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The characterization of plasma wakefield acceleration experiments using emitted photons from
betatron radiation requires numerical models in support of instrumentation of single-shot, double-
differential angular-energy spectra. Precision characterization for relevant experiments necessitates
covering a wide energy range extending from tens of keV through 10 GeV, with an angular resolution
on the order of 100 µrad. In this paper, we present a numerical model for betatron radiation from
plasma accelerated beams, that are based on integration of LinardWiechert (LW) potentials for
computed particle trajectories. The particle trajectories are generated in three different ways: first,
by particle tracking through idealized fields in the blowout regime of PWFA; second, by obtaining
trajectories from the Quasi-static Particle-in-Cell (PIC) code QuickPIC; and third, by obtaining
trajectories from the full PIC code OSIRIS. We performed various benchmarks with analytical ex-
pressions and the PIC code EPOCH, which uses a Monte-Carlo QED radiation model. Finally, we
present simulations of the expected betatron radiation for parameters from the Facility for Advanced
Accelerator Experimental Tests II (FACET-II) PWFA and plasma photocathode experiments.

I. INTRODUCTION

Beam driven plasma wakefield accelerators (PWFAs)
have already demonstrated [1] acceleration gradients or-
ders of magnitude higher than the limits of conven-
tional radio-frequency acceleration and are envisioned as
the core technology for next-generation, compact high-
energy particle accelerators. In PWFA, a drive elec-
tron beam in a plasma excites a wakefield that accel-
erates a trailing (witness) electron beam. The Facility
for Advanced Accelerator Experimental Tests (FACET)
at SLAC National Accelerator Laboratory [2], the pre-
decessor facility to FACET-II, achieved several key mile-
stones toward realizing practical PWFAs including high-
efficiency acceleration [3], high total energy gain [4],
positron acceleration [5], and the demonstration of a
plasma photocathode [6], also known as Trojan horse.
The FACET-II facility [7, 8] aims to build on these ac-
complishments by demonstrating high beam quality of
accelerated and plasma-injected beams and testing sev-
eral new concepts for acceleration, manipulation, and ra-
diation generation. However, measuring many key results
of these experiments is a significant challenge for conven-
tional diagnostics, due to the extremely low emittances,
potentially large correlated energy spread, and jitter of
the anticipated beams. While using advanced machine
learning (ML) methods [9–11] are viable for predicting
the longitudinal phase-space, non-destructive inference of
transverse beam emittance, and spectral reconstruction
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of the bunch profile, electron beam facilities will also rely
on betatron radiation as a critical mechanism to augment
the diagnostic capacity.

In a PWFA, betatron radiation [12–14] is produced due
to the transverse betatron oscillations of charged parti-
cles. Betatron radiation is beneficial not only as a radia-
tion source, but also as a carrier of detailed information
about beam-plasma interaction. Employing betatron ra-
diation as a diagnostic has the advantage of being both
single-shot and non-destructive to the beam. The be-
tatron radiation signal is accessible due to the large ra-
diation flux generated by relativistic beams in plasmas.
Betatron radiation diagnostics have been utilized in in-
verse Compton scattering experiments [15], and studied
in proton-driven PWFA experiments at AWAKE [16, 17].
While the implementation of betatron radiation diagnos-
tics was attempted at FACET, the high emittance of the
beams prevented it from meeting its full potential. The
betatron diagnostic system will provide both angular and
spectral information about the emitted betatron radia-
tion on a shot-by-shot basis, yielding critical information
about the plasma accelerated beam.

In order to practically infer information about the
beam from betatron radiation, fast and accurate nu-
merical models are required. Betatron radiation models
should generate large datasets for ML, or used within
a maximum likelihood estimation algorithm (MLE), or
similar. Recent work [18–22] has utilized data from
simulated PWFA betatron radiation experiments to re-
construct beam parameters using ML methods reliably.
However, the radiation spectrum in this preliminary anal-
ysis extends beyond 100 MeV due to the very high plasma
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density and concomitant focusing strength. Studies of
the changes to this spectrum due to instabilities and more
significant amplitude betatron motion are now underway.

This work discusses novel radiation algorithms to
study the radiations emitted by beam plasma interac-
tions. There are various techniques to compute the mo-
tion of charged particles, including analytical methods
mathematically modeling the charged particle’s motion
using equations of motion and solving them analytically.
Numerical integration using Runge-Kutta method, com-
putational approach to model charged particle dynamics
in plasma by treating particles as discrete entities and
solving equations of motion in a self-consistent manner.
A statistical Monte Carlo simulation technique for simu-
lating the motion of charged particles by randomly sam-
pling their path through space and averaging the results
over many runs. In this paper, we introduce numerical
models for computing betatron radiation spectrum from
PWFAs and plasma injectors that can be used to recon-
struct beam parameters from betatron radiation signa-
tures. Radiation is computed based on integration of LW
potentials for computed particle trajectories using differ-
ent PIC codes. The radiation spectra for different models
are validated, compared, and used to simulate expected
radiation properties from planned PWFA and plasma in-
jector experiments at FACET-II. Spatial and temporal
profiles of radiation are also important to study orbital
angular momentum of light, microscopy of lights [23].

In Sec. II, we lay out a limited analytical description
of the betatron radiation generated by a Gaussian beam
in an ion channel. In Sec. III, we discuss numerical mod-
els for betatron radiation from plasma accelerated beams
for computed particle trajectories for different PIC code.
In Secs. IV and V, we present simulations of planned
PWFA and plasma injection experiments, respectively,
and discuss generally expected features of the radiation.
Finally, in Sec. VI, we conclude with numerical modeling
of betatron radiation and betatron radiation diagnostics
in general.

