lon acceleration with few cycle relativistic laser pulses from foil targets
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lon acceleration resulting from the interaction of 11 fs laser pulses of ~35 mJ energy with ultrahigh contrast (<102),
and 10%° W/cm? peak intensity with foil targets made of various materials and thicknesses at normal (0-) and 45° laser
incidence is investigated. The maximum energy of the protons accelerated from both the rear and front sides of the
target was above 1 MeV. A conversion efficiency from laser pulse energy to proton beam is estimated to be as high
as ~1.4 % at 45° laser incidence using a 51 nm-thick Al target. The excellent laser contrast indicates the predominance
of vacuum heating via the Brunel’s effect as an absorption mechanism involving a tiny pre-plasma of natural origin
due to the Gaussian temporal laser pulse shape. Experimental results are in reasonable agreement with theoretical
estimates where proton acceleration from the target rear into the forward direction is well explained by a TNSA-like
mechanism, while proton acceleration from the target front into the backward direction can be explained by the
formation of a charged cavity in a tiny pre-plasma. The exploding Coulomb field from the charged cavity also serves

as a source for forward-accelerated ions at thick targets.

I. INTRODUCTION

At the dawn of the field, it was possible to accelerate protons and ions above MeV energies with large scale laser
systems firing only a few times in an hour. So far, the highest laser-to-ion conversion efficiency has been demonstrated
with sub-ps laser pulses [1]. Laser systems with pulse durations of a few tens of femtoseconds provide the necessary
peak intensity but with lower pulse energy and higher repetition rate [2]. Various experiments [3-7] and theoretical
studies [8-13] investigated the acceleration mechanisms on thin targets and optimised the ion yield. Such laser-driven
ion beams have demonstrated their credibility for applications in a wide range of areas, e.g., probing of fields in
plasmas [14], generation of directional neutron sources [15], isochoric heating of solid matter [16], and radiobiology
[17-18]. Recent developments in sub-50 fs laser systems made possible to optimise ion acceleration [19-20], and start
building beamlines dedicated especially for medical use of laser-accelerated ions [21-23].

Currently, the advances in laser technology have led to the generation of laser pulses with durations of only a few
optical cycles. Due to the very short pulse duration as well as the extreme beam quality, it has become possible to
reach the relativistic intensity in the focus with a few tens of mJ pulse energy. At such low energy, few-cycle laser

systems are capable of operating at kHz repetition rate over 24/7 with high reliability [24], offering an opportunity to



generate stable ion beams [25] and, possibly, gamma-rays. These could be highly beneficial for medicine, industry,
science, and home-land security [26]. For example, high repetition rate ion sources can serve as input beams of diverse
accelerator systems, meeting the requirements of high current, low and high charge state, and low emittance [27].
Deuterons accelerated to energies above 0.5 MeV at kHz repetition rate can generate a large flux of neutrons per
second via D(d, n) reaction. Radioisotope production with kHz repetition rate is another potential application for
nuclear pharmacology [28,29]. Apart from an early work [30] and a recent study [31] with somewhat lower intensity
on a bulk target, experimental results on ion acceleration with few-cycle relativistic pulses are yet to be disseminated.

In this paper we discuss our recent experimental findings with the use of ultra-high contrast, few cycle laser pulses
of relativistic intensity on diverse target materials, thicknesses, and angle of incidence. The measurements show new
features in the ion acceleration scenario. The maximum energy for protons was measured just above 1 MeV, being far
less affected by target material (metal or dielectric) and thickness, than expected from present ion acceleration theories
[8-13]. At a laser incidence angle of 45°, the properties of proton emissions from the rear and the front of the target
surface were similar. The cut-off energy was, however, about half of that of at normal laser incidence on the target.

We also provide quantitative explanations for the novel features observed in the given ion acceleration scenario.

