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In a conventional radio-frequency (RF) particle accelerator, the 
accelerating field is limited to approximately 100 MV/m by break-
downs in the metallic accelerator cavities. Consequently, X-ray 
free-electron lasers1,2 (FELs), used in photon-science research 
with energy of order 10 GeV, are long and expensive. This is even 
more so for linear electron-positron colliders at the TeV scale3,4. 
By exchanging the accelerating medium from a metal to a plasma, 
which is not limited by breakdown effects, plasma-based accelera-
tors can provide accelerating fields as high as 100 GV/m, 1000 
times larger than RF accelerators. In principle, this promises to 
make accelerators significantly shorter and cheaper. 

Plasma-based acceleration5–8 can occur when an intense laser 
pulse or charged-particle beam (known as a driver) traverses a 
plasma, expelling plasma electrons in its path and driving a 
charge-density wave behind it—a so-called plasma wake. The 
resulting separation of electrons and ions creates strong 
electromagnetic fields, or plasma wakefields, which can be used 
both to accelerate and focus a trailing particle bunch. In beam-
driven plasma-wakefield accelerators (PWFAs), experiments have 
already demonstrated large energy gain9,10, high energy-transfer 
efficiency from the driver to the trailing bunch11, acceleration 
across multi-metre-scale accelerator stages12, as well as potential 
for high repetition rate13.  

Excellent beam quality is also required for many applications. 
This includes high charge, short bunch length, low energy spread, 

and low emittance—all different facets of a high charge density in 
phase space, also known as beam brightness. In particular, 
emittance, which determines how tightly a beam can be focused, 
strongly affects the performance of FELs and linear colliders. 
Typically, FELs demand 100-pC-scale bunches of sub-100 fs 
duration with 0.1% energy spreads and emittances of order 1 mm-
mrad. Linear colliders, on the other hand, require nC-scale 
charge, sub-1% energy spread, and emittances as low as 0.01 mm-
mrad. For plasma accelerators to be a compact, more affordable 
alternative to RF accelerators, each stage must not only accelerate 
with high gradient, efficiency, and repetition rate, but also 
preserve these beam qualities. 

Recent experiments have demonstrated that both charge and 
energy spread can be preserved in a PWFA14–16, and that a 
sufficient beam brightness can be maintained during a small 
energy boost while still allowing FEL gain at infrared wavelengths 
to occur17. However, preservation of emittance at the level 
required for scaling to large energy gain has until now not been 
established. 

A beam’s root-mean-square (rms) normalized emittance,18 εn, 
represents the area of its rms ellipse in transverse phase space, 
given by , where x is the offset from the 
nominal trajectory and  is the transverse momentum 
normalized by the particle mass m and the speed of light in 
vacuum c. This quantity is preserved during both acceleration and 
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Radio-frequency particle accelerators are engines of discovery, powering 
high-energy physics and photon science, but are also large and expensive 
due to their limited accelerating fields. Plasma-wakefield accelerators 
(PWFAs) provide orders-of-magnitude stronger fields in the charge-density 
wave behind a particle bunch travelling in a plasma, promising particle ac-
celerators of greatly reduced size and cost. However, PWFAs can easily de-
grade the beam quality of the bunches they accelerate. Emittance, which 
determines how tightly beams can be focused, is a critical beam quality in 
for instance colliders and free-electron lasers, but is particularly prone to 
degradation. We demonstrate, for the first time, emittance preservation in 
a high-gradient and high-efficiency PWFA while simultaneously preserving 
charge and energy spread. This establishes that PWFAs can accelerate 
without degradation—essential for energy boosters in photon science and 
multistage facilities for compact high-energy particle colliders.
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beam focusing provided the focusing field is linear (i.e., 
proportional to the transverse offset), as is the case in ideal 
quadrupole magnets. Similarly, in the uniform ion channel of a 
nonlinear plasma accelerator operating in the blowout 
regime19,20, the focusing field is also linear, and thus the emittance 
of an accelerating electron bunch can, in principle, be preserved. 

However, many sources of emittance growth can complicate 
this picture21. Firstly, a bunch externally injected into a plasma-
accelerator stage must be tightly focused to fit within the 10–100 
µm-scale plasma cavity, and its beta function22 (i.e., the Rayleigh 
range for a focused particle beam) must be precisely matched to 
the strong focusing forces therein to prevent an oscillation of the 
beam size23. Any mismatch causes phase mixing in bunches with 
finite energy spreads24 and can lead to sampling of the nonlinear 
focusing fields near the edge of the cavity, both of which increase 
emittance. Similar effects occur if the bunch is transversely 
misaligned25,26. The wakefield driver can also indirectly cause 
emittance growth; in certain cases, particle-beam drivers can 
develop a hose instability27, which leads to rapid fluctuation of the 
fields experienced by the trailing bunch. Additionally, if the beam 
driver has sufficient charge density, it can move ions towards the 
axis, forming an ion-density spike with highly nonlinear focusing 
fields28. Lastly, Coulomb collisions between beam and gas or 
plasma particles can increase the emittance through 
scattering29,30. To avoid emittance growth, all these effects must 
be evaluated and, if necessary, mitigated. 

Results 
Experimental setup 
In this work, we demonstrate preservation of emittance in a 
beam-driven plasma-accelerator stage, while simultaneously pre-
serving charge and energy spread. This was accomplished at the 
FLASHForward plasma-accelerator facility31 at DESY, employing 
stable and high-quality beams from the FEL facility FLASH32. 
Electron bunches from a photocathode source were accelerated to 

1050 MeV by superconducting RF cavities, compressed in two 
magnetic chicanes, and linearized in longitudinal phase space by 
a third-harmonic cavity. Active-feedback systems were used to 
stabilize the charge, energy, orbit, and bunch length. Two bunch-
es were created in a horizontally dispersive section using a three-
component mask33: two block collimators to remove the head and 
tail of the bunch, and a notch collimator to split it into a driver- 
and trailing-bunch pair (see the “Methods” section). Downstream 
quadrupole and sextupole magnets in a region of large dispersion 
were then adjusted to align the two bunches transversely. In the 
subsequent straight section, nine quadrupole magnets were used 
to focus the beam strongly at the entrance of a 50 mm-long capil-
lary filled with argon gas (see Fig. 1a), around which two beam-
position monitors (BPMs) measured the beam trajectory. The 
beam arrived 9.68  µs after a high-voltage discharge ionized the 
argon, resulting in a central plasma density of approximately 
1.2×1016 cm–3 with upstream and downstream density ramps (see 
“Methods” and Supplementary Fig. 4).  

