnetic
emission at the second harmonic of the plasma frequency [I.V.Timofeev et al. Phys. Plasmas
24, 103106 (2017)]. This mechanism is attractive for creating a source of tunable narrow-band
coherent radiation in the terahertz frequency range. In this paper, we generalize the theory of
electromagnetic emission produced by nonlinear interaction of two plasma wakes to the case of an
arbitrary collision angle. Such a theory is used to evaluate the angular distribution of the second
harmonic radiation as well as its total generation efficiency for parameters of the proof-of-principle
experiment in which laser axes will be aligned with a small finite angle. Theoretical predictions are
qualitatively confirmed by particle-in-cell simulations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Investigation of the mechanisms responsible for electro-
magnetic (EM) waves generation at the plasma frequency
harmonics refers to one of the most fundamental prob-
lems of plasma physics. On the one hand, this problem
arises in the context of solar radio bursts physics [1–4].
On the other hand, such emission serves as an indicator
of the intense Langmuir turbulence in laboratory beam-
plasma experiments aimed at developing techniques for
plasma heating and confinement in open magnetic traps
[5–8]. In addition to the fundamental component of this
issue, emissions at harmonics of the plasma frequency are
also of interest with regard to generation of high-power
THz radiation. Such radiation is in demand for many
applications in the range from security systems to mate-
rial science [9–11]. It is of particular interest to study the
properties of materials and methods of subtle impact on
the states of matter. EM radiation in the terahertz range
provides resonant and nonresonant access to the funda-
mental modes of matter such as crystal lattice vibrations,
molecule rotations and precession of spins [12–14].

Despite the relevance of the topic, the problem of the
so-called terahertz gap exists to this day. It consists in
the absence of powerful and compact radiation sources in
this frequency range. Although the tremendous progress
has been achieved in producing powerful single-cycle THz
pulses [15–18], generation of longer emission with a nar-
row line-width and high values of electric field is still a
challenging task. One of the ways for this problem to be
solved is free electron lasers which are still the most pow-
erful sources of narrow-band radiation in the THz range
[19, 20]. However, they are large and expensive devices,
so the question of creating more compact sources has
been opened so far. Possible solutions are proposed by
both acceleration [21, 22] and laser [23, 24] communi-
ties. It is worth noting the special role of plasma-based

schemes in solving this problem. The attractiveness of
plasma in terms of THz generation is primarily associated
with the possibility to excite in such a nonlinear medium
long-lived waves with amplitudes exceeding the destruc-
tion threshold of matter. The simplicity of tuning the ra-
diation frequency by changing the plasma density makes
it possible to cover most of the terahertz band. For effi-
cient excitation of large-amplitude plasma waves, either
short laser pulses or relatively long electron beams can
be applied. Further transformation of these waves into
EM oscillations at the plasma frequency can be realized
via the linear mode conversion assuming the presence of
density gradients [25–27] or an external magnetic field
[28–30]. On the other hand, plasma waves can partici-
pate in various nonlinear processes generating radiations
at higher harmonics. Such radiations are not screened
by plasma and can leave it freely. The nonlinear emis-
sion process which is frequently discussed in relation to
the electron beam-plasma interaction is the coalescence
of two plane Langmuir waves travelling in opposite di-
rections at an acute angle with respect to each other.
In this case, a counterpropagating wave can arise as a
result of filling the spectrum of oscillations during the
development of Langmuir turbulence as assumed in solar
physics [31–33]. This backward wave can also be excited
directly by the counter-injection of an additional elec-
tron beam, which is proved to enhance the second har-
monic emission in both laboratory [34, 35] and numerical
[36, 37] experiments. Recently, it has been found that
even head-on collision of electrostatic waves in a uniform
plasma can result in the second harmonic EM emission
if colliding waves have mismatching transverse profiles
of electrostatic potential [38]. The most simple way to
excite Langmuir waves with controlable transverse struc-
tures is to irradiate plasma by short laser pulses. The
scheme based on using counterpropagating laser drivers
produced by PW-class laser systems allows one to gen-
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erate terahertz radiation with the gigawatt power level,
narrow line-width of ∼ 1% and energy conversion effi-
ciency exceeding 10−4.

