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We present the first measurements of the temporal decay rate of one-dimensional, linear Lang-
muir waves excited by an ultra-short laser pulse. Langmuir waves with relative amplitudes of
approximately 6% were driven by 1.7 J, 50 fs laser pulses in hydrogen and deuterium plasmas of
density ne0 = 8.4 × 1017 cm−3. The wakefield lifetimes were measured to be τH2

wf = (9 ± 2) ps and

τD2
wf = (16 ± 8) ps respectively for hydrogen and deuterium. The experimental results were found

to be in good agreement with 2D particle-in-cell simulations. In addition to being of fundamental
interest, these results are particularly relevant to the development of laser wakefield accelerators
(LWFAs) and wakefield acceleration schemes using multiple pulses, such as multi-pulse laser wake-
field accelerators (MP-LWFAs).

I. INTRODUCTION

Next-generation plasma wakefield particle accelerators
use charged beams or laser pulses to excite Langmuir
waves that can support accelerating gradients on the or-
der of GeV/cm [1]. Considerable progress has been made
in this sphere in recent years, including, for example:
the acceleration to multi-GeV-scale energies in wakefields
driven by laser pulses [2, 3], electron bunches [4, 5], and
by long proton bunches [6]; and applications of plasma-
accelerated beams to the generation of radiation [7], and
the first demonstrations of gain in free-electron-laser ex-
periments [8, 9].

In the original concept [1] of a laser-driven plasma ac-
celerator, the driving laser pulse had a duration shorter
than the plasma period Tpe = 2π/ωpe, where ωpe =

(ne0e
2/meε0)1/2, and in which e is the electron charge,

me is the electron mass, and ε0 is the vacuum permittiv-
ity. Many important results have been obtained in this
regime, for both laser- and particle-beam-driven plasma
accelerators, and this regime continues to be a major fo-
cus of research worldwide. However, it is also possible to
drive the plasma wakefield with: (i) a train of short drive
pulses, spaced by Tpe; or (ii) by a drive pulse that is long
compared to Tpe, but with a temporal intensity profile
that is modulated with a period of Tpe [4, 6, 10–12].

We recently extended this latter concept by proposing
a new method [13] for generating the required pulse train:
frequency modulation of a long laser pulse by a plasma
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wave driven by a short, low-energy seed pulse, followed
by temporal compression in a dispersive optical system.
Simulations of this scheme show that electrons could be
accelerated to 0.65 GeV in a plasma stage driven by a
pulse train generated by a 1.7 J, 1 ps drive pulse of the
type which could be provided by a kilohertz repetition
rate thin-disk laser [14]. For plasma accelerators driven
by long (τdrive � Tpe) drivers, it is important to under-
stand the extent to which the amplitude of the plasma
wave decays over the total duration of the driver.

Theoretical studies of plasma dynamics have shown
that interactions between the oscillating electrons and
the background ions can lead to the growth of insta-
bilities which dissipate the Langmuir wave energy into
higher-order daughter waves [15]. Ultimately, these in-
stabilities lead to the decay of the wakefields and heating
of the plasma. In this paper, we present the results of
an experimental investigation of the wakefield decay rate
in a parameter regime that is relevant for several current
and future plasma acceleration schemes, such as plasma
wakefield acceleration (PWFA) [6], laser wakefield accel-
eration (LWFA) [2] and multi-pulse laser wakefield ac-
celeration (MP-LWFA) [10]. We compare our measured
results with particle-in-cell simulations, and show that
there is good agreement between theory, simulations, and
measurements.

We first establish the key laser and plasma parame-
ters which determine the regime in which a laser-plasma
accelerator operates. When the quiver velocity of the
plasma electrons in the field of the driving laser is non-
relativistic, the wakefield is approximately sinusoidal,
and is said to be in the linear regime. For a single, short
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TABLE I. Comparison of key parameters for several experiments to measure the decay of laser-driven plasma waves.

Regime Target Plasma τL ne0 / cm−3 δne/ne0 T / eV W τL/Tpe (λp/πσ)2 τwf/Tpe τwf [ps] Ref
LBWA Cell D2 160 ps 1.07 × 1017 0.1 20 270 623 0.11 61 ± 59 20.6 ± 20 [16]
SM-LWFA Jet He 400 fs 3 × 1019 0.15 2500 4.6 20 0.023 132 ± 14 1.9 ± 0.2 [17]
SM-LWFA Jet He 400 fs 3.7 × 1019 0.1 1000 5.11 21 0.033 139 1.8 [18]
SM-LWFA Jet H2 400 fs 1 × 1019 0.1 10 255 11 0.62 142 ± 28 6 ± 1 [19]
SM-LWFA Jet He 400 fs 1 × 1019 0.1 10 255 11 0.62 142 ± 28 6 ± 1 [19]

LWFA Cell He 120 fs 1 × 1017 0.1 14 36 0.34 31.4 33+33
−8 8.3+8

−2 [20]
LWFA Jet He 52 fs 7.4 × 1017 0.75 13 1150 0.4 1.92 9.7 1.3 [21]

LWFA Cell H2 (48.9 ± 6.3) fs 8.4 × 1017 0.06 2 705 0.4 0.042 84 ± 25 9 ± 2 This work
LWFA Cell D2 (48.9 ± 6.3) fs 8.4 × 1017 0.04 2 262 0.4 0.042 134 ± 63 16 ± 8 This work

driving laser pulse, this corresponds to a peak normalised
vector potential a0 < 1, where a0 = eE/mecω0, E the
laser electric field strength, and ω0 the laser frequency. In
this regime, and for the case of a driving laser pulse with
Gaussian temporal and transverse intensity profiles, the
relative amplitude of the plasma wave δne/ne0 is given
by the sum of the of the relative amplitudes of the radial
and longitudinal wakefields [20],

δne
ne0

=
δnr
ne0

+
δnz
ne0

=A


 1︸︷︷︸
Long.