II. ANALYTIC DESCRIPTION OF THE
RADIATION SPECTRUM

In this section, we present an analytic model of be-
tatron radiation in PWFA, beginning with the single-
particle spectrum derivation and extending it to a parti-
cle distribution. In the blowout regime [24], the drive
beam leaves behind an ion channel that can be as-
sumed uniform provided ion motion [25] is insignificant.
For paraxial (p⊥ � pz) motion, beam electrons un-
dergo simple harmonic motion with a betatron angular
wavenumber, kβ = kp/

√
2γ, where γ is the Lorentz fac-

tor, kp =
√

4πren0 is the plasma angular wavenumber,
n0 is the plasma density, and re is the classical electron
radius [14]. Beam electrons produce undulator radiation
with an equivalent strength parameterK = γkβrβ , where
rβ is the particle’s maximum oscillation amplitude.

In the ion channel, each particle of an on-axis beam
has a different value of K, due to different oscillation
amplitudes. Contrasted with undulator radiation, where
K is constant, the spectra of PWFA betatron radiation
crosses different regimes. There are three regimes of un-
dulator radiation [13]. For K � 1, radiation is emitted
in a cone containing angles θ . 1/γ, where θ is the ra-
diation cone opening angle. Then, the radiation spec-
trum is sharply spiked around the total photon energy
ε1 = 2~cγ2kβ/(1 + γ2θ2 +K2/2). Then, for K ∼ 1, inte-
ger harmonics of the fundamental begin to be generated,
and the radiation is emitted in the broader cone contain-
ing angles θ . K/γ. More harmonics are produced for
larger K. Finally, for K � 1, the harmonics blend to
form a smooth synchrotron radiation spectrum charac-
terized by a critical photon energy εc = 3~cKγ2kβ/2.

These three regimes describe the spectra produced by
a single particle. The total radiation is given by the in-
tegral over a range of K for a beam. Provided the beam
spot size σr � 1/(γkβ), many of the particles in the
beam are in the K � 1 regime, and since those particles
generate significantly greater number of photons than a
particle with small K, the overall radiation emitted by
the beam is dominated by them.

The radiation of a single particle in the K � 1 regime
is, assuming no ẑ angular momentum,

(
dI

dε

)
sp

=
Itot,sp
εc,sp

Ssp

(
ε

εc,sp

)
(1)

where εc,sp and Itot,sp are the critical photon energy and
total radiated energy by a single particle, respectively
which is given by [12]

Itot,sp =
1

6
remec

2k4pLpγ
2r2β , (2)

εc,sp =
3

4
~ck2pγ2rβ , (3)

and

Ssp(x) =
9
√

3

8π
x

∫ ∞
x

K5/3(y)dy (4)

where K is the Bessel function. Ssp(x) is the universal
function of synchrotron radiation [13], which satisfies the
normalization condition

∫∞
0
Ssp(x)dx = 1. The single

particle spectrum can be integrated over the beam dis-
tribution to express the spectrum of the total radiation
produced by the beam. For a monochromatic Gaussian
beam, the spectrum is

(
dI

dε

)
b

= 2π

∫ ∞
0

(
dI

dε

)
sp

Q

2πσ2
⊥e
e
−

r2β

2σ2
⊥ rβdrβ

=
Itot,b
εc,b

Sb

(
ε

εc,b

) (5)
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where Q is the total beam charge, and σ⊥ is the average
radius of the beam particles,

Sb(x) =
9
√

3Λ4

16π
x3
∫ ∞
0

∫ ∞
v

K5/3(u)e−
Λ2x2

2v2

v3
dudv, (6)

Itot,b =
1

3e
remec

2k4pLpQγ
2σ2
r , (7)

and

εc,b =
3

4
Λ~ck2pγ2σr (8)

FIG. 1: Normalized analytic betatron radiation spectra
as functions of the normalized radiation energy. Solid

line: Single particle spectrum Ssp(ε/εc) given by
equation (4). Dashed line: Beam spectrum Sb(ε/εc,b)

given by Eq. (6).

where Λ is a dimensionless constant determined using the
precise definition of the critical energy. We have defined

Sb(x) such that it satisfies the same normalization con-
dition as Ssp(x):

∫∞
0
Sb(x)dx = 1. The critical energy εc

is defined as the energy for which [26]

∫ εc

0

dI

dε
dε =

∫ ∞
εc

dI

dε
dε. (9)

In order to define εc,b such that this is satisfied in the
beam case, the constant Λ must satisfy

∫ ∞
0

[
1− e−

Λ2

2x2

(
1 +

Λ2

2x2

)]
S(x)dx =

1

2
. (10)

Numerically evaluating this gives Λ ≈ 1.7231. A plot of
Ssp(x) and Sb(x) is shown in Fig. 1. From this plot, it
is clear that the overall shape of the normalized single
particle and beam spectra Ssp(x) and Sb(x) are similar.
Overall while these equations are of some usefulness, they
do not account for many of the important effects that
may influence betatron radiation, such as acceleration,
energy spread, ẑ angular momentum of beam electrons,
plasma ramps, and the contribution of the low K core of
the beam.

III. NUMERICAL MODELS OF BETATRON
RADIATION

This section presents three numerical models for com-
puting betatron radiation at three increasing fidelity,
and computational cost, levels. Higher grid resolution
is required to capture short wavelength radiation using
PIC algorithms, leading to high computational expensive
codes.

A. Idealized particle tracker with LinardWiechert
radiation

We developed a betatron radiation code that tracks
particles through idealized fields and computes the emis-
sion of electromagnetic radiation by charged particles
undergoing betatron oscillations using LinardWiechert
(LW) potentials. The code is written in C++ and
parallelized using Boost.MPI allowing for large simu-
lations. First, macro-particles are randomly sampled
from a Gaussian beam distribution. Next, particles
are tracked through idealized acceleration and focusing
fields using a 4th-order Runge-Kutta (RK4) integration
method. The fields used are a linear focusing force
from the ion channel and a constant accelerating field
E = Zimeω

2
pr⊥/2e+Eaccelẑ where Eaccel is an input pa-

rameter. The electron trajectories are used to integrate
the complex LW potential for particle i numerically.

