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A simple method for generating single-spike hard x-ray pulses in free-electron lasers (FELs) has
been developed at the Linac Coherent Light Source (LCLS). This is realized by nonlinear bunch
compression using 20-pC bunch charge, demonstrated in the hard x-ray regime at 5.6 and 9 keV,
respectively. Measurements show about half of the FEL shots containing single-spike spectrum. At
5.6-keV photon energy, the single-spike shots have a mean pulse energy of about 10 µJ with 70%
intensity fluctuation and the pulse full width at half maximum is evaluated to be at 200-attosecond
level.

During the past few decades, great efforts have been
made in generating attosecond radiation [1–3]. These
pulses offer an opportunity for studying electronic dy-
namics on the atomic/molecular scale and is expected
to inspire new breakthroughs in ultrafast sciences [4, 5].
Presently attosecond radiation pulses are mostly gen-
erated by high-order harmonic generation (HHG) tech-
nique with photon energy typically up to a few hundred
eV [6]. Extending the spectral range to the keV level has
been recently demonstrated [7], but the obtained har-
monic yields are very low.
Free-electron lasers (FELs) [8–10] provide an alter-

native way for generating intense ultrashort radiation
pulses at the keV energy regime, and a few facilities
have been successfully operated in recent years [11–14].
Nowadays most of the x-ray FELs are based on a self-
amplified spontaneous emission (SASE) mechanism. In
such FELs, the radiation co-propagates with the electron
bunch along the FEL undulator and the initial low-power
radiation source, originating from the spontaneous emis-
sion of the electron bunch, gets amplified through inter-
action with the electrons until the process saturates. The
total radiation pulse duration is therefore determined by
the lasing part of the electron bunch, which is typically
tens of femtoseconds (fs) long containing many tempo-
ral/spectral spikes. The width of one single-spike in the
hard x-ray SASE radiation is, determined by coherence
length [10], typically about 200-300 attoseconds .
To further shorten the total pulse duration down to

the attosecond regime, various ideas have been proposed
with the x-ray FELs [15–34]. A common way is based
on time slicing of the electron bunch, in which the lasing
part of the electron bunch is selectively controlled by an
extremely short optical laser pulse, by a slotted foil, or by
a bunch tilt with subsequent orbit control [15–29]. The
slicing scheme uses electron beam with a regular bunch
charge, but requires implementing additional hardware in
the existing facility. At the Linac Coherent Light Source
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(LCLS), a slotted foil [35] has been installed for short
pulse operation [36]. Recently, a dechiper device [37] is
also available at the LCLS which has been used for las-
ing control with a bunch tilt [38]. They are both estab-
lished short-pulse operating modes in the femtosecond
regime. As far as we know, the only demonstrated at-
tosecond x-ray FEL is the recent measurement using an
upgraded slotted foil at the LCLS [34]. Another way
is reducing the bunch charge dramatically (e.g., 1 pC)
together with strong compression [31–33]. This extreme
low-charge mode (∼2 orders lower than the designed FEL
machines) imposes extra requirements on the electron
beam diagnostics and accelerator stability.

In this Letter, we report experimental demonstration
of generating single-spike sub-fs hard x-ray FEL pulses
at the LCLS with a recently proposed nonlinear bunch
compression scheme [39]. This is realized by optimizing
the voltage/phase of an existing high-harmonic radio-
frequency (rf) structure, through which a nonlinearly
curved electron distribution in the longitudinal (time-
energy) phase space is formed after bunch compression.
The electron current profile is then comprised of a high-
current leading peak (a horn) and a long low-current tail.
As a result, the FEL process can be restricted within the
leading peak enabling a much shorter x-ray pulses com-
pared to the electron bunch. This method can be applied
directly to any existing x-ray FEL facility since no addi-
tional hardware is required.