+

(
2c

ωpeσ

)2(
1− r2

σ2

)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Radial


×

exp

(−r2
σ2

)
sin (ωpeζ) (1)

A =
I
√
π

c3ncme

(ωpeτL
2

)
exp

[
−
(ωpeτL

2

)2]
, (2)

where r is the radial distance from the propagation axis
of the drive laser, ζ is the temporal delay after the
peak of the drive pulse, ωpe = (ne0e

2/meε0)1/2 is the
plasma frequency, ne0 is the plasma electron density,
nc = ε0meω

2/e2 is the critical density, and ω, σ, τL and
I are respectively the angular frequency, beam radius at
the 1/e2 intensity, the duration (defined as the half width
at 1/e2 intensity) and peak intensity of the driving laser
pulse. The ratio of the radial to the longitudinal wake-
field components at r = 0 is δnr/δnz|r=0 = (2c/ωpeσ)2 =
(λp/πσ)2, where δnr/δnz � 1 indicates a predominantly
radial wakefield and δnr/δnz � 1 indicates a longitudi-
nal wakefield, which we will refer to as a one-dimensional
wakefield.

The mechanisms responsible for the decay of laser-
driven plasma waves have been investigated in several
earlier studies. Marquès et al. [20] found that radial-
dominated and longitudinal-dominated wakefields can
have different decay mechanisms. Longitudinal wake-
fields decay through collisions [22], Landau damping [23],
beam loading by accelerated particles [17], and the mod-

ulational instability [15]. The growth rate of the modula-
tional instability is expected to be much greater than the
collisional or Landau damping mechanisms, and hence
will usually dominate the decay in the case when beam-
loading is not significant. If the total charge trapped and
accelerated by the wakefield is large, then beam loading
becomes important, and can be the leading cause of the
wakefield decay [17]. Radial wakefields can decay via an
additional mechanism. When the radial plasma density
is non-uniform, electrons at different radial trajectories
have different oscillation periods, which leads to a loss of
coherence of the plasma oscillation. This can happen e.g.
via a final radial extent of the drive laser or beam, or in
pre-formed plasma channels [24–27].

In addition to the ratio δnr/δnz, two other parameters
are important in determining the mechanisms responsi-
ble for, and the rate of, wakefield decay. First, the ratio
of the energy density of the Langmuir wave to the ther-
mal energy density, W = (vL/vt)

2 = ε0|EL|2/2ne0kBTe,
where vL = eEL/meωpe, vt = (kBTe/me)

1/2, EL is the
electric field strength of the wakefield, kB is the Boltz-
mann constant, and Te is the electron plasma temper-
ature [15]. The parameter W determines the growth
rate of the modulational instability and delineates the
strong-field regime (W � 1) from the weak-field regime
(W <∼ 1). Second, the ratio of the drive pulse length to
the plasma ion period τL/Tpi, where Tpi = 2π/ωpi, where

ωpi = (Zne0e
2/Mε0)1/2, and in which Z and M are the

charge and mass of the ions respectively. For τL � Tpi
the plasma instabilities driven by ion dynamics co-evolve
with the drive laser, and for τL � Tpi they develop only
after the wakefield is excited.

Table I summarises the results of previous measure-
ments of the decay time of laser-driven wakefields. The
penultimate and antepenultimate columns of the table
give the wakefield decay time τwf and the ratio of this
to the electron plasma period Tpe. It should be noted
that the precise definition of τwf varies between the
experiments. In Refs. [16, 19] it refers to the total
length of the detectable wakefield signal, whereas in Refs.
[17, 18, 20, 21], and in the present work, it refers to the
time taken for the wakefield amplitude to decay to 1/e of
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the maximum amplitude. We also note that the time
given in Ref [16] refers to the saturation time of the
beatwave-driven wakefield, and, for simplicity, we have
taken this to be equal to the decay time. It is striking
that with the exception of Ref. [21], the ratio of the
wakefield lifetime to the electron plasma period τwf/Tpe
varies by less than a factor of 5 in experiments for which
the plasma density and the duration of the drive pulse
both vary by more than two orders of magnitude.

The earlier work summarised in Table I was under-
taken in a wide range of laser-plasma accelerator regimes.
In the experiment by Moulin et al. [16] a wakefield was
excited using the ‘beatwave’ (LBWA) scheme in which
two long pulses (160 ps and 90 ps), of angular frequen-
cies ω1 and ω2, interfere to generate a beat pattern at
the plasma frequency ωpe = ω1 − ω2. In that work
plasma instabilities therefore developed during the ex-
citation of the wakefield by the drive beam or drivers.
The experiments by Leblanc et al. [17], Chen et al. [18],
and Ting et al. [19] corresponded to the self-modulated
laser wakefield (SM-LWFA) regime in which interaction
between a long laser pulse (τL � Tpe) and the weak
plasma wave it drives causes the laser pulse to become
modulated with a period of Tpe, leading to a nonlinear
feedback in which the modulation of the laser pulse and
the wakefield amplitude both increase with delay rela-
tive to the front of the driving pulse. Hence these exper-
iments correspond to an intermediate regime in which
the duration of the drive pulse lies between the electron
plasma period and the ion plasma period Tpi. Finally,
Marquès et al. [20] and Kotaki et al. [21] performed
experiments in the LWFA regime originally proposed by
Tajima and Dawson, in which the wakefield is excited
by a laser pulse with τL < Tpe. These last two exper-
iments both operated in the radial-dominated wakefield
regime, and shorter decay times relative to the plasma
period were observed compared to the experiments that
generated longitudinal-dominated wakefields. With the
exception of the work by Kotaki et al. [21], in all the
experiments δne/ne0 ≈ 0.1, i.e. they were all conducted
in the linear wakefield regime. It is noteworthy that for
the much stronger wakefields (δne/ne0 ≈ 0.75) studied
in [21], the observed ratio τwf/Tpe is much smaller than
found in experiments operating in the linear regime.