A distinctive feature of the proposed mechanism is that
the role of drivers of colliding plasma waves can be played
not only by short laser pulses, but also by long-pulse
electron beams unstable against the two-stream instabil-
ity [39]. Both generating schemes have their advantages
and disadvantages. An unstable electron beam is able to
transfer more than half of its initial energy into plasma
oscillations, which gives a gain in efficiency compared to
the laser scheme. Applying long-duration beams allows
one to maintain the amplitudes of generated waves at a
high nonlinear level for a longer time. However, the use of
electron beams is associated with a number of technical
difficulties. Parameters of the beam-plasma instability
are more difficult to control and the system itself turns
out to be cumbersome and difficult to operate. Contrary,
laser pulses are able to transfer only a small part (∼ 1%)
of their energy into long-lived plasma modes, and the
duration of the produced radiation is strongly limited
by the bulk of energy accumulated initially in plasma
wakes. At the same time, amplitude profiles of laser-
induced wakefields are much more controlable, that is
why it is easier to realize the proposed mechanism in lab-
oratory experiment. So, to demonstrate the performance
of this idea experimentally, it has been decided to use
the laser-based scheme. We propose to verify this idea
using the multi-TW laser system developed in the Insi-
tute of Laser Physics SB RAS (Novosibirsk) [40]. Such
a proof-of-principle experiment will allow us to under-
stand whether all fundamentally important effects are
taken into account by the developed theory and whether
the proposed generation scheme is suitable for scaling
to more powerful laser systems. In this experiment, we
plan to inject axially symmetric Gaussian laser pulses
with 𝜆0 = 830 nm into a supersonic gas jet. Laser pulses
are focused in the same spatial point, but in different-size
spots, thereby exciting transversely localized wakefields
with differing potential profiles. In order to avoid the
return of laser radiation into the amplifying system, it
is recommended to align laser axes with a small angle.
Thus, the purpose of the present work is to find how
the radiation efficiency and its angular distribution will
change if we introduce a finite angle in the baseline sce-
nario of the head-on collision described in our previous
work [41]. It seems obvious that this efficiency will de-
crease with the growth of angle due to the decrease in
the volume of wakes overlapping. However, it is neces-
sary to know exactly how strong this decrease will be for
angles required for the experimental implementation of
the scheme. Since the produced radiation is predicted
to be narrowly directed, it is also important to know
its angular distribution in order to be able to detect it.
This paper presents a generalized analytical theory that
describes the nonlinear interaction of plasma wakes prop-
agating at an arbitrary angle to each other.

This article is structured as follows. Section II is de-

voted to the analytical theory for the case of laser wake-
fields collision at an arbitrary angle. In Section III, we
study the limiting case of head-on collision and how cal-
culations in the far zone agree with the known solution of
the boundary problem. Section IV contains an analysis
of how the radiation characteristics are modified as the
angle changes. In Section V, numerical simulation of this
problem in plane geometry is considered. A summary of
the results obtained is presented in Section VI.

II. THEORY

Consider the EM radiation generated by interaction of
two plasma waves with different transverse profiles collid-
ing at a certain angle. Let each wave have a frequency 𝜔,
then nonlinear interaction of these waves drives oscilla-
tions at the doubled frequency 2𝜔. Such oscillations can
convert into vacuum EM emission at the same frequency.
Misalignment of waves breaks the axial symmetry of the
system. In addition, the direct solution of the boundary
value problem cannot be used here as was done in the
work [38], since such an approach, for simplicity, implied
the radiation wavelength to be much smaller compared
to the size of the longitudinal spatial inhomogeneity. In
the case of oblique collision, this assumption can be ap-
plied only at sufficiently small angles. The general case
requires another approach. In particular, the character-
istics of the radiation can be obtained in the far zone of
the source. In the approach utilized in this paper, we
neglect the influence of plasma boundaries considering
the source placed in an infinite plasma. Also we assume
source dimensions spatially limited and the distance to
the observation point is much greater than its all linear
dimensions 𝑟 ≫ 𝐿 and the radiated wavelength 𝑟 ≫ 𝜆
(Fig.1). At the same time, we will continue to be inter-
ested in the spatial structure of waves in the overlapping
region. So, although the dimensions of the source are
small, it is not pointlike on the scale of the radiation
wavelength.

A. Emission in the far zone

First, let us focus on general properties of radiation
at a large distance from the source without considering
the waves structure and features of their origin. For this
purpose, consider the expression for the vector potential
of the magnetic field generated by electric current oscil-
lations

A(r, 𝑡) =
1

𝑐

∫︁
j(r′, 𝑡′)

|r− r′|
𝑑3𝑟′, (1)

where j is the density of the radiating current, (r′, 𝑡′)
and (r, 𝑡) are coordinates of points inside and outside
the source, respectively. The radiating current can be
represented in the form j(r, 𝑡) = J(r)𝑒−2𝑖𝜔𝑡 + 𝑐.𝑐.. Using
the conditions 𝑟 ≫ 𝐿, 𝜆 and accounting for the delay



3

Figure 1. Schematic illustration for the far zone approxima-
tion: the distance to the observation point is much greater
than both its linear dimensions 𝑟 ≫ 𝐿 and the radiated wave-
length 𝑟 ≫ 𝜆. The angles of the spherical coordinate system
are introduced as shown.