The LCLS, as sketched in Fig. 1, comprises a 135-
MeV injector (not shown in the figure), a 1-km-long linac
with two four-dipole chicane bunch compressors (BC1
and BC2) at 220MeV and 5GeV, respectively, a 132-m-
long undulator line, and transport beamlines [12]. The
linac includes three sections of S-band rf traveling-wave
structures at 2.856GHz (L1S, L2, and L3) and one 4th-
harmonic X-band rf section (L1X). The electron bunch
is longitudinally compressed by BC1 and BC2. To do
this, we accelerate the electrons at an off-crest rf phase
so that the electron bunch has a time-energy chirp. Dur-
ing the passage through the chicane, the high-energy tail
travels a shorter path to catch up the low-energy head
so that the bunch is compressed in time. In regular FEL
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Figure 1. A sketch of nonlinear bunch compression at the LCLS. At the top is a layout of the LCLS, with main linac S-band
sections (L1S, L2, L3), one X-band linac section (L1X), two bunch compressor chicanes (BC1 and BC2), a dog-leg beamline
(DL2), and an undulator. The bottom plots show simulated longitudinal phase space and current profile after BC2 (a),
L3 exit (b), and undulator entrance (c), and FEL simulation results, including power profile (d), spectrum (e) and Wigner
transformation of the FEL field (f). The FEL photon energy in this simulation is 5.6 keV. Bunch head is to the left.

operation, the time-energy chirp before the compressor
is expected to be linear in order to generate a uniform
final current profile. This is realized by the 4th-harmonic
rf structure L1X through decelerating the electron beam,
which cancels the S-band rf-curvature induced nonlinear
correlation [40]. Accordingly, we call the harmonic struc-
ture a phase space “linearizer” in regular FEL operation.

In the nonlinear compression scheme, as studied
here, we intentionally reduce the amplitude of the 4th-
harmonic rf structure L1X so that the electron bunch
has a nonlinear time-energy chirp. During BC2 compres-
sion, we set the middle part of the bunch to get fully
compressed while the head and tail are compressed dif-
ferently. As a result, a “banana”-shaped electron dis-
tribution in the longitudinal phase space is formed af-
ter BC2, and the resultant current profile has a high-
current leading peak together with a low-current tail [see
Fig. 1(a)]. This distribution is similar to that achieved
in the early operation stage of FLASH before adding a
linearizer [41], but here we can control the curvature of
the nonlinear longitudinal phase space to get a stable,
high-current spike by optimizing the L1X parameters.

The longitudinal space charge (LSC) force downstream
BC2 becomes an important factor in the system, which
pushes the electrons near the horn head (tail) to higher
(lower) energy. The strength of the LSC fields depends
on the derivative of the electron beam current. As a
result, the strong LSC force in the horn region forms
a time-energy chirp with higher energy on the front, as
seen in Fig. 1(b-c). Fortunately this time-energy chirp
can be leveraged by reversely tapering the undulator field
strength, i.e., increasing the field strength along the un-
dulator [19, 42]. As the radiation slips forward with re-
spect to the bunch, it interacts with higher-energy elec-
trons at stronger undulator fields, and the FEL resonance
condition is preserved. Since the chirp in the core distin-
guishes from other parts, the taper we choose according
to the core part not only maintains lasing on the current

horn, but also suppresses lasing elsewhere, which fur-
ther shortens the x-ray pulse duration [39]. As shown in
Fig. 1 (d-e), simulations predict the production of single-
spike X-ray pulses with a Full Width at Half Maximum
(FWHM) duration around 200attoseconds and a 10 eV
FWHM bandwidth.
In the nonlinear compression experiment at the LCLS,

we chose the bunch charge to be 20 pC, which is the
lowest charge established for short pulse (<10 fs) oper-
ation [43] at the LCLS determined by the diagnostics
sensitivity. Starting from a regular operating mode with
linear compression (L1X voltage set at 19 - 20MV, phase
at −160◦), we only need some minor adjustments of the
linac rf parameters to realize nonlinear compression. The
rf amplitude of L1X was reduced first, together with L1S
adjustment for maintaining the energy and current af-
ter BC1 at the same values as in linear compression
setup. Then we scanned the L2 phase (the L2 ampli-
tude is adjusted accordingly to keep a constant energy
gain in L2) to find the minimum bunch length using the
BC2 bunch length monitor (BLM) [44]. According to
the measured electron profile and FEL spectra, the L1X
amplitude and phase are further optimized. A list of the
main LCLS parameters for nonlinear compression config-
uration is shown in Table I.