Before concluding this short review of prior experimen-
tal work, we note that wakefield decay and ion motion
has also been studied for proton-beam-driven wakefield
accelerators [28]; these results have not been included in
Table I owing to the very different driver and plasma
parameters. We also note recent experiments to estab-
lish the limits to the repetition rate of PWFAs driven
by electron bunches [29]. The topic of the present pa-
per, the time-scale for wakefield decay, is related to the
maximum possible repetition rate of a plasma accelera-
tor. However, we emphasize that wakefield decay is just
the first step in a complex chain of processes — that in-
cludes wakefield decay, electron-ion recombination, and
heat redistribution — that must be completed before the

FIG. 1. Schematic drawing of the experimental layout inside
the target vacuum chamber. Both beams of the Astra-Gemini
TA3 laser were used: one as the drive beam, and the other
as the diagnostic probe beam. The 800 nm beams are shown
in red and the 400 nm diagnostic beam is shown in blue. Af-
ter leaving the gas cell, the diagnostic beam was transported
to a 400 nm spectrometer located outside the vacuum cham-
ber. The inset shows an example recording of a wakefield
in a spectral interferogram, as captured by the spectrome-
ter camera. AO: Adaptive optic, HM: Holed mirror, HWP:
Half-wave plate, L1: f=500 mm lens, L2: f=−100 mm lens,
L3: f=300 mm lens, P: polariser, 10X: microscope objective,
SHG: second harmonic generating crystal.

following drive pulse can be delivered.
To our knowledge, the new work presented in the

present paper is the first measurement of the decay rate
of a one-dimensional (δnr/δnz � 1), linear wakefield
(a0 ∼ 0.5) in the short-pulse LWFA regime (τL/Tpe ≈
0.4). This short-pulse regime is relevant for future plasma
wakefield facilities [30–32] (although we note that some of
these are expected to operate in the quasi-linear regime
(a0 ∼ 1 for a single pulse) e.g. [30]), and it is also relevant
to alternative schemes, such as MP-LWFAs [10, 11, 13].

II. MEASUREMENT OF THE WAKEFIELD
LIFETIME

Experiments to measure the lifetime of a plasma wake-
field in the 1D, linear regime were undertaken at the
Central Laser Facility of the Rutherford Appleton Lab-
oratory, using the Astra-Gemini TA3 laser. A schematic
illustration of the experiment layout is shown in Fig. 1.

A linearly polarised laser pulse with energy E =
(1.68± 0.06) J, centre wavelength 800 nm, and FWHM
pulse duration (48.9± 6.3) fs was used to drive the wake-
field. This pulse was focused by an on-axis reflecting
paraboloid of focal length f ≈ 6.1 m, used at f/40, to a
spot size (1/e2 intensity radius) of w0 = (52.3± 0.8) µm
at the centre of a gas cell. The peak intensity at the
laser focus was I = 6.5× 1017 W cm−2, corresponding to
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a peak normalised vector potential of a0 = 0.54 ± 0.18,
with approximately a factor of 0.3 of the beam energy
enclosed within the FWHM beam diameter at focus.

Laser radiation could enter and leave the cell via a pair
of coaxial, 400 µm diameter pinholes located at each end
of the 4 mm long gas cell. Gas, either hydrogen (H2) or
deuterium (D2), was flowed into the cell in a pulse of
duration of approximately 500 ms; the gas flowed into
the surrounding vacuum chamber via the pinholes. For
these experiments the cell backing pressure was Pcell =
(17.0± 1.2) mbar, corresponding to an electron density
8.4× 1017 cm−3 (assuming 100% ionization).

The amplitude of the plasma wave was measured by
frequency domain holography (FDH) [33], analysed with
the TESS technique [34, 35]. In this method, two chirped
and stretched diagnostic pulses are generated: (i) a probe
pulse, which propagates behind the drive pulse, and ac-
quires a temporally-dependent phase shift from the den-
sity modulation of the plasma wave; and (ii) a near-
identical reference pulse, which propagates ahead of the
drive pulse. This pair of diagnostic pulses was generated
by passing a frequency-doubled pick-off from the probe
beam through a Michelson interferometer with a path
difference corresponding to ∆ζ ≈ 6 ps. Each of the pair
of pulses thereby created was then frequency-chirped and
stretched to a duration of 1.35 ps by propagating them
through a 160 mm long piece of glass (BK7). The diag-
nostic pulses were injected coaxially with the drive beam
by directing them through a holed turning mirror, and fo-
cused into the gas cell by the same optic used to focus the
drive beam. On leaving the gas cell the diagnostic pulses
were separated from the transmitted drive pulse by reflec-
tion from a dichroic mirror and imaged onto the entrance
slit of a Czerny-Turner spectrometer to yield a spectral
interferogram which was recorded by a CCD camera (An-
dor Newton DU940N-BU). The wakefield amplitude was
calculated from the captured interferograms using the
TESS technique, as follows. Each spectral interferogram
was Fourier transformed along its spectral axis to give
a spatio-temporal profile. The Fourier-transformed data
comprises a zero-frequency (“DC”) band; a sideband lo-
cated at t = ∆ζ; and three satellites — two either side
of the sideband, and a third located near the DC band.
These satellites arise from the phase-shift imposed on the
probe beam by the sinusoidal plasma wave. The satellites
are offset from the sideband and have temporal locations
given by [34, 35],