𝑡′=𝑡− |r− r′|/𝑣𝑐 (𝑣𝑐 is the speed of light in a medium),
we obtain a component of A responsible for the dipole
radiation:

A(r, 𝑡) =
1

𝑐𝑟
𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑟−𝑖2𝜔𝑡

∫︁
J(r′)𝑒−𝑖kr′𝑑3𝑟′. (2)

In this expression, k = (𝑘 sin 𝜃 cos𝜙, 𝑘 sin 𝜃 sin𝜙, 𝑘 cos 𝜃)
denotes the wave vector of the emitted EM wave. The
length of this vector is determined by the linear dis-
persion equation for EM oscillations in a cold plasma,
𝑘𝑐 = 2𝜔

√
𝜀, where 𝜀=1−𝜔2

𝑝/(2𝜔)
2 is the corresponding

dielectric permittivity (𝜔𝑝=
√︀
4𝜋𝑛0𝑒2/𝑚𝑒 is the plasma

frequency, 𝑛0 is the unperturbed plasma density, 𝑒 and
𝑚𝑒 – the charge and mass of an electron). Being com-
parable in dimensions with the radiation wavelength, the
extended source can be represented by a set of radiating
dipoles, which is taken into account by the phase delay
𝑒−𝑖kr′ . Since radiation in the far zone is considered as
a plane EM wave propagating from the source, the in-
tensity of radiation carried by the EM wave into a solid
angle element takes the form

𝑑𝐼

𝑑Ω
=

𝑘

4𝜋𝜔𝜀

⃒⃒⃒⃒∫︁
[J× k] 𝑒−𝑖kr′𝑑3𝑟′

⃒⃒⃒⃒2
. (3)

As in the case of a conventional dipole antenna, the en-
ergy flux through an elementary area subtending the solid
angle 𝑑Ω is seen not to depend on the distance to the ob-
servation point. The expression (3) defines the angular
distribution of the radiation intensity. This distribution
is important for the correct detection of 2𝜔𝑝-emission in
future experiments.

The total radiation power is found as an integral over
the entire solid angle

𝑃 =

∫︁
𝑑𝐼

𝑑Ω
sin 𝜃𝑑𝜃𝑑𝜑. (4)

In dimensionless units it is derived as follows

𝑃

𝑃0
=

𝑘

16𝜋2𝜔𝜀

∫︁ ⃒⃒⃒⃒∫︁
[J× k] 𝑒−𝑖kr′𝑑3𝑟′

⃒⃒⃒⃒2
𝑑Ω, (5)

where the power is measured in units of

𝑃0 =
𝑚2

𝑒𝑐
5

4𝜋𝑒2
≈ 0.69 GW. (6)

Hereinafter, we use the following dimensionless units:
electric and magnetic fields are expressed in units of
𝑚𝑒𝜔𝑝𝑐/𝑒, potentials – in 𝑚𝑒𝑐

2/𝑒, frequencies and wave
vectors – in units of the plasma frequency 𝜔𝑝 and 𝜔𝑝/𝑐,
respectively.

B. Radiation source

Now let us calculate the current responsible for the sec-
ond harmonic emission. Consider two laser pulses char-
acterized by the central frequency 𝜔0 and propagating
through the gas at an angle 𝛼 with respect to each other
as shown in Figure 2. Laser radiation ionizes the gas and
excites potential waves with the frequency 𝜔 = 𝜔𝑝 and
longitudinal component of the wavevector 𝑘1,2 ≈ 𝜔𝑝/𝑐 in
the produced plasma. Propagation of each wave is ac-
companied by harmonic perturbations of the density and
velocity of plasma electrons. Mutual scattering of one
Langmuir wave on the electron density perturbation pro-
duced by a counterpropagating wave results in generation
of a nonlinear current capable of emitting EM radiation
at the frequency 2𝜔.

Figure 2. Overlapping scheme of two laser-induced plasma
wakes colliding at an angle 𝛼 in a supersonic gas jet. Radiat-
ing region is shown by red.
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Let us write the electric field of excited wakes in terms
of scalar potentials:

Φ𝑠(r, 𝑡) =
1

2

(︀
Φ0𝑠(r)𝑒

𝑖k𝑠r−𝑖𝜔𝑡 + c.c.
)︀
, (7)

E𝑠 = −∇Φ𝑠(r, 𝑡), (8)

the index 𝑠 takes values 1, 2, which correspond to the first
and second wakes. Without loss of generality, we assume
that the coordinate system is oriented in such a way that
the wavevectors lie in the plane (𝑥, 𝑧) and

𝑘1𝑥 = sin𝛽, 𝑘2𝑥 = sin𝛽, (9)

𝑘1𝑧 = cos𝛽, 𝑘2𝑧 = − cos𝛽,

where 𝛽 = 𝛼/2. The radiating current is expressed in
terms of density and velocity perturbations of electrons:

