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Abstract
Theoretical study of heavy ion acceleration frainathin (<200 nm) gold foils irradiated by a
short pulse laser is presented. Using two dimems$iparticle-in-cell simulations the time history of

the laseibulletis examined in order to get insight into the |lameergy deposition and ion acceleration
process. For laser pulses with intens$ty1G"* W/cnt, duration 32 fs, focal spot sizeun and energy

27 Joules the calculated reflection, transmissimh@upling coefficients from a 20 nm foil are 80 %
5 % and 15 %, respectively. The conversion efficyeimto gold ions is 8 %. Two highly collimated
counter-propagating ion beams have been identifibd. forward accelerated gold ions have average

and maximum charge-to-mass ratio of 0.25 and @$§pactively, maximum normalized energy 25
MeV/nucleon and flux2x10" ions/s. Analytical model was used to determine a rangefoif

thicknesses suitable for acceleration of gold ionthe Radiation Pressure Acceleration regime and
the onset of the Target Normal Sheath Acceleraggime.The numerical simulations and analytical
model point to at least four technical challengesléring the heavy ion acceleration: low charge-to-
mass ratio, limited number of ions amenable to lacaton, delayed acceleration and high refledtivit
of the plasma. Finally, a regime suitable for hemvyacceleration has been identified in an altévaa
approach by analyzing the energy absorption artdllifon among participating species and scaling

of conversion efficiency, maximum energy, and flxh laser intensity.



1. Introduction

Short pulse lasers have been extensively usegefoeration of intense multi-MeV ion beams.
For many years the increase in maximum energy amvecsion efficiency into ions has been
incremental. But the laser technology and targeparation have experienced marked improvement,
setting the stage for a leap in laser-driven iowcebration. Clean laser pulses with intensity
| >10°*'W /cm® and ultrathin (nm) targets are now available aadehbeen used in a number of
experiments, making long-standing predictions afamted acceleration schemes a reality. The Target
Normal Sheath Acceleration (TNSA) [1] has been tl#mark of ion acceleration for nearly two
decades, but it is now possible to go beyond TN®A eseach more favorable regimes such as
Radiation Pressure Acceleration (RPA) in circulaB[45] and linear [6,7] polarizations, Breakout
Afterburner (BoA) [8], “laser-piston” (LP) [9,10]nal Relativistic Induced Transparency (RIT) [11].
Transition from TNSA to RPA [12] and BoA [13,14] rfqorotons and carbon ions has been

experimentally demonstrated along with other imgpikesresults: 40 MeV protons from a laser system
with only 7.5 Joules of laser energy on target [15] ions with energies exceeding 80 MeV/nucleon

[14] and ~1 GeV fully stripped Fe ions [16], to rara few. In all these studies the focus was on
protons and light ions, for which the above mergtbiacceleration mechanisms have been attributed.
Mid-Z ions were also investigated [16,17,18], white heavy ions only a handful of experimental
[19,20] and theoretical studies [21,22] exist. Nwederation mechanisms have been identified for
mid- and high-Z ions. Braenzet al [20] developed an analytical model to elucidate #teep
dependence of the maximum energy of gold ionsfaadion of ion charge, but the exact acceleration
process remains unknown. The matter is even marelkoated since these ions can originate from
different parts of the target: bulk [17,18] or fraathin layer on the rear surface of the foil, atan
contaminants [16]. This implies that different decation mechanisms can be at play depending on
the location of ions of interest in the target Kok surface). With plethora of experimental and
theoretical studies devoted to protons and lightsjdhe next logical step is to extend the resetrch
the more challenging case of heavy ions such aerAW. It is of fundamental interest to understand
the intricate details and issues relevant to haamybeam acceleration. The present study has been
motivated by three factors, which come togetheraasesults of recent breakthroughs in laser
development and theoretical advancements in thd: f(@ the issues and physics of heavy ion
acceleration are unknown; (i) the laser and tapgeameter landscape has not been mapped, esg. it i
unknown what combination of laser systems and targdl work best; and (iii) the availability of

ultra-high contrast lasers (>fpand ultrathin foils (down to 5-10 nm), which ails the exploration



of a wide variety of ion acceleration mechanisms.

