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Ultra-intense lasers that ionize and accelerate electrons in solids to near the speed of light can lead to ki-
netic instabilities that alter the laser absorption and subsequent electron transport, isochoric heating, and ion
acceleration. These instabilities can be difficult to characterize, but a novel approach using X-ray scattering at
keV photon energies allows for their visualization with femtosecond temporal resolution on the few nanometer
mesoscale. Our experiments on laser-driven flat silicon membranes show the development of structure with a
dominant scale of 60 nm in the plane of the laser axis and laser polarization, and 95 nm in the vertical direction
with a growth rate faster than 0.1/fs. Combining the XFEL experiments with simulations provides a complete
picture of the structural evolution of ultra-fast laser-induced plasma density development, indicating the excita-
tion of plasmons and a filamentation instability. Particle-in-cell simulations confirm that these signals are due
to an oblique two-stream filamentation instability. These findings provide new insight into ultra-fast instability
and heating processes in solids under extreme conditions at the nanometer level with possible implications for
laser particle acceleration, inertial confinement fusion, and laboratory astrophysics.

Visualizing, understanding and controlling laser ab-
sorption, isochoric heating, particle acceleration, and
other relativistic non-linear physics that occur at the in-
teraction of powerful lasers with solids is important for
applications ranging from next-generation laser ion ac-
celerators (LIA) for medical use[1] to high-energy den-
sity physics including laboratory astrophysics[2] and
inertial confinement fusion[3, 4]. Only recently, (pro-
ton) fast ignition for inertial confinement fusion has
gained renewed interest as a viable path towards com-
mercialization of Inertial Fusion Energy[5] after the
breakthrough fusion ignition achievements at the Na-
tional Ignition Facility (NIF)[6, 7].
Of special relevance is the understanding and control
of plasma instabilities. For example, compression and
ignition of fusion targets in indirect-drive experiments
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carried out e.g. at the NIF nanosecond laser rely on the
conversion of the laser energy into a homogeneous ra-
diation field by laser-self-generated grating structures
at the hohlraum inner walls[8]. Here we focus on ultra-
fast few femtosecond relativistic instabilities that are
important e.g. in fusion fast ignition scenarios (FIS)
[9–11] that could potentially allow for a much better ef-
ficiency. Small fluctuations in the radiation pressure on
the pellet surface or in the particle heater pulse would
otherwise drive instabilities there, inhibiting maximum
compression or heating [12, 13].

Theories for instabilities in relativistic high-intensity
laser interaction with solids fall into two categories:
(i) hydrodynamic instabilities growing at interfaces
between two fluid-like plasma or photon ensembles,
or (ii) kinetic instabilities that occur e.g. when one
plasma streams through the other. Whether the one or
the other dominate depends on the detailed laser and
solid properties. For example, in solids with a struc-
tured surface, or driven by lasers with a shallow rising
edge, laser absorption to relativistic electron currents
reaches up to 100%, emphasizing the kinetic stream-
ing instabilities at the front surface [14, 15] or at the

ar
X

iv
:2

30
4.

11
01

1v
4 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
pl

as
m

-p
h]

  2
2 

Ja
n 

20
24

mailto:p.ordyna@hzdr.de
mailto:t.kluge@hzdr.de


2

rear of the target[16–18], e.g. two-stream instability
(TSI), Weibel instability (WI), or filamentation insta-
bility (FI). On the other hand, strong hydrodynamic
Rayleigh-Taylor-like instabilities (RTI) following two-
plasmon decay or parametric instabilities at the front
of plasmas can be dominant for materials consisting of
light ions, or driven by ultra-short high-contrast laser
pulses, and can break up the laser to electron coupling
and inhibit streaming instabilities[19–22].

The physics of these fast few femtosecond, few
nanometer plasma instability dynamics and merging
to the micron-scale after a few picoseconds in high-
intensity laser driven solids is one of the large un-
solved issues in high-intensity laser plasma science,
but its direct observation has previously not been pos-
sible because of the small time and few nanome-
ter length scales involved. Microscopic interpreta-
tions were therefore primarily based on simulations
and indirect measurements, e.g. via optical mi-
croscopy [23], interferometry[24], spectroscopy[25],
or radiography[16, 17, 26]. Here we demonstrate ex-
perimentally that such instabilities indeed exist in the
hot solid density plasmas, quantify the strength, and
give limits to the growth rate.