𝑗(r, 𝑡) = −𝑛(1)v(1) − v(2) = 𝒥 (r)𝑒−2𝑖𝜔𝑡 + 𝑐.𝑐., (10)

superscripts (1, 2) denote the order of perturbation, the
current is measured in units of 𝑒𝑛0𝑐. The density and
velocity perturbations, written in units of 𝑛0 and the
speed of light 𝑐, are derived from the motion equation
and the continuity equation and can be represented in
the form:

v(1)
𝑠 = 𝑖∇Φ𝑠(r, 𝑡), v(2)

𝑠 =
−𝑖

2𝜔
(v(1)

𝑠 ∇)v(1)
𝑠 ,

𝑛(1)
𝑠 =

−𝑖

𝜔
(∇v(1)

𝑠 ). (11)

Calculations are simplified if coordinate systems are
co-directed to the laser axes as shown in Figure 3. The
plane (𝑥, 𝑧) is rotated around 𝑦-axis by the angle 𝛽 and
𝜋 − 𝛽. Corresponding coordinate transformations are

𝑥1 = 𝑥 cos𝛽 − 𝑧 sin𝛽, 𝑥2 = −𝑥 cos𝛽 − 𝑧 sin𝛽, (12)

𝑧1 = 𝑥 sin𝛽 + 𝑧 cos𝛽, 𝑧2 = 𝑥 sin𝛽 − 𝑧 cos𝛽.

In the co-directed frames, EM fields of linearly polarized

Figure 3. Coordinate systems co-directed to the propagation
axes of colliding laser pulses.

laser pulses are expressed in terms of the normalized vec-
tor potential of the magnetic field

Φ𝑠(r, 𝑡) =

𝑡∫︁
0

sin(𝑡− 𝑡′)
𝑎2𝑠(r, 𝑡

′)

4
, (13)

which in turn can be represented as follows

𝑎𝑠 = 𝑎0𝑠
𝜎0𝑠

𝜎𝑖(𝑧𝑠)
𝑒−(𝑥2

𝑠+𝑦2)/𝜎𝑠(𝑧𝑠) sin2
(︂
𝜋(𝑡± 𝑧𝑠)

2𝜏

)︂
, (14)

𝜎𝑠(𝑧𝑠) = 𝜎0𝑠

√︀
1 + 𝑧2𝑠/ℛ2

𝑠, ℛ𝑠 = 𝜔0𝜎
2
0𝑠/2,

where 𝑎0𝑠 is the maximal value of the laser strength pa-
rameter in a focus, 𝜎0𝑠 is the focal spot-size, 𝜏 is the
pulse duration, and ℛ𝑠 is the Rayleigh length of each
laser beam. As a result, we obtain for the wake ampli-
tudes:

Φ𝑠(r) = Φ𝑤
𝑠

(︂
𝜎0𝑠

𝜎𝑠(𝑧𝑠)

)︂2

𝑒−2(𝑥2
𝑠+𝑦2)/𝜎2

𝑠(𝑧𝑠), (15)

Φ𝑤
𝑠 =

3

4
𝑎20𝑠

sin 𝜏

(4− 5𝜏2/𝜋2 + 𝜏4/𝜋4)
. (16)

We assume that the dependence on the longitudinal co-
ordinate 𝜎𝑠(𝑧𝑠) is rather slow and 𝑧𝑠-derivatives can be
neglected in comparison to derivatives in transverse di-
rections. This condition makes it possible to use the fol-
lowing relations for the derivatives when calculating the
contribution of each laser pulse

𝜕𝑧 = − sin𝛽 𝜕𝑥1
, 𝜕𝑧 = sin𝛽 𝜕𝑥2

, (17)

𝜕𝑥 = cos𝛽 𝜕𝑥1
, 𝜕𝑥 = cos𝛽 𝜕𝑥2

, (18)

where 𝜕𝑧, 𝜕𝑥 and so on are partial derivatives with respect
to the corresponding coordinate. Substituting all rele-
vant variables in (10) and taking into account the above
assumptions, we obtain the electric current responsible
for electromagnetic radiation at the second harmonic of
the plasma frequency. The resulting expression for this
current is rather lengthy and presented in Appendix A.

III. HEAD-ON COLLISION

Let us compare the approach described here with the
results obtained in our recent work [38] for the case of the
head-on collision of laser pulses, i.e. at 𝛼 = 0∘. The solu-
tion of the boundary problem [38] predicts that nonlinear
interaction of counterpropagating laser wakefields in an
axially symmetric plasma column results in emission of
EM wave with the amplitude

ℰ0 =
3Φ𝑤

1 Φ
𝑤
2 ℱ𝑏

𝜎

2
√︁

(2
√
3𝑅𝐽1 − 𝐽0)2 + 16𝑅2𝐽2

0

, (19)

ℱ𝑏
𝜎 =

𝜎2
01𝜎

2
02

⃒⃒
𝜎2
2 − 𝜎2

1

⃒⃒
(𝜎2

1 + 𝜎2
2)