τ = ∆ζ ± ϕ(2)ωpe, (3)

where ϕ(2) is the group delay dispersion (GDD) of the
probe and reference pulses. For plasma waves with large
amplitudes, higher-order satellites can appear, located at
τ = ∆ζ±mϕ(2)ωpe, m = 2, 3, 4, ..., but these higher-order
satellites were not observed in this experiment. The rel-
ative amplitude of the wakefield at delay ζ can be found
from the ratio r of the satellite amplitude to that of the

FIG. 2. Measured normalised relative wakefield amplitude as
a function of delay for: (a) hydrogen; (b) deuterium, recorded
with a backing pressure Pcell = (17.0 ± 1.2) mbar. For each
delay are shown the uncertainty-weighted average wakefield
amplitude (δne(ζ)/ne0) and the standard error. The un-
certainty was calculated using the background noise in the
Fourier transformed interferograms. The wakefield amplitude
calculated from the PIC simulations are shown as open cir-
cles. Also shown are fits of the exponential function to the
data as black lines.

sideband since this is given by [34, 35],

r = F(ωpe)
J1(φ0)

J0(φ0)
(4)

where,

φ0 =
ω2
peL

2ωprobec

δne
ne0

. (5)

and where J0 and J1 are Bessel functions of the first
kind, F(ωpe) a spectral overlap function (see Supplemen-
tal Material [36]), L is the interaction length, and ωprobe

is the frequency of the probe laser. By varying the back-
ing pressure, and measuring ωpe immediately after the
drive pulse, it was found that the pressure in the cell
was linearly related to the measured backing pressure
through Pcell = α(Pgauge −P0), where α = 0.96 accounts
for the fact that the pressure guage was located prior to
the gas cell gas inlet and P0 = 3 mbar (see Supplemental
Material [36]).

III. RESULTS

The wakefield amplitude was measured for a range of
delays ζ in steps of 0.67 ps. For each temporal delay, the
results of 10 shots were averaged in order to reduce the
statistical error in the measured wake amplitude.

Fig. 2 shows, for hydrogen and deuterium, the mea-
sured wakefield amplitude as a function of delay, nor-
malised to δne(0), where δne(0) is determined by a fit of
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the function δne(ζ) = δne(0) exp(−ζ/τwf ) to the data.
Due to variations in the experimental conditions, the
plasma waves driven in deuterium had an initially lower
amplitude, which made the error bars relatively larger
after normalisation.

Also shown in Fig. 2 are the results of 2D particle-
in-cell (PIC) simulations performed with the relativistic
particle-in-cell code smilei [Simulation of Matter Irra-
diated by Light at Extreme Intensities, 37] for the laser
and plasma parameters used in the experiment (see Sup-
plemental Material). The wakefield amplitude was cal-
culated from the maximum Fourier amplitude (near ωpe)
of the density variation δn(x, y) = δne(x, y) − δni(x, y)
corresponding to the wakefield plasma oscillation, where
δni(x, y) is the ion density. The Fourier amplitude, AF ,
was converted to the wakefield amplitude, Awake using

the relation Awake = 2AF∆x/[
∫
W β
T (x) dx]. Here W β

T (x)
is a Tukey window with window parameter β (set to
β=0.2), and ∆x = 26.7 nm, the simulation cell size in
the dimension along the laser axis of propagation.

The results of the simulations are seen to be in very
good agreement with the experimental data. As well as
correctly reproducing the timescale of the wakefield de-
cay, the wakefield amplitudes calculated by the simula-
tions are found to be close in absolute terms to the mea-
sured values. For both hydrogen and deuterium plasmas
the relative wake amplitude at ζ = 0 was calculated to
be 7.5% for the laser and plasma conditions of the ex-
periment. This compares with the measured values of
(6± 2)% for hydrogen and (4± 2)% for deuterium. This
agreement, which is within a factor of two, is remarkably
good when it is considered that: (i) the simulations con-
tained no free parameters; and (ii) the measured wake-
field amplitude is rather sensitive to variations in many
of the experimental parameters. These experimental pa-
rameters include: the pulse energy, duration, and spatio-
temporal quality of the laser pulse; the spectrum of the
probe pulse; the relative alignment of the drive and di-
agnostic pulses; and the pressure in the gas cell.

Table II summarises the results of the measurements
and simulations; to enable a comparison with the ex-
periments, the temporal variation of the wake amplitude
found in the simulations was fitted to an exponential de-
cay. For the conditions of the experiment we find: for hy-
drogen, τwf ≈ 9 ps, corresponding to around 76 plasma
periods; for deuterium these values are approximately
16 ps and 134 periods respectively.

The measured wakefield lifetimes are long compared to
the electron plasma period Tpe = 121 fs, and are compa-
rable to the ion plasma periods Tpi = 5.2 ps and 7.4 ps for
hydrogen and deuterium respectively. The ratios of the
decay times measured for deuterium and hydrogen are
found to be τD2

wf /τ
H2

wf = 1.78± 0.97 and 1.76± 0.22 from
the measurements and simulations respectively. The ex-
perimentally measured decay times are seen to be in very
close agreement with those determined from PIC simu-
lations. Unfortunately the experimental errors, partic-
ularly those for D2, are too large to conclude that the

TABLE II. Comparison of the wakefield decay times (in pi-
coseconds) obtained from experiments and PIC simulations.

τH2
wf τD2

wf τD2
wf /τH2

wf

Experiment 9 ± 2 16 ± 8 1.78 ± 0.97
Simulation 8.5 ± 0.9 15 ± 1 1.76 ± 0.22

ratio τD2
wf /τ

H2
wf differs from unity. However, the PIC sim-

ulations do show that the decay time for deuterium is
longer than that for hydrogen, and that their ratio is close
to, but larger than, the ratio of the ratio of the inverse
ion plasma frequencies ω−1D2/ω

−1
H2 =

√
MD2/MH2 =

√
2.