I1. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

In the experiments the charged particles were generated by irradiating foil targets with the SYLOS Experimental
Alignment (SEA) Laser at the ELI-ALPS facility in Szeged, Hungary [24]. In the experiments (Fig 1.a), p-polarised,
11 fs laser pulses of ~35 mJ energy were focused using a /2.5 off axis parabolic mirror to a focal spot of ~3 pm full
width half maximum (FWHM). The intensity of I,~10* W/cm? in the focus was inferred from pulse energy, pulse
duration, and focal spot size measurements (containing 35% of energy). It is worth mentioning that the measured
ultrahigh contrast <101° (Fig. 1.b) is still conservative due to the bandwidth limitation of the third order cross-
correlator (Sequioa by Amplitude Tech). Since the standard thicknesses of the non-linear crystals support a bandwidth
half of SEA laser pulse, the laser pulse peak intensity and hence, the temporal contrast is underestimated. As a
consequence, the contrast is expected to be ~8 times higher than that is shown in Fig.1b).

The foil targets consisted of different materials: carbon ( € ), diamond-like-carbon (DLC), formvar
([CH,CH(OH)],,), and aluminium (Al). The targets were irradiated at an incidence angle of 0° and 45° with respect
to the target normal. The target thickness was varying in the range 5 nm - 9 um. A target alignment system consisting
of an infinity-corrected long working distance objective located along the axis of the incident laser beam is used to
visualize the laser focal spot and position the target in the same focal spot. The targets were positioned with an
accuracy of five micrometres at the laser focal plane [32] which ensured high reproducibility and reliability of the

experimental data.
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Fig. 1. a) The experimental arrangement. Laser incidence angle on target Tgl and Tg2 is 45° and 0°, with respect to target normal
direction, respectively. Thomson spectrometers are located in a rear or front surface target normal direction: from Tg1 the ions are
measured in Tgl-FWD and in Tg1-BWD directions and from Tg2 in Tg2-FWD direction. b) The measured temporal contrast of
the laser pulse.

The ion spectra were measured in a single laser shot with a calibrated Thomson spectrometer [33] located in a rear
or front surface target normal direction, later called forward (FWD) and backward (BWD) directions. The collection
of ions under the solid angle of 30 nsr ensured the measurement of well resolved ion spectra within the energy range
of the spectrometer E;/Z ~ 0.025--2 MeV/nucleon. Typically, a magnetic field of (0.27£0.01) T and an electric field
up to 3 kV/cm were applied. The energy resolution of the spectrometer at high energies (above 0.5 MeV) was
AE /E;~5%. The ions were detected by an MCP detector coupled to a phosphor screen. Our particular interest is the
ion spectrum, from which the maximum ion energy as well as the number of ions can be obtained. Typical measured
ion spectra accelerated are shown in Fig 2, along with the corresponding evaluated proton spectrum.
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Fig. 2. (a) A typical CCD picture of measured ion spectra from a 26 nm formvar target, as an example, and (b) the evaluated proton
spectrum (the background is substracted).

1. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

At an incidence angle of 45° on the target, the maximum proton energies observed in FWD and BWD versus target
thickness and materials are shown in Fig. 3 a) and b), respectively. The noticeable feature here is that the acquired
maximum energy of protons from targets with thicknesses from 2 um down to 20 nm only slightly depends on target
thickness. In FWD (Fig. 3a)) the measured maximum proton energy (1.2+0.3 MeV) is found around 200 nm, slightly
decreasing to about 0.8 MeV for the thinnest (5 nm) and the thickest (9 um) targets. In BWD (Fig. 3b)) the proton
energies are somewhat lower (compared to that of in FWD). In both cases the formvar targets show a higher proton
cut-off energy compared to other target materials. In FWD, the proton energy from formvar target is about 1.2 times

higher than in BWD, while for the other target materials the difference is almost twice. It worth mentioning that
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symmetric proton emission in FWD and BWD directions was observed in Ref. 34 at ~6 times longer laser pulse and
~18 times more pulse energy as compare to our case, which is very far from the few cycle regime. Hence, the
asymmetric behavior we observed suggests some peculiar feature of proton acceleration in the few-cycle regime. The

implications on the acceleration conditions, including preplasma effects on the front and back of the target are

discussed in a further chapter of this paper.
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Fig. 3. (a), (b) the maximum energy of protons and (c), (d) highest number of protons versus thickness of the target emitted in
forward (), (c) ) and backward (b), (d)) directions are shown at 45 laser incidence angle on different target materials.

