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ABSTRACT

We demonstrate the generation of ultrahigh magnetic fields—in the order of gigagauss—using a bladed microtube target whose inner surface
is periodically slanted in a sawtooth-like pattern. When irradiated by ultra-intense, ultrashort laser pulses, hot electrons with MeV energies
are produced at the outer surface and swiftly transported to the inner surface, initiating a rapid implosion of plasma toward the central axis.
The unique blade-induced asymmetry gives rise to vortex-shaped flows of ions and electrons near the center, forming strong azimuthal loop
currents that generate ultrahigh magnetic fields at the center. Two-dimensional particle-in-cell simulations, supported by a simple analytical
model, elucidate the underlying physics and reveal key scaling laws governing the field strength and spatial confinement.

VC 2025 Author(s). All article content, except where otherwise noted, is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (https://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/). https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0275006

I. INTRODUCTION

Ultrahigh magnetic fields play a crucial role in high- energy-
density (HED) physics and laboratory astrophysics, enabling the study
of extreme astrophysical phenomena,1,2 enhancing plasma confine-
ment in fusion applications,3,4 and facilitating high-energy particle
acceleration and radiation generation.5–7

Thanks to advances in ultra-intense femtosecond laser technol-
ogy8,9 and precision micro-fabrication,10,11 various laser-driven mag-
netic field generation schemes have been developed, such as curved
targets,12,13 capacitor-coil targets,14,15 and microtube implosion
schemes.16–18 These approaches have enabled magnetic field strengths
ranging from tens of tesla to several hundred kilotesla.

Among them, the microtube implosion (MTI) scheme, illus-
trated in Fig. 1, has demonstrated the ability to produce megatesla-
level magnetic fields.16 In this scheme, a hollow cylindrical target
with inner radius R0 � 1–10 lm is irradiated by ultra-intense femto-
second laser pulses (IL � 1020–1022 W/cm2), producing hot electrons
of MeV energies. These hot electrons form a sheath field along the
inner wall, which accelerates ions radially inward (implosion). A
seed magnetic field deflects the ions and electrons in opposite
azimuthal directions via the Lorentz force, inducing loop currents
(Ji/ and Je/) in the same direction, ultimately generating a strong
axial magnetic field Bc. While effective, this scheme requires a kT-
level seed field, introducing system complexity and limiting compact
implementation.

To overcome these limitations, we propose a new concept: the
bladed microtube implosion (BMI), illustrated in Fig. 2. The BMI
scheme employs a hollow cylindrical target with a periodically slanted
inner surface resembling sawtooth-shaped blades. This design breaks
the cylindrical symmetry of the imploding plasma, causing azimuthally
asymmetric ion acceleration and generating a spontaneous loop cur-
rent around the center.19 This self-generated current gives rise to a
gigagauss-level axial magnetic field, even in the absence of an exter-
nally applied seed field.

The acceleration mechanism underlying BMI is conceptually
akin to target normal sheath acceleration (TNSA), where laser-driven
hot electrons rapidly escape into the central vacuum, creating sheath
fields that accelerate ions normal to the inner surface. In BMI, the
blade geometry redirects these ions slightly off-axis, inducing a net
loop current that seeds the magnetic field. This geometry-driven
anisotropy enables spontaneous field generation through collective
plasma dynamics.

Unlike conventional flux compression schemes20–22 that rely on
compressing an initially applied seed magnetic field, the present bladed
microtube implosion (BMI) concept fundamentally differs in its mech-
anism. Here, no external magnetic field is required at the outset.
Instead, a spontaneous loop current is self-consistently generated near
the center due to the asymmetric ion acceleration induced by the blade
geometry. This loop current acts as an intrinsic seed, which is then
amplified through collective plasma motion during the implosion
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process. The resulting magnetic field emerges from zero and grows
rapidly to gigagauss levels, marking a distinct paradigm shift from
seed-field compression to geometry-driven magnetic field creation.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Sec. II intro-
duces the bladed microtube concept and the mechanism of spontane-
ous magnetic field generation, with emphasis on key simulation results
and contrasts with conventional compression schemes. Section III
presents an analytical model to derive scaling laws for the magnetic
field and core size, including polarity transition. Section IV discusses
blade number optimization, 3D stability, and applications. Section V
concludes the paper.