Recent advances in the time-resolved diffraction,
based on ultra-fast X-ray pulses from XFELs now
enable us to investigate laser produced plasmas with
nanometer spatial and femtosecond temporal resolu-
tion [27–32]. The novelty of the present work is not
the technique (which is indeed very similar to the setup
used in [29, 32]) nor the specific physical scenario
probed with the technique. In fact, since the scenario
is of high relevance for FIS or LIA, there exists an ex-
haustive theoretical work (e.g. [14, 33–39]). The nov-
elty of the work is rather that it is the first direct ob-
servation of laser-induced instabilities in ultra-intense
laser-solid interaction with few tens of nanometer and
femtosecond spatial and temporal resolution. Most of
the previous studies focused on the irradiation and ab-
lation of gratings or other pre-structured targets. Here
we open a new window for observations of structural
dynamics induced by the laser interaction with solids,
not relying on prefabricated structures anymore, which
allows for benchmarking of the laser absorption, laser
generated electron currents, as well as thermalization
and diffusion processes. Specifically, by variation of
the laser and target parameters one can map out the in-
stability spectrum of the fastest growing mode, i.e. the
growth rate as a function of the instability wave vec-
tor, and get access to the dielectric tensor. This in turn
is determined by the particle momentum distribution
function, which together with its temporal evolution

Figure 1. Experimental setup, not to scale. The ReLaX UHI
laser (red) is focused onto the Silicon membrane target under
45◦ in p-polarization, the XFEL (blue) is probing the plasma
density under target normal direction. The Jungfrau CCD
detector records the SAXS image reflected from the HAPG
chromatic mirror.

could thus be measured in pump probe SAXS exper-
iments.

Here, we demonstrate the feasibility of this approach
by showing the experimental realization of probing the
predicted nanoscopic instability growth over few fem-
toseconds. This proved difficult in the past, as the
world’s most powerful optical drive lasers need to be
combined with the most advanced X-ray sources, and
experiments faced fundamental challenges such as the
parasitic bremsstrahlung generation and self emission
of the warm or hot dense plasma that can outshine the
signal.

A tightly connected phenomenon that occurs when
laser accelerated electron beams propagate through
dense plasmas is the generation of bulk plasmons
(BP). For example, BPs in solids can anomalously
heat the bulk[40] or decay into surface plasmons
[21] that due to their unique properties are a building
block with several applications[41], e.g. accelerating
electrons and ions[42], generating XUV radiation, and
isocorically heating the surface.

With the recent completion[43] and commissioning
of the Helmholtz International Beamline for Extreme
Fields (HIBEF[44]) at the European XFEL[45, 46], the
quest for visualising few-femtosecond, few-nanometer
scale non-linear plasma dynamics in ultra-short pulse
ultra-high intensity (UHI) laser interaction with solids
has begun.
One primary goal of HIBEF as well as this work is to
provide novel experimental benchmarks for high en-
ergy density science, including the measurement and
characterization of kinetic instabilities in order to val-
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Figure 2. The background subtracted (as determined by an XFEL-only pre-shot train) and de-noised (using a neural-network
(NN) based algorithm) scattering patterns recorded by the SAXS detector for three exemplary runs (corrected for HAPG mirror
reflectivity and geometry, see methods), the respective probe time delay is indicated in the top panels. The absolute zero delay
was defined as the mean value between the two highest signal shots, but was not measured, the relative timing error is below
15 fs (see methods). The lineouts were taken through q = 0, averaged over ±0.01/nm around q = 0. A simulated scattering
pattern is shown for t = 0. The dashed lines show the analytic theoretical expectation from numerically solving the dispersion
relation (y-direction, and bulk plasmons (x-direction, Eqn. (2)).

idate codes and theoretical models, and to optimize
laser absorption and successive processes for above-
mentioned applications. HIBEF combines a short-
pulse Titanium:Sapphire UHI laser (ReLaX) with the
European XFEL beam. The ReLaX laser reaches its
highest intensity of 5 · 1020 W/cm