In Fig. 3 ¢) and d), the number of protons emitted in a 30 nsr solid angle along the FWD and BWD directions are
shown. The number of particles is integrated above 100 keV up to cut-off energy. It is worth noting that it was not
always the spectrum with the highest cut-off energy that showed the highest particle yield. In Fig. 3 ¢) and d) the
measured highest proton yield is about 10° protons within a factor of 2 — 4, while the target thickness varies several
orders of magnitude.

At a 0° angle laser incidence on the target the maximum proton energies versus target thickness observed in FWD
direction are shown in Fig. 4a) for different foil materials. Here, compared to a 45° laser incidence (Fig. 3) the energies
are over a factor of two lower, while the integrated numbers of protons is an order of magnitude lower, except for the
formvar target. However, it shows a similar dependence of cut-off energy to 45° laser incidence with a slight decrease
at the thinnest and the thickest targets and the similar tendency to be almost independent of the target material. Such
a weak dependence of proton cut-off energy and target thickness may indicate that in our conditions, the electron
transport and electron dynamics inside the target does not play a significant role in the ion acceleration process. This
suggests that the dominant role in ion acceleration is played by processes at the target front, where laser energy is

transferred to hot electrons in a similar way for all the investigated target thicknesses.
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Fig. 4. a) The maximum energy of protons and b) the highest number of protons versus thickness emitted of the target in forward
direction are shown at 0° laser incidence angle on the target for different target materials

Fig. 5 shows the emitted ion spectra in FWD for five successively increased thickness of Al target at the same laser
irradiance and at a 45° laser incidence angle on the target. An interesting phenomenon is that the carbon ions are
mostly observed for the thinnest targets with dominance of C**. The ion charge-state density is gradually decreasing
when target thickness is increased, while the maximum energy of ions stays virtually unchanged. For thicker targets,
the number of carbon ions drops well below the detection limit (limited by the solid angle of reception of the Thomson
spectrometer) and only protons are detected.
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Fig. 5. The emitted ions spectral parabolic traces from Al target measured in the FWD direction at four successively increasing
thicknesses with the highest proton cut off energy.

In the spectra of BWD accelerated ions, such phenomenon was not observed. Carbon ions with dominance of C**
were present in all cases. At a 0° laser incidence angle it is difficult to make a clear statement since at this geometry,
the particle number dropped by about an order of magnitude. Hence, the changes we may see could be related to the
low number of detected particles.

IV. CONVERSION EFFICIENCY

From the measured number of particles in ion spectra (Fig. 3 b), d) and Fig 4b)) and the divergence of the proton
beam about 5° [35], one can derive the spectral energy content in the proton beam. The assumption that the divergence
of the proton beam is the same for all target thicknesses is rather conservative as the proton beam divergence may
increase as target thickness decreases. As an example, Fig. 6 shows the spectral energy content in the proton beam for
an Al target, the one with the most systematic change of target thickness, both in FWD and BWD directions at 45°
(Fig. 6 a) and b)), and in FWD direction at 0° angle of incidence (Fig. 6¢)).It is noteworthy that at 45° laser incidence



in FWD direction (Fig. 6a)) there is a plateau in the energy content in the beam with energies 0.2 MeV to 0.8 MeV
for 51 nm, 188 nm and 2um thick targets. For the thinnest (25 nm) and the thickest (9 um) targets there is a clear
maximum at around 0.2 MeV. The plateau was not observed in BWD at 45° (Fig. 6b)) nor FWD at 0° laser incidence
(Fig. 6¢)). Instead, the energy content in the beam had a maximum of about 0.2 MeV for all thicknesses besides the 9

pm target where the energy content was an order of magnitude lower (Fig. 6 b) and c)).
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Fig. 6. The spectral energy content in the proton beam from Al targets at different thicknesses for FWB and BWD directions at 45°
laser incidence and for FWD at 0° incidence.