II. PIC SIMULATIONS OF BLADED MICROTUBE
IMPLOSION
A. Setup and laser configuration

The blade structure is intended to provide non-uniform initial
conditions for the ion and electron flow under laser irradiation by geo-
metrically breaking the symmetry, thus facilitating the spontaneous
generation and amplification of the azimuthal electric current and
magnetic field. Below, we perform 2D PIC simulations of BMI using
the fully relativistic open-source code EPOCH.23 The simulation box
placed on the x–y plane has a size of 22lm �22lm at a rate of 100
cells/lm or equivalently 10nm/cell. The system is assumed to be

uniform along the z axis. Carbon with an initial density of ni0
¼ 3� 1022 cm�3 is employed as the target material in this study,
which is assumed to be fully ionized at the ionization state Z ¼ 6,
and the corresponding initial electron density is therefore ne0 ¼
1:8� 1023 cm�3. Each square cell for the target material is filled with
100 pseudo ions and 200 pseudo electrons.

In our simulations, both ions and electrons are treated as fully
kinetic particles using the standard particle-in-cell (PIC) method
implemented in the EPOCH code. In the simulations, a realistic pro-
ton-to-electron mass ratio mp=me ¼ 1836 is employed (the mass of a
carbon ion is mi ¼ 12mp). Binary collisions and ionization processes
are neglected in this study, since the plasma is considered collisionless
over the short laser interaction timescale (�100 fs). These approxima-
tions are justified by the relativistic energies of the electrons and the
extremely high temperature of the system, where collective electromag-
netic effects dominate the particle dynamics.

The target structure of BMI is characterized by four free parame-
ters, i.e., the number of blades N, the innermost radius Rin, the outer
radius Rout, and the gap on the blade edge d. In Fig. 2(b), N ¼ 8,
Rin ¼ 5 lm, Rout ¼ 8 lm, and d ¼ 1 lm are employed as an example
set of the parameters. The elementary shape of the bladed
inner surface is given by a sinusoidal curve in this study, i.e., rðhÞ
¼ Rin þ d sinðNh=4Þ for 0 � h � 2p=N , which is periodically
assigned along the inner circle ð0 � h � 2pÞ to form N-blades.

Four linear-polarized laser pulses with a laser wavelength of
kL ¼ 0:8lm and a peak intensity of IL � 1021 W/cm2 propagate
toward the BMI target located at the center along the 6x- and
6y-axes. The polarization of the incident laser pulses is specified such
that the electric field and the magnetic field components oscillate on
the x–y plane and along the z axis, respectively. The temporal profiles
of the incident laser pulses have Gaussian distribution with the pulse
duration sL ¼ 100 fs (FWHM: full width at half maximum), while the
transverse profiles of the pulses are assumed to be plane waves.

B. Implosion dynamics

Figures 3(a)–3(d) and 3(e)–3(h) depict the temporal evolution of
ion and electron density distributions, respectively, at four representa-
tive time points: t ¼ 125, 240, 300, and 600 fs. These snapshots reveal
the dynamic progression of the system throughout the implosion pro-
cess. Upon irradiation by intense laser pulses, hot electrons generated
at the outer surface rapidly traverse to the inner surface of the micro-
tube and penetrate into the central vacuum region of the hollow target.
This inward electron flux forms a sheath that induces a quasistatic
electric field near the inner wall, which in turn accelerates wall ions
toward the central axis [Figs. 3(a), 3(b), 3(e), and 3(f)]. Notably, as
seen in Fig. 3(b), the resulting ion flow exhibits a symmetric off-center
pattern, consistent with expectations based on the target geometry. As
the imploding plasma front, composed of both ions and electrons,
passes near the center of the target, a characteristic ring structure—
referred to as a “Larmor hole”—emerges around the central region
[Figs. 3(c) and 3(g)]. The Larmor hole typically measures 1–2 lm in
diameter and represents the envelope of the gyro-orbits of charged
particles. In a conventional microtube target without any inner-wall
blade structure, the Larmor hole forms due to the deflection of par-
ticles by seed magnetic fields on the order of kilotesla.16 In contrast, in
the BMI target, it arises from the geometrical asymmetry introduced

FIG. 1. (a) Top view of inner plasma dynamics during microtube implosion.
Isothermal expansion of the inner-wall plasma into vacuum is driven by laser-
produced hot electrons. (b) An ultrahigh magnetic field Bc forms at the center,
induced by collective currents of ions and electrons deflected in opposite directions
by the seed field B0. Reproduced from Murakami et al., Sci. Rep. 10, 16653 (2020);
licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license.