2
exp

[︂
−3

8

𝜎2
1𝜎

2
2

𝜎2
1 + 𝜎2

2

]︂
, (20)

where 𝐽0 and 𝐽1 denote the corresponding Bessel func-
tions of the argument

√
3𝑅, 𝑅 is the plasma column

radius. Amplitudes of wakefields are introduced in the
same way as above. The radiation power in this case is
given by the integral

𝑃

𝑃0
= 𝜋𝑅

∞∫︁
−∞

ℰ2
0𝑑𝑧. (21)
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Figure 4. The radiation power as a function of plasma ra-
dius obtained in the boundary problem for parameters of the
demonstration experiment (black line). The same power cal-
culated in the far zone of the sourse in an infinite plasma (blue
line).

On the other hand, in this particular case, the radia-
tion characteristics can be also calculated in the far zone
of the source using the approach of infinite plasma. For
𝛼 = 0, some of the integrals in (5) can be approximately
calculated analytically. As a result, the radiation mag-
netic field can be represented in the form

𝐵𝑦 =
𝑖𝑘3

2𝑟
Φ𝑤

1 Φ
𝑤
2 sin3 𝜃𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑟−2𝑖𝑡

∫︁
𝐹 𝑖
𝜎𝑒

−𝑖𝑘𝑧 cos 𝜃𝑑𝑧, (22)

𝐹 𝑖
𝜎 =

𝜎2
01𝜎

2
02

16

𝜎2
2 − 𝜎2

1

(𝜎2
1 + 𝜎2

2)
2
exp

(︂
−𝑘2 sin2 𝜃𝜎2

1𝜎
2
2

8(𝜎2
1 + 𝜎2

2)

)︂
. (23)

The total radiation power can be written as

𝑃

𝑃0
=

(Φ𝑤
1 Φ

𝑤
2 )

2

2
√
𝜀

∫︁
𝑘6 sin6 𝜃

⃒⃒⃒⃒∫︁
𝐹 𝑖
𝜎𝑒

−𝑖𝑘𝑧 cos 𝜃𝑑𝑧

⃒⃒⃒⃒2
𝑑Ω.

(24)
In Figure 4, the solution of the boundary problem for the
radiation power (21) as a function of plasma radius 𝑅
(black line) is compared to the same power calculated in
the far zone of the source (24) (blue line) for parameters
of demonstration experiments presented in Table I. As
one can see, the presence of the plasma boundary leads to
the appearance of oscillations around the mean value that
coincides with the power obtained in the far zone. The
period of these oscillations is determined by the number
of radiation wavelengths fitting into the plasma width.
This result allows us to judge the adequacy of the method
used and its convergence to the previous results.

IV. PREDICTIONS FOR DEMONSTRATION
EXPERIMENT

Let us now analyze how the total radiation power and
its angular distribution depend on the finite collision an-

gle for parameters of the planned demonstration exper-
iment which have been discussed in our previous paper
[41] and are listed in Table I. We consider the interaction
of two plasma wakes driven by laser pulses (𝜆0 = 830 nm)
with different energies (16 mJ and 184 mJ) and spot-sizes
(𝜎01 = 6.3𝜇m and 𝜎02 = 18𝜇m) propagating in a plasma
with the density 2.5 · 1018cm−3. In such a plasma, EM
radiation is generated at the frequency 2𝜔𝑝/(2𝜋) = 28.4
THz. In the case of the head-on collision, these parame-
ters have been found to maximize the radiation efficiency
which is defined as the fraction of laser energy converted
into the energy of 2𝜔𝑝-radiation.

A. Radiation power

Figure 5. The dependence of the relative power of EM radi-
ation in the far zone (in units of 𝑃 (𝛼 = 0∘)) on the collision
angle 𝛼.

Shown in Figure 5 is the dependence of the radiation
power (24) on the collision angle 𝛼. The power is normal-
ized to its value at 𝛼 = 0∘. As one can see, the power is
strongly reduced with the increase of the angle between
laser axes. It is explained by the sufficient decrease of
the volume in which plasma wakes are overlapped. For
the proof-of-principal experiment to be implemented, the
small angle (∼ several degrees) between laser pulses is re-
quired. For the discussed parameters, the angle of ∼ 5∘ is
appropriate to keep the balance between efficient enough
radiation and the possibility to realize this idea experi-
mentally. At 𝛼 = 5∘, the radiation power decreases by
20% compared to the case of the counterpropagating laser
pulses and reaches ∼ 40 MW.