On the whole, all this indicates a highly efficient transfer of laser energy to the target and acceleration of ions. On
the basis of the energy content of the beam shown Fig. 6, a conservative estimate can be given for the conversion
efficiency of laser energy to protons. Fig. 7 shows the conversion efficiency of laser energy into protons with energies
above 100 keV to the cut-off for Al targets, depending on the target thicknesses. There is a clear maximum, reaching
~1.4% at a 51 nm thick target. However, the optimum target thickness can be given with some uncertainty due to the

target thickness steps.
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Fig. 7. Dependence of the conversion efficiency of laser energy into protons with energies above 100 keV on the thickness of Al
targets in FWD direction at a 45° laser incidence angle (derived from Fig. 6).

It is known that target thickness should be properly matched to the laser intensity in order to obtain maximum ion
energy. Earlier numerical modelling showed that protons can be accelerated to the highest energies at the targets of
optimum thickness and density [9,10,11,13]. For target thickness at which relativistic self-induced transparency occurs
near the laser peak [36], the protons acquire a high energy. In the experiments, the target thickness and laser pre-pulse

found to be a key factors for high conversion efficiency ~4% at 10?* W/cm? [6], or, for optimization of the source



properties [3]. Hence, the proper selection of foil target optimum thickness for certain laser parameters results in a
very promising increase of the proton energy.

lon acceleration from a hot plasma layer strongly depends on foil thickness L, and Debye radius of hot electrons
Apn- FOr L & Apy, is the directed Coulomb explosion regime [11], where ions are accelerated from positively charged
plasma layer. However, the ion energy and number are limited by the restricted amount of the charge involved in the
interaction, considering the ultrathin target of this case. For L > A, the ion acceleration takes place through the self-
consistent electrostatic accelerating field generated by fast electrons escaping in a vacuum (so-called target normal
sheath acceleration (TNSA) mechanism. Transition between the regimes happens at L = L,, < Apy, where ion energy

and number are maximal. We may estimate L,, from the Debye length of hot electrons A, = (séh)/élneznh)l/z, their

density n;,, and average electron energy eéh). We use the ponderomotive estimate for ggh):mcz(wll +a?/2 -

1) ~370 keV [37] and estimate n,, from the approximate balance eéh)nhumpl , Where vy, is the characteristic electron

velocity (close to speed of light): v, = c(e? + 26)/2/(e + 1), & = £V /mc?, or e(np/n.) (vp/c)~a?/2, p is the
laser energy absorption coefficient, I is the laser intensity. The estimation for the characteristic hot electrons density
reads as

n, a* e+1

n_c B 75 2e + €2
In our experiment p =~ 20% — 25% [38], a is close to 1.4, so n,~1.8n., where the critical density n,=1.7x10%* cm’3,
S0 Ly < App~ 115 nm, in reasonable agreement with Fig.7.

Additionally, one can estimate the maximum proton energy from exploding plasma of density #n, with thickness

L < App, and transversal size D is €, ~ r,LD7i,m,c?, where 1, is the classical electron radius [11]. The averaged
density over the large size (x Apj) fulfilled by expelled electrons turns out to be Ay, /Lskin times less than the density
of locally heated electrons in the skin layer (lg;,). Then, the estimation of the maximum proton energy, ¢, ~

7,(L/2App)Dlgrinnnmec?, leads to the proton energy of the ~1 MeV level for the optimum thickness L = Ap,,.

V DISCUSSION

In laser energy transfer to the target and the resulting ion acceleration, the electron dynamics in the field of a
relativistic laser pulse plays decisive role. This is determined by the spatiotemporal intensity distribution and
polarisation of radiation. The parameters of the electron motion can be found by solving the Newton equation with
the Lorentz force. However, to describe the motion of an electron in a high-frequency field is associated with
significant difficulties due to the large number of field oscillations. Therefore, for many-cycle laser pulses the Lorentz
force moving the electrons is averaged over high-frequency oscillations [37], called ponderomotive force. Radiation
pressure in a plasma has an effects on the electrons via the ponderomotive force. Obviously, the concept of
pondermotive force for a very short, few-cycle pulse needs to be reconsidered, and the motion of an electron must be
analysed by using the exact Lorentz force. Therefore, the phenomena related to radiation pressure, like compression
of the electron-density profile at the target front and related phenomena [39,40], cannot be applied here. Our efforts

to prove the above with PIC simulations have revealed that a 3D model is needed with nm resolution. This is, however,



hardly supported by available computing capacities. Hence, we present here a calculation that supports the major
experimental findings on ion acceleration with few cycle relativistic laser pulses.