The paper is organized into analytical part (®®sti2 and 3) and modeling and simulations
part (Sections 4, 5 and 6). In Section 2 we revibe requirements and challenges facing the
acceleration of heavy ions. In Section 3 we magddhecceleration mechanisms versus foil thickness.
An example of heavy ion acceleration in the RPAmegis presented in Section 4, where numerical
simulations for gold ion acceleration from sub-rartifoils are carried out using a 2D3V patrticle-in-
cell (PIC) code. Analogous results in the TNSA magjiare presented in Section 5. In Section 6 the ion
acceleration is analyzed in terms of energy abswr@nd partition. The conversion efficiency scglin
of gold and contaminants ions with laser intenstynvestigated. A summary of the results is giiren

the final section of the paper.

2. Challengesfor heavy ion acceleration

Before we go into details of the heavy ion acalen process, we first need to outline the
relevant issues, as well as the conditions apptgprior acceleration of heavy ions. There are
numerous differences compared to ions from low-Zemal:

» Lower charge-to-mass ratio: For heavy iafi$) is twice lower compared to light ions, which has
implications for the maximum ion energy the heawgs can reach, as well as the competition
between heavy ions and the ever-present contarsioarthe target surface.

* Fewer ions available for acceleration: Only thosethe focal spot having largg/M can be
efficiently accelerated.

» Delayed acceleration: Heavy ions can be accelemtldafter the peak of the laser pulse.

* Plasma mirror effect: Due to the large ion chargehe focal spotq [(150), the electron density

becomes extremely high, exceeding 2000 times ihlieatrelectron density right at the moment the
ion acceleration starts.
Unlike protons and light ions, the accelerationhefvy ions is plagued with problems. The
most critical one is the low charge-to-mass rajibl, since the normalized ion energy scales as

E/M ~(q/M)? [20,23,24]. For gold the estimated maximum ionrghaand charge-to-mass ratio are

g[70 and (q/M)__ [10.35, respectively. This is illustrated in Figure 1,iafhplots the maximum

max

charge-to-mass ratio versus laser intensity. It bhased on the so-called Bethe rule,

501 (2))
I, = 2'2:16 (297(22)1} , which relates the threshold laser intendify (in units [W/cn?]) for optical
Z :

field ionization to the maximum reachable cha@e Z -1 of ion having ionization potentidl(Z)



(in units [eV]) [25,26]. In reality, the most likelon charge and charge-to-mass ratio for Au iaes a

g 050 and g/ M [J0.25, respectively, as it will be shown later with siations. From Figure 1 we

conclude that laser intensities below abbut 10°°W /cm? are inadequate for heavy ion acceleration.

The lowg/M is disadvantageous for Au and entails the wellkmécontaminants problem”: a thin (2-

3 nm) layer of hydrocarbon or water residing on sheface of the foil steals nearly all the energy
coupled to the plasma and suppresses the acceteddtheavy ions. This effect has already been seen
experimentally for mid-Z ionsl[7,19.

The second problem is the limited number of haamg that can be accelerated. Sigdd is
very sensitive td, the only useful ions amenable to acceleratioiees the laser focal spot. This is
in contrast to low-Z ions, e.g. carbon, which canfblly ionized at much lower intensities and the
available ions for acceleration extend into theggiof the laser intensity profile. Since the numtlfer
atoms in the foil scales with distance from fogatscenter as?, we estimate that the number of gold
ions that can be efficiently accelerated is attlea® order of magnitude less than the correspgndin
number of carbon ions and protons.

The third issue is more subtle and is unique fauy ions. lonization and acceleration are
divided into two distinct phases separated in tiregy. a phase of ionization and a phase of
acceleration. During the first phase the ions nasionized to very high charge states, a process th
completes at the peak of the laser pulse. The gegbase, acceleration, takes place during the pulse
fall-off, shortening the time available for acceligon by a factor of two. The two phases are shimwn
Figure 2 aided by 2D PIC simulations. The lasesgsiland foil parameters are listed in Table 1. The
maximum ion energy and conversion efficiency inbddgons increase sharply, but only after the peak
of the laser pulse. The ion acceleration is "dedaymtil the laser pulse reaches its peak, and balfy
of the pulse can be used to accelerate ions, wheh prevent ions from reaching full velocity. Thus
short laser pulses (30-40 fs), which are attradtiveacceleration of light ions, are borderline quiste
for heavy ions due to insufficient accelerationdirithis drawback can be compensated by increasing
the laser intensity, which once again leads tactrelusion that high intensities are required.