Vi =

∫ tf

ti

n× ((n− β)× β̇)

(1− n · β)2
e
iε
~ (t−n·r(t)/c)dt (11)
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FIG. 2: Double differential spectra for the second benchmark of the model III A. Left: Analytical spectrum. Middle:
Spectrum computed by a model III A. Right: Absolute error between the two spectra.

Table I: Parameters for the second benchmark
simulation for the idealized particle tracker and LW.

Parameter Value Unit
Plasma density 4 × 1016 cm−3

Plasma length 60 cm
Beam energy 10 GeV
Beam charge 500 pC

Beam spot size 4.5 µm
Beam normalized emittance 0 or 75 a mm-mrad

Simulation particles 500
Step size 12 µm

φx,y window [−1.5, 1.5] mrad
φx,y points 51
ε range [0.5, 5000] keV
ε points 101
ε spacing logarithmic

a Two simulations were performed, one with zero emittance and
one with matched emittance.

where n is the average vector in the direction of the radi-
ation observation direction, β is the velocity of the elec-
tron normalized to the speed of light c, β̇ is the usual
acceleration divided by speed of light and ε is the photon
energy. Vi is computed over a 3D grid of different direc-
tions and photon energies. This computation takes place
simultaneously with particle tracking, the particle data
does not have to be saved and can be discarded after it
has been used to compute the fields. Each Message Pass-
ing Interface (MPI) process computed its contribution to
the radiation independently and in parallel and summed
at the end. The double differential spectrum is given by

d2I

dΩdε
=

e2

16π3ε0~c

∣∣∣∣∣∑
i

wiVi

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(12)

where wi ≡
√
|Qi,macroparticle|/e is the particle weight.

The primary bottleneck is the O(N3) scaling of the 3D
grid resolution and the small time step required to pre-
vent aliasing, particularly at high ε. While the number
of simulated particles is typically small, even with just a
few hundred, the statistical error in computed radiation
tends to be low.

We performed two tests to benchmark the code. We
tracked a single particle through an ion channel in the
first test. The particle had an energy E = 100 MeV,
undulator parameter K = 2, and betatron period λβ =
1 cm. It was tracked for 10 periods with 100 steps per
period. The analytical and numerical double differential
spectra and the absolute error between them are shown
in Fig. 2, demonstrating agreement between simulation
and theory. For the second benchmark, we tracked a
beam with parameters roughly based on PWFA exper-
imental plans at FACET-II, which are shown in Table
I. Two simulations were performed, one with zero emit-
tance and one with finite emittance, such that the spot
size was matched to the plasma ε = γkβσ

2
r . The spectra

from both of these simulations are shown compared to
the analytic expression from Eq. (5) in Fig. 3.
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FIG. 3: Synchrotron radiation spectra for the second
benchmark of the model III A. Blue: simulation with

zero emittance. Green: simulation with matched
emittance. Black, dashed: analytic spectrum.

B. Quasi-Static Particle-in-Cell with Linard
Wiechert Radiation

At the next level of sophistication, we computed be-
tatron radiation from the 3D Quasi-static PIC code
QuickPIC [27, 28]. Quasi-static PIC codes use the ap-
proximation that the beam evolves on a much slower
timescale than the plasma wake to achieve significant
speedups over conventional PIC codes. This approxi-
mation is accurate when simulating PWFA but prevents
Quasi-static from simulating plasma injectors or non-
relativistic beams. Compared to that of Sec. III A, this
numerical model can accurately describe the radiation
from the drive beam, which is only partially inside the
ion channel, and it can accurately describe the radiation
signature of effects such as hosing. While QuickPIC does
not directly compute radiation, we modified it to output
particle trajectories and input a randomly selected subset
of those into a code based on the LW code discussed in
Sec. III A. This approach is similar to the method used
in [29] to compute betatron radiation.

When computing the LW potential integral Eq. (11),
the step size required to accurately compute high en-
ergy radiation without aliasing effects is very small, typ-
ically much smaller than the step size required to track
particles accurately. In order to compute this high en-
ergy radiation, additional trajectory points were interpo-
lated between the points computed by QuickPIC using
cubic B-spline interpolation. This was not done in Sec.
III A because the speed of the simple RK4 tracker in Sec.
III A meant that particles could be tracked with smaller
steps than needed while barely increasing computation
time. Additionally, the LW code used in this section
used Python’s multiprocessing module, and computed
radiation after particle tracking finished.

Table II: Parameters for III B benchmark simulation

Parameter Value (Drive, Witness) Unit
Plasma density 4 × 1016 cm−3

Plasma length 60 cm
Plasma radius 31.9 µm
Beam energy 10, 10 GeV
Beam charge 500, 500 pC

Beam spot size 5, 4.5 µm
Beam length 5, 2.8 µm

Beam norm. emit. 3.2, 3 mm-mrad
Beam separation 101.55 µm

QuickPIC Resolution 1.04 × 1.04 × 0.60 µm
QuickPIC Time step 1.10 ps

QuickPIC Macro-particles 643

LW particles 100
LW time step 66.7 fs

LW angular window [−1, 1] mrad
LW angular grid points 25 × 25
LW angular grid spacing linear

LW energy window [5 × 103, 5 × 106] eV
LW energy grid points 50

LW energy grid spacing logarithmic

FIG. 4: Blue: Radiation spectrum computed
numerically using the III B. Black, dashed: Analytical

radiation spectrum given by Eq. (5).