FIG. 2. (a) Core mechanism of BMI: blade heating by hot electrons drives azimuthal
ion motion, inducing a loop current and ultrahigh magnetic field. (b) Example with
eight blades.
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by the blades, which induce a pronounced vortex-like motion of ions
and electrons during the implosion.

Figures 3(i)–3(l) and 3(m)–3(p) show the temporal evolution of
the ion and electron velocity fields and the magnetic field distributions,
respectively. At the peak time of the magnetic field, as illustrated in
Fig. 3(k), vortex motions of the ions and electrons are clearly
observed—anticlockwise for ions and clockwise for electrons. This
converging vortex configuration, consisting of clockwise electron
motion and counterclockwise ion motion, forms a quasi-stationary
current loop centered near the axis. This self-organized flow pattern
underlies the magnetized stagnation structure clearly observed in
Fig. 3(o). These counter-rotating flows act cooperatively to generate a
strong azimuthal loop current on the order of peta-amperes per square
centimeter in the anticlockwise direction. This intense current gives
rise to a localized magnetic field of approximately 500 kT at the center,

confined within an ellipsoidal region with major and minor axes of
2lm and 1lm, respectively, as seen in Fig. 3(o). It is worth noting
that the formation of such vortex structures and the associated mag-
netic field arises through a self-consistent positive feedback mecha-
nism. Specifically, the initial loop current amplifies the central
magnetic field, which in turn constrains the motion of charged par-
ticles more tightly via the Lorentz force—thereby reinforcing and fur-
ther intensifying the loop current itself.

C. Magnetic field formation

Figure 4 shows the energy spectra of ions and electrons at two dif-
ferent times before (t ¼ 200 fs) and after (t ¼ 300 fs) the collapse of
converging plasma at the center. The electron energy spectra at both
times are found to be well fitted by the Maxwell distribution with a

FIG. 3. Two-dimensional distributions of key physical quantities at four different times, under a laser pulse duration of sL ¼ 100 fs and peak time tp ¼ 150 fs. (a)–(d) Ion den-
sity ni. (e)–(h) Electron density ne. (i)–(l): Velocities of ions (black arrows) and electrons (red arrows), showing anticlockwise ion motion and clockwise electron motion in the
central region, resulting in the same anticlockwise current generation. This converging vortex pattern forms the core of the stagnation structure. (m)–(p) Axial magnetic field Bc .
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temperature of Te ’ 13MeV (compare the fitted curve). This electron
temperature can be well explained by the ponderomotive scaling,24 i.e.,

TeðMeVÞ � 14
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
IL21k

2
Llm

q
, where IL21 and kLlm are the laser intensity

and the laser wavelength in units of 1021 W/cm2 and lm, respectively.
The scaling reads Te � 11MeV by applying IL ¼ 1021 W/cm2 and
kL ¼ 0:8lm. In addition, the high-energy tail of the ion distribution is
also found to have a similar temperature, Ti ’ 13MeV. While the ion
temperature and the electron temperature are kept close to each other
in the implosion phase (t ¼ 200 fs), i.e., Te � Ti, the kinetic energy of
an imploding ion increases in time due to adiabatic expansion. The
implosion velocity vimp is then roughly estimated to reach the order of
the sound speed, i.e., vimp � ð1� 2Þcs � ð2:5–5:0Þ � 109 cm/s, where

the sound speed cs ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ZTe=mi

p
is calculated with the aid of

Te ¼ 13MeV. The estimates well explain the obtained simulation
result, vimp � 4� 109 cm/s, and the corresponding kinetic energy of
carbon ions Eimp � 100MeV.

Meanwhile, the ion energy spectrum at t ¼ 300 fs in Fig. 4, corre-
sponding to Ti � 75MeV (compare the fitted curve) for the energy
range 100MeV� e� 400MeV, makes a striking contrast to the ion
spectrum at t ¼ 200 fs. This strong heating of ions and the generation
of a strong magnetic field at the center coherently occur. In other
words, when the imploding ions are passing by the closest points to
the center, the local density quickly increases to reach the same order
as the solid density, and at the same time strong currents induced by
both the ions and electrons generate the ultrahigh magnetic fields. The
magnetic fields thus generated then trap the ions, which convert a sub-
stantial amount of their own imploding kinetic energy into thermal
energy via ion–ion collisions. As a result, the ions remain tightly
trapped by the self-generated magnetic field in the order of sub-
megatesla and are confined in this region for a duration exceeding a
few picoseconds, which is substantially longer than the pulse duration
of the applied laser (� 100 fs).