The fourth and final problem is the reflectivititbe target. lon acceleration commences at the

peak of the laser pulse, when the ion charge eadyr high (Figure 2). The electron density reaches
values on the order af, (0gn,, 03x10**cm™®, which results in a plasma thatris/ n, >2000 times

overdense. The "plasma mirror" reflects most ofittteming laser radiation (cf. Figure 8), reducing
coupling of laser energy to ions. All these issadgersely affect the formation of heavy ion beams.

the following sections we will suggest approacloesviercome them.
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3. Acceleration mechanisms for heavy ion beams

One of the advanced acceleration schemes exlgbstiperior scaling is RPA. For RPA to
work, the target must remain overdense for the tauraof the pulse. In addition, in the "thin foil"
regime, the hole-boring process must reach the otdine foil before the laser pulse ends, which
imposes limitations on the foil thickness. We skddc a range of peak laser intensities,
3x10°<1,< 3x 1G'W km?, suitable for RPA and in accordance with Figura\Ve will begin by
introducing a useful scale length and relate opgaameters such as foil thickness to it. Perhags th

most important one is the relativistic skin degth, :yl’zc/wp, wherey and @, are the relativistic

parameter and electron plasma frequency, arlthe speed of light. For simplicity and «), are

taken at the peak of the laser pulse. The skinhdispthosen because it is convenient (comparable to
foil thickness), separates "transparent” from "qdqfoils and the energy absorption reaches
maximum for foil thickness comparable to the skaptth. After a few simple manipulations the skin

depth takes form

n 21T

1/2 A
Zskin:(&j = (1)
The right hand side scales weakly with laser iritgng . ~ y¥* Oay>~ 1. For typical laser and
plasma parameters in the focal sppt;]12- 37, g 050, electron densityn, Ogn,, 03x10*cm™,
and critical densityn, 01.8x10*cm™®, Formula (1) yield¥,, 0(0.014- 0.024), O 1% 26m.

The second parameter of importance for RPA isogptémal foil thickness/® derived from

oon ™
the condition —=

cr 0

Ua, [4,6,27,28], stating that the normalized areal sitgnis equal to the

normalized laser field amplituda, =8.5x 1010\/E/10. In the above formulas, is in units W/crf and
A, is in units ofum. Using Formula (1), it can be written in an aitgive form,

s 047 san -
)

()

n

For high-Z material the right hand side is betw@éeh and 0.3, e. g. the optimum foil thickness for
gold in the RPA regime is 1/4 of the relativistkirs depth. For foil thicknesd </ the RPA is
unstable with all electrons blown out of the féibr stable RPA, the foil thickness must be largant

the "optimal thickness" given by Equation (2).



The third scale length of importance is the halefy length?, ; =V ;7,5 , which divides the
RPA into hole-boring (HB) and light sail (LS) reg1P7,29. The normalized hole-boring velocity,

Vg
C

ﬂn— [27,29, is the recession velocity of the plasma surfdeéen by the laser piston.
m, n,

< |.cz|

The difference between light and heavy ions becoimesediately apparent considering the scaling

with ion massyv,,; ~ M . The hole-boring velocity for gold is four timeewer compared to that of
carbon. For the hole boring time we can take tmeacceleration time, e.q,,; U7, - IN order to

accelerate ions in the RPA-LS regime< /,; is required. Using again the expression for tha sk

depth (1), the hole-boring length can be writtery gs= %EZHMM Y20 ... - Combining the two
m

P

conditions,L > /™ for stable RPA, and. </, for LS-RPA, we arrive at:

arrl L q mE vz
R 1 R i E— - a 3
b lew MM, i ©)

The right hand side of (3), assuming charge-to-mad® %D% number of laser periods

N :CT;M =12 and a, 012~ 37, is between 4 and 6. Thus for a typical shorteldser (30-40

laser
0
fs) the foil thickness in the RPA-LS regime is lied in the interval
1
7 Lan <L<5/g,. 4)

In absolute units, it is between 5 and 100 nm. Egud4) is simple and has a clear physical meaning
RPA-LS is realized for foil thickness comparablethe skin depth. All ions in the focal spot can be

volumetrically accelerated, which is very efficiemd optimizes the energy absorption [8,29]. Anothe

advantage of using Formulas (3) or (4) is thahlsides scale weakly with laser intensityl2*.
The regime landscape is illustrated schematicallyig. 3. Acceleration from foils that are too

thin and L<%£skin holds, is inherently unstable and correspondshéo Goulomb Explosion (CE)

regime. For foil thickness obeyinéﬁSkin <L <5/, the ion acceleration is formally in the RPA-LS

regime, and forlL >5/ . the conventional TNSA takes place. For full domicerof RPA over TNSA

it is also required that the maximum velocity of tbns (about twice the hole-boring velocity) exdse



themaximum ion velocity obtained by TNSA [6].