In order to benchmark this code against Eq.(5), we
used parameter set, shown in Table II, that minimized
witness beam acceleration by placing it at the longitudi-
nal wakefield’s zero crossing. Only the radiation from the
witness beam was computed, and the time evolution of
the drive beam was turned off. The computed spectrum,
shown in Fig. 4, agrees with the theoretical spectrum.
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C. Full Particle-in-Cell OSIRIS code with
LinardWiechert Radiation

We will use the OSIRIS code to simulate the FACET-II
Trojan horse experimental scenario. These simulations
focuses on generating the witness beam using plasma
photocathodes and collinear laser ionization injection
scheme. In the end, we will focus on calculating betatron
radiation importing trajectories obtained from OSIRIS to
Sec. III A. A plasma profile comprising a vacuum section
followed by an increasing short ramp section was imple-
mented. The zero density section is provided for the ini-
tialization of a laser pulse by ensuring the consistency
of Maxwell’s equations. A laser pulse is used in OSIRIS
code defining 3D Gaussian beam profiles. Leading or-
der corrections on the longitudinal electric field for the
diffraction angle expansion and short pulse duration are
implemented. The model featured control on parameters
for focal spot position and temporal pulse center and
longitudinal magnetic fields for out-of-plane laser polar-
ization. An 800 nm laser with a spot size of few µm
was initiated at the zero density region with a normal-
ized vector potential value of a0 = 0.02. The spot size
is chosen to provide suitably large field regions for the
injection of the probe beam. A matched plasma chan-
nel width of 250µm was defined for a plasma density of
1.79×1022 m−3 to ensure a constant laser spot size during
the propagation and a 30 cm long dephasing length that
is equal to the foreseen plasma length for future exper-
imental studies. Experimentally, a cryogenically-cooled
gas jet operated at many atmospheres of pressure may
be used to produce the required density [30]. The laser
used to ionize the HIT gas is within the blowout locally.
The created electrons are captured and accelerated to rel-
ativistic energies by the strong electric fields associated
with the plasma wake.

A 1.5 nC electron drive probe beam with a γ = 20000,
a matched spot size of ∼1µm and longitudinal length of
12.15µm. The injection phase is determined so that no
accelerating field acts on the probe beam while the focus-
ing field is larger than zero and at its maximum value.
The transverse (Er and Bθ) and longitudinal wakefields
(Ex), are related to each other through Panofsky-Wenzel
theorem [31]. The experiment planned at FACET-II
builds off the first successful demonstration of plasma
photocathode at FACET [6]. The planned experiment
will use an ionization laser pulse injected collinearly
rather than perpendicular to the direction of beam prop-
agation to generate ultracold electron beams.

There are unique challenges involved with simulating
betatron radiation from this experiment. Simulating the
beam ionization is beyond the capabilities of the Quasi-
static PIC code used in model III B, and achieving the re-
quired resolution using EPOCH, required computational
resources well exceeding our capabilities. In this exper-
iment, the obtainable normalized emittance for the wit-
ness beam is at the single (µrad) scale. The plasma
photo-cathode release a laser pulse which releases Helium

electrons and forms the trapped witness bunch. Plasma
photocathodes generated ultrabright electron beams can
drive X-ray free electron lasers close to the cold beam
limit to produce coherent X-ray pulses of attosecond-
Angstrom [32].

In contrast, the oscillating fields of the laser pulse do
ionize both LIT and HIT media already at intensities or-
ders of magnitude below the intensities needed to drive
plasma waves. Here, the Ti: Sapphire release laser pulse
with a duration is collinear with the electron bunch driver
propagation axis and follows the electron bunch travel-
ing to the right at a distance of approximately µm trav-
eling to the right. A Trojan horse stage can act as a
beam quality and brightness transformer. The incoming
driver bunch is used to produce a witness bunch with a
much higher brightness than the driver itself. Generally,
there will always be a trade-off between bunch charge and
emittance, and the optimum compromise may vary for
different applications. Also, betatron radiation schemes
are great since it is easy to produce and control beta-
tron oscillations by releasing the HIT electrons off-axis.
One should aim to optimize bunch compactness, charge,
and emittance, while the energy spread of the electron
bunch driver is of almost negligible importance. The
Trojan horse scheme promises to generate tunable elec-
tron bunches with dramatically decreased emittance and
increased brightness. Many diagnostic systems needed
for characterizing the beam will be available at FACET-
II. These include the betatron radiation spectrum via a
Compton and pair spectrometer; the downstream beam
imaging systems to determine phase space dilution of
accelerated beams; and momentum-resolving spectrome-
ters.

Angular spread diagnostics are useful ones that can
separate the drive and witness spectra. The radiation
analysis for the Trojan horse will be complicated because
the generated witness beam will be low energy, and the
radiation generated will be in a few keV ranges. However,
this will not be an issue once the radiation is generated in
the Trojan horse experiment. We can put detectors in a
vacuum and outcouple the radiation using a spectrome-
ter. Coherent synchrotron radiation will still be an issue,
but we can use chicanes to minimize the effect. There will
be a high correlation for the PWFA case. Adding com-
patibility with a new code is relatively simple. There are
also disadvantages, as computational overhead is higher
than more tightly integrated code. Tracking on multiple
nodes, resuming from a progress file, and polar angular
grid are also implemented to calculate the particle tra-
jectories.