Longitudinal diagnosis of the electron beam is a criti-
cal part for carrying out this experiment. We have three
longitudinal diagnostic systems available at the LCLS: a
relative BLM after BC2 [45], an X-band rf transverse de-
flector (XTCAV) downstream of the undulator [46], and
a middle-infrared (MIR) prism spectrometer before the
undulator [47]. The BLM is based on coherent edge ra-
diation from the last bend magnet of the compressor chi-
cane. It is a non-interceptive, single-shot measurement
calibrated by a transverse deflector at 150 - 250pC [44].
At this 20 pC charge, no calibration has been made but
it still provides a fast way to roughly determine the com-
pression mode (The signal peaks at full compression).
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Table I. The LCLS parameters for nonlinear bunch compres-
sion experiment.

Parameter Value Unit

Bunch charge 20 pC

Injector bunch length (FWHM) 850 µm

DL1 energy 135 MeV

DL1 R56 6.3 mm

L1S rf phase −27 degree

L1X rf phase −170 - −180 degree

L1X rf amplitude 12 - 15 MV

BC1 energy 220 MeV

BC1 R56 −45.5 mm

L2 rf phase −35.4 - −34.8 degree

BC2 energy 5 GeV

BC2 R56 −24.7 mm

L3 rf phase 0 degree

DL2 energy 11 - 14 GeV

DL2 R56 0.133 mm

Starting from the under-compression side, increasing the
chirp makes a maximum (full) compression on the bunch
head (other parts are still under-compressed), resulting
in a leading current spike. After that, a small increase of
the chirp shifts the full compression section towards the
bunch center, while the head is over-compressed and the
tail is still under-compressed. This is the desired operat-
ing point with a “banana” shape. A further increase
in the chirp makes the whole bunch over-compressed,
where the bunch head and tail are switched. Operating
in the longer pulse range, as in the under-compression
or over-compression, it is possible to measure the time-
energy phase space distribution with the XTCAV. How-
ever, measuring the phase-space of the “banana”-shaped
beam is beyond the XTCAV resolution (the resolution
with upgraded SLED mode [48] is about 2 fs rms [49] at
the high energy range above 10GeV). For this extremely
short bunch, the MIR prism spectrometer provides a bet-
ter resolution to guide the setup.
The MIR prism spectrometer diagnostic is based on

measuring the power spectrum of the light produced by
an electron bunch undergoing a coherent transition ra-
diation process with a thin foil. While we scan the L2
phase, the bunch length after BC2 compressor is varied
and each single shot spectrum is recorded. We show the
spectral measurements with the MIR prism spectrometer
in Fig. 2 with electron beam energy at 14GeV. The 2D
plot shows spectral intensity distribution as a function of
L2 phase and the radiation spatial frequency κ ≡ 1/λ (λ
is the transition radiation wavelength), where the max-
imum bandwidth (∆κ) corresponds to minimum bunch
length (maximum compression). Note the BLM signal
is also recorded simultaneously during the MIR prism
measurement, and we see a good correlation between the
bandwidth from the MIR spectrometer and the BLM sig-

nal intensity. From Fig. 2, One can see the measured
maximum bandwidth at the nonlinear compression mode
(L1X at 12MV) is clearly larger compared to the one at
linear compression (L1X at 19MV). The electron cur-
rent profile can be retrieved from the measured spec-
tral profile by the Kramers-Kronig phase reconstruction
method (see details in [47] and references there). We
show two examples of the reconstructed current profile
at the maximum compression, with L1X at 12MV and
19MV, respectively. As shown in Fig. 2, at nonlinear
compression, the peak current is increased by about a
factor 2 with bunch duration about 1µm (3 fs) FWHM.
Note that with these extremely short pulses, the mea-
surement is still limited by instrument resolution with
high-frequency content clearly extending just beyond the
range of the spectrometer, and so this is still only an
upper limit of the pulse duration.

2000 4000 6000 8000

−27

−26

−25

−24

φ L2
 (

de
g.

)

2000 4000 6000 8000
−30

−29

−28

−27

κ (1/cm)

φ L2
 (

de
g.

)

−2 0 2 4 6

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

z (µm)

I (
kA

)

 

 
A

L1X
=12 MV

A
L1X

=19 MV

Figure 2. (Left) Spectral measurement using the MIR prism
spectrometer versus L2 phase at linear (top, L1X at 19MV)
and nonlinear (bottom, L1X at 12MV) compression. (Right)
Two reconstructed current profile examples at minimum
achieved pulse duration for linear and nonlinear compression.
Electron beam energy was 14GeV, bunch charge was 20 pC.