4. Heavy ion acceleration in the RPA regime
Numerical simulations for gold ion acceleratiortie RPA regime are performed using a two-
dimensional electromagnetic PIC code [30,31]. Hrgsdt is a flat 20 nm Au foil covered with a 5 nm

contaminant layer residing on the back of the foitated at spatial positiorn=48xm. For numerical

purposes, the contaminants are modeled as a tbet shwater at liquid density. The foil thickness
chosen to roughly correspond to the relativistio slepth. Under these conditions, the laser fiad c
penetrate the whole target and volumetrically aaregé all gold ions in the laser spot. The lasgget
and simulation parameters are listed in Table & [&ker pulse propagates in the “+x" direction iand
linearly polarized in the "y" direction. The lasittensity is sin> in time and Gaussian in space,

. . 1
L(t,y) =1, Sin? (72t / 2 ppp ) exp(— § K, 5), having radiusty =——— D, at 1k level. The laser

2/In(2)
energy is calculated according 8, = 771 T ey OL- 13D | o - The focal spot sizéd,,,,,

must be carefully chosen. Additional simulationswld an increase of laser energy coupling to ions

with D, increasing, very steep fdd.,,,, <5um, and more gentle fob.,,,, >5u#m. We adopted

the value of Sum. Particles are initialized with charge +1 forsoand-1 for electrons. During the
simulations the ion charge of oxygen and gold isadhyically incremented using a standard Monte
Carlo scheme [32,33].

We focus on the most important ion beam propersipscifically charge distribution, angular
distribution and flux in the forward direction. Tkhharge distribution of Au ions, shown in Figure 4a
is generated only from ions with energy >100 Me¥d.6>MeV/nucleon) and momentum vector within

10 degrees half-angle from the target normal, spoeding to solid angledQ =0.095sr. The

maximum and average charge-to-mass ratios aren@dl &5, respectively. Optical field ionization

stalls at ion charge 51 and as a result, aboutdfdtie ions pile up atj=51, which corresponds to
g/M [00.25. Only a small fraction of ions wittD.25<q /M < 0.2 are observed. The angular

distribution is highly peaked, which leads to gg&aflux in the forward direction. Most ions lie &
cone of ~20 degrees from the target normal (Figime There is a group of ions scattered backward,
presumably from Coulomb explosion of the Au laysecording to the simplified theory of RPA, the
ions located initially in the compression layer lwihdergo RPA and will be snow-plowed forward
because for these ions the electrostatic pressalendes the radiation pressure, while the plasma

containing a sheath of bare ions in the electrguatien layer will Coulomb explode launching ioms i



the backward direction4]. It is interesting to note that both forward decated and backward
scattered ions have very narrow angular distrimstio.e. both are emitted perpendicular to the foil

. . o dN N
surface. The spectra of protons and gold ionserfahward dlrectlon,dEdQ, are plotted in Figure 5.

For both protons and gold ions the cut-off enesy/M>0.5 MeV/nucleon and only ions moving in a

solid angledQ =0.095sr are collected. The maximum proton energy is 85 MEwe calculated ion
fluxes and maximum energy per nucleon in the fodndirection are listed in Table 2. The normalized

maximum ion energy increases wiffM, however, this increase is closer to ling&?/ M), ~dq/M

, rather than quadratic as it was previously found.