The main diagnostics, downstream of the plasma-accelerator 
stage, were two electron energy spectrometers based on 1 m-long 
dipole magnets; one for broad-band spectrum measurements on 
a gadolinium-oxysulfide (GadOx) screen situated outside the 
vacuum, and another for high-resolution, energy-resolved 
emittance measurements on an in-vacuum cerium-doped 
gadolinium-aluminium-gallium-garnet (GAGG:Ce) screen. Five 
quadrupoles were used to capture and point-to-point image the 
electron beam from the plasma-cell exit (the object plane) to one 
of the two screens (the image plane). 

Characterization of the operating point 
A multi-parameter optimization varying the incoming electron 
beam and the plasma density, as developed in a previous publica-
tion14, resulted in the operating point visualized by the particle-in-
cell (PIC) simulation shown in Fig. 1b (see “Methods” and Sup-
plementary Fig. 10), which indicates a peak accelerating field of 
approximately 1.4 GV m-1. The trailing bunch gained up to 40 MeV 
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Fig. 1 | Setup. a, Two electron bunches were focused by quadrupole magnets into a plasma created by a high-voltage discharge, then captured and imaged with an-
other set of quadrupoles onto one of two dipole spectrometers. b, A PIC simulation with plasma (blue colour scale) and beam electrons (orange colour scale) shows 
the leading driver bunch creating a wake in which a trailing bunch experiences GV m-1 on-axis accelerating fields (black line) and strong transverse focusing; x and ξ 
= z − ct denote the directions perpendicular and parallel to the direction of motion, respectively. c, The resulting energy spectrum, measured by a broad-band spec-
trometer, shows that the driver loses energy (white arrow) and the trailing bunch gains energy (blue arrow), with high stability. d–f, Representative shots on a down-
stream high-resolution spectrometer show that the trailing bunch had consistent charge before (d) and after acceleration (e), and (f) a slightly reduced full-width-at-
half-maximum (FWHM) energy spread in the accelerated spectrum (blue area) compared to the initial spectrum (orange area). All emittance measurements were 
performed using the high-resolution spectrometer.
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of energy per particle at an energy-transfer efficiency of around 
22% (see “Methods” and Supplementary Fig. 6), measured with 
the broad-band spectrometer (see Fig. 1c), and had approximately 
40 pC of charge both before and after acceleration, measured with 
the high-resolution spectrometer (see Fig. 1d–e). The reduced 
energy spread of the accelerated spectrum (see Fig. 1f) together 
with the observed high energy-transfer efficiency indicate that the 
wakefield was strongly beam loaded34. This effect is also observed 
in the PIC simulation, which indicates that the wakefield was un-
der-loaded in the low-density ramp regions and over-loaded in the 
high-density central region, resulting in an approximately uni-
form wakefield when longitudinally averaged (see “Methods”). In 
this case, where a small low-energy distribution tail was intro-
duced during acceleration, the energy spread is quantified using 
the full-width at half maximum (FHWM), as this correlates better 
with peak spectral density (the quantity most relevant to ap-
plications) compared to the more conventional rms (see “Meth-
ods”). 

Preservation of emittance 
Figure 2 demonstrates preservation of the projected (i.e., aver-
aged over all energy slices), normalized emittance in the horizon-
tal plane; starting at 2.85 ± 0.07 mm-mrad, measured with the 
plasma cell extracted, and ending up at 2.80 ± 0.09 mm-mrad after 
acceleration in the plasma. The root-mean-square (rms) horizon-
tal beam size was measured across a range of object planes by 
varying the strength of the imaging quadrupoles (see “Methods” 
and Supplementary Fig. 7), while keeping a constant magnifica-
tion as well as a constant object plane in the vertical (dispersive) 
plane to ensure high energy resolution (see Figs. 2b–c). This mul-
ti-shot measurement was only possible due to the high stability of 
the interaction (see Fig. 1c). The divergence was measured to be 
0.28 mrad rms both before and after acceleration, with corre-
sponding virtual-waist beam sizes of 5.0 and 4.7 µm rms. The 
screen resolution, measured to be 6.2 µm rms (see “Methods” and 
Supplementary Fig. 5), affected the measurement minimally, as 
the quadrupole imaging magnified the beam size by a factor 7.9, 
thereby allowing sub-µm beam features to be resolved. The 

preservation of emittance was achieved simultaneously with that 
of charge and relative energy spread: these were within the 68th 
percentile range of their initial values in 41% and 62% of all shots, 
respectively (see Figs. 2d–e). 

Comparison to particle-in-cell simulations 
The evolution of the beam inside the plasma can be estimated via 
simulation (see Fig. 2a). This suggests that the trailing bunch was 
focused down to a beam size of less than 2 µm rms, undergoing 
880° of phase advance (i.e., nearly five betatron envelope oscilla-
tions). The emittance was preserved even in the presence of a 
small mismatch of the beta function; the expected emittance 
growth after full phase mixing24 is 10%, but this was never 
reached because the decoherence length for a per-mille-level 
energy spread would be tens of metres. Moreover, since the driver 
was focused 21.3 ± 0.3 mm upstream compared to the trailing 
bunch (due to the chromaticity of the final-focusing quadrupoles) 
and had a higher emittance, the transverse size of the driver was 
relatively large, which both suppressed the hose instability35 and 
resulted in negligible motion of argon ions on the timescale of 
one plasma oscillation. Emittance growth from Coulomb scatter-
ing, estimated analytically from the simulation to be 1.1×10−4 mm-
mrad, was also negligible due to the small beta function inside the 
plasma cell29. 

Emittance growth from misalignment 
Ultimately, the main experimental challenge was to reduce mis-
alignment and mismatching of the incoming bunch sufficiently to 
avoid sampling the nonlinear focusing fields in the electron 
sheath surrounding the plasma cavity. The emittance-preserving 
operating point shown in Fig. 2 was found using high-precision 
scans of two key parameters: the angle between the trajectories of 
the driver and the trailing bunch (see Fig. 3), and the longitudinal 
waist location of the focused trailing bunch (see Fig. 4). At each 
point in these scans, an object-plane scan such as that shown in 
Fig. 2 was performed. 