The nonlinearly compressed electron bunch was then
transported to the LCLS undulator for producing x rays.
As discussed earlier, the LSC induces a distinguished
chirp at the core part of the bunch. Inside the undu-
lator, the LSC force is even stronger due to wiggling mo-
tion [50], further enhancing the time-energy chirp within
the electron bunch. During the experiment, we applied
a linear reverse taper to counteract this chirp effect.
Temporal characterization of these short x-ray pulses

is very challenging. Instead, spectral domain diagno-
sis provides an alternative way [42, 51]. At the LCLS,
a transmissive hard x-ray single-shot spectrometer has
been developed [52, 53]. Base on the Bragg reflection of
a parallel incoming x-ray by a cylindrically bent silicon
crystal, the spectrometer has a wide spectral range in the
hard x-ray regime and a resolution at sub-eV level, which
is sufficient to resolve individual SASE spectral spikes in
the experiment.
Figure 3 shows the FEL spectrum evolution while

switching the LCLS from the regular linear compression
mode to the nonlinear compression mode at the photon
energy of 9 keV. The electron beam energy is 14GeV.
Each histogram in Fig. 3 (left column) was computed
based on 2000 consecutive shots. We see that in the reg-
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ular linear compression mode (without reverse tapering),
most of the shots have 5 - 7 spikes. By reducing the
L1X voltage to 15MV (with adding a reverse taper of
5.5× 10−5m−1 from undulator U17 to U32), the number
of spikes in each shot is reduced, with more than half of
the shots presenting 2 - 3 spikes. Lowering L1X to 12MV,
we achieved most of the shots with single or double spikes
as shown in the figure. The average pulse energy of the
single-spike shots is about 7± 4 µJ. If we further reduce
L1X to 10MV, the histogram of the spike number is sim-
ilar to the case at 12MV, but the average pulse energy
is reduced to 4± 3 µJ. This means that further reducing
the L1X amplitude would preserve a current spike but
with lower current value, which degrades the FEL per-
formance. For this 9-keV photon beam, we concluded
that L1X at 12MV is an optimal condition. We kept a
constant reverse tapering for all the reduced L1X ampli-
tudes of 10 - 15MV. The FEL performance was not sen-
sitive to the tapering variation within a range of ±10%,
probably because a rather long undulator was used in
the experiments. The right column of Fig. 3 shows one
typical spectrum recorded at each setting. As we can
see, the number of spikes is reduced and the spike width
is increased while lowering the L1X voltage. Based on
the statistical theory, the pulses should have a similar
number of spikes in time domain.
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Figure 3. Histogram of the number of spikes (Left) and mea-
sured spectral example (Right) at 9 keV versus the L1X volt-
age: (Top) 19MV; (Middle) 15MV and (Bottom) 12 MV.
Each setting used 2000 shots. Electron beam energy was
14GeV, bunch charge was 20 pC.
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Figure 4. (Left) Histogram of the number of spectral spikes
based on 8400 shots. (Right) Ten recorded shots of the sorted
single-spike x-ray spectra (at 5.6 keV). Electron beam energy
was 11.5 GeV, bunch charge was 20 pC. L1X amplitude was
13MV.

More measurements were performed at the x-ray pho-
ton energy of 5.6 keV, with electron beam energy at
11.5GeV. After optimization, we chose the L1X at 13MV
which produces the highest ratio of single-spike pulses. A
reverse tapering of 5.0× 10−5m−1 was applied from un-
dulator U7 to U32. In Fig. 4, we plot the histogram
of the number of spikes calculated on a dataset with
8400 consecutively recorded spectra. About 50% of the
shots have single spike. After sorting the shots accord-
ing to the number of spikes, the average energy for the
single-spike shots was about 10 µJ with 70% fluctuation.
We also show 10 continuous single-spike spectral exam-
ples choosing from the sorted single-spike group. The
FWHM bandwidth of these measured single-spike spec-
tra, obtained through Gaussian fitting, was 11.3±4.2 eV.
Such bandwidth yields a duration of 162±60attoseconds
FWHM assuming that the pulses have Fourier-transform-
limited Gaussian distribution. However, as the FEL was
generated by time-energy chirped electrons herein, the
radiation presents a frequency chirp leading to an under-
estimate of the pulse length.