The measurements and simulations demonstrate that the
wake decay time is of the order of the inverse ion plasma
period, but that it is too simplistic to assume that the
decay time is strictly proportional to this quantity [38].

A detailed analysis of the PIC simulations [38], and
comparison with work by Sanmartin et al [39], shows
plasma waves in these experiments decay via the modu-
lational instability. This instability causes small spatial
variations in the ion density to grow exponentially, with
a time-scale of order Tpi, leading to a loss of coherence of
the electron oscillations, and hence decay of the wakefield
amplitude.

IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have used single-shot frequency do-
main holography to measure the lifetime of 1D linear
plasma wakefields in hydrogen and deuterium plasmas
driven in the short-pulse LWFA regime. Wakefields with
relative amplitudes of approximately 6% were driven by
1.7 J, 50 fs laser pulses in hydrogen and deuterium plas-
mas of density ne0 = 8.4× 1017 cm−3. The wakefield
lifetimes were measured to be τH2

wf = (9 ± 2) ps and

τD2

wf = (16 ± 8) ps respectively for hydrogen and deu-
terium. The experimental results were found to be in
very good agreement with 2D particle-in-cell simulations.

These findings are of relevance to the MP-LWFA
scheme, in which the wakefield is driven resonantly by
a train of short pulses [10, 11]. This latter approach is of
considerable interest since it offers a route to driving LW-
FAs at high pulse repetition rates with novel laser tech-
nologies which can provide the required average power,
with high wall-plug efficiency, but which deliver pulses
which are too long to drive a plasma wave directly. The
wakefield lifetime is of key importance to the MP-LWFA
scheme since it determines the maximum useful number
of pulses in the pulse train. The work presented here
shows that, for plasma densities relevant to MP-LWFAs,
the wakefield lifetime corresponds to of order 100 plasma
periods, which is large compared to the N ≈ 10 pulses
required for MP-LWFA schemes driven by pulse trains of
total duration in the picosecond range [13].
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1 Probe beamline

1.1 Experimental setup

Figure 1: Schematic drawing of the experimental layout inside the target vacuum chamber. Both beams
of the Astra-Gemini TA3 laser were used, one beam used as the drive beam and the other beam as
the diagnostic beam. The 800 nm beams are shown in red and the 400 nm diagnostic beam is shown
in blue. The diagnostic beam was transported to a 400 nm imaging spectrometer located outside the
vacuum chamber. AO: adaptive optic. SHG: second harmonic generating crystal. HWP: half wave plate,
P: polarizer, L1: f = 500mm (4” diameter), L2: f = −100mm (1” diameter), L3: f = 300mm (1”

diameter)
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Figure 2: Plot of the perturbed spectrum of the probe pulse, taken during measurements of the spectral
chirp of the probe pulse.. The temporal overlap of the probe and drive pulses in the gas cell causes a
reduction of the probe pulse intensity as measured on the spectrometer. The red cross marks a low-
intensity feature that is tracked as a function of the temporal delay between the drive and probe (or
reference) pulses, in order to measure the spectral phase.

The diagnostic pulses were generated using one of the Gemini beams (central wavelength 800nm), tem-
porally synchronised with the drive beam. This beam was frequency doubled to 400 nm and split into
two temporally offset pulses using a Michelson interferometer with a path difference corresponding to
∆ζ ≈ 6 ps between the two arms. The pulses were subsequently chirped, and stretched to a pulse dur-
ation of approximately 1.35 ps, by propagating them through a 160mm long piece of BK7 glass. The
diagnostic pulses were injected co-axially with the drive beam by directing them through a holed mirror,
and on leaving the gas cell they were reflected by a dichroic mirror and a beamsplitter and directed at
normal incidence to a spherical mirror of focal length f = 2.5m (f/25). The collimated light from the
object plane, located a distance f from the spherical mirror, was returned through an optical wedge
onto a set of lenses: L1: f = 500mm and L2: f = −100mm forming a down-collimating telescope, L3:
f = 300mm) and a 10X microscopic lens (f = 20mm) used to image the beam onto the spectrometer.

A half wave plate (HWP) and polariser setup was used to filter out blue light generated in the plasma
by the drive beam. A simplified drawing of the layout is shown in Figure 1.

The peak intensity of the drive pulse at focus was estimated by using a camera to record the transverse
fluence profile of the focus. This was converted to a transverse intensity profile by using the measured
energy and duration of the pulse.

1.2 Spectral phase

The spectral phases of the diagnostic pulses (i.e. the probe and reference pulses) were measured by
recording the spectrum of the relevant diagnostic pulse after it had co-propagated through the gas cell
with the driver pulse. A sharp reduction in the spectral intensity of the diagnostic pulse was observed at
the local frequency corresponding to the point in the probe pulse which overlapped with the drive pulse.
This reduction of intensity was caused by the high refractive gradient at the ionization front produced
by the drive pulse. By tracking, as a function of the relative delay ζi of the drive pulse, the frequency at
which this intensity reduction occurred, it was possible to measured the “local” frequency ω(ζi) of the
diagnostic pulse. An example measurement is shown in Figure 2, for one temporal delay.