2 when it is fo-
cused down to a 4.7 µm (FWHM) focal spot and com-
pressed to τL = 30 fs pulse duration, exceeding the
laser intensity at other XFELs by approx. an order of
magnitude[43]. One enabling technology that was de-
veloped by our group for HIBEF is a SAXS detection
system designed primarily to suppress radiation back-
ground. Parasitic radiation is not only suppressed by

carefully designed lead shielding inside the chamber, at
the chamber exit window, and around the X-ray cam-
era. Crucially, we developed a passive radiation back-
ground suppression system, i.e. a set of HAPG X-ray
crystals[47] between the solid target and the SAXS de-
tector. They act as a chromatic X-ray mirror that sep-
arates the signal 8 keV X-ray energy from the back-
ground. We thereby effectively suppressed almost any
X-ray background and plasma self-emission which at
ultra-relativistic laser intensities above 1020 W/cm

2

would otherwise outshine the signal. Additionally, it
is quite likely that in earlier studies employing sub-
relativistic laser intensity the structure development



4

was not sufficiently strong to be detected. To our
knowledge, this is the first study combining an UHI
laser, flat solid targets and an XFEL probe, enabling us
for the first time to measure the signal generated by rel-
ativistic instabilities driven by a UHI short-pulse laser.

We measured time-resolved SAXS patterns with suf-
ficient momentum transfer range that provides, with
the current setup (Fig. 1), sensitivity for correlation
structures up to ∼= 100 nm. Larger correlations are
not accessible due to a gap in the HAPG mirror that
lets pass the unscattered XFEL beam towards a beam
dump. Since the detector covers only the small angle
q-range, the signal is essentially given by the time in-
tegration of the Fourier transform absolute square of
the time retarded electron density integrated along the
XFEL beam direction

I(q) ∝
∫
t

|Fr(EX(r, t)ñe(r, t))|2 dt , (1)

where ñe(r, t) =
∫
z
ne(x, y, z, t

′ = t + z/c)dz is the
time retarded electron density projection and EX is the
XFEL electric field amplitude.

Fig. 2 shows the measured scattering patterns as a
function of probe delay from probing flat 2µm thin
silicon (Si) membranes irradiated by the ReLaX UHI
laser at maximum intensity under 45◦ angle of inci-
dence and p-polarization. Each main shot was accom-
panied by a pre-shot and a post-shot XFEL-only pulse
train on the same spot (for the pre-shots the XFEL
transmission was reduced by a factor of 6 · 10−4, in
order to protect the target from X-ray damage). This
enabled us to verify the cold membrane quality, and to
subtract parasitic signal in the background. The scat-
tering patterns show dominant signal around the Re-
LaX laser peak arrival time along the vertical direction
(momentum transfer along the laser magnetic field di-
rection) and horizontal direction ( momentum transfer
in the plane of the laser axis, the laser electric field vec-
tor, and the target normal).

In Fig. 3 we show the integrated number of photons
recorded along the horizontal and vertical direction for
all the 6 data shots that we took for this study. Note that
up to −1 ps no significant scattering was measurable,
as expected from a flat membrane. At t = −(31±13) fs
the signals are still consistent with zero signal within a
2σ confidence interval. A large scattering signal then
sharply occurs at −(21±13) fs, remaining high for ap-
proximately the laser pulse duration. This is an ultra-
fast temporal growth of more than two orders of mag-
nitude within 10−30 fs, which shows that the measure-
ments have indeed happened during or shortly after the
UHI laser irradiation.

These scattering signals are indicative for a growth
of correlated plasma electron density modulations on
the timescale of only a few femtoseconds. Simulations
described in the next section (Fig. 4) confirm these
findings. To identify the dominant instability mode, we
solve the dispersion relation numerically. For our case
we find the fastest growing mode is the oblique/two-
stream filamentation instability (TSFI) in the front of
the foil. The filamentation part is responsible for the
signal in vertical direction, while the horizontal sig-
nal is originating from scattering on plasmons excited
by the laser accelerated electrons traversing the bulk
and being subjected to the two-stream instability. A
synthetic, forward-calculated scattering image show-
ing the two scattering features from our simulations is
shown in Fig. 2c.