B. Angular distribution of the radiation intensity

The angular distribution of the radiation intensity for
this case is presented in Figure 6. In the far zone of the
source, radiation pattern looks like a thin disc (Fig.6 (a))
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Table I. Parameters of demonstration experiment

Laser wavelength, 𝜆0 830 nm Laser pulses duration, 𝜏 39 fs

Plasma density, 𝑛0 2.5 · 1018cm−3 Frequency of THz radiation, 2𝜔𝑝/(2𝜋) 28.4 THz

Energy of the 1st laser pulse, 𝒲𝐿1 16 mJ Energy of the 2nd laser pulse, 𝒲𝐿2 184 mJ

Spot-size of the 1st laser pulse, 𝜎01 6.3𝜇m Spot-size of the 2nd laser pulse, 𝜎02 18𝜇m

Maximal laser strength, 𝑎01 0.67 Maximal laser strength, 𝑎02 0.8

Figure 6. Angular distribution of radiation intensity at 𝛼 = 5∘: a schematic 3D distribution (a); distribution over the polar
angle in (𝑥, 𝑧)-coordinates (b); distribution over the azimuthal angle in the frame co-directed to laser 1 axis (c).

oriented transversely to the axis of the narrow laser pulse
(laser 1). Being almost uniformly distributed over the
azimuthal angle (Fig.6 (c)), it is concentrated in a nar-
row cone of about 2∘ over the polar 𝜃-angle (Fig.6 (b)).
Such a narrow distribution corresponds to the diffrac-
tion angle 𝜆/𝐷 ≈ 1.8∘ where 𝜆 = 𝜋𝑐/𝜔𝑝 is the radiation
wavelength and 𝐷 ∼ 100𝑐/𝜔𝑝 is the typical length of
radiating plasma. As the angle between laser axes in-
creases, the direction of the maximal intensity remains
oriented transversely to the laser 1 axis. Thus, the direc-
tion of the most intense radiation deviates from 𝜃 = 90∘

by the angle 𝛽. The asymmetry of the system leads to
the asymmetry of the radiation pattern: the disc is more
extended towards the alignment of the laser axes, which
is also seen from Figure 7. At small 𝛼, this effect is seen
to be weak.

In order to choose the detector with the correct sen-
sitivity for measuring 2𝜔𝑝-emission in the demonstra-
tion experiment, we should calculate the energy coming
through the unit square at the detector location. Let
us estimate this value at the distance of order of 10 cm
from the source where a diagnostic equipment will be
placed. In the work [41], particle-in-cell simulations of a
self-consistently evolving laser pulse have demonstrated
that theoretical predictions overestimate the efficiency of
the laser-to-radiation energy conversion by 30 %. We will
assume that the theoretical description proposed here
predicts the correct spatial distribution of radiation, but
overestimates the absolute value of the radiated energy.

Figure 7. Map of radiation energy density 𝒲(𝜃, 𝜑) at the
distance of 𝑅 = 10 cm for the collision angle 5∘.

According to this, we can estimate the total energy radi-
ated with EM waves into the whole sphere 4𝜋 as ∼ 40𝜇J.
The dependence of energy density distribution 𝒲 on an-
gles 𝜃 and 𝜑 at the collision angle 𝛼 = 5∘ is presented in
Figure 7. This Figure clearly demonstrates the asymme-
try of the distribution: the radiation is predominantly
emitted towards the alignment of laser axes. Granted
this energy distributed according our theoretical predic-
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Figure 8. Angular distributions of radiation intensity in the far zone at the collision angle 𝛼 = 120∘ for asymmetric (involved
in the present work case) (a) and symmetric (b) laser pulses.

tions, the maximal energy density at the distance 10 cm
from the source reaches ∼ 1.5𝜇𝐽/cm2.

C. EM emission due to three-wave interaction

It is interesting to note a slight increase in the radiation
power at 𝛼 = 120∘ (Fig. 5). We associate this increase
with three-wave interaction of plasma waves. Indeed, if
we replace laser-driven wakefields characterized by some
nonuniform transverse potential profiles with plane Lang-
muir waves (𝜔,k1) and (𝜔,k2), three-wave synchronism
conditions with EM wave (2𝜔,k1 + k2) become met:

𝜔 + 𝜔 =
√︁

1 + 𝑘2𝐸𝑀 , 𝑘𝐸𝑀 = |k1 + k2| =
√
3. (25)

Despite of falling in resonance, such an EM wave is not
generated, since the nonlinear electric current produced
by electrostatic oscillations is directed along the axis
of EM wave propagation and therefore cannot do work
on its transversely polarized electric field. That is the
reason why we do not observe radiation near the point
(𝜃 = 𝜋/2, 𝜑 = 0) in Figure 8 (a) that shows the angular
distribution of 2𝜔𝑝 emission calculated in our theory for
𝛼 = 120∘. In reality, the influence of the transverse struc-
ture of real wakes and the spatial limitation of the radi-
ation region lead to broadening of the three-wave reso-
nance. Therefore, generation of EM waves deviating from
the direction (𝜃 = 𝜋/2, 𝜑 = 0) becomes possible. This
mechanism is seen not to contribute significantly to the
total radiation power. The asymmetry of the distribu-
tion in this case is associated with the asymmetry of the
laser pulses. For equal focal spots of colliding pulses, the
angular distribution turns out to be symmetric, although
its intensity is two orders of magnitude lower (Figure 8
(b)).