The measured frequency ω(ζi) was used to estimate the spectral phase in the following way. By measuring
the probe spectrum separately on a spectrometer we obtained its spectral amplitude |E(ω)|, from which
we could reconstruct the spectral representation of its electric field as E(ω) = |E(ω)| exp[φ(ω)]. Here
φ(ω) is the spectral phase to be estimated, assumed to be a third-order polynomial:

φ(ω) = φ0 + φ1(ω − ω0) +
1

2
φ2(ω − ω0)

2 +
1

6
φ3(ω − ω0)

3,

where the coefficients φ1, φ2, and φ3 are to be determined. By guessing initial values for these coefficients,
the temporal representation of the electric field can be obtained from the Fourier transform of E(ω),
E(ζ) = FT[E(ω)]. The temporal phase is obtained from its argument: ϕ(ζ) = arg[E(ζ)]. Noting that the
instantaneous frequency is given by the derivative of the temporal phase, ω(ζ) = dϕ(ζ)/dζ, we compared
this reconstructed frequency with the measured frequency ω(ζi) using the overlap technique described
above. We could improve on the guess of the the spectral phase φ(ω) and find the value that best

2



matched the measured instantaneous frequency by minimising the squared difference between these:

min
∑

i

(∣∣∣∣ωprobe,ref(ζi)−
dϕ(ζi)

dζ

∣∣∣∣
2
)
. (1)

Using this technique, φ2 (i.e. the GDD) was found to be 18 600(790) fs2 and 17 600(800) fs2 for the probe
(Figure 3a) and references pulses (Figure 3b), respectively. These values were used in the TESS analysis.

(a) (b)

Figure 3: Measurement of the spectral phase of the (a) probe and (b) reference pulses. The black dots
indicate the location of the ionisation front feature in time and frequency. The dashed lines show the
fitted first derivative of the temporal phase dϕ(ζ)/dζ of each pulse. The dotted lines show a linear fit to
the data.

2 The TESS analysis method

TESS is a simplified analysis method to obtain the wakefield amplitude from spectral interferometric data
obtained using an FDH diagnostic setup. Following Matlis et al. [1], let a propagating reference pulse,
ahead in time of the pump and probe pulses, and a probe pulse co-propagating with the wakefield be
described by Eref(ζ) and the phase-modulated probe pulse by E′

probe(ζ) = Eprobe(ζ) exp[iϕ0 sin(ωpeζ)],
where the wakefield is assumed to be sinusoidal with ϕ0 being the phase amplitude of the sinusoidal
wave, and ωpe the plasma frequency. Taking the Fourier transform of the probe pulse one obtains

E′
probe(ω) =

1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
Eprobe(ζ) exp[iϕ0 sin(ωpeζ)] exp(−iωζ)dζ. (2)

=
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
Eprobe(ζ)

∞∑

−∞
Jk(ϕ0) exp(ikωpeζ) exp(−iωζ)dζ (3)

=
∞∑

k=−∞
Jk(ϕ0)Eprobe(ω − kωpe), (4)

using the Jacobi-Anger expansion to express the phase term as an infinite sum of Bessel functions of the
first kind:

exp[iϕ0 sin(ωpeζ)] =
∞∑

k=−∞
Jk(ϕ0) exp(ikωpeζ). (5)
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The spectral interference intensity between the probe and reference pulses is given by:

S(ω) = |Eprobe(ω) + Eref(ω)|2. (6)

Using Equation (4), this can be expanded into a sum of the cross-terms of the probe and reference
spectra, as well as the different copies contained in the probe spectrum:

S(ω) = |Eprobe(ω)|2 + |Eref(ω)|2 + E∗
probe(ω)Eref(ω) + c.c. (7)

=
∑

m,n

Jn(ϕ0)Jm(ϕ0)E
∗
probe(ω − nωpe)Eprobe(ω −mωpe) + |Eref(ω)|2 (8)

+
∑

k

Jk(ϕ0)E
∗
ref(ω)Eprobe(ω − kωpe) exp(−iω∆ζ) + c.c.,

where c.c. stands for the complex conjugate of the previous term, and the Fourier shift theorem was used
to introduce ∆ζ, the temporal delay between the probe and reference pulses. The Fourier transform of
the spectral interferogram in Eq. (8) is given by:

S(ζ) =
∑

m

gm(ϕ0, ζ, ωpe)H(ζ,mωpe) +H(ζ, 0) +
∑

k

Jk(ϕ0)H(ζ −∆ζ, kωpe) + c.c., (9)

where the function H is given by:

H(ζ, ωpe) =
1√
2π

∫ ∞

−∞
E∗
ref(ω)Eprobe(ω − ωpe) exp(iωζ)dω, (10)

and the function g by:

gm(ϕ0, ζ, ωpe) =
∑

n

Jn(ϕ0)Jm+n(ϕ0) exp(inωpeζ). (11)

This can be rewritten as, defining H0(ζ) ≡ H(ζ, ωpe = 0)

S(ζ) =
∑

m

gm(ϕ0, ζ, ωpe)f(mωpe)H0(ζ +mτ) +H0(ζ)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
DC peak

(12)

+
∑

k

Jk(ϕ0)F(kωpe)H0(t−∆ζ + kτ) + c.c.

︸ ︷︷ ︸
Sidebands+satellites

, (13)

where τ ≡ φ(2)ωpe, and F(kωpe) is a spectral overlap factor, which in general is given by [2]:

F(kωpe) =

∫∞
−∞ |Eprobe(ω + kωp)||Eref(ω)|dω∫∞

−∞ |Eprobe(ω)||Eref(ω)|dω
. (14)

The measured probe and reference spectra and their spectral overlap factors are plotted in Figure 4.

The “sideband” term in equation (13) contains TESS satellite intensity peaks (k ̸= 0) and the sideband
caused by interference (k = 0). These peaks are plotted in Figure 5. In this figure is also shown the
dependence on the temporal separation between the TESS satellite peaks and the sideband term with
plasma density, due to variation of the ωpe term in τ . The ratio r between the first TESS satellite in
equation (13) (k = 1 term, evaluated at ζ = ∆ζ−τ) and the sideband (k = 0 term, evaluated at ζ = ∆ζ),
is:

r =
J1(ϕ0)F(ωpe)

J0(ϕ0)
. (15)

For small amplitudes ϕ0 ≪ 1, the Bessel functions of the first kind Jα can be expanded as:

Jα(ϕ0) ≈
1

(α− 1)!