DISCUSSION OF THE RESULTS

A cross-like pattern in Fourier space corresponds to
a mesh-like pattern in real space. This means that the
experimental data directly confirms without any further
assumptions that the flat membrane must have devel-
oped a corresponding mesh-like electron density pat-
tern in the electron density projected along the XFEL
direction according to Eqn. (1) as has long been ex-
pected from simulations[38, 48]. This is the first direct
measurement of plasma instabilities and plasmons in
high-intensity laser-driven solids during or shortly af-
ter the irradiation on few nanometer spatial scale.

To answer the question of the origin of the scattering
pattern, we turn to possible instabilities that are known
to generate a grating-like pattern. These include, for
example, RTI, WI, or FI, but we could also consider a
combination of different waves and instabilities for the
different orientations. The situation is further compli-
cated by the high sensitivity of growth rates e.g. to
collisions[37] and the momentum distribution of the
beam and bulk electrons[38]. In fact, since there ex-
ists no previous direct measurement of the solid density
plasma break up during the ultra-short laser pulse irra-
diation in literature, we have to resort to simulations of
the UHI laser interaction with the silicon membrane in
order to identify and describe quantitatively the plasma
dynamics at play.

In Fig. 4 we summarize the results of our simula-
tion, which suggests that the scattering signal that cor-
responds to a mesh-like projected density profile is in
fact generated by two rather independent structures that
each generate a comb-like density, rotated 90◦ w.r.t
each other.
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Figure 3. Integrated background subtracted scattering sig-
nal strength as a function of probe delay. The projected sig-
nal around the peaks was integrated over the scattering signal
above the noise level in the respective direction. The probe
delay was extracted from the pulse arrival monitor, the rela-
tive timing uncertainty is below 15 fs for all shots (absolute
timing as in Fig. 2).

First, we find a rapidly growing instability mode in
the vertical direction (i.e. a density comb in the y-
direction with horizontal lines along the x-direction).
The density modulations extend inside the target from
the front surface with a filament distance of ∼ 63 nm
(i.e. kPIC

y ∼ 0.1/nm) and are witnessed by corre-
sponding magnetic field filaments. The structure grows
within several femtoseconds during the laser irradia-
tion (growth rate Γ sim

y
∼= 0.1 fs−1) and is spatially

static, see Fig. 4b. The lower bound for the growth
rate extracted from the experiment (dashed line Fig. 3,
1σ confidence interval) is with 0.09/fs in good agree-
ment with the simulation, while the spatial scale cor-
responding to the experimentally observed scattering
wave vector is somewhat larger than in the simulation.
The simulation suggests that the vertical instability is
due to the inhomogeneous current distribution, since
it is spatially aligned along the laser generated elec-
tron current. To identify the exact instability mode
one has to compute the dielectric tensor and find the
solution to the dispersion relation that maximizes the
imaginary part of the wave frequency. Because an-
alytic theories rely on specific idealized electron dis-
tribution functions, we cannot directly use them here.
For example, it is not obvious how to define the fast
forward and the fast and bulk return currents, as they
continuously merge into another[49]. Rather, we ex-
tract the full electron distribution function from the
simulation and solve both the integrals in the dielec-
tric tensor and the dispersion relation numerically (i.e.
Eqn. 6, and Eqns. 16 and 17 in [14] for the Weibel and
two-stream filamentation (TSF) branch of the disper-
sion relation, respectively), assuming the ions are at
rest and neglecting magnetic fields. As one might ex-
pect from the analytic treatment in the idealized two-

stream case, the pure filamentation and Weibel-like
modes on the TSF-branch are lost due to the effects
of transverse beam and plasma temperature (or more
generally: broad energy distribution), respectively. In-
stable areas are recovered both on the Weibel branch
as well as oblique modes on the TSF branch. Yet, in
our case the growth rates observed in the latter largely
dominate over the former, so that the system is dom-
inated by the oblique modes, also called electromag-
netic beam-plasma instability[50] or two-stream fil-
amentation instability[14]. While for the cold case
the maximum growth rate of the TSFI is found at
kmax = ∞, temperature effects stabilize small wave-
lengths by preventing pinching to small radii[51]. Nu-
merically solving the dispersion relation we find the
growth rate is maximized at kmax