V. NUMERICAL SIMULATIONS

In the head-on collision case, theoretical predictions
have been verified by particle-in-cell simulations in plane
(2D Cartesian) geometry [38]. In the paper [41], the
same problem has been studied numerically for an ax-
ially symmetric system. Simulations in both geometries
have demonstrated good agreement with our theoreti-
cal insights. In order to verify the theory presented in
the current work, it is required to realize full 3D geom-
etry. Such simulations are rather resource-intensive and
are not available for us at this moment due to a lack of
computing resources. For this reason, in this section, we
simulate the oblique collision of plasma wakes in plane ge-
ometry. The approach involved does not allow complete
quantitative comparison, but it is suitable for qualita-
tive analysis of the certain conclusions of the theory. In
particular, we are interested in verifying our theoretical
predictions about the direction of EM emission. In addi-
tion, results obtained in plane geometry can be applied
for the collision of laser pulses focused to the strongly
stretched in one direction rectangular spots. This possi-
bility has been also discussed in the work [38]. To sim-

Table II. Parameters of simulations.

Grid size Δ𝑥 = Δ𝑦 0.01𝑐/𝜔𝑝

Time step Δ𝑡 0.005𝜔−1
𝑝

Total system length 𝐿𝑥 4800 cells

Plasma width 𝐿𝑝 2500 cells

Vacuum layers width 𝐿𝑣 1502 cells

Damping layers width 𝐿𝑑 100 cells

ulate generation of 2𝜔𝑝-radiation by colliding wakes, we
use a standard 2D3V particle-in-cell code. Its descrip-
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tion can be found, for example, in the paper [39]. The
layout of the simulation box is shown in Figure 9. Laser
pulses are injected in a plasma layer with a width 𝐿𝑝 to-
wards each other. Since the radiation is expected to be
oriented across a narrower laser pulse, this pulse propa-
gates along the axis of the system while a wider pulse is
oriented at an angle 𝛼 to the first one. In this case, we
expect that radiation will propagate strictly across the
plasma and be absorbed in the top and bottom damp-
ing layers. Interaction of laser radiation with a plasma
is described by the slowly varying ponderomotive force
F𝑠 = −∇|𝑎𝑠(r, 𝑡)|2/4, both laser pulses are focused in
the center of the simulation box. To decrease the in-
fluence of edge effects arising while a virtual laser pulse
crosses over a sharp plasma boundary, the ponderomo-
tive force of each pulse gradually increases for the first
300 cells. Ions are immobile with electrons being dis-
tributed by Maxwell distribution function with an initial
temperature 𝑇𝑒 = 14 eV. Main parameters of the com-
putational scheme are presented in Table II. Since the
system size is rather large, main simulations were car-
ried out with 9 particles per cells (ppc). To justify the
advisability of such a choice, simulations with the same
physical parameters were also performed with 25 and 49
ppc for the case of 𝛼 = 7.5∘, as well as with a smaller
grid Δ𝑥 = Δ𝑦 = 0.005,Δ𝑡 = 0.0025. The difference in
the radiation efficiency in all these runs is found to be
negligible, which justifies the use of 9 ppc.

Figure 9. Simulation layout. A narrow laser pulse (left) prop-
agates along the axis of the system while a wider pulse (right)
is oriented at an angle 𝛼 to the first one. Both laser pulses
are focused in the system center. The produced radiated is
absorbed in damping layers at the top and bottom of the
system.

To demonstrate the qualitative agreement with the

theory, a series of PIC simulations for different collision
angles has been carried out. Given other equal condi-
tions, the angle 𝛼 varies in the range from 0∘ to 15∘ with
a step of 2.5∘. Figure 10 shows that the observed radia-
tion is really oriented across the narrower laser pulse in
agreement with the theory. In Figure 11 (left), one can

Figure 10. Electric field map 𝐸𝑥(𝑥, 𝑦) in PIC simulations at
𝛼 = 10∘.

see how the maximal (over time) radiation power nor-
malized to the power at 𝛼 = 0∘ depends on the collision
angle. The hystory of the radiation efficiency being de-
termined as the relation of energy absorbed in damping
layers to the total laser energy is shown in Figure 11
(right). With the increase of 𝛼, the efficiency of radia-
tion decreases but more slowly (by ∼ 10% at 𝛼 = 5∘)
than was obtained in theory. This may be due to the
peculiarities of plane geometry.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the theory of EM emission at the sec-
ond harmonic of plasma frequency produced by colliding
laser-driven plasma wakes is generalized to the case of
an arbitrary collision angle 𝛼. We calculated the angular
distribution of radiation intensity in the far zone of the
source for the parameters of the proof-of-principle exper-
iment on the collision of different-size laser pulses with
the total energy 0.2 J in a supersonic gas jet, which is
started in the Institute of Laser Physics SB RAS. It is
found that radiation pattern looks like a thin disc which,
at small 𝛼, has the very narrow distribution over the po-
lar angle 2∘. The direction of the maximal intensity is
shown to be always oriented transversely to the axis of a