(
ϕ0

2

)α

, (16)
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(a)

Measured

(b)

Figure 4: (a) Lineouts of the spectral intensities of the probe (red line) and reference pulses (blue line).
The dashed lines show Gaussian fits to these spectra. (b) spectral overlap function F(ωpe) as a function
of the electron density, for the measured spectra and Gaussian spectra fitted to the measured spectra.

with J0(ϕ0) ≈ 1 and J1(ϕ0) ≈ ϕ0/2. The phase amplitude ϕ0 can therefore be expressed as:

ϕ0 =
2r

F(ωpe)
. (17)

The plasma wave is assumed to be sinusoidal:

ne(ζ) = ne0 + δne sin(ωpeζ). (18)

The phase difference acquired by a laser of wavelength λ propagating through plasma is given by:

∆ϕ(ζ) =

∫
ne(ζ)e

2λ

4πϵ0me
dz. (19)

Inserting Equation (18) and removing the constant density term yields:

∆ϕ(ζ) =

∫
ω2
peλ

4π

δne

ne0
sin(ωpeζ)dz, (20)

with ω2
pe/ne0 = e2/ϵ0me. Assuming that there is no significant longitudinal variation this can be integ-

rated over the length L of the plasma:

∆ϕ(ζ) =
ω2
peλ

4π

δne

ne0
sin(ωpeζ)L. (21)

The phase amplitude is thus identified as:

ϕ0 =
ω2
peλ

4π

δne

ne0
L. (22)

Using Equation (17) the relative wakefield amplitude δne/ne0 is given by:

δne

ne0
= ϕ0

4π

ω2
peλL

(23)

=
2r

F(ωpe)

4π

ω2
peλL

. (24)
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Figure 5: (Top) Intensity of the Fourier transform of the recorded spectral interferograms. The three
TESS satellites on either side of the sideband at t = ∆ζ = 6 ps, and next to the DC band at t = 0 ps are
indicated. (Bottom) Waterfall plot of Fourier transformed interferograms for a range of cell pressures
P . For each Fourier transform a 1.7 µm wide strip, centred on the peak of the satellite, is shown. The
dashed line shows a parabolic fit to the satellite-to-sideband separation, using the satellites on the left
side of the sideband (see §3). The above plots are shown using a logarithmic intensity scale.

Figure 6: Plot showing a fit to the temporal separation τ between the sideband and the TESS satellites
as a function of plasma density. The red points assume that the pressure in the cell is that measured by
the gauge, Pmeas; the blue points assume that the true pressure in the cell is given by Pcell = αPmeas−P0.
For both plots that the electron density is calculated assuming complete ionization of the H2 gas at the
corresponding pressure. The horizontal error bars correspond to the pressure resolution of 1 mbar of the
pressure gauge, and the vertical bars show the estimated error of the TESS satellite location. The solid
(dashed) line shows a fit to the red (blue) points of the form τ = ωpeφ

(2).

3 Pressure scan

In addition to varying the temporal delay ζ to measure the wakefield amplitude over time, in a separate
experiment the pressure of hydrogen was was varied between 10 mbar and 40 mbar. A one-pixel wide
slice in the y-direction centred on the TESS peak was selected for each shot, and used to populate the

6



waterfall plot in Figure 5. The positions of the peaks relative to the sideband were then measured as
a function of plasma density. This data was used to fit the expression τ = φ(2)ωpe, using the GDD
(φ(2)) as the fitting parameter. Fitting directly to the data, a GDD value of φ(2) = 15 203(327) fs2 was
obtained. However, it was observed that the data appeared to be offset from this simple fit, as can be
seen in Figure 6. This is likely caused by a drop in pressure between the location of the pressure gauge,
which was connected to the gas pipe at a distance of ∼ 2m from the cell. A second fit was therefore
performed, where the pressure in the cell was assumed to be given by: Pcell = α(Pgauge −P0), where the
offset P0 accounts for any potential calibration offset.With this method the fitted parameters were found
to be α = 0.96, P0 = 3mbar, and φ(2) = 16 946(81) fs2, which is also shown in Figure 6 (where the offset
and shift parameters have been applied to the measured data rather than to the fit). This value of the
GDD is within ∼ 10% of that obtained using the spectral blowout technique described in Section 1.2,
confirming the that the procedure adopted for relating the cell pressure to the gauge pressure is correct.

4 Particle-in-cell simulations

Numerical simulations of the experiments were performed with the relativistic particle-in-cell code smilei
[3] on the ARCHER UK National Supercomputing Service and the Oxford Advanced Research Comput-
ing (ARC) Arcus-B cluster, using the same parameters as used in the experiment (the parameters used
in the simulations are summarized in Table 1). In the simulations, the plasma has a longitudinal and
transverse extent of 240 µm (8λp) and 160 µm, respectively, at a uniform plasma density, ne0 = 9.7×1017

cm−3. The simulation window was fixed, and boundaries were absorptive to electromagnetic radiation
and reflective to electron and ion particles. The wakefield amplitude was calculated from that of the
electric field of the Fourier mode corresponding to the wakefield plasma oscillation. Modulations of the
longitudinal electric field developed within two picoseconds after excitation in the simulations, on a scale
much smaller than the wakefield wavelength (∼ 1.3 µm versus λp ≈ 30 µm).

Table 1: Parameters of plasma, and drive and probe laser beams.

Simulation laser and plasma parameters

Drive pulse parameters:
Wavelength [nm] 800
Pulse duration [FWHM] [fs] 40
Pulse width [FWHM] [µm] 45

Peak intensity [Wm−2] 1 × 1018

a0 0.5
Plasma parameters:

ne [m−3] 9.7 × 1023

λD [µm] 0.025
∆x [λD] 1
∆y [λD] 5
∆t [tCFL] 0.95
nppc 64
xmax [λp] 8
ymax [µm] 160

5 Estimating the plasma temperature

Table 2: Simulation parameters used in 2D PIC simulations to estimate the plasma electron temperature.