y = 0.12/nm with
Γmax = 12/fs (orange line in Fig. 3). While this
value of kmax

y is close to kPIC
y in the simulation, the

growth rate is much larger than Γ sim
y . This would

mean that the instability is in continuous saturation and
in the simulation we rather measure the growth of the
saturation limit.
In the horizontal direction the integrated density from
the simulation shows a dynamic electron plasmon
wave structure moving with the phase velocity vp,x =
c/ sinΘ transverse to the XFEL, where Θ = π/4 is the
laser incidence angle w.r.t. the target normal. Along the
laser direction electrons are accelerated which excite
bulk plasmons as they propagate through the plasma,
which then occur as a travelling periodic wave-like
density comb with vertical lines in the density projec-
tion along the XFEL direction with wave vector

kp,x =
ωpe

vp,x
≈ 0.11

1

nm
(2)

corresponding to λp,x = 56nm (ωpe
∼= 47 fs−1 is the

plasma frequency), see right panel in Fig. 4b.
It is important to point out that this dynamic feature
can only be measured by means of scattering, since
in shadowgraphic probing the projection of the time-
integrated density is measured, which would almost
completely smear out for the travelling plasmons and
probes longer than the plasmon period.

A synthetic scattering pattern computed from the
simulation over 2 laser periods around the peak
intensity arrival on target is shown in Fig. 2 and allows
a direct comparison with the experiment. The general
structures are in good agreement with the experiment,
both quantitatively and qualitatively. In the horizontal
direction the scattering peaks are nearly at the same
position in simulation and experiment, while there is
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Figure 4. Simulation: a) Left: Instantaneous and averaged (over a plasma wavelength of 40 nm) electron density deviation
from the average target density close to t = 0. The superposition of both creates the mesh-like pattern seen in ñe (center). The
mesh generates a cross-like pattern in the synthetic scattering signal ∝ F(ñe) (right). b) Time evolution of ñe averaged along
x (left) and y (right) show that the filamentation pattern is static while the plasmon features are moving with close to

√
2c.

a slight mismatch in the vertical direction. Indirect
measurements always had the problem that such
small deviations could in principle be attributed to
the complex processes involved in the measurement,
in contrast here we have a clear indication for a
different TSFI wavelength measured than observed
in the simulation which is indicative for differences
in the electron momentum distribution, i.e. the laser
generated electron current and return current (e.g.
beam energy, temperature, density).
Another important aspect is the intensity ratio between
the vertical and horizontal signal. While the filaments
exist over the full laser pulse duration and beyond,
due to the comparatively slow magnetic diffusion time
scales, the plasmonic signal essentially stops when the
laser pulse is over. Hence, at later times we expect the
vertical signal to be much larger than the horizontal

one, by up to two orders of magnitude at 30 fs after the
laser peak based on our simulation. The fact that we
experimentally observe this strong difference between
the vertical and horizontal signal strengths in deed
only at the larger delays t ≥ 100 fs is therefore an
additional indication for having probed the plasma
around the laser peak.

In conclusion, combining the experiments, simula-
tions and analytic estimates, we can draw a complete
picture of the dominant plasma dynamics in the cur-
rent experiment: As the relativistic laser accelerated
forward electron current streams through the bulk re-
turn current transverse filaments are growing rapidly
during the laser irradiation, and at the same time longi-
tudinal plasmons are driven. Both, filaments and plas-
mons, add up to generate a mesh-like electron density
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pattern that is responsible for the measured cross-like
scattering pattern. This is the first ultra-fast dynamic
signal visualized from UHI laser-driven solids on the
few nanometer scale, highlighting the great potential of
SAXS for studying the early time of UHI-solid interac-
tion dynamics. We measured the spatial electron den-
sity correlations to few-nanometer, few-femtosecond
precision, which is in reasonable qualitative agreement
with our simulations that favour the TSFI. More com-
prehensive measurements of the growth rates and spa-
tial scales will allow to refine and benchmark our sim-
ulations and overall knowledge of important key topics
in relativistic plasma physics, including laser absorp-
tion, return current generation, instability growth and
thermal stabilization, via the dispersion relation. For
example, the growth rate dependency on the electron
beam Lorentz factor γ is distinctly different between
WI (∝ γ−1), FI (∝ γ−1/2), and TSFI (∝ γ−1/3), and
the instability spectrum in k-space depends on the elec-
tron momentum distribution via the dielectric tensor.