Figure 3 shows the effect of misalignment on the emittance. 
The angle between the driver and the trailing bunch was scanned 
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Fig. 2 | Preservation of projected, normalized emittance. a, The imaged beam size is shown for a range of object planes around the plasma cell, measured with the 
plasma cell extracted (orange points) and inserted into the beam path (blue points). The screen resolution (green dotted line) is negligible. Note that the imaged 
beam size does not represent the beam size as it was inside the plasma cell, but instead that of the resulting virtual waist. Fits of the virtual-waist evolution (orange 
and blue lines) demonstrate that the normalized emittance, εn, was preserved to within the fit error. The evolution of the beam size throughout the plasma cell is 
estimated using a PIC simulation (gray line). b–c, The measurement was performed by scanning the object plane of a point-to-point imaging spectrometer, first with 
the plasma cell extracted (b, 210 shots) and subsequently inserted (c, 420 shots); projections in energy and transverse position are displayed in the upper and lower 
panels, respectively. d–e, The insets show the charge, Q, and relative energy spread, σE/E, before (orange lines) and after acceleration (blue histograms).
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by varying the horizontal dispersion with a quadrupole magnet in 
the upstream dispersive section. Since the mean energy of the two 
bunches was slightly different (by 0.9%), this dispersion resulted 
in a relative misalignment (by up to ∆x’ = ±1.2 mrad). However, 
because the corresponding range of quadrupole strengths (±1.5%) 
as well as the beam size in this quadrupole were both small, the 
beam-waist location remained within a range of 2–7 mm 
downstream of that of the emittance-preserving operating point, 
while the waist beta function changed by less than ±25% (see 
“Methods” and Supplementary Fig. 2). The initial emittance were 
measured at optimal alignment (∆x’ ≈ 0), where modelling of 
induced intra-bunch dispersion adds up to ±6% to the uncertainty 
of the projected emittance for misaligned bunches (see 
“Methods”). 

After inserting the plasma cell, optimal alignment resulted in a 
projected emittance somewhat lower than the initial projected 
emittance, close to the initial slice emittance of the central energy 
slice. This may be explained by an intrinsic intra-bunch 
dispersion within the trailing bunch (measured to be 0.1 mrad per 
0.1% of energy) that exists even as the driver and trailing bunch 
centroids were aligned. If charge is lost from the tail of the trailing 
bunch during acceleration, which is consistent with observations 
(central error bar in Fig. 3e), this can reduce the intra-bunch 
dispersion and hence decrease the projected emittance. Away 
from optimal alignment, the emittance was observed to grow with 
increased misalignment. The spectrometer images in Figs. 3a and 
3c, corresponding to large misalignments, show evidence of 
interaction with nonuniform focusing fields, deflecting the bunch 
tail and resulting in a higher charge loss. An asymmetry is also 
observed in Fig. 3d and 3e, likely caused by the intrinsic intra-
bunch dispersion and the small shift in waist location and beta 
function across the scan. 

Emittance growth from mismatching 
Using optimally aligned bunches, the matching of the beam was 
varied. Figure 4 shows a scan of the beam-waist location across a 
33-mm range around the plasma-cell entrance, performed by 
fine-tuning the strength of a final-focusing quadrupole (by 
±0.65%). The optics in the final-focusing section was set up such 
that the beam size in this quadrupole was much larger in the hori-
zontal plane than in the vertical plane, allowing the horizontal 
waist location to be adjusted independently of the vertical waist 
location. The driver- and trailing-bunch waist locations were mea-
sured separately at each step of the scan using a two-BPM mea-
surement technique36 where the distribution of the orbit jitter 
serves as a proxy for the beam (see “Methods”). This measure-
ment also indicated that the relative separation between the waist 
locations of the driver (focused upstream) and the trailing bunch 
(focused downstream) remained fixed at 21.3 mm, and that their 
waist beta functions stayed approximately constant throughout 
the scan. 

 The emittance was observed to increase dramatically when the 
beam was focused upstream of the plasma-cell entrance (see Fig. 
4a). Conversely, when focused downstream, the emittance stayed 
approximately constant. However, in this case, significant loss of 
charge was observed for beam-waist locations beyond +10 mm 
(see Fig. 4c). This asymmetric behaviour may be explained by the 
accompanying change in driver focusing: focused upstream, the 
lower-density driver takes longer to establish a blowout cavity, 
which initially causes the trailing bunch to experience nonlinear 
focusing; focused downstream, the emittance-preserving blowout 
cavity is established immediately, but the large beam size of the 
mismatched trailing bunch causes it to lose charge from 
defocusing in the cavity walls.  

Ultimately, locating the emittance-preserving operating point 
(see Fig. 2) required a fine-tuning of the quadrupoles used for 
alignment and matching at the level of 0.2% and 0.1%, 
respectively. 

Preservation of beam brightness 
A more unified comparison of all beam qualities before and after 
acceleration can be made using the projected three-dimensional 
(3D) beam brightness, calculated by dividing the peak spectral 
density by the projected emittance (see “Methods”). The simulta-
neous preservation of emittance, charge, and energy spread im-
plies that the 3D beam brightness in the horizontal plane was pre-
served (see Fig. 4e); 39% of shots in a 9-mm range of waist loca-
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Fig. 3 | Emittance growth due to misalignment. a–c, Spectrometer images, 
captured with the plasma cell inserted and at an object plane 65 mm upstream 
of the plasma-cell exit, show how the accelerated trailing bunch is distorted by 
misalignment (a and c) compared to optimal alignment (b). This scan was 
performed at a beam-waist location 2–7 mm downstream of that of the emit-
tance-preserving operating point (see Fig. 2), resulting in a small charge loss 
around the optimal alignment. d, Projected emittance measurements (blue 
error bars) are shown for a scan of angles between the driver and trailing 
bunches. The initial projected emittance (orange line), measured with the 
plasma cell extracted and at optimal alignment, where the error (light orange 
area) increases with misalignment to account for emittance growth from 
dispersion. The initial slice emittance is also shown (orange dotted line). e, A 
somewhat asymmetric charge loss is observed, likely caused by a small initial 
angular dispersion. f, The energy spread remained preserved throughout the 
scan. In d, error bars represent the best-fit value and fit error, whereas in e–f 
they represent the median and 68th percentile range of the shot distributions.
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tions fell within the 68th percentile range of the initial brightness. 
Moreover, bunch lengthening does not typically occur within a 
plasma accelerator, implying that the 4D brightness was also like-
ly to have been preserved. Lastly, although it could not be mea-
sured in this experiment, the axial symmetry of a plasma acceler-
ator suggests that emittance preservation can also be demonstrat-
ed in the vertical plane (Methods), ultimately resulting in full 6D 
beam-brightness preservation. 

Discussion 
While the emittance preservation achieved in this experiment 
(see Fig. 2) was associated with modest energy gain, the plasma 
accelerator was sufficiently long to require the same techniques 
and level of precision in the alignment and matching (see Figs. 3 

and 4) that would also be required in longer plasma cells neces-
sary for larger energy gain. 