At an oblique angle of incidence of ultrashort- and ultrahigh-contrast laser pulses on a target, the laser energy is
transferred to the target mainly due to the so-called vacuum heating via the Brunel’s effect [41, 42] and vxB — heating
[43]. The step-like plasma-vacuum interface prevents effective electron vacuum heating since a very high electron
density of the solid target restricts the number of electrons involved in the interaction. However, one has to account
for a plasma expansion from already I ~ 101° W/cm? intensity on the target at ~3.5 ps before the laser pulse intensity
reaches to its maximum. With the expansion velocity c; ~ (1 - 2) x10* m/s [44], also calculated as c; = \/Z;T,/m; ,
where z; = 3 — 4, for hydro-carbon contaminant m; = 12m,, and for T; =20 — 30 eV (somewhat higher than the
minimal electron temperature equal to the quiver electron energy), during the time 7, ~3.5 ps, the plasma from the
target front side extends at least to Ly, ~ ¢;T,,~(30 — 60) nm. Thus, in the vicinity of the critical density, n, an
exponential density profile with a characteristic gradient length [ = L,/ In(nyq,/n.) = 5.5 - 11 nm is formed. Such
tiny preplasma itself does not directly affect the acceleration of ions by means of electron thermal pressure and cannot
provide resonant absorption [41, 42]. It is due to the nonlinear effect of suppression of the plasma resonance field
amplitude and “switching-off” of the resonant absorption with increasing laser intensity to the level 1~10*" W/cm?,
This is a consequence of the relativistic nonlinearity of the electron plasma in the region of a critical density [45, 46].
However, the main laser field interacts directly with such electron preplasma which further expands during the laser
pulse to sub-micron size through the self-consistent vacuum heating effect. Additionally, the laser energy coupling to
the target depends on relativistic skin depth lg;, = ¥/?c/wep.

Hence, we assume that the laser pulse produces high energy electrons through the Brunel's like heating from tiny
preplasma and push them FWD to the rear of the target where build up charge separation field accelerates ions, (TNSA-
like acceleration). It is important that classical Brunel's vacuum heating is not applicable because with Gaussian
temporal shape of the laser pulse a preplasma extends in a vacuum to the considerable distance in comparison with a
quarter laser wavelength. Therefore, it is likely that electrons experience stochastic heating in the complicated fields:
incident and reflected p-polarized electromagnetic fields plus electrostatic plasma field [47].

Regarding the BWD accelerated ions at oblique laser incidence, one needs to take into account the strong charge
separation in a tiny pre-plasma at the target front. The laser pulse pushes the electrons out of the focal spot domain
forming a pancake-shaped charged cavity (similar to that discussed in Ref. [48]) in the pre-plasma with the averaged
density, <n,>. The cavity depth is equal to the skin depth I ;,, the transversal size D is around the laser hot spot size,
and D >» L., Being accelerated in the exploding Coulomb field of the charged cavity E, = 2mely;,,<n.> during its
lifetime, 7., which as a lowest estimate can be a duration of the laser pulse, 7, (z. = 7,), the protons gain energy &, ~
(2/my) (e lgn<n,>1.)*~0.8 MeV. The 0.8 MeV energy of the BWD accelerated protons, which is comparable to
the energy of protons accelerated in FWD direction at thick targets, indicates an effective acceleration of ions by the
charged cavity. More precisely, the duration of neutralization of a self-consistently expanding cavity (by ambient
electrons) may last longer than the pulse duration 7. = t; and, hence, increase the energy of the BWD accelerated

protons.