DATA AVAILABILITY

Data recorded for the experiment at the European
XFEL are available at doi:10.22003/XFEL.EU-DATA-
002854-00. The processed data and simulation data, as
well as the scripts used to generate Figs. 2-4 are avail-
able at doi:1014278/rodare/2183.
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Appendix A: Methods

1. Experimental procedure

a. ReLaX and XFEL properties

The Titanium:Sapphire high intensity short pulse
laser ReLaX has a wavelength of λL = 0.8 µm. The
measured focus size of the ReLaX laser was approx.
wL = 4.7 µm FWHM. The laser pulse energy, dura-
tion and calculated intensity were WL ≈ 2.8 J, dτL =

30 fs, and 5 · 1020 W/cm
2 (a0 = 15), respectively.

The XFEL beam was used in SASE configuration with
a wavelength of λX = 0.15 nm (= 8keV). The fo-
cal spot was wX ≈ 20 µm FWHM, the XFEL en-
ergy, duration and calculated number of photons where
WX ≈ 1.5mJ, τX ≈ 30 fs, and NX ≈ 1.2 · 1012 pho-
tons per bunch. The XFEL fundamental was dumped
on an X-ray detector 4m downstream of the target.

b. Synchronization

The XFEL probe time delay given in the figures is
the relative timing measured with the HED optical en-
coding pulse arrival monitor (PAM) to a precision of
12.9 fs w.r.t. the nominal zero delay set for all runs[43].
The nominal zero delay was not calibrated for the shots
in this work, so that this is largely unknown due to drift
and the jitter. We therefor give all times relative to the
central time between the two highest yield shots.

c. SAXS signal processing

THE SAXS signal is reflected by the HAPG mirror
to the Jungfrau detector. The reflectivity of the mirror
is approx. 0.2. As the reflectivity of the mirror is vary-
ing over its surface, it has to be corrected by a flat-field
inferred from the scattering on a known substance, we
employed SiO2 nanospheres target with particle diam-
eter 20nm, as described in[47]. The geometrical dis-
tortion of the signal was also corrected by a scheme
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described there, see Fig. 5.

Figure 5. Scattering signal from SiO2 nanospheres (20 nm
diameter before (left) and after correction (right) as described
in [47].

Then, the data was de-noised (cp. Fig. 6) using a
custom-made neural network trained on the experimen-
tal background added to synthetic data. The details of
the algorithm available at [doi:1014278/rodare/xxxx]
will be published in a separate paper.

Figure 6. Example for denoising of the data, exemplified on the data shown in Fig. 2 (21 fs delay). Left: no denoising applied,
only flat-fielding correction was used. 2nd from left: de-noising by NN was applied. 2nd from right and right: Same as left,
but log-smoothed (i.e. the log of the data was smoothed) with a gaussian filter of width 0.002/nm (i.e. 1 px) and 0.004/nm
(i.e. 2 px). Note how the fine structure is preserved for de-noising using the NN compared to smoothing.

On this corrected data, the signal from XFEL-only pre-
shot was subtracted (normalized to the main shot by
gas detector measurements for the XFEL intensity), as
this resembles the parasitical scattering not originating
in the target:

d. Quantitative analysis of scattering signal

In Fig. 3 the vertical/horizontal signals were pro-
jected along the perpendicular direction over a band
25 px wide around the peaks. Along the verti-
cal/horizontal direction the signal was then integrated
around peaks in the region where this projected signal
was 2σ above the background. The errorbars in the
figure indicate the background subtraction uncertainty

Figure 7. XFEL-only pre-shot (left) and post-shot (right)
show exemplarily for the shot of delay −20 fs the parasitic
signal that was subtracted from the main-shots in Fig. 2.