Whether emittance preservation can be achieved for larger 
energy gain can be tested via simulation. Starting from a PIC 
simulation that agrees with our experimental results (see 
Supplementary Fig. 10), we simulate identical input beams and 
plasma-density ramps but extend the central flat-top density to 
500 mm. This results in significantly more energy gain (~700 MeV) 
while still preserving the emittance to within the measurement 
error (see “Methods” and Supplementary Fig. 11). 

Reaching even larger energy gain can be accomplished either 
by further increasing the length of the stage or by using multiple 
stages37. For much longer acceleration distances, the main 
challenge will be to suppress transverse instabilities. The hose 
instability of the driver can be mitigated by increasing its 
transverse beam size35, as in this experiment, and further 
suppressed by the large energy spread induced by deceleration38. 
However, the trailing bunch may still develop a beam-breakup 
instability39,40, especially if operated at high energy-transfer 
efficiency. While beam breakup was not a problem for our 
parameters—the centroid offset can be estimated41 to grow by less 
than ~0.5% (or ~86% for an extended stage with ~700 MeV energy 
gain)—it can in general be mitigated by detuning the betatron-
oscillation frequency of different slices within the bunch. 
Methods include introducing an energy chirp42 or a controlled 
amount of ion motion to provide nonuniform focusing within the 
bunch43,44—strategies that must be carefully balanced against 
their potential for additional emittance growth. Connecting 
multiple plasma-accelerator stages, on the other hand, presents 
another set of challenges for emittance preservation45; including 
chromaticity46, distortion from in- and out-coupling devices47, as 
well as nonlinear fields in compact focusing devices such as active 
plasma lenses48–50. 

In summary, we have demonstrated that beam quality, and in 
particular the emittance, can be preserved in a plasma-wakefield 
accelerator stage. This is a crucial step toward compact, high-
energy particle accelerators for applications such as high-
brightness FELs or high-luminosity linear colliders, where the 
performance critically depends on emittance and other beam 
qualities. 

Methods 
Electron driver- and trailing-bunch generation 
The FLASH linac provided electron bunches with 880 pC of charge 
from a photocathode source, accelerated to 1050 MeV by super-
conducting RF cavities. The bunches were compressed with two 
magnetic chicanes to a bunch length of 285 µm rms, and approx-
imately linearized in longitudinal phase space with a third-har-
monic cavity. Active feedbacks for charge, energy, bunch length, 
and orbit were used to stabilize the operation over the multi-hour 
data-acquisition period. A double-bunch temporal structure was 
created by dispersing the electrons in energy in the horizontal 
plane onto two block collimators33 that removed the high- and 
low-energy tails, as well as a notch collimator that split the bunch 
into a leading driver (400 pC) and a trailing bunch (40 pC). 

Transverse alignment and final focusing 
Horizontal alignment of the two bunches was accomplished by 
adjusting a quadrupole and a sextupole, located downstream of 
the collimators in a region of large horizontal dispersion, in order 
to cancel first- and second-order tilts51. Vertical alignment was not 
critical, as negligible vertical dispersion was introduced through-
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Beam waist outside

Plasma cell

Beam waist inside

Fig. 4 | Evolution of beam qualities and 3D brightness with mismatching. a, 
The projected emittance (blue error bar) increased when the beam was fo-
cused upstream of the plasma-cell entrance. Focused downstream, the initial 
emittance (orange line) was preserved and even reduced down to the initial 
slice emittance (orange dotted line). b, Throughout the scan, the virtual-waist 
beta function β* varied significantly, consistent with a change in matching. c, 
With the beam waist at the plasma-cell entrance, the charge was preserved for 
roughly half the shots (see Fig. 2d), whereas as the waist moves away from the 
entrance, charge is progressively lost. d, The energy spread was similarly 
preserved for most scan steps. e, Combining the above beam qualities, the 
projected 3D beam brightness was preserved for beam-waist locations in the 
range from 0 to +9 mm. In a–b, error bars represent the best-fit value and fit 
error, whereas in c–e they represent the median and 68th percentile range of 
the shot distributions.
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out the beam line. Final focusing was performed using nine 
quadrupoles in a 13 m-long straight section just downstream of 
the dispersive section. These quadrupoles were optimized to focus 
the beam to small beta functions while minimizing the first-order 
chromaticity in both planes (Supplementary Fig. 1). The longitu-
dinal position of the beam waist, located close to the plasma-cell 
entrance, was precisely adjusted in the horizontal plane using the 
third-last quadrupole before the plasma cell, where the horizontal 
beta function was 6.8 times larger than in the vertical plane, and 
adjusted in the vertical plane using the second-last quadrupole, 
where the vertical beta function was 7 times larger than in the 
horizontal plane. While the beam was strongly focused and the 
beam current was high, space-charge effects were nevertheless 
negligible due to the GeV-level particle energy. 

Beam-waist measurements 
The location and beta function of the beam waist, as well as the 
relative misalignment between the driver and the trailing bunch, 
were estimated using a BPM-based measurement technique de-
veloped in a previous publication36, where the multi-shot distribu-
tion of the orbit jitter is used as a proxy for the beam. Supplemen-
tary Figure 2 shows these beam-waist parameters measured at 
each step of the scans shown in Fig. 3 (horizontal alignment scan) 
and Fig. 4 (horizontal beam-waist location scan). The fit in Sup-
plementary Fig. 2c was used for angular calibration in Fig. 3, and 
the fit in Supplementary Fig. 2d was used for the calibration of 
beam-waist locations in Fig. 4. 

Longitudinal-phase-space measurements 
The charge distribution of the electron bunches in longitudinal 
phase space was characterized using a PolariX-type52 X-band RF 
transverse-deflection structure (TDS) placed 33 m downstream of 
the plasma cell. During this measurement, no beam–plasma in-
teraction took place. The electron bunches were streaked vertical-
ly by the TDS and horizontally dispersed by a dipole magnet onto 
an in-vacuum GAGG:Ce screen. In order to maximize the resolu-
tion, three quadrupole magnets were used to point-to-point image 
in the dispersive plane, from the TDS to the measurement screen, 
and parallel-to-point image in the streaking plane. Supplementary 
Figure 3 shows the longitudinal phase space of the double-bunch 
structure using a two-point tomographic reconstruction53 based 
on both zero crossings in order to remove distortions caused by 
dispersion. This reconstruction shows that the driver had an aver-
age peak current of 1.0 kA and a bunch length of 42 µm rms (140 
fs rms), while the trailing bunch had an average peak current of 
0.44 kA and a bunch length of 11 µm rms (37 fs rms). The cen-
troids of the two bunches were separated by 195 µm (650 fs). Indi-
vidual shots (Supplementary Fig. 3a–b) show evidence of a mi-
crobunching instability54; however, these microbunches do not 
significantly affect the plasma wake as their wavelength of ~10 µm 
(~33 fs) is much shorter than the minimum plasma wavelength of 
~300 µm (~1 ps). 