Parameter Value Unit

Particles per cell 32 -
Simulation length 150 µm
Simulation width 300 µm
Resolution (along laser axis) 0.05 λ
Resolution (perpendicular to laser axis) 0.1 λ
Gas species H2 -

Plasma density 9.7 × 1017 cm−3

Laser temporal duration 48.9 fs
Laser spot width 52.3 µm

Laser intensity 6.5 × 1017 Wcm−2
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In order to estimate the parameter W , which determines whether the modulational instability is in
the strong or weak field regime, for the experimental conditions described in this paper we need an
estimate of the temperature after ionisation in the plasma. To obtain this estimate, we performed
2D particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations in the code Extendable PIC Open Collaboration (EPOCH) [4].
EPOCH includes ionisation models, which take into account both tunnelling and barrier suppression
ionisation pathways [5]. Collisional ionisation is a third pathway that is less important in the case of
short-pulse laser ionisation; with a measured ionisation cross-section of hydrogen of σ ≈ 5 × 10−17 cm2

[6] for non-relativistic electrons with quiver velocities vosc = a0c ≈ 0.5c (with a0 ≈ 0.5), the ionisation
rate is approximately given by:

W = neσvosc[s
−1] ≈ 0.72 ps−1. (25)

Since collisional ionisation is important over the scale of picoseconds rather than femtoseconds, as is the
case for short-pulse laser ionisation, we neglected this contribution in the simulations. The simulation
parameters, which were chosen to be equal to the experimental parameters, are summarised in Table 2.
Two different methods were used for estimating the temperature from these simulations. In the first,
which is a built-in temperature probe in EPOCH, the temperature is approximated as the standard
deviation of the total momentum in each simulation cell i,

kbTi ≈
⟨p2⟩i
2m

. (26)

Averaging along the axis of laser propagation, we obtained an average on-axis temperature of 2.75 eV.
The second way of approximating the temperature is by measuring the random (thermal) motion of the
electrons, from which we obtained the thermal energy distribution Ethermal = p2thermal/2m. During the
time that the drive laser spends in the plasma slab, there is a strong coherent quiver motion at the
laser frequency. By filtering out this low-frequency component from the momentum we are left with
only the thermal component from which we estimated the thermal energy distribution. The temperature
was obtained using a fit of the Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution, with the temperature T as the fitting
parameter:

fE(E, T ) = 2

√
E

π

(
1

kBT

)3/2

exp

( −E

kBT

)
. (27)

The laser-ionisation processes investigated in this paper do not initially lead to a thermal distribution.
Over time however, the electrons will equilibrate to a thermal distribution through collisions. We found
that the simulation results could be well characterised as a sum of two approximately equal electron
populations with different temperatures T1 and T2, with T1 = 0.26 eV and T2 = 1.54 eV. Coulomb colli-
sions between these two populations lead to a thermal distribution after a short time. This equilibration
process may be described by [7]:

dTα

dt
=
∑

β

ν̄α\βϵ (Tβ − Tα) , (28)

where the Spitzer collision frequency is given by:

ν̄α\βϵ = 1.8× 10−19
(mαmβ)

1/2
Z2
αZ

2
βnβ lnλ

(mαTβ +mβTα)
3/2

s−1. (29)

For electron-electron equilibration mα,β = me, Zα = Zβ = 1. Since it was found that the populations
were approximately equal in size, we used nα = nβ = 0.5ne.

The Coulomb logarithm for these parameters is lnλ ≈ 13.7. The equilibration time was defined as [7]

τα/βϵ ≡ 1

ν̄
α\β
ϵ

≈ 1.7× 105
(Tα[eV] + Tβ [eV])

3
2

nβ [cm−3] lnλ
s ≈ 0.1 ps. (30)

With the low temperature obtained in the simulation, one sees that τ ≪ 1 ps. The two different plasma
electron will also become isotropic on a similar timescale [8], and will therefore be fully thermalised
on a time scale much shorter than the picosecond timescale relevant for the wakefield decay process.
The final electron temperature used was the average between the two methods outlined in this section,
T = 2.75/2 + (0.26/2 + 1.54/2)/2 ≈ 2 eV.
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[3] J. Derouillat, A. Beck, F. Pérez et al. ‘Smilei : A collaborative, open-source, multi-purpose particle-
in-cell code for plasma simulation’. In: Computer Physics Communications 222 (2018), pp. 351
–373. issn: 0010-4655. doi: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpc.2017.09.024. url: http:
//www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0010465517303314.

[4] T. D. Arber, K. Bennett, C. S. Brady et al. ‘Contemporary particle-in-cell approach to laser-plasma
modelling’. In: Plasma Physics and Controlled Fusion 57.11 (2015). issn: 13616587. doi: 10.1088/
0741-3335/57/11/113001.

[5] Alistair L.-D. ‘Ionisation effects for laser-plasma interactions by particle-in-cell code’. PhD thesis.
University of Warwick, 2013. url: https://core.ac.uk/download/pdf/18174584.pdf.

[6] M. B. Shah, D. S. Elliott and H. B. Gilbody. ‘Pulsed crossed-beam study of the ionisation of atomic
hydrogen by electron impact’. In: Journal of Physics B: Atomic and Molecular Physics 20.14 (1987),
pp. 3501–3514. issn: 00223700. doi: 10.1088/0022-3700/20/14/022.

[7] D. B. Melrose. ‘Plasma formulary’. In: Instabilities in Space and Laboratory Plasmas (2011), pp. xi–
xii. doi: 10.1017/cbo9780511564123.002.

[8] L. Spitzer Jr. Physics of fully ionized gases. English. N.Y.: Dover Publications, 2006. isbn: 0486449823
9780486449821.

9