and Poisson counting statistics. The uncertainty due to
the XFEL spatial jitter is not included.
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2. Simulations

a. Simulation setup

3D Simulations were performed using
PIConGPU[52], spatial resolution ∆x = ∆y =
∆z ≈ 17 · 2πcω−1

pe with ωpe = 20ωL, and 8 macro
ions per cell. The silicon foil was preionized to the +3
state with one macro electron per macro ion (These
electrons have an initial temperature Te = 0.1 keV).
Ionization was included via barrier suppression, ADK
and a modified Thomas-Fermi models to correct for
low temperatures, low densities as described in the
PIConGPU documentation. A 50nm exponential
preplasma was added to the front target surface to
account for ASE and the laser pedestal finite contrast.
Additionally, we performed a set of 2D simulations
that confirmed that the qualitative results do not
sensitively depend on the preplasma in the few 10s of
nm scale range. The same is true for hole boring by
the spatial intensity profile of the UHI laser: Previous
simulations have shown no qualitative change of the
dynamics in the small volume around the laser axis
between simulations with and without taking into
account the pulse shape[48]. The simulated laser is a
30 fs Gaussian p-polarized plane wave with a0 = 15
peak normalized amplitude propagating at a 45◦ to the
target normal and is initialized 2.5 · FWHM before
and after the max intensity. The transversal box size
Lsim,x = Lsim,z =

√
(2)λL was chosen to match

the laser phase at the periodic boundaries (in the
transversal direction), Lsim,y = 5.08λL. The field
propagation is done with the standard Yee field solver
and the absorption at the boundaries in the longitudinal
direction is realized with a perfectly matched layer
(PML). For particles, we use a 4th order shape together
with the Higuera-Cary pusher.

b. Synthetic SAXS pattern

The synthetic SAXS pattern Isynth was computed
by first computing ñe, and taking its Fourier trans-
form absolute square. The resulting signal was av-
eraged over a time of 3 fs. Note that the real XFEL
pulse duration was longer, the time here was reduced
due to large storage requirement of the 3D data set.

To get a quantitative estimate of the expected pho-
tons on the detector, Isynth, the simulated X-ray signal
was then scaled to the experimental intensity assum-
ing scattering only within the ReLaX focus (FWHM)
with the time average of the simulated intensity. That
means, Isynth was normalized such that Isynth(Q =
0) = NX(wL/wX)2/w2

L · N2
e∆Ω (see Eqn. (6) in

[29]), where Ne = 410 · ncw
2
L · 2 µm is the es-

timate number of electrons within the ReLaX focus,
w2

L the probed area, and ∆Ω is the solid angle cor-
responding to (∆q)2 = nm−2. Note: The simi-
larity of the projected plasma wavelength, λPIC

x
∼=

2πc/ωpe/ sinπ/4 = 60 nm, with the vertical filamen-
tation wavelength λPIC

y = 70nm most likely is co-
incidence, as we repeated the simulation with a more
shallow laser incidence angle of 22.5◦. There, λx is
reduced as expected, while λy remains constant.

c. Growth rate and filamentation wave vector

The instability spectrum of the fastest mode plotted
in Fig. 2 (orange dashed line) was obtained from the
PIC simulation at t = 0. We first binned the electron
momentum into bins of size ∆(γβ) = 0.05. We then
checked for roots of the dispersion relation Eqn. (15)
in [14], with x into laser direction and z into the fila-
mentation direction. Eqn. (6) in that paper was solved
numerically using the Landau contour: First, we ro-
tated the coordinate system such that the root lies along
a coordinate axis eα. Then, for each pα we com-
puted and summed up the residue and integral along
pβ , with symmetric bins around the root of the denom-
inator of the second integral, again with a resolution of
∆(γβ) = 0.05, and with the derivation of f(p) at p0

taken symmetric around p0.

d. Why do the plasmons not smear out the signal in SAXS?

While in shadowgraphic methods the XFEL-
propagation at a large angle w.r.t. orientation of the
plasmon propagation leads to their contrast almost van-
ishing for probes longer than the projected plasmon pe-
riod due to smearing out the density contrast, for X-ray
scattering the signal of a pattern ñ(r) moving with ve-
locity vp,x in x-direction is approximately given by the
integral over the XFEL irradiated area and XFEL pulse
duration
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I(q) ∝
∫
t

∣∣∣∣∫
w

ñ(r)ei(qxvp)te−iqrdr

∣∣∣∣2 dt ∝ |FT (ñ(r))|2 ,

i.e. simply the usual Fourier transform absolute square of the static density pattern.
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