To estimate the FEL pulse duration, we used a simple
model assuming a linearly chirped Gaussian pulse [54].
With this model, the FWHM pulse duration, τp, can be
calculated using

τp =
2
√
2 ln 2/π

√

∆f2
p
+
√

∆f4
p
− (4 ln 2αf0/π)2

, (1)

where ∆fp is the spectral FWHM in Hz, f0 is the cen-
tral frequency in Hz, α is the frequency chirp parame-
ter defined as the relative change of instantaneous fre-
quency over time ∆t, i.e., α = ∆f/f0/∆t. As discussed
in the Supplemental Material, typically there are two so-
lutions of the pulse duration for a given pulse spectral
bandwidth and chirp, and the solution we are using from
Eq. (1) is benchmarked with simulation results. An accu-
rate measurement of the frequency chirp is unavailable in
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the experiment. Note that Eq. (1) has an upper limit of

τp,max = 2
√
2 ln 2/(π∆fp) when |α| = π∆f2

p
/(4 ln 2 f0),

a maximum achievable frequency chirp in absolute value
at a given spectral width and central frequency. So we
can estimate the upper limit of FWHM pulse duration
to be 228 ± 85 attoseconds for the single-spike shots at
5.6 keV using measured bandwidth 11.3± 4.2eV. Similar
estimate for the 9 keV single-spike data (FWHM band-
width is 14.4±4.7 eV with L1X at 12MV) gives an upper
limit of FWHM pulse duration to be 179±58 attoseconds.
In conclusion, we have demonstrated a simple way

for generating single-spike hard x-ray FEL pulses at the

LCLS. We measured single-spike pulses with estimated
FWHM pulse duration at the 200-attosecond level at 5.6
and 9 keV. We expect to have a similar performance in a
range of 4 - 10 keV, and in principle this scheme should
also work in soft x-ray regime. Due to a larger slippage
length at soft x-ray FELs, a single spike width is expected
to be about 1 - 2 fs.
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tional Key Research and Development Program of China
(Grant No. 2016YFA0401904).
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A. Becker, A. Jaron-Becker, M. M. Murnane, and H. C.
Kapteyn, Science 336, 1287 (2012).

[8] Z. Huang and K.-J. Kim, Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams
10, 034801 (2007).

[9] B. W. J. McNeil and N. R. Thompson, Nat. Photon. 4,
814 (2010).

[10] K.-J. Kim, Z. Huang, and R. Lindberg, “Synchrotron
radiation and free-electron lasers,” (Cambridge, 2017).

[11] W. Ackermann, G. Asova, V. Ayvazyan, A. Az-
ima, N. Baboi, J. Bahr, V. Balandin, B. Beut-
ner, A. Brandt, A. Bolzmann, R. Brinkmann, O. I.
Brovko, M. Castellano, P. Castro, L. Catani, E. Chi-
adroni, S. Choroba, A. Cianchi, J. T. Costello,
D. Cubaynes, J. Dardis, W. Decking, H. Delsim-Hashemi,
A. Delserieys, G. Di Pirro, M. Dohlus, S. Dusterer,
A. Eckhardt, H. T. Edwards, B. Faatz, J. Feldhaus,
K. Flottmann, J. Frisch, L. Frohlich, T. Garvey, U. Gen-
sch, C. Gerth, M. Gorler, N. Golubeva, H. J. Grabosch,
M. Grecki, O. Grimm, K. Hacker, U. Hahn, J. H. Han,
K. Honkavaara, T. Hott, M. Huning, Y. Ivanisenko,
E. Jaeschke, W. Jalmuzna, T. Jezynski, R. Kammering,
V. Katalev, K. Kavanagh, E. T. Kennedy, S. Khody-
achykh, K. Klose, V. Kocharyan, M. Korfer, M. Kollewe,
W. Koprek, S. Korepanov, D. Kostin, M. Krassilnikov,
G. Kube, M. Kuhlmann, C. L. S. Lewis, L. Lilje, T. Lim-
berg, D. Lipka, F. Lohl, H. Luna, M. Luong, M. Mar-
tins, M. Meyer, P. Michelato, V. Miltchev, W. D.
Moller, L. Monaco, W. F. O. Muller, O. Napieralski,
O. Napoly, P. Nicolosi, D. Nolle, T. Nunez, A. Op-
pelt, C. Pagani, R. Paparella, N. Pchalek, J. Pedregosa-
Gutierrez, B. Petersen, B. Petrosyan, G. Petrosyan,