For the most accurate and computationally intensive
model, we used the 3D PIC code OSIRIS [33] to generate
particle trajectories which we input into the same LW
code used with QuickPIC. Sampling a subset of particles
from OSIRIS was more complicated than from QuickPIC
because the former has variable-weighted particles. At
the same time, the latter uses uniform particle weights,
and the version of OSIRIS does not have built-in sampling
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FIG. 5: Top left: Driver beam propagating through plasma shown on the top right. Bottom left: Generated witness
beam using laser ionization, and the bottom right plot shows the dephasing of the laser.

functionality. In order to correctly sample, an initial sim-
ulation was performed where all the particles and weights
used in the simulation were dumped, but very few out-
put files were generated to prevent disk write bottlenecks
and the generation of enormous data files. Next, parti-
cles are sampled with replacement, where the probability
of sampling particle i is given by pi = wi/

∑
j wj where

wi is the weight of the i-th particle. After particles were
sampled, redundantly sampled particles were combined
by adding their weights. After this, a second simulation
is run where the input file OSIRIS is instructed to only
output particles with IDs in the list of sampled particles.
The trajectories are computed from the output files, and
the LW integral is computed using Eq. (11) and Eq. (12)
where the Vi are scaled by the square root of the particle
weights.

A plasma profile comprising a vacuum section followed
by an increasing short ramp section was implemented.
One of the experimental goals of FACET-II is the demon-
stration of the creation of high brightness beams from a

’Trojan horse’ plasma photocathode [34, 35]. This is a
scheme in which a beam is created in a plasma wake
through laser ionization of neutral gas. In this scheme,
the target comprises both a high ionization threshold
(HIT) gas and a low ionization threshold (LIT) gas. The
LIT gas is preionized, and the drive beam creates a strong
plasma wave blowout. OSIRIS does not output tags so
we modified the OSIRIS code. Sampling is done with
replacement and redundantly sampled macro particles
combined. After modification in the code the particle
tags were output to generate the trajectory data, and
associated the trajectories with weights.

In Fig. 6 and Fig. 7, synchrotron radiation spectra
for the driver beam are shown, and the spectrum is nar-
row. There are unique challenges involved with simulat-
ing betatron radiation from this experiment. Simulat-
ing the beam ionization is beyond the capabilities of the
Quasi-static PIC code used in model III B, and achiev-
ing the required resolution using required computational
resources well exceeding our capabilities. In recently pub-
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Table III: Laser and electron beam parameters for
Trojan horse experiment at FACET-II.

Parameter Value
Species H

Laser wavelength (nm) 800
Tau (fs) 50
Laser a0 0.02

Plasma wavelength (µm) 250
nH2(LIT ) = nHe(HIT ) (cm−3) 1.789e16

n0 (cm−3) 1.79e16
ωp (µm) 100
k−1
p (µm) 39.79

Beam peak density 9.3e23= 52
Drive beam parameter Unit

E (GeV ) 10
Q (nC) -1.5
Qtilda 8.3

Ωl 313
N 3.1 × 109

Laser beam waist (µm) 7
σxunmatched (µm) 4.5
σyunmatched (µm) 4.5

σz (µm) 12.15
εn,x (µm) 5
εn,y (µm) 5

FIG. 6: Photon energy spectrum of the radiation
emitted by the driver bunch computed using OSIRIS

and LW code.

lished paper [36], algorithm characterize electromagnetic
waves by implementing the LW potentials to extract ra-
diation emission. We compared our model with OSIRIS
Radio code and results are similar.

FIG. 7: 1-D angular φx and φy distribution of betatron
radiation generated by driver beam.

D. Benchmark using full Particle-in-Cell EPOCH
with Monte Carlo QED radiation

Despite the sophistication of the PIC and LW radiation
models, some effects still require a higher level of sophis-
tication to simulate. Monte Carlo QED radiation models
treat high-energy photons as discrete particles, and elec-
trons have some probability of emitting them. Statisti-
cal properties of the photons could matter, especially at
extremely high energies, quantum recoil, statistical prop-
erties, and strong field effects. An example is EPOCH, a
3D fully explicit PIC code that uses a Monte Carlo QED
model to simulate radiation generation [37, 38].

We found that accurately simulating radiation using
this method exceeded our computational resources. A
primary challenge with 3D explicit codes is the artificial
slow-down of the speed of light on a finite difference time
domain (FDTD) grid. This means, for example, that a
relativistic electron propagating along a straight line with
constant velocity in free space will nonphysically emit nu-
merical Cherenkov radiation (NCR) at wavelengths cor-
responding to the grid cell size and may even grow as
an instability by imprinting into the current profile [39].
In EPOCH, we use a dispersion-reduced FDTD solver
[40] and an 8-point, compensated [41] linear current filter
to mitigate this effect. Such schemes are imperfect and
can slightly alter the Fourier content of fields at the grid
resolution. However, the radiation model in EPOCH is
photon-based, not field-based, and the emitted radiation
wavelengths are well beyond the grid resolution. There-
fore, we expect minimal interference from the smoothing
filter and microscopic details of the dispersion on our re-
sults while retaining the benefit of smooth fields to be
used in QED calculations. One of the primary challenges
associated with using EPOCH is that extensive computa-
tional resources are needed to correctly resolve physically
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relevant length scales, especially in the matched beam
case when the beam spot size is small. The domain is
set up with 512×512×512 cells per in the longitudinal
and transverse directions, allowing the minor features in
those directions to be resolved. Drive and witness beams
in the plasma are represented with macro-particles per
cell, assuming an immobile neutralizing background.

FIG. 8: Benchmark of photon energy spectrum of the
radiation emitted by the driver bunch computed using

EPOCH code, analytic and QuickPIC code. In the
analytic plot the energy loss is the drive beam is not

considered.

EPOCH is the most sophisticated and computationally
intensive betatron radiation model. In EPOCH input
files, a smoothing function is applied to the current gen-
erated during the particle push. It helps to reduce noise
and self-heating in a simulation. It can be substantially
tuned to damp high frequencies in the currents and can
be used to reduce the effect of NCR. Once we turn on the
current filtering, we can set the following keys: smooth
iterations, integer number of iterations of the smoothing
function to be performed. If not present defaults to one
iteration, more iterations will produce smoother results
but will be slower. In Fig. 8 benchmark of photon energy
spectrum of the radiation emitted by the driver bunch
computed using EPOCH code, analytic and QuickPIC code.
The analytical curve is much higher than the EPOCH and
QuickPIC as the analytic plot does not consider the en-
ergy loss is the drive beam. However this would not be
an issue in the case of witness beam which is more stable
or beams with zero emittances.