9

Figure 11. Left: the maximal radiation power in units of the head-on collision power (at 𝛼 = 0∘) as a function of collision
angle; Right: the temporal dependence of the radiation efficiency at different angles.

narrower laser pulse. This theoretical result is confirmed
by particle-in-cell simulations. The total radiation power
rapidly decreases with the increase of the collision angle
so that, at 𝛼 = 5∘, it is reduced by 20%. Thus, the pro-
posed theory not only answers the question where the
produced second harmonic radiation should be detected
in this experiment, but also formulates the requirements
to both the angle of laser alignment (< 5∘) and sensitiv-
ity of a detector (the maximal density of radiated energy
at the distance 10 cm from the laser focus is estimated
at the level 1.5 𝜇J/cm

2
).
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Appendix A: Radiation current

The nonlinear current (10) expressed in terms of scalar
potentials of colliding plasma wakes can be represented
in the following form:

𝒥𝑥 =
𝑒2𝑖 sin 𝛽

4

[︀
sin𝛽(1 + cos2 𝛽) (Φ1Φ2𝑥𝑥 +Φ2Φ1𝑥𝑥) + sin𝛽

(︀
Φ1Φ2𝑦𝑦 +Φ2Φ1𝑦𝑦

)︀
+ sin𝛽(3− 4 sin2 𝛽)Φ1𝑥Φ2𝑥+

+Φ1𝑦Φ2𝑦 sin𝛽 − sin𝛽(1 + 2 sin2 𝛽)Φ1Φ2 − 𝑖 cos𝛽
(︁
1 +

cos𝛼

2

)︁
(Φ1𝑥Φ2𝑥𝑥

+Φ2𝑥Φ1𝑥𝑥
)− 𝑖 cos𝛽

(︀
Φ1𝑥Φ2𝑦𝑦

+Φ2𝑥Φ1𝑦𝑦

)︀
−

− 𝑖

2
cos𝛽

(︀
Φ1𝑦Φ2𝑥𝑦 +Φ2𝑦Φ1𝑥𝑦

)︀
+ 𝑖 cos𝛽

(︂
1

2
+ 3 sin2 𝛽

)︂
(Φ1Φ2𝑥 +Φ2Φ1𝑥)

]︂
, (A1)

𝒥𝑦 =
𝑒2𝑖 sin 𝛽

4

[︀
sin𝛽 cos𝛽

(︀
Φ2Φ1𝑥𝑦

+Φ1Φ2𝑥𝑦
+Φ1𝑥Φ2𝑦 +Φ1𝑦Φ2𝑥

)︀
− 𝑖

(︀
Φ1𝑦Φ2𝑥𝑥

+Φ2𝑦Φ1𝑥𝑥

)︀
−

−3

2
𝑖
(︀
Φ1𝑦Φ2𝑦𝑦

+Φ2𝑦Φ1𝑦𝑦

)︀
− 𝑖

2
cos𝛼

(︀
Φ1𝑥Φ2𝑥𝑦

+ +Φ2𝑥Φ1𝑥𝑦

)︀
+ 𝑖

(︁
1− cos𝛼

2

)︁ (︀
Φ1Φ2𝑦 +Φ2Φ1𝑦

)︀]︂
, (A2)

𝒥𝑧 =
𝑒2𝑖 sin 𝛽

4

[︁
cos𝛽(1 + sin2 𝛽) (Φ1Φ2𝑥𝑥 − Φ2Φ1𝑥𝑥) + cos𝛽

(︀
Φ1Φ2𝑦𝑦 − Φ2Φ1𝑦𝑦

)︀
+ 𝑖 sin𝛽

(︁
1− cos𝛼

2

)︁
(Φ1Φ2𝑥−

−Φ2Φ1𝑥 +Φ1𝑥Φ2𝑥𝑥 − Φ2𝑥Φ1𝑥𝑥)− 𝑖 sin𝛽
(︀
Φ2𝑥Φ1𝑦𝑦 − Φ1𝑥Φ2𝑦𝑦

)︀
− 𝑖

2
cos𝛽

(︀
Φ1𝑦Φ2𝑥𝑦 − Φ2𝑦Φ1𝑥𝑦

)︀]︂
, (A3)
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where Φ1𝑥 ,Φ2𝑦 and so on denote partial derivatives with
respect to the corresponding coordinates, i.e, for example

Φ1𝑥 =
𝜕Φ1

𝜕𝑥
.
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