L. Petrosyan, J. Pfluger, E. Plonjes, L. Poletto, K. Poz-
niak, E. Prat, D. Proch, P. Pucyk, P. Radcliffe, H. Redlin,
K. Rehlich, M. Richter, M. Roehrs, J. Roensch, R. Ro-
maniuk, M. Ross, J. Rossbach, V. Rybnikov, M. Sach-
witz, E. L. Saldin, W. Sandner, H. Schlarb, B. Schmidt,
M. Schmitz, P. Schmuser, J. R. Schneider, E. A. Schnei-
dmiller, S. Schnepp, S. Schreiber, M. Seidel, D. Sertore,
A. V. Shabunov, C. Simon, S. Simrock, E. Sombrowski,
A. A. Sorokin, P. Spanknebel, R. Spesyvtsev, L. Staykov,
B. Steffen, F. Stephan, F. Stulle, H. Thom, K. Tiedtke,
M. Tischer, S. Toleikis, R. Treusch, D. Trines, I. Tsakov,
E. Vogel, T. Weiland, H. Weise, M. Wellhofer, M. Wendt,
I. Will, A. Winter, K. Wittenburg, W. Wurth, P. Yeates,
M. V. Yurkov, I. Zagorodnov, and K. Zapfe, Nat. Pho-
ton. 1, 336 (2007).

[12] P. Emma, R. Akre, J. Arthur, R. Bionta, C. Bostedt,
J. Bozek, A. Brachmann, P. Bucksbaum, R. Coffee, F. J.
Decker, Y. Ding, D. Dowell, S. Edstrom, A. Fisher,
J. Frisch, S. Gilevich, J. Hastings, G. Hays, P. Hering,
Z. Huang, R. Iverson, H. Loos, M. Messerschmidt, A. Mi-
ahnahri, S. Moeller, H. D. Nuhn, G. Pile, D. Ratner,
J. Rzepiela, D. Schultz, T. Smith, P. Stefan, H. Tomp-
kins, J. Turner, J. Welch, W. White, J. Wu, G. Yocky,
and J. Galayda, Nat. Photon. 4, 641 (2010).

[13] T. Ishikawa, H. Aoyagi, T. Asaka, Y. Asano, N. Azumi,
T. Bizen, H. Ego, K. Fukami, T. Fukui, Y. Furukawa,
S. Goto, H. Hanaki, T. Hara, T. Hasegawa, T. Hat-
sui, A. Higashiya, T. Hirono, N. Hosoda, M. Ishii,
T. Inagaki, Y. Inubushi, T. Itoga, Y. Joti, M. Kago,
T. Kameshima, H. Kimura, Y. Kirihara, A. Kiyomichi,
T. Kobayashi, C. Kondo, T. Kudo, H. Maesaka, X. M.
Marechal, T. Masuda, S. Matsubara, T. Matsumoto,
T. Matsushita, S. Matsui, M. Nagasono, N. Nariyama,
H. Ohashi, T. Ohata, T. Ohshima, S. Ono, Y. Otake,
C. Saji, T. Sakurai, T. Sato, K. Sawada, T. Seike, K. Shi-
rasawa, T. Sugimoto, S. Suzuki, S. Takahashi, H. Takebe,
K. Takeshita, K. Tamasaku, H. Tanaka, R. Tanaka,
T. Tanaka, T. Togashi, K. Togawa, A. Tokuhisa,
H. Tomizawa, K. Tono, S. Wu, M. Yabashi, M. Yam-
aga, A. Yamashita, K. Yanagida, C. Zhang, T. Shintake,
H. Kitamura, and N. Kumagai, Nat. Photon. 6, 540
(2012).