Gamma rays emitted from the betatron radiation pro-
cess in underdense plasma wakefields and high field-laser-
induced Compton scattering produce unique experimen-
tal signatures which can reveal interaction physics at the
challenging ultra-short spatial and temporal experimen-
tal scales. Additionally, radiative diagnostics provide a
non-intercepting, non-destructive probe of the extreme
high-field environments relevant to advanced acceleration

FIG. 9: Photon energy spectrum of the radiation
emitted by the driver bunch computed using EPOCH

code for matched and mismatched beam at the plasma
entrance.

techniques. An electron beam is matched to the plasma
density if the beam envelope experiences no oscillations.
In Fig. 9, the emitted radiations from a matched and
mismatched beams are plotted in orange and blue colour,
respectively. Higher photon energy is achieved in the un-
matched case because of the high oscillation amplitudes
of the electrons.

IV. FACET-II PWFA SIMULATIONS

This section introduces a parameter set for a PWFA
at FACET-II. The simulation parameters were summa-
rized in Table II. We characterized the radiation for the
parameter set based on what is feasible for PWFA exper-
iments at FACET-II. We demonstrated the effect caused
by focusing and defocusing at betatron periods. Scallop-
ing in the driver beam’s head results in deterioration of
the beam after a few centimeters, propagation in plasma.

We are simulating two bunch scenario of drive and wit-
ness in PWFA. The initial emittance of the drive beam
was 3.2 µm and 3 µm in the x and y directions, respec-
tively. However, the energy spread in the driver beam is
significantly less; hence the emittance is not growing fast.
The centroid oscillations in x and y are different because
the emittance is different in both directions. The drive
beam starts at a spot size of 5 µm and focuses down to
1 µm because of the linear forces. The initial energy of
the driver beam is 10 GeV, after propagating for a dis-
tance of z = 30 cm, the beam loses approximately 0.8
GeV energy to the plasma electrons. As the ramp profile
is semi-Gaussian, the driver beam decelerates quickly at
lower plasma densities and maintains a 4 GeV/m decel-
erating gradient for a uniform plasma density.
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 10: Beam electron number density x-z (a) slices at z = 0 cm, (b) slices at z = 15 cm, (c) slices at z = 30 cm.

(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 11: (a) Witness beam emittance growth over a long propagation distance, (b) witness beam centroid and (c)
is the witness sigma evolution.

In Fig. 10 witness beam electron number density x-z
slices at (a) z = 0 cm, (b) z = 15 cm, (c) z = 30 cm are
shown. The witness beam is more stable than the driver
beam because it is in the pure ionic column. The witness
beam oscillates at a betatron frequency, and the oscilla-
tions will lead to betatron radiation. In Fig. 11(a) wit-
ness beam emittance growth over a longer propagation
distance is plotted. We notice that the witness beams
90% emittance grows very little. The growth at longer
propagation is much less than the driver beam because
the witness beam is more stable and not deteriorating
like the driver. In Fig. 11(b) the witness beam centroid
is plotted. The centroid oscillation amplitude change in
the x and y directions is the same. In 11(c) witness sigma
evolution is shown; the beam starts at 4.5 µm and focuses
down to 0.8 µm. The beam oscillates at a betatron fre-
quency, where it focuses and defocuses.

In Fig. 12(a) the energy gain in the witness beam is
plotted for a length at the entrance of plasma (z=0), cm,
the beam energy increase to more than 11 GeV. Figure
12(b) shows that the accelerating gradient over a ramp
plasma profile is 7 GeV/m. The witness beam’s accel-
erating gradient is much less on the up and down ramp
when the plasma densities are smaller, but it gradually
increases with the plasma density. In Fig. 12(c), we show

the energy spread in the witness beam. The spectrum
of radiation produced by the drive, witness, and both
beams are shown in Fig. 13. The noise in the spectrum
is primarily a result of the finite φx/φy step size. In this
case, the energy of the drive and witness beams are 10
GeV each. The separation between the two beams is 150
µm. The maximum share of the radiation is produced by
the witness beam, which helps diagnosing witness beam
parameters. We notice that the high energy tail of the
radiation is dominated by the witness beam.

V. RADIATION PRODUCED BY DRIVE
BEAM IN TROJAN HORSE EXPERIMENT

One of the experimental goals of FACET-II is the
demonstration of high-brightness beams generated from
a Trojan horse plasma photocathode [34, 35]. In this
scheme, a beam is created within a plasma wakefield,
through laser ionization of neutral gas. The gaseous mix-
ture is comprised of a low ionization threshold species
for plasma wakefield generation, and a high ionization
threshold species for particle generation. Another way
of generating witness beam using laser and beam radial
fields overlap to liberate electrons from the tunneling ion-
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 12: (a) Energy gain in witness beam, (b) accelerating gradient over a ramp plasma profile and (c) energy
spread in the witness beam.