5. Heavy ion acceleration in the TNSA regime

Analogous numerical simulations are performedhi@a TNSA regime by increasing the foll
thickness to 200 nm. The charge distribution ofvnd accelerated gold ion is shifted toward lower
charges between 30 and 50 (Figure 6a). Now abou #n the ions have charges lower than the

bottleneck value=51. There are no ions with charggs 51. However, according to Figure 1 ions
with chargesb51< q< 60 should be created in the focal spot directly btiaap field ionization from

the laser pulse. Figure 6b indicates that just iikéhe RPA regime there are two groups of counter-
propagating ions, one in the forward and anothethm backward direction. We looked for the
"missing ions" in the backward direction. Indeduk tatter contained a group of ions with charges
g>51. The only plausible explanation is that ions witiarges51< q< 60 are created in the focal
spot within one skin layer by optical field ionizat from the laser pulse, but instead of being
accelerated forward, are moving in the oppositeation driven by Coulomb explosion of unbalanced
charges. The ions on the rear side are accelefatedrd by TNSA, but the electrostatic field of the
sheath is lower than the laser field, thereforeidimecharge stalls ai=51. The spectra of protons and
gold ions in the forward direction are plotted iigue 7. The proton spectrum is nearly identical to
that in Figure 5a. Protons appear to be mildlyciéf@ by target thickness variation and regime of io
acceleration. The spectrum of gold ions has a M#smalistribution very similar to that in Figurd5
but the maximum energy is only 2 GeV (10 MeV/nualeo

Comparing the two regimes of ion acceleration Baseion beam parameters alone show that
RPA is the favorite, but bears a lot of similasti® TNSA (Figure 4 vs. Figure 6 and Figure 5 vs.
Figure 7). A more detailed examination, howeveveeds different methods of acceleration. In RPA
gold ions in the skin layer are ionized to verytaharges (~60), then pushed by the laser pistdn an
form the forward-directed beam. In contrast, in TNSA regime these ions are blown backward and
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the forward moving ions originate from the sheatlttlee rear surface.

6. Heavy ion acceleration mechanism: energy considerations

Though the acceleration mechanism of heavy iondedormally attributed to the well-known
ones discussed in the previous sections (RPA, BONGA, etc.), it is instructive to discuss it from a
different perspective: energy absorbed by the phafmmm the incoming laser pulse and how it is
partitioned. The reasoning for adopting this apphoes straightforward: regardless of the particular
acceleration mechanism, in order to make the aat@a of heavy ions more efficient, one has to
maximize the energy absorption and manipulate ithanneling more energy into the desired specie
(in this case, gold ions). The energy absorptiah @ertition is of fundamental interest and the ey
ion acceleration, therefore, the objectives explarethis section of the paper center on invesiggat
the laser energy deposition into the target. FigGee shows the global (integrated over the
computational domain) energy balance, which atgimgn time reads:

() =" () +eM () + (). (5)

The electromagnetic wave energy which entered tbmpatational domain prior to time,

t Ly
£"t)=H .[ .[ [(y,t")dydt’, is balanced by the electromagnetic field energy
t, 0
H Lx Ly
£"¥9(t) =E-[ I(EOEZ(X, y) + B2(x,y) /,uo)dxdy residing in the computational domain,
00

t
electromagnetic energyc’“‘(t):H.Hgé(t) (md/ that left in the computational domain, and specie
to L

kinetic energys " (t) :Zg , summed over the kinetic energies of all compaoiteti particlefd. The
B

o . i = 1 - - .
notation n stands for unit vector pointing outward asd=—ExB is the electromagnetic energy
Hy

flux (Poynting vector). The laser energy lost f@tical field ionization is < 0.1 % and is not fueth
considered in the paper. The paraméter \/I_TTO introduced in Ref. [34] allows for transition from
energy per unit length to energy. Time=-160fs corresponds to the moment the laser pulse enters
the computational domain at spatial positior 0, and timet =0 is the moment it reaches the target.
For timet<0 &£"(t)=£"(t), i.e. the energy entering the computational donstalys as energy of

the electromagnetic field since there is no intéoacwith the target. At time =0 the laser bullet

reaches the foil. Shortly thereafter, within 1-8dacycles, a hot and highly overdense plasma is
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formed within the target, which gradually increasesdensity in excess of 1Qimes the critical
electron densityn, 01.8x 1G'cm™. Part of the electromagnetic pulse is reflecteinfithe plasma

mirror and turns around, while the transmitted pariples energy to the plasma. As a resultt fed

£" starts to decrease, whike™ starts to increase. The sum of the two equaldaber energy that

entered the computation domain prior to timei.e. £"(t)+&“"(t)=&"(t). Later in time, at
t =160fs, the reflected pulse going in thex direction reaches the computational domain edge (

x=0) and starts to leave. This is seen as a sharpdserofs® and a corresponding decrease of

field

£". The peak of ™ can be used to estimate the reflection coefficiehtthe plasma,

fid

& =e"(t,,.)/ €*, while the minimum ofs"** can be used to calculate the transmission coeffici