The generation and saturation of the axial magnetic field can be
interpreted as a feedback loop: ion and electron flow induced by the

blades drive azimuthal currents, which generate axial magnetic fields,
compressing the plasma further. This positive feedback continues until
the system reaches a saturated state, as observed in Fig. 3(o). The self-
organization of the loop current relies critically on the geometrical
asymmetry introduced by the blades.

As the self-generated axial magnetic field increases, the Larmor
radii of both electrons and ions shrink, confining their transverse
motion more tightly around the axis. This magnetic confinement effec-
tively compresses the plasma into a narrower region, thereby increas-
ing the local current density and enhancing the magnetic field in
return.

The saturation of the axial magnetic field results from several
interlinked mechanisms: the finite capacity of hot electrons to sustain
azimuthal currents, magnetic mirror effects that hinder electron circu-
lation, and opposing electrostatic fields arising from ion return flows.
Additionally, increased confinement leads to energy concentration,
which may trigger wave excitation or turbulent dissipation, disrupting
the current loop structure. These effects collectively halt the further
amplification of the magnetic field.

Unlike conventional Z-pinches, where external currents generate
azimuthal magnetic fields that pinch the plasma radially, the present
mechanism is entirely self-generated. The axial magnetic field arises
from asymmetric, laser-driven particle flows, and the resulting com-
pression is not driven by explicit magnetic pressure but emerges from
kinematic confinement due to reduced Larmor motion. This repre-
sents a fundamentally different type of self-induced magnetic
compression.

D. Blade number optimization

It is of significant interest to investigate the effect of the number
of blades, N, on the generation of magnetic fields. Figure 5 shows tem-
poral evolutions of maximum magnetic field along the z axis Bc in the
central area for different numbers of N. Note that the temporal evolu-
tion for N ¼ 8 in Fig. 5 corresponds to the case given in Fig. 3. As can
be seen in Fig. 5, the enhancement and retention of the magnetic field
over time is most significant with N ¼ 8, where not only the peak

FIG. 4. Energy spectra for ions and electrons, corresponding to the two different
times—slightly before (t ¼ 200 fs) and slightly after (t ¼ 300 fs) the rising of the
strong magnetic field at the center. Fig 3 shows the corresponding 2D maps of key
physical quantities at the two respective times.

FIG. 5. Temporal evolution of the central magnetic field Bc at the center for various
blade numbers N. The case with N ¼ 8 yields the strongest and most sustained
magnetic field, highlighting the importance of optimal target geometry for field
amplification.
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value is high but also the strength remains relatively stable during the
decay phase. Here, it should be noted that the reason for the highest
performance with N ¼ 8 seems to be strongly related to the fact that
the target is orthogonally illuminated by four laser beams. Meanwhile,
too low or too high a number of blades is found to be detrimental to
the self-consistent amplification of the magnetic field during the
implosion phase.

These simulation findings point to a coherent underlying
mechanism. In what follows, we develop a simple analytic framework
to capture the essential scaling behavior of the generated magnetic
field.

III. ANALYTICAL INTERPRETATION AND SCALING LAW
A. Larmor hole and magnetic field

To interpret the simulation results from a more quantitative per-
spective, we now present a simple analytical model based on scaling
arguments. In particular, we aim to explain the magnetic field genera-
tion mechanism observed in Fig. 3 and its parameter dependence.