Plasma generation and density measurements 
The plasma was generated using a discharge capillary55, consist-
ing of a 1.5 mm-diameter, 50 mm-long channel milled from two 
sapphire blocks. Argon gas doped with 3% hydrogen continuously 
flowed into the capillary via two gas inlets, located 2.5 mm from 
the entrance and exit. Using a backing pressure of 30 mbar, the 
resulting capillary pressure was 9 mbar, as measured with a pres-
sure sensor connected close to the gas inlet. Short (400 ns flat-top), 
high-voltage (25 kV), high-current (400 A) discharge pulses be-
tween two electrodes at the capillary entrance and exit were used 

to ignite the plasma, after which the density decayed exponential-
ly with a half-life of 2.1 µs (Supplementary Fig. 4a). This was mea-
sured using spectral-line broadening of the H-alpha line56, ob-
served with an optical spectrometer collecting light from the full 
capillary radius in a 7-mm longitudinal region near the centre of 
the plasma cell, integrating over 0.2 µs on an intensified camera. 
The beam arrived 9.68 µs after the initial discharge, at which time 
the radially averaged plasma density at the centre of the plasma 
cell had decayed to approximately 8×1015 cm-3. The longitudinal 
plasma-density profile, measured by displacing the cell longitudi-
nally57, is consistent with a Gaussian-like density profile (Supple-
mentary Fig. 4b). The radial plasma-density profile was not mea-
sured, but the on-axis density during the period of exponential 
decay (beyond ~2 µs) is expected to be approximately 50% higher 
than the measured average (i.e., 1.2×1016 cm-3); this effect is ob-
served when electron beams are translated radially inside the 
capillary, as well as in magnetohydrodynamic simulations58. Low-
density longitudinal ramps outside the plasma cell, which can 
affect the beta function, could also not be measured. Neverthe-
less, as a best estimate for PIC simulations, we assumed an in-
verse-square profile (reaching half density 4 mm outside the elec-
trodes of the cell) based on observed cone-shaped light emissions. 

Broad-band and high-resolution imaging spectrometers 
Two electron-energy spectrometers were used in this experiment, 
one for broad-band spectrum measurements and another for the 
high-resolution emittance measurements, both using a 1.07 m-
long vertically dispersive dipole magnet. Five quadrupole mag-
nets with a 5 mm bore radius were used to point-to-point image 
the diverging electron bunches from the plasma cell to the mea-
surement screens. The broad-band spectrometer used an out-of-
vacuum scintillator screen (GadOx), giving a spatial resolution of 
approximately 50 µm rms, placed 4 m downstream of the plasma 
cell, resulting in a horizontal beam-imaging magnification of a 
factor -3. The high-resolution spectrometer used an in-vacuum 
scintillator screen (GAGG:Ce) located 7.3 m downstream of the 
plasma cell, resulting in a larger horizontal magnification of -7.9. 
The corresponding vertical magnification was approximately -2.6 
(for ~1.05 GeV) and -2.7 (for ~1.1 GeV). The resolution of this 
screen (part of an European XFEL-type screen station59), imaged 
with Scheimpflug optics, was measured to be 6.2 µm rms or 
smaller (Supplementary Fig. 5) by imaging a beam focused to less 
than 5 µm rms using an imaging optic with a magnification of -1.  
The pixel size, corresponding to 5.5 × 5.5 µm2 on the screen, does 
not contribute significantly to the resolution, but was nevertheless 
accounted for as part of the above resolution measurement. A 
charge-density calibration was performed on both screens by 
scanning the position of an energy collimator and correlating the 
integrated on-screen charge with that measured in an upstream 
toroidal current transformer. Scintillator saturation effects in the 
high-resolution screen were accounted for by correcting the light 
yield by Birk’s law60 

, 

where ρ is the true charge density, ρscint is the apparent charge 
density measured on the scintillator and B is Birk’s constant. The 
material GAGG:Ce was chosen specifically for its high saturation 
threshold61, which was estimated experimentally to be approxi-
mately 18 nC mm-2, or equivalently to a B = 0.056 mm2 nC-1. How-
ever, since the peak charge density obtained during emittance 
measurements (i.e., while point-to-point imaging the virtual 

ρ =
ρscint

1 − Bρscint
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waist) was never above 2.7 nC mm-2, this correction is small and 
has only a percent-level effect on the average measured charge. 

Energy-transfer-efficiency measurements 
The energy-transfer efficiency was calculated to be 15–25% (with 
a distribution mode of 22%) by comparing the energy gained by 
the trailing bunch to the energy lost by the driver,  
 

, 

where ∆E denotes the change in mean energy, and Q is the charge: 
the final charge of the trailing bunch, and the mean of the mea-
sured initial and final charge for the driver (i.e., a best estimate in 
case of missing driver charge after deceleration). The distribution 
of efficiency is shown in Supplementary Fig. 6. For improved ac-
curacy, the average driver spectrum was reconstructed from a 
scan of imaging energies, making use only of the part of the spec-
trum closest to the correctly imaged energy. 

Emittance measurements 
The emittance of the trailing bunch was measured by scanning 
the strength of the imaging quadrupoles such that only the hori-
zontal object plane changed, whereas the horizontal magnifica-
tion and vertical object plane (for good energy resolution) re-
mained constant, as shown in Supplementary Fig. 7. A slight ver-
tical offset of one or more of these quadrupoles led to a slight shift 
in the apparent energy throughout these object-plane scans (as 
seen in the energy projection in Fig. 2b). The object plane and 
magnification were calculated for each shot individually based on 
the measured mean energy of the trailing bunch and the current 
in each quadrupole. The true beam size (i.e., at the location of the 
object plane) was calculated by dividing the measured beam size 
on the screen by the magnification. The screen resolution had a 
negligible effect, increasing the measured beam size by 1.5% or 
less. The normalized emittance εn, waist beta function β*, and 
beam-waist location s* were extracted by fitting a ballistic beam-
waist envelope model to the measured true beam size 
 