It should be noted that as the target thickness increases, the resistive heating associated with the neutralisation

return current - that is a result of a collective mechanism associated with the transfer of fast electrons [49,50,51]

becomes important. Therefore, the electrons with an estimated typical energy ggh)z370 keV have a stopping length
which does not exceed 10 um (due to depletion relevant to target heating by return current). As a result, the TNSA
acceleration from the rear of the thick targets (above 10 um) will be terminated. Nevertheless, at thick targets the
measured cut-off energy of ~ 0.8 MeV both in FWD and BWD directions (see Fig. 3) indicates that particles are
accelerated by the exploding Coulomb field of the charged cavity [47]. In this scenario, however, heavy ions (carbon)
will also be symmetrically accelerated in both directions, but in the FWD direction they will be attenuated more than
the protons in the target material and have less energy than BWD accelerated ions, i.e., the thick targets will be opaque
to ions.

At normal laser incidence on the target the vxB heating dominates the energy transfer process over Brunel’s
absorption. For our moderate laser intensity, a, ~ 2, and very short pulse duration the generation of weakly relativistic
hot electrons (v < c) at step-like plasma-vacuum interface prevents effective electron heating. Even Gaussian temporal
shape of the laser pulse doesn’t create even tiny electron preplasma while the electron oscillations are along the target
surface. It leads to a very small field amplitude on the target surface in proportion to the smallness of the skin depth

to the laser wavelength ratio ~y1/2w0/a)ep, where w, and w,, are the laser field and electron plasma frequencies,

respectively, y = JTag/z is the relativistic parameter, a, = eE,/m,w,c is the normalized laser field amplitude,
and e, ne, me are the electron charge, density, and mass, respectively. As a result the measured proton energies twice
lower as compare with 45° laser incidence on the target. At oblique laser incidence the absorption is relevant to p-
component of a laser field and its overlapping with short preplasma increases with the angle (&) of incidence as

L,/ cos 6, therefore one should expect an enhancement of proton acceleration with increase @until almost grazing

incidence. This will require further experimental verification for angles 6 > 45°.

V. SUMMARY

To summarize, ion acceleration experiments were carried out with few cycle relativistic laser pulses at intensities
of about 10%° W/cm? and very high temporal contrast. The measurements of energies of ions accelerated from different
target materials with different electron and hydrogen densities (C, DLC, formvar and Al foil targets) and thicknesses
ranging from 5 nm to 9 pum at laser incidence angles of 0 and 45¢ to the target normal have shown weak dependence
on target thickness. From the measured number of particles, the spectral energy content of the proton beam was derived,
showing a slowly decaying plateau over a wide energy range for forward accelerated protons at 45°angle of laser
incidence. A conservative estimate of laser energy conversion efficiency to protons showed a clear maximum
dependant on target thickness reaching ~1.4% at a 51 nm thick Al target. Existence of an optimum thickness was
explained with the transition between the major of ion acceleration schemes as from a directed Coulomb explosion to
a self-consistent electrostatic field. In BWD direction the protons are accelerated in a Coulomb field of charged cavity
with the lifetime mainly determined by the duration of the laser pulse. Despite the strong Coulomb field, the short
acceleration time does not allow the protons to gain energy that exceeds the energy of protons accelerated FWD, as

we saw in the experiments. However, the energy of protons accelerated BWD is comparable to that in FWD direction.
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This is an interesting fact for our ultrahigh contrast laser—target interaction case compared to the usually observed
considerable difference in the energies of FWD and BWD accelerated ions for similar temporal contrast [52]. The full
process is more complex than our assumptions and it calls for 3D simulation with nm-resolution once the computing
capacity is available.

As an outlook, the measured characteristics of FWD accelerated protons demonstrates that the use of CD instead
of CH would make it possible to accelerate deuterons to energies required for fusion neutron production from, e.g.,
the same CD-catcher. Once the targetry allows for the use of the kHz repetition rate SYLOS laser of ELI-ALPS, it
would be a prototype for a 2.45 MeV neutron source. Additionally, implantation of protons with an energy of ~1 MeV
generated by a high repetition rate laser can also be used in semiconductor technology as a new technique to obtain

free-standing semiconductor films with thicknesses in the range of 10-20 um [53].
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