& =e"t,, )/ €. The simulations show thaf’ 080% of the laser energy is reflected and

completely lost,&' 05% is transmitted through the target and the remgidid % is coupled to the

plasma. The small transmission coefficient indisdteat during the acceleration process the plasma
remains opaque, consist with the definition for RFAe individual terms of the energy balance are
plotted in Figure 8a. Due to imperfections in thenerical discretization, Formula (5) is not exactly
fulfilled. A small fraction (a few percent) of thenergy "leaks" (i.e. lost) since the numerical
procedure does not ensure exact energy conseryatihmunless it is artificially enforced [35]. This is
acceptable, keeping in mind that the PIC simulatiane computationally very intensive, but the
relative error in the energy balance can be cdettddy reducing the time step and/or increasing the
number of computational particle3].

Of primary interest to our investigation is thedaenergy converted into specie kinetic energy.

The kinetic energy increases during the puBe (< 2r.,,, ) and then levels off. About 4 Joules

worth of laser energy is converted into kineticrgyewhich is ~15 % of the laser energy on target.
This energy is distributed among the species: mest(1.9 %), gold ions from the bulk (8.3 %),
protons (2.1 %) and oxygen ions (2.9 %) from thetaminant layer. Figure 8b plots the time
evolution of energy absorbed by individual specfssthe end of the simulations more energy has
been coupled to Au compared to both oxygen andpsotAt these conditions, the contaminants are
no longer a problem. This is accomplished due ¢catbpropriate choice of laser and target parameters
Next, we investigate the coupling efficiency asuaction of laser intensity. As is well known, ireth
limiting case of low intensities the laser energycoupled exclusively to the contaminants, more
specifically, protons. In the other extreme of vaigh intensity, as in the example in Figure 8, the

opposite happens. One can argue that there istieatrdiaser energy/intensity, below which the
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contaminants "win" and above which lays the regauiéable for heavy ion acceleration. An intensity

scan can pinpoint the critical laser intensity.

Simulation results are plotted in Figure 9 for lpéaser intensities betweesx 10*°W /cm?

and 3x10'W /cm®. The laser energy varies from 4.5 to 27 Joulese Tdtal and individual
conversion efficiencies into iompare plotted in Figures 9a and 9b. With laser isitgrincreasing the
conversion efficiency into protons and oxygen isteys flat at around 2-3 %, while the conversion
efficiency into gold ions increases linearly. Omlly |, > 2x10°*W /cm?, corresponding to ~20 of

laser energy, more energy is coupled to the budk tto the contaminants. This is the regime best

suited for heavy ion acceleration. The gold ionsx fldN /dQ and normalized maximum energy

(E/M)max versus laser intensity are plotted in Figures & @d, respectively. The ion flux sharply

increases with laser intensity due to increasedemon efficiency, but then it starts to satunatesn

all ions in the focal spot become accelerated. Magimum energy per nucleon increases as laser
intensity (and energy) squared. From Figure 9d arcltide that in order to generate gold ions with
maximum normalized energy of few MeV/nucleon, theek energy must be at least 10 Joules.

As it was pointed out in Section 3, acceleratidnoms from mid- and high-Z material is
inherently inefficient. The numerical simulationsegented in this section indicate that there ae tw
general approaches to produce more energetic heaspeams: increase the charge-to-mass ratio and
improve the energy conversion efficiency. It is alidrecognized thay/M plays a crucial role for the

ion acceleration. Boosting/M is therefore essential and the potential to dda® been explored.
Theoretically, for gold the maximum charge-to-mes® is (q/ M), 0.4, provided the maximum
charge is reached. In practice, however, it is towlee average charge-to-mass ratio is only 0.25
(Figure 4a). Increasing the laser intensity frém10°W /cm® to 3x10°'W /cm?® did not increase

appreciablyg/M. The conclusion we drew is that regardless ofdeditions, for gold iong/M is

limited to about 0.25. Long pulses (~1 ps) allowfog collisional ionization to take place increased
g/M only marginally. The only viable alternative ispgat more energy into the heavy ions, which was
accomplished by maximizing the energy absorptioth vain appropriate choice of foil thickness (

¢ 04 ,) and manipulating the energy distribution amonecggs in favor of Au with a proper choice

of laser intensity [ > 2x10™W /cm?). This is the main reason to focus on the enegdgrize, which

played central role for identifying a regime sulefor heavy ion acceleration.