[14] E. Allaria, D. Castronovo, P. Cinquegrana, P. Craievich,
M. Dal Forno, M. B. Danailov, G. D’Auria, A. Demi-
dovich, G. De Ninno, S. Di Mitri, B. Diviacco, W. M.
Fawley, M. Ferianis, E. Ferrari, L. Froehlich, G. Gaio,



6

D. Gauthier, L. Giannessi, R. Ivanov, B. Mahieu,
N. Mahne, I. Nikolov, F. Parmigiani, G. Penco, L. Rai-
mondi, C. Scafuri, C. Serpico, P. Sigalotti, S. Spamp-
inati, C. Spezzani, M. Svandrlik, C. Svetina, M. Trovo,
M. Veronese, D. Zangrando, and M. Zangrando, Nat.
Photon. 7, 913 (2013).

[15] E. Hemsing, G. Stupakov, D. Xiang, and A. A. Zholents,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 86, 897 (2014).

[16] E. L. Saldin, E. A. Schneidmiller, and M. V. Yurkov,
Opt. Commun. 237, 153 (2004).

[17] E. L. Saldin, E. A. Schneidmiller, and M. V. Yurkov,
Opt. Commun. 239, 161 (2004).

[18] A. A. Zholents, Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 8, 040701
(2005).

[19] E. L. Saldin, E. A. Schneidmiller, and M. V. Yurkov,
Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 9, 050702 (2006).

[20] A. A. Zholents and M. S. Zolotorev, New Journal of Phys.
10, 025005 (2008).

[21] Y. Ding, Z. Huang, D. Ratner, P. Bucksbaum, and
H. Merdji, Phys. Rev. ST Accel. Beams 12, 060703
(2009).

[22] J. Qiang and J. Wu, Appl. Phys. Lett. 99, 081101 (2011).
[23] J. Qiang and J. Wu, J. Mod. Optics 58, 1452 (2011).
[24] P. Emma, Z. Huang, and M. Borland, Proceedings of

FEL conference (FEL2004), Trieste, Italy , 333 (2005).
[25] N. R. Thompson and B. W. J. McNeil, Phys. Rev. Lett.

100, 203901 (2008).
[26] D. J. Dunning, B. W. J. McNeil, and N. R. Thompson,

Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 104801 (2013).
[27] T. Tanaka, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 084801 (2013).
[28] E. Prat and S. Reiche, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 244801

(2015).
[29] E. Prat, F. Lohl, and S. Reiche, Phys. Rev. ST Accel.

Beams 18, 100701 (2015).
[30] E. L. Saldin, E. A. Schneidmiller, and M. V. Yurkov,

Opt. Commun. 212, 377 (2002).
[31] J. B. Rosenzweig, D. Alesini, G. Andonian, M. Bos-

colo, M. Dunning, L. Faillace, M. Ferrario, A. Fuku-
sawa, L. Giannessi, E. Hemsing, G. Marcus, A. Marinelli,
P. Musumeci, B. O?Shea, L. Palumbo, C. Pellegrini,
V. Petrillo, S. Reiche, C. Ronsivalle, B. Spataro, and
C. Vaccarezza, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 593, 39 (2008).

[32] S. Reiche, P. Musumeci, C. Pellegrini, and J. B. Rosen-
zweig, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 593, 45 (2008).

[33] V. Wacker, Y. Ding, J. Frisch, Z. Huang, C. Pellegrini,
and F. Zhou, Proceedings of FEL2012, Nara, Japan , 606
(2012).

[34] A. Marinelli, to be published in Appl. Phys. Lett. (2017).
[35] P. Emma, K. Bane, M. Cornacchia, Z. Huang, H. Schlarb,

G. Stupakov, and D. Walz, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 074801
(2004).

[36] Y. Ding, C. Behrens, R. Coffee, F. J. Decker, P. Emma,
C. Field, W. Helml, Z. Huang, P. Krejcik, J. Krzywinski,
H. Loos, A. Lutman, A. Marinelli, T. J. Maxwell, and
J. Turner, Appl. Phys. Lett. 107, 191104 (2015).

[37] Z. Zhang, K. Bane, Y. Ding, Z. Huang, R. Iverson,
T. Maxwell, G. Stupakov, and L. Wang, Phys. Rev. ST
Accel. Beams 18, 010702 (2015).

[38] A. A. Lutman, T. J. Maxwell, J. P. MacArthur, M. W.

Guetg, N. Berrah, R. N. Coffee, Y. Ding, Z. Huang,
A. Marinelli, S. Moeller, et al., Nat. Photon. 10, 745
(2016).

[39] S. Huang, Y. Ding, Z. Huang, and J. Qiang, Phys. Rev.
ST Accel. Beams 17, 120703 (2014).

[40] P. Emma, LCLS Technical Note SLAC-TN-05-004

(2001).
[41] M. Dohlus, K. Floettmann, O. S. Kozlov, T. Limberg,

P. Piot, E. L. Saldin, E. A. Schneidmiller, and M. V.
Yurkov, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 530, 217 (2004).

[42] L. Giannessi, A. Bacci, M. Bellaveglia, F. Briquez,
M. Castellano, E. Chiadroni, A. Cianchi, F. Ciocci,
M. E. Couprie, L. Cultrera, G. Dattoli, D. Filippetto,
M. Del Franco, G. Di Pirro, M. Ferrario, L. Ficcadenti,
F. Frassetto, A. Gallo, G. Gatti, M. Labat, G. Marcus,
M. Moreno, A. Mostacci, E. Pace, A. Petralia, V. Petrillo,
L. Poletto, M. Quattromini, J. V. Rau, C. Ronsivalle,
J. Rosenzweig, A. R. Rossi, V. Rossi Albertini, E. Sabia,
M. Serluca, S. Spampinati, I. Spassovsky, B. Spataro,
V. Surrenti, C. Vaccarezza, and C. Vicario, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 106, 144801 (2011).

[43] Y. Ding, A. Brachmann, F.-J. Decker, D. Dowell,
P. Emma, J. Frisch, S. Gilevich, G. Hays, P. Hering,
Z. Huang, R. Iverson, H. Loos, A. Miahnahri, H.-D.
Nuhn, D. Ratner, J. Turner, J. Welch, W. White, and
J. Wu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 254801 (2009).

[44] H. Loos, Proc. SPIE 8788, Advances in X-ray Free-
Electron Lasers II: Instrumentation , 87780J (2013).

[45] H. Loos, T. Borden, E. P., F. J., and J. Wu, Proc. of
PAC07, Albuquerque, New Mexico, USA , 4189 (2007).

[46] C. Behrens, F. J. Decker, Y. Ding, V. A. Dolgashev,
J. Frisch, Z. Huang, P. Krejcik, H. Loos, A. Lutman, T. J.
Maxwell, J. Turner, J. Wang, M. H. Wang, J. Welch, and
J. Wu, Nat. Commun. 5, 3762 (2014).

[47] T. J. Maxwell, C. Behrens, Y. Ding, A. S. Fisher,
J. Frisch, Z. Huang, and H. Loos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111,
184801 (2013).

[48] J. Wang, G. Bowden, S. Condamoor, Y. Ding, V. Dol-
gashev, J. Eichner, M. Franzi, A. Haase, P. Krejcik,
J. Lewandowski, S. Tantawi, L. Xiao, and C. Xu, Pro-
ceedings of IPAC2016, Busan, Korea , 39 (2016).

[49] P. Krejcik, G. Bowden, S. Condamoor, Y. Ding, V. Dol-
gashev, J. Eichner, M. Franzi, A. Haase, J. Lewandowski,
T. Maxwell, S. Tantawi, J. Wang, L. Xiao, and C. Xu,
Proceedings of IBIC2016, Barcelona, Spain , 833 (2016).

[50] G. Geloni, Nucl. Instrum. Meth. A 583, 228 (2007).
[51] Y. Inubushi, K. Tono, T. Togashi, T. Sato, T. Hat-

sui, T. Kameshima, K. Togawa, T. Hara, T. Tanaka,
H. Tanaka, T. Ishikawa, and M. Yabashi, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 109, 144801 (2012).

[52] D. Zhu, M. Cammarata, J. M. Feldkamp, D. M. Fritz,
J. B. Hastings, S. Lee, H. T. Lemke, A. Robert, J. L.
Turner, and Y. Feng, Appl. Phys. Lett. 101, 034103
(2012).

[53] D. Rich, D. Zhu, J. Turner, D. Zhang, B. Hill, and
Y. Feng, Journal of Synchrotron Radiation 23, 3 (2016).

[54] A. E. Siegman, “Lasers,” (University Science Books,
Sausalito, California, 1986) p. 332.