The typical size of a Larmor hole in the BMI system, which is
formed under a self-regulated magnetic field Bc, can be roughly esti-
mated as follows. Suppose that a single ion with a mass mi, an ioniza-
tion state Z, and a velocity vi is moving under a uniform magnetic field
Bc. The Larmor hole radius rH is expected to be in the same order as
the corresponding Larmor radius, i.e., rH � rL ¼ mivi=ZeBc, where e
is the elementary charge. Meanwhile, when a uniform ion flux of the
same kind with a number density ni is rotating on a circle with radius
rL, the induced magnetic field in the center is estimated, based on
Amp�ere’s law, to be Bc � 4pjirL=c2 with the ion current density
ji ¼ Zenivi, where c is the speed of light. From these relations, one
obtains the Larmor hole radius,

rH �
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
mic2

4pZ2nie2

s
; (1)

and the magnetic field at the center,

Bc �
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
4pniTe

p
c

; (2)

where we assumedmiv2i � Te.
Using typical values obtained from our simulations—namely, ion

density ni � ð1–2Þ � 1023 cm�3 and hot electron temperature
Te � 13MeV as inferred from Fig. 4—we estimate Bc � 360–510 kT.
This estimate agrees remarkably well with the simulated peak value of
� 500 kT observed in Fig. 3(o) and Fig. 5 around t ¼ 300 fs.

Equation (2) also provides useful insight into optimization. Since
Te depends on laser intensity via the ponderomotive scaling (i.e.,

Te /
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ILk

2
L

q
), and ni reflects the degree of plasma compression, Bc

can be enhanced by (i) increasing laser intensity, (ii) choosing a wave-
length to optimize electron heating, and (iii) tailoring the target geom-
etry to increase central ion density. These considerations align with the
findings of Fig. 5, which shows that the blade number N ¼ 8 yields
the strongest and most stable magnetic field.

Although no explicit dimensionless parameter is introduced here
as in our previous MTI work,16 Eq. (2) serves as a compact yet effective
scaling law to guide future optimization strategies for blade-based tar-
gets in the absence of seed magnetic fields.

B. Laser intensity scaling

To investigate the laser intensity scaling on the magnetic field
generated around the center, Bc, as one of the most crucial aspects of
BMI study, we performed a series of simulations, under the variance,
2:5� 1020 � IL (W/cm 2Þ� 4� 1021. As in Fig. 3, the target parame-
ters, Rin ¼ 5lm, Rout ¼ 8lm, d ¼ 1lm, and N ¼ 8, are employed,
while we use four Gaussian beams, which have sL ¼ 100 fs and are
spatially planar waves just for simplicity.

Figure 6 shows the simulation results (red circles) compared with
the model prediction (blue dashed line), which is obtained by rewriting
Eq. (2) with the aid of ni � 2n0 � 1023 cm�3 and the ponderomotive

scaling, TeðMeVÞ � 14
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
IL21k

2
Llm

q
, in the form

BcðkTÞ � 530 ðIL21k2LlmÞ1=4: (3)

While Eq. (3) predicts a scaling of Bc / I1=4L that agrees well with
the simulation results for IL � 1021 W=cm2, noticeable deviations
emerge at lower intensities. This discrepancy arises because Eq. (3)
assumes a regime in which the laser pulse generates a sufficiently hot
and dense electron population, capable of sustaining a strong sheath
field of order E � Te=kD. This electrostatic sheath drives inward ion
motion and facilitates the formation of a circulating azimuthal current
within the cavity. The resulting closed-loop electron current induces a
strong axial magnetic field through Amp�ere’s law. However, in the
lower intensity regime (IL � 1021 W=cm2), the electron temperature
Te is too low to establish a strong sheath, thereby weakening both the
azimuthal current circulation and the associated magnetic field
generation.

C. Polarity transition and field reversal

There is another feature of high interest observed in Fig. 5, i.e.,
the transition of magnetic polarity from Bc > 0 to Bc < 0. The polarity
transition occurs as a result of a complex interplay between the elec-
trons and the electromagnetic fields surrounding them around the cen-
ter.17,19 The observed polarity reversal does not occur during the laser
interaction but emerges in the post-irradiation stage. Since the laser

FIG. 6. Scaling of the central magnetic field Bc with laser intensity IL. The model
prediction [blue dashed line, Eq. (3)] turns out to reproduce well the simulation
results (red circles) for IL � 1021 W=cm2.
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intensity is fixed in Fig. 5, the triggering factor for reversal is not the
laser strength itself but rather the resulting average energy and phase-
space spread of the hot electrons.

When the average electron energy is moderate, the spread in azi-
muthal angles becomes sufficiently large that both clockwise and coun-
terclockwise current loops can form. The final polarity of the axial
magnetic field reflects which direction becomes dominant over time.
This scenario can be interpreted as a dynamic phase-space competition
between multiple current channels seeded by hot electrons with diverse
injection angles and momenta. Below, we briefly demonstrate, in terms
of a simplified numerical model, that opposite directions of electron
currents, either clockwise or anticlockwise around the center, can
occur by slight changes of a kinetic condition of a test electron and an
electromagnetic field acting on it.