7. Conclusion
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Acceleration of heavy ions from ultrathin (<gn) foil in the RPA and TNSA regimes has
been investigated theoretically using a 2D PIC doda laser system with energy of up to 27 Joules.
We established that for gold ions the charge-tosmaso is limited to about 0.3 and the only presiti
approach is to improve the conversion efficiendp ineavy ions by the choice of foil thickness and

laser intensity. Efficient acceleration is bestigeal for laser pulses with energy >20 Joules fedus

a spot size >Him at intensity>10"'W /cm?, and ultrathin foils with thicknesg 07, [120— 30nm.

The laser interaction with the foil generates twdimated counter-propagating ion beams from the

bulk of the foil, along the laser propagation dil@e and in the backward direction. The forward

accelerated beam has maximum normalized energye&micleon and flux10* ions/s.
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Figure captions:

Figure 1. Maximum charge-to-mass ratio for goldsiors. peak laser intensity. Only optical field
ionization is accounted for. Collisional ionizatimneglected.

Figure 2. Maximum energy (a) and conversion efficieinto gold ions (b) vs. time. The yellow
shaded area is the laser pulse profile. The lagkfal parameters are listed in Table 1.

Figure 3. A sketch of the ion acceleration mechasisersus foil thickness.

Figure 4. Charge distribution at the end of theusations within solid angledQ =0.095sr (a) and
angular distribution (b) of energetic (>100 MeV)d®ns in the RPA regime. The laser and
foil parameters are listed in Table 1.

Figure 5. Energy spectra in the forward directiorthre end of the simulations of energetic (>0.5
MeV/nucleon) gold ions (a) and protons (b) in thEARregime. Only ions with energy
within solid angledQ =0.095sr are shown. The laser and foil parameters aredliste
Table 1.

Figure 6. Charge distribution at the end of theusations within solid angledQ =0.095sr (a) and
angular distribution (b) of energetic (>100 MeV)ldymns in the TNSA regime. The laser
parameters are listed in Table 1. Foil thicknes2dG-nm.

Figure 7. Energy spectra in the forward directiortre end of the simulations of energetic (>0.5
MeV/nucleon) gold ions (a) and protons (b) in thdSA regime. Only ions with energy
within solid angledQ =0.095sr are shown. The laser parameters are listed ineThhFoil
thickness L=200 nm.

Figure 8. (a) Energy balance components in Equdtieersus time: energy entering the computational
domain £, energy leaving the computational domaiff', electromagnetic field energy

field

€™ and kinetic energy"". Time t, = -160fs corresponds to the moment the laser pulse

enters the computational domain and tie0 fs is the moment the laser pulse reaches the
target. (b) Energy absorption by electrons and igessus time. The laser and foil
parameters are listed in Table 1.

Figure 9. Total conversion efficiency into ions, (e@pnversion efficiency into gold ions, oxygen ions
and protons (b), Au ion flux (c) and maximum enepgy nucleon (d) versus laser intensity.
Only ions with energy >100 MeV within 10 degreedfdaagle from the target normal (

dQ =0.095sr) are included. The relation between laser enengy peak intensity is

& (J) =9%1, (W /o) /107,
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Table 1. Laser, target and computational domaiarpaters used in the simulations.

parameter variable & units | value
laser intensity l, (W /cm?) 3x10%
pulse duration Tepem (M) 32
focal spot size Deypny (M) 5
wavelength A (um) 0.8
energy e (J) 27

foil thickness L (nm) 20

foil width W (um) 126
computational domain L,xL, ( ) 100x128
cell size Axx Ay (nm?) 20x20
time step At(A/c) 0.005
simulation time ty..(fs) 320

Table 2. Calculated flux, average charge-to-mass-t@and maximum energy per nucleon in the
forward direction for protons, oxygen and gold io@nly ions with energy >100 MeV
within 10 degrees half-angle from the target nor(uib = 0.095sr ) are included. The laser

and foil parameters are listed in Table 1.

parameter | protons | Oions | Auions
dN/dQ 2.2x10° | 3.8x10"' | 1.7x10"
g/M 1 0.5 0.25

(E /M )maX 85 40 25

14
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