(a) (b)

FIG. 13: (a) 1-D angular distribution of betatron radiation generated by driver and witness beam (b) betatron
radiation spectrum from the prototype simulation for both the beams charge is 1.5 nC.

ization of the non ionized gas species is discussed in [42].
In this section, we simulated a single bi-Gaussian beam
traveling through a uniform plasma using the Quasi-
static PIC code QuickPIC [27, 28] for the FACET-II E-
310 Trojan horse parameters. The beam driver is as-
sumed to have a bi-Gaussian density profile,

nb(ξ, r)/n0 = (nb/n0) e−ξ
2/(2σ2

ξ) e−r
2/(2σ2

r) (13)

where ξ ≡ z−ct is the beam co-moving coordinate, c is
the speed of light in vacuum, nb ≡ (Q/e)/[(2π)3/2σξσ

2
r ]

is the peak beam-density, n0 is the plasma electron den-
sity, Q is the beam charge and σξ, σr are the beam
longitudinal and radial RMS sizes, respectively. The
beam has initial kinetic energy Ek0, and energy spread
δEk0/Ek0 = 1%. The simulation parameters are shown
in Table III.

Fig. 14(a) shows the PIC simulation snapshots of the

blowout at z = 12.5 cm. The driver beam is dense enough
to eject all the plasma electrons to form a strong blowout.
In Fig. 14(b) 1-D angular φx and φy distribution of be-
tatron radiation and, Fig. 14(c) photon energy spectrum
of the radiation emitted by the driver bunch computed
using model III B. We measure the angular information
about the photons, critical for understanding the up-
stream physics, via their lateral displacement. Further
information is obtained from double differential informa-
tion (angular and spectral) to assess beam dynamics and
constrain modeling of plasma beam dynamics, in Trojan
horse injection experiment.

The ideal spectrum shown in Fig. 14(c) is peaked in
the range 20-75 keV. The spectrum extends, however,
to the 2 MeV range which is approached using gamma
spectrometer. The total number of photons is E10, and
occupy mrad in divergence angle, as illustrated in dif-
ferential spectra shown in Fig. 14(b). It should be noted
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 14: (a) PIC simulation snapshots of the blowout at z = 12.5 cm, (b) 1D angular φx and φy distribution of
betatron radiation generated by driver beam using QuickPIC simulations and, (c) photon energy spectrum of the

radiation emitted by the driver bunch computed using QuickPIC and LW code.

(a)

(b)

FIG. 15: Betatron radiation angular distributions
emitted by the drive bunch.

FIG. 16: Radiation spectrum of witness beam when
beam is offset for few different cases.

that the spectrum will extend to higher photon energy in
the case of larger emittance beams, as foreseen in initial
runs at FACET-II.

In Fig. 15(a), betatron radiation angular distribution
and Fig. 15(b) double differential distributions emitted
by the drive bunch are shown. There is a spike at the
centre as most of the high energy photons are emitted at
smaller angles. Simulations were done for studying dif-
ferent witness offsets effects on the radiation spectrum.
In Fig. 16 a witness beam offset from the axis shows dis-
tinct betatron radiation signatures. Several simulations
were ran using model III B, where the witness beam’s x
centroid was offset by a value ∆x. The values of ∆x
scanned over were 0µm, 5µm, 10µm, 15µm, and 20µm.
The ∆x = 0 simulation is the on axis simulation.

The trailing bunch should be smaller in the longitudi-
nal direction than the drive beam in plasma for loading
the wake, and it must contain sufficient charge which can
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Table IV: Radiation emitted by drive, witness and both
beams in PWFA for different witness offsets.

Simulation Offsets (µm) Witness energy (eV)
W0 0 4.380e+21
W1 5 6.678e+21
W2 10 1.215e+22
W3 15 1.659e+22
W4 20 2.163e+22

flatten the wake so that the energy spread will be nar-
row. The drive beam dynamics in these simulations are
unchanged. The witness beam dynamics were similar ex-
cept for two main differences: beams with a larger offset
had more emittance growth and x spot size growth. The
large offset beams lost some charge, although, for the
very most significant offset, it was only 1.21%. Large off-
set beams had a slightly smaller energy spread with the
∆x = 20µm case having ∆γ/γ ≈ 0.711% compared to
the ∆x = 0µm case which had ∆γ/γ ≈ 0.856%. In Fig.
16 spectrum has many variations depending on different
offsets of the witness beam. Electrons oscillate at larger
amplitudes when witness beam has the highest offset.

VI. OUTLOOK AND FUTURE GOALS

We used different techniques to compute the motion of
charged particles, including analytical methods, numeri-
cal methods, PIC method, Monte Carlo simulation, and
hybrid methods, where we combined two or more of the
above techniques to take advantage of their strengths and
overcome limitations. We compared and validated our
code against the analytic expressions under certain condi-
tions with zero emittance,, finite emittance, and matched
spot size. We also minimized witness beam acceleration
by placing at wakefields zero crossing and the time evo-
lution of the drive beam was turned off.

Model III A is primarily helpful for big data sets.
Model III B is well-suited for all the FACET-II related ex-
periments and other beam-driven plasma physics because
it tells us the exact beam plasma interaction dynamics
and radiation emitted. Model III C calculates radiation
by obtaining trajectories from the full PIC code OSIRIS.
We benchmark our codes with EPOCH III D which calcu-
lates radiation using QED modules that requires infor-
mation about generated photons. Experimentally ana-
lyzing witness beam parameters from betatron radiation
is challenging in cases where the drive beam produces
most of the radiation. The total radiation emitted by
a beam scales as Ib,0 ∼ Qγ2σ2

⊥, this is less of an issue
for witness beams that have higher charges, larger spot
sizes, or higher energies. However our models works well
for both higher and lower charge beams.

The full spectrum of betatron radiation produced by
the electron beams in the plasma source could be mea-
sured using above discussed models. The combined spec-
tral and angular photon spectral yield can provide an in-

direct measurement of the beam’s phase space distribu-
tion while inside the plasma, which is critical to fully un-
derstanding and ultimately optimizing the beam dynam-
ics inside a PWFA in order to produce high-brightness
beams for high energy physics applications. It may also
be used to detect deviations from ideal focusing condi-
tions in the plasma, such as what might arise from ion
collapse, a potentially severe problem for linear collider
beams in a PWFA. Beyond observation and optimiza-
tion, one may actively seek microscopic control over the
beam. As proposed at UCLA, an example is the resonant
excitation of betatron oscillations [43] via an undulator
magnet superimposed on a plasma channel. This ampli-
tude dependence may permit the determination of the
beam emittance through a complete frequency spectrum
measurement.