, 

 
where s denotes the object plane, σres denotes the screen resolu-
tion and M denotes the beam-imaging magnification. The exact 
magnification was M = -7.87 (with 0.03% rms jitter) with the plas-
ma cell extracted (see Fig. 2b), and M = -7.88 (with 0.15% rms jit-
ter) with the plasma cell inserted (see Fig. 2c), where the in-
creased jitter is caused by the energy jitter resulting from the 
plasma acceleration. For the emittance measurements used for 
Figs. 3 and 4 (shown in full in Extended Data Figs. 8 and 9), the 
incoming bunch length and the beam charge (combined driver 
and trailing bunch charge) was filtered to only include a range 
±15% and ±5%, respectively, to ensure similar input parameters 
throughout the multi-hour measurement. Here, the bunch length 
was measured prior to double-bunch generation (i.e., notch col-
limation) with a calibrated pyroelectric detector for coherent dif-
fraction radiation. Lastly, in addition to the measurement uncer-
tainty, the incoming projected emittance shown in Fig. 3 has an 
uncertainty related to dispersion induced by misalignment: Dx’ ≈ 
∆x’/(δE/E), where ∆x’ and δE/E = 0.9% are the relative angle and 
relative energy difference between the driver and trailing bunch-
es, respectively. This dispersion, when multiplied by the relative 

η = −
ΔEtrailingQtrailing

ΔEdriverQ̄driver

σ (s) =
ϵn
γ (β* +

(s − s*)2

β* ) + ( σres
M )

2

energy spread σδ ≈ 0.06% rms of the trailing bunch, adds/sub-
tracts in quadrature with the measured divergence σx’ = 0.28 mrad 
rms, resulting in a relative emittance uncertainty 

 
, 

corresponding to a 6% added uncertainty at maximal misalign-
ment (∆x’ = ±1.2 mrad). 

Projected 3D-beam-brightness calculations 
The projected 3D beam brightness, as shown in Fig. 4e, is calcu-
lated using the formula 

 
, 

 

where the peak of the relative spectral charge density, ∂Q/∂δ, is 
divided by the projected normalized emittance in the horizontal 
plane, εnx. Here, δ = ∆E/E is defined as the relative energy offset. 
The uncertainty of the 3D brightness, shown as error bars in Fig. 
4e, is estimated by Monte-Carlo sampling: dividing the peak spec-
tral density of all the shots in each step by a large number of nor-
mally distributed samples of the emittance in that step (whose 
distribution is defined by the best fit value and error), and then 
quantifying the width of the resulting 3D brightness distribution 
as the 68th percentile range (equivalent to ±1 sigma if the distribu-
tion would be normal, which it is not). 

Particle-in-cell simulations 
Particle-in-cell simulations were performed using the open-
source 3D code HiPACE++62, which uses the quasi-static approxi-
mation. The input beam was reconstructed in 6D phase space 
based on beam-waist measurements using BPMs (Supplementary 
Fig. 2), longitudinal-phase-space measurement using a TDS (Sup-
plementary Fig. 3), as well as the measured transverse phase 
space of the trailing bunch (see Fig. 2). The horizontal and vertical 
slice emittances of the driver were not measured, but kept as free 
parameters. The longitudinal plasma-density profile was based on 
the optical spectrometer measurement, with assumed external 
ramps (Supplementary Fig. 4). Since the incoming vertical emit-
tance of the trailing bunch could not be measured on the spec-
trometer, it was assumed to be identical to that of the incoming  
horizontal emittance—roughly consistent with previous mea-
surements  elsewhere in the linac. Simulations were performed in 
a box of size 1024 × 1024 × 600 µm3 in the horizontal, vertical, and 
longitudinal directions, respectively, with 0.5 µm resolution (i.e., 
2048 × 2048 × 1200 grid cells). The step size was 195 µm (650 fs). 
The beam was resolved with 4 million constant-weight macropar-
ticles; the plasma was resolved with 4 particles per cell. The simu-
lation results (Supplementary Fig. 10) are consistent with all the 
experimental measurements: the charge and the projected nor-
malized emittance in the horizontal plane are both preserved, 
while the energy spread was slightly reduced. The simulation also 
suggest that the emittance was (or could in principle be) pre-
served also in the vertical plane. 

Particle-in-cell simulation with larger energy gain 
In order to assess the scalability of the measured emittance 
preservation, a PIC simulation with an artificially extended plas-
ma cell was performed. Here, both the input beam parameters, as 
well as the plasma-density profile in the up and down ramps, are 

σϵ
ϵ

= 1 + ( σδDx′￼
σx′￼ )

2

− 1

B3D ≡
1

ϵnx ( ∂Q
∂δ )

peak
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identical to that used in the shorter simulation (shown in Supple-
mentary Fig. 10) in order to keep the same matching as in the 
experiment. However, a central 500-mm flat-top density region 
has been introduced (between the up and down ramps) to in-
crease the energy gain to approximately 700 MeV per particle in 
the trailing bunch. To speed up the simulation, the simulation box 
size was reduced (to 512 × 512 × 400 µm3), while keeping the same 
resolution, step size and number of beam particles. A small linear 
beam tilt of 0.4% (i.e., a 1 µm transverse offset per 250 µm longi-
tudinal offset behind the head of the driver) is introduced in both 
the horizontal and vertical planes—small enough to not affect the 
initial beam quality or dynamics, but sufficient to seed exponen-
tially growing transverse instabilities. The results are shown in 
Supplementary Fig. 11. Here, the emittance in the horizontal is 
observed to increase by only 0.5%—preserved to well within the 
measurement error (±3%). In the vertical plane, the simulation 
indicates an emittance growth of 2.5%—somewhat higher, as the 
matching was less optimized. While the trailing bunch undergoes 
8020° of phase advance (i.e., nearly 45 betatron envelope oscilla-
tions), no transverse instabilities are observed to cause emittance 
growth. Coulomb scattering was not included in this simulation, 
but can be estimated analytically to increase the emittance by 
approximately 1.2×10-3 mm-mrad, which is negligible. We observe 
that in this simplistic extension, the peak spectral density is not 
preserved, as the current profile of the trailing bunch is not opti-
mized for the flat-top region that dominates the longer cell, but 
was rather a result of experimental optimization with respect to 
the longitudinally averaged wakefield in the shorter cell. Conse-
quently, the trailing bunch over-loads the wakefield in extended 
flat-top region, leading to higher energy-transfer efficiency (40%) 
but also a chirped distribution in longitudinal phase space with a 
2.6% rms energy spread. This can be avoided in future experi-
mental demonstrations with larger energy gain by re-optimizing 
the trailing-bunch current profile and/or the properties of the 
driver (to drive a stronger wakefield), such that the wakefield is 
uniform and the energy spread and peak spectral density remain 
preserved. 

Data availability 
All data are available upon reasonable request from the corre-
sponding authors.  