Suppose that a charged test particle is put in a uniform electric
field E0 and uniform magnetic field B0. As is well known, the resultant
drift velocity is given by vd ¼ E0 � B0=B2

0 with B0 ¼ jB0j, which is a
translational movement, and its direction does not depend whether
the charge is positive or negative. In case of a polar electric field instead
of a uniform electric field, however, the resultant movement of a test
particle becomes polar precession, the direction of which depends on
specific conditions as follows.

Without losing the physical essence, we consider a nonrelativistic
electron dynamics moving on the x–y plane with its temporal position
r ¼ ðxðtÞ; yðtÞ; 0Þ under a uniform background magnetic field along
the z axis, B0 ¼ ð0; 0;B0Þ, and a spherically symmetric Coulomb elec-
tric field induced by a uniform ion sphere located at the center,
E ¼ EðrÞir , where ir ¼ r=jrj. The equation of motion of a test
electron is described by dpe=dt ¼ �eðE þ ve � BÞ, where pe and ve
¼ ðvx; vy; 0Þ ¼ ð _x; _y; 0Þ are the momentum and velocity vectors of
the test particle, respectively. The equation of motion on the x–y plane
is further simplified in the form

d~vx
d~t

¼ �~Q0
~Ex � ~B0~vy; (4)

d~vy
d~t

¼ �~Q0
~Ey þ ~B0~vx; (5)

where the tilde stands for appropriate normalization to make all the
variables, ~vx , ~vy , ~Ex , and ~Ey , dimensionless as well as the constants ~Q0

and ~B0. The uniform ion sphere with a unit radius is to mimic the
imploded ions at the center, which is defined by

ð~Ex; ~EyÞ ¼
ð~x;~yÞ; 0 � ~r � 1;

ð~x;~yÞ~r�3=2; ~r � 1;

(

where ~r ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
~x2 þ ~y2

p
is the dimensionless distance between the test

electron and the center.
Figures 7(a) and 7(b) show that the average electron momentum

is clockwise and anticlockwise, respectively, under the specific values
for the constants, ~B0, ~Q0, and ~vy0 ¼ ~vyð0Þ, given in the respective fig-
ures, where the other initial conditions, ~xð0Þ ¼ �5, ~yð0Þ ¼ 1, and
~vxð0Þ ¼ 1, are fixed just as an example. The blue circle stands for the
ion sphere. In Fig. 7(a), the resultant magnetic field induced by the test
particle, Bind, is in the same direction of the uniform background B0,
i.e., B0 � Bind > 0. On the contrary, in Fig. 7(b), B0 � Bind < 0. Once
the balance of hot electrons moving in the two rotational directions is
lost, the polarity transition happens in a cascade-like manner.

IV. DISCUSSION
A. Blade number and geometric optimization

The reason why N ¼ 8 yields the strongest magnetic field can be
attributed to a geometric resonance between the blade arrangement
and the four-beam laser configuration. When N ¼ 8, each laser beam
illuminates a pair of blades placed symmetrically across the axis (e.g.,
at 645	, 6135	, etc.), ensuring balanced and constructive electron
heating. This promotes synchronized sheath formation and coherent
azimuthal current generation.

In contrast, when N ¼ 4, the number of blades is too small to
break the cylindrical symmetry sufficiently, resulting in a weak loop
current. When N ¼ 12 or more, each beam interacts with too many
small sectors, fragmenting the heating and degrading the coherence of
the imploding ion flows. These effects collectively reduce the azimuthal
current density and the resultant magnetic field strength.

Thus, N ¼ 8 represents an optimal balance where geometric
asymmetry is strong enough to drive vortex-like motion, while still
maintaining phase coherence of current generation across the target.
This explains the simulation trend seen in Fig. 5.

B. Conceptual connection to previous implosion
studies

Our proposed bladed microtube implosion (BMI) scheme exhib-
its notable parallels and contrasts with several implosion configura-
tions previously studied in the context of inertial confinement fusion
(ICF) and Z-pinch systems. For instance, Peterson et al.25 and Thomas
et al.26 performed 2D R-Z radiation-hydrodynamic simulations of ICF