If the oscillations are small (Ku < 1), then one may
exploit beam matching condition to measure the emit-
tance. With a Gaussian transverse phase space am-
plitude distribution assumed, the summation over am-
plitudes produces an RMS normalized emittance that
is remarkably related to the RMS spectral width as
∆λrms = 2εrms,n/γ. If one attempts to measure this
spectral width, it is implicit that the radiation emitted
should be collected at constant energy (γ). This requires
a significant length of beam-plasma interaction where ion
focusing is present while the acceleration is not. This
situation can be obtained using an appropriate plasma
profile.

Relevant energies for FACET-II PWFA experiments
extend roughly from 1 to 10 GeV, while the plasma den-
sity is chosen most often near 1018cm−3. The relevant
photon energies that may be encountered thus range from
a few keV to the MeV level, and this must be accommo-
dated through a spectrometer and detector design. It
is expected that these γ−rays will originate from high-
energy beams, like the drive beam, that experience a high
Ku inside the plasma. For high Ku, the spectrum of
an individual electron follows a synchrotron-like distri-
bution. Therefore, one must tie the amplitudes to the
distribution of critical energies to deduce the emittance
through the spectrum. The angular dependence of the
spectrum is related to the beam dynamics inside the
plasma. For example, an on-axis symmetric bunch per-
forming mismatched oscillations in the plasma will lead
to betatron radiation with much higher critical energy in
the center than on the side of the photon beam. However,
if the beam is matched, there is no correlation between
the angle and spectrum in the very high Ku limit. The
double differential spectrum can provide simultaneous in-
formation regarding matching and betatron amplitudes,
which then, in turn, allow constraints on the transverse
phase space, particularly the beam emittance. In gen-
eral, because bunch asymmetries and asynchronous x and
y oscillations impact the double differential spectrum, it
is essential to rely on LW simulations to interpret and
deduce beam parameters and phase space.

Betatron radiation will be an invaluable tool for the
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diagnostics of upcoming experiments at FACET-II with
mobile ions. In these experiments, a long bright beam
causes the ions in the blowout bubble to collapse toward
the axis producing an ion column [44]. The strong focus-
ing fields resulting from this will generate large amounts
of high-energy betatron radiation. This will lead to a
prominent and unique radiation signature that can be
used to diagnose the beam-plasma interaction. A flat
beam ion motion experiment can demonstrate the forma-
tion of an asymmetric beam-ion equilibrium at FACET
and AWA. The beam becomes a complex, non-Gaussian
distribution due to phase space mixing due to the non-
linear fields, which are a consequence of ion motion. The
collisionless relaxation to equilibrium can be seen in the
beam spot size and emittance evolution. The scientific
goal of the project is to model codes that can calculate
radiation given the information of the particle trajecto-
ries for any available beam facilities and then use that
radiation spectrum to reconstruct the beam parameters
using machine learning algorithms. A complete set of
theoretical, computational, and experimental knowledge
required for calculating the betatron radiation spectrum
is presented.

Recent calculations[45] have predicted that a high-
density (nb > 3 × 1019 cm−3) ultra-relativistic elec-
tron beam passing through a millimeter-thick conduc-
tor produces bright collimated gamma-ray pulses at
high electron-to-photon energy conversion efficiencies,
up to 60%. This emission occurs by synchrotron ra-
diation in the presence of beam filamentation rather
than ordinary bremsstrahlung. In this collective phe-
nomenon, characterization of both the angular and spec-
tral properties of the gamma-ray burst at the onset of the
beam-filamentation instability is of critical importance.
At FACET-II, the E-305 experiment “Beam filamenta-
tion and bright gamma-ray bursts” will study this phe-
nomenon.

The needs for the FACET-II E-300 collaboration for
measuring beam matching are to be able to interpret
the integrated signal to reach the conditions suitable for
emittance preservation, the critical goal of this experi-
ment. There is a strong correlation between minimizing
the emittance growth and observed minimization of the
integrated betatron radiation signal. This relationship
arises due to the additional radiation emitted when the

beam is mismatched.

The radiation diagnostics could also be used in fu-
ture PWFA-based scenarios for linear collider, where
beams with highly asymmetric emittance are expected.
Therefore, betatron radiation diagnostic systems are one
among those needed for characterizing the beam and will
be available at FACET-II. These include the betatron
radiation spectrum via a Compton or pair spectrometer,
as described in [46, 47]; the downstream beam imaging
systems to determine phase space dilution of accelerated
beams in this case, and momentum resolving spectrom-
eters. Betatron radiation models promise functional di-
agnostics for understanding the beam and plasma inter-
action dynamics. In addition, betatron radiation will be
helpful for the dragon tail experiment at FACET-II [42].
The generated witness beam and the driver beam will
produce a betatron radiation signal which can be char-
acterized using above mention betatron models. Once
established, the beam-plasma interaction can be inter-
rogated by measuring the betatron radiation spectrum
for resonantly excited plasma wakefields in the quasi-
nonlinear(QNL) regime. In all of the experiments present
at FACET-II, the expected photon spectra will be quite
broad, with the exception of the small emittance injected
beam in Trojan horse-like scenarios. We developed ro-
bust methods of taking the observed distributions, of
the types described in the previous section, to invert the
spectral information discussed in [18]. This is done using
machine-learning algorithms and MLE. This approach re-
quires that the algorithms pick out established patterns
in the data.
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