Code availability 
HiPACE++ is openly available (https://github.com/Hi-PACE/
hipace) and all other codes and tools are available upon reason-
able request. 
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Supplementary Fig. 1 | Final-focusing and imaging optics. The electron bunches were strongly focused to match the beam size and 
beta function to the plasma-wakefield accelerator. Nine quadrupole magnets (white rectangles in the above beam-line sketch) were 
used for matching and final focusing upstream of the plasma cell (dark blue rectangle in the sketch). Here, the square root of the beta 
function in the horizontal (solid lines) and vertical (dotted lines) planes are shown; this quantity is proportional to the beam size. 
Downstream of the plasma cell, five quadrupoles were used for capturing the diverging electron bunches and point-to-point imaging 
them onto one of two spectrometer screens (black slanted lines in the sketch) after dispersion by a dipole magnet (grey rectangles in 
the sketch). Only the optics for the high-resolution-spectrometer screen, used for emittance measurements, is shown.
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Supplementary Fig. 2 | Relative changes of the beam waist and alignment estimated using beam-position monitors. The 
distribution of beam trajectories jittering over multiple shots were used to measure relative changes in beam-waist location and beta 
function36, as well as the misalignment between the driver and trailing bunches. a, The beam-waist location was measured for each 
step in the alignment scan used in Fig. 3, where the beam-waist location of the emittance-preserving operating point (Fig. 2) is 
defined as zero. A small relative shift in the horizontal plane (orange error bars) occurred when adjusting the strength of the 
alignment quadrupole (moves 1.6 mm downstream per 1%), while remaining approximately constant in the vertical plane (green 
error bars). In all plots, the points and error bars represent the best fit value and statistical uncertainty; 150 shots were used per data 
point. b, A similar change occurred for the horizontal-waist beta function (1.6 mm larger per 1%), while the vertical-waist beta 
function remained approximately constant. c, The relative alignment between the driver and trailing bunches, whose trajectories 
were measured separately, changed significantly in the horizontal plane (0.8 mrad per 1%), while remaining unchanged in the 
vertical plane. d–f, A similar measurement was performed for the scan of the beam-waist location shown in Fig. 4. Here, the 
horizontal-waist location changed significantly when changing the strength of a final-focusing quadrupole (moving 25 mm upstream 
per 1%), while the vertical-waist location moved negligibly (moving 3 mm downstream per 1%). The waist beta functions and relative 
misalignments also remained approximately constant.
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Supplementary Fig. 3 | Longitudinal-phase-space measurement. A transverse-deflection structure and a magnetic dipole were used 
to streak in time and disperse in energy, respectively, onto a scintillator screen. a–b, The measurement was performed in both zero 
crossings of the oscillating field. Microbunches can be observed in the streaked bunches. c, Using 50 shots from each zero crossing, a 
two-point tomographic reconstruction can be made; no microbunching is visible due to multi-shot averaging. Two bunches, a driver 
(bottom right) and a trailing bunch (top left), were created using a notch collimator in an energetically dispersive region. Here, the 
energy resolution of 0.64 MeV rms was removed by subtraction in quadrature. d, An energy projection shows that the two bunches 
are spectrally distinct. e, Similarly, the measured current profile indicates that the driver and trailing bunches are temporally 
distinct, with peak currents of 1.0 and 0.44 kA, respectively.
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Supplementary Fig. 4 | Plasma-density evolution and longitudinal profile. a, The plasma density at the capillary centre (blue error 
bar) was measured based on H-alpha spectral-line broadening, where the error bars indicate the statistical fit error. This was 
integrated across a 7 mm-long region longitudinally and across the full radius of the capillary. After the discharge current pulse (blue 
area) stops, the central plasma density decays exponentially with a half-life of 2.1 µs (orange line). The beam arrived 9.68 µs after the 
initial discharge. b, Close to this time (at 9.1 µs) the measured longitudinal plasma-density profile (blue error bars) has a Gaussian-
like shape inside the cell (orange curve). It was not possible to measure the low-density ramps outside the electrodes of the plasma 
cell—a polynomial shape was assumed in PIC simulations, emulating a cone-shaped expulsion. At the beam arrival time (0.58 µs 
later), the density profile is expected to retain its shape, but decay by a further 20% (to a peak of 8×1015 cm-3). The on-axis density, as 
experienced by the beam, is expected to be approximately 50% higher than the measured radially averaged density (i.e., peaking at 
1.2×1016 cm-3).
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Supplementary Fig. 5 | Screen-resolution measurement for the high-resolution spectrometer. A tightly focused and highly 
collimated beam (with 20 pC of charge) was imaged onto the high-resolution spectrometer screen with a beam-imaging 
magnification of -1. Note that the image has unequal scales in the horizontal (bottom axis) and vertical planes (left axis). The central 
cross section in the horizontal plane (blue circles, right axis) shows that the point-spread function is Gaussian-like with extended 
tails. The pixel width corresponds to 5.5 µm on the screen. The fitted Gaussian distribution (orange area) has an rms of 6.2 µm, 
suggesting that the screen resolution is negligible compared to the beam sizes measured in the emittance measurements, which were 
operated with a magnification of -7.9.
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Supplementary Fig. 6 | Measurement of energy-transfer efficiency. a, Complete energy spectra were measured using the broad-band 
spectrometer, both while the plasma cell was extracted (orange area) and inserted (blue area). Here, the decelerated driver spectrum was 
reconstructed using an imaging-energy scan for increased accuracy. The accelerated trailing-bunch spectrum represents the shot with the 
highest peak spectral density. The energy spread appears higher (and spectral density lower) compared to Fig. 1f and Supplementary Fig. 3 
due to a lower energy resolution, but this has a negligible effect on the calculated efficiency. b, Combining the energy lost by the driver (on 
average), as measured on the broad-band spectrometer, and the energy gained by the trailing bunch (shot-by-shot, not simultaneously), as 
measured on the high-resolution spectrometer (Fig. 2c–e), the energy-transfer efficiency of the emittance-preserving operating point can 
be calculated. A histogram shows the shot distribution of energy-transfer efficiency peaking at 22 ± 2.2%, and reaching a maximum of 27 ± 
2.7%, where the quoted error arises from a systematic uncertainty of the driver energy loss, due to a 20% decrease in charge between the 
reconstructed cell-extracted and cell-inserted driver spectra.



16

9.5

10

10.5

11

Fo
cu

si
ng

 s
tre

ng
th

 (m
-2

)
of

 im
ag

in
g 

qu
ad

s 
#1

 a
nd

 #
2

Plasma cell extracted
Plasma cell inserted

-10.5

-10

-9.5

-9

Fo
cu

si
ng

 s
tre

ng
th

 (m
-2

)
of

 im
ag

in
g 

qu
ad

s 
#3

 a
nd

 #
4

5 10 15 20
Object-plane scan step

5.5

6

6.5

7

Fo
cu

si
ng

 s
tre

ng
th

 (m
-2

)
of

 im
ag

in
g 

qu
ad

 #
5

5 10 15 20
Object-plane scan step

-50

-25

0

25

50

75

100

125
H

or
iz

on
ta

l o
bj

ec
t p

la
ne

 (m
m

)

5 10 15 20
Object-plane scan step

-8.4

-8.2

-8

-7.8

-7.6

H
or

iz
on

ta
l m

ag
ni

fic
at

io
n

5 10 15 20
Object-plane scan step

-50

-25

0

25

50

75

100

125

V
er

tic
al

 o
bj

ec
t p

la
ne

 (m
m

)

5 10 15 20
Object-plane scan step

-2.8

-2.75

-2.7

-2.65

-2.6

-2.55

V
er

tic
al

 m
ag

ni
fic

at
io

n

a

b

c

d

e

f

g

Supplementary Fig. 7 | Object-plane scan for emittance measurements. a–c, In order to scan the horizontal object plane while 
maintaining a constant horizontal magnification and constant vertical object plane, the current in each of the five imaging quadrupoles 
(three of which were independent) was calculated and precisely adjusted. The resulting focusing strengths, calculated for the mean 
trailing-bunch energy of each shot, are shown for the scans with plasma cell both extracted (orange error bars) and inserted (blue error 
bars), corresponding to Fig. 2b and 2c, respectively. In all plots, error bars indicate the mean and rms of the shots in each scan step. d, The 
object plane in the horizontal plane was scanned over a 100-mm range centred around the plasma entrance and exit. e, The horizontal 
magnification was kept constant at approximately -7.9. f, The vertical object plane was also kept constant at a location resulting in a small 
vertical beam size in the dispersive plane, to maintain high energy resolution. A small drift appears in the cell-extracted scan, but is 
sufficiently small to be negligible in the energy-spectrum measurement. g, Since only three quadrupole currents could be independently 
adjusted to satisfy the constraints on the horizontal and vertical object plane as well as the horizontal magnification, the vertical 
magnification could not be simultaneously controlled, but varied slightly around a value of -2.60 (plasma cell extracted) and -2.74 (plasma 
cell inserted).
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Supplementary Fig. 8 | Emittance measurements for various misalignments. a, An object-plane scan was performed while the plasma 
cell was extracted, measuring the beam size in the object plane for each shot (orange points). The quoted normalized emittance, εn, is 
found by a fit of the virtual waist (orange line). The screen resolution (green dotted line) is negligible. This is the same scan as shown in Fig. 
2a. b–l, The measurement was repeated with the plasma cell inserted (blue points) for 11 separate values of ∆x’, the angular misalignment 
between the driver and the trailing bunch. Shots are filtered (gray points) to ensure consistent input beams despite drift and jitter in bunch 
length (to be within ±15%) and charge (to be within ±5%), as well as a consistent scan range (to be within ±7.5 mm). These measurements 
correspond to the values in Fig. 3d.
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Supplementary Fig. 9 | Emittance measurements for various beam-waist locations. a, Similar to Supplementary Fig. 8, an object-
plane scan was performed while the plasma cell was extracted, showing the measured beam size (orange points), the virtual-waist fit 
(orange line) and the negligible screen resolution (green dotted line). b–o, The beam size (blue points) was also measured with the 
plasma cell inserted for 14 different values of the trailing bunch’s waist location ∆s relative to the plasma-cell entrance. Again, as in 
Supplementary Fig. 8, shots are filtered (gray points) to ensure consistency in bunch length (< ±15%), charge (< ±5%), and scan range 
(< ±7.5 mm). These measurements correspond to Fig. 4a.
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Supplementary Fig. 10 | Particle-in-cell simulation showing the evolution of the trailing-bunch properties. a, The longitudinal plasma-
density profile, shown on a logarithmic scale, was estimated from measurements (Supplementary Fig. 4). Dotted vertical lines indicate the 
ends of the plasma cell, including its electrodes. b, Combined with the measured longitudinal phase space (Supplementary Fig. 3), 
reproduced in the left panel, the simulation resulted in the longitudinal phase space shown in the right panel. c, Between the start and the 
end of the simulation, the transverse phase space of the trailing bunch also evolved significantly, as indicated by the beta function, shown 
on a logarithmic scale. The beta functions in both the horizontal (x) and vertical (y) planes were focused to close to the matched beta 
function of the plasma accelerator: approximately 3 mm. d, Inside the plasma cell, the trailing bunch gained 37 MeV of energy per particle, 
whereas the driver lost approximately 23 MeV, on average. This resulted in an energy-transfer efficiency of 20%, in agreement with 
measurements (Supplementary Fig. 6). e, As in the experiment, the normalized emittance of the trailing bunch was preserved in the 
horizontal plane (to within 0.1%). In the simulation, the emittance in the vertical plane was also preserved (also to within 0.1%); however, 
this quantity was not measured in the experiment. f, The energy spread of the trailing bunch, while changing during the acceleration 
process, was reduced from 0.12% to 0.09% FWHM, consistent with the experimental measurement (Fig. 1f). While the peak spectral 
density does not decrease, the rms energy spread is seen to approximately double due to the introduction of a low-energy tail (as seen in b).
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Supplementary Fig. 11 | Particle-in-cell simulation of an extended plasma cell. a, The longitudinal plasma-density profile is artificially 
extended by adding a central 500-mm-long flat-top at 1.2×1016 cm-3, while keeping the same up and down ramps. All initial beam 
parameters are identical to that of the simulation in Supplementary Fig. 10. b, The resulting longitudinal phase space after acceleration 
shown, where the dotted line indicates the initial mean energy. c, The beta function oscillates with a small amplitude around the matched 
value, which increases slowly with acceleration. d, Here, the trailing bunch gains a total of 692 MeV of energy per particle, whereas the 
driver loses an average of 222 MeV per particle. In this extended cell, the energy-transfer efficiency is higher (at 40%) than in the shorter 
cell, as the beam is somewhat over-loaded in the flat-top: an effect that was compensated by under-loading in the low-density ramps in the 
shorter cell. e, Emittance is observed to be approximately preserved, increasing by only 0.5% in the horizontal plane and 2.5% in the 
vertical plane (both within the measurement error of 3%). Degradation due to hosing and beam-breakup instability is not observed in this 
simulation. f, As a result of the over-loading of the field (seen in b), both the FWHM and rms energy spreads increase significantly during 
acceleration. This could be compensated for by either reducing the beam current of the trailing bunch, or by increasing the amplitude of 
the wakefield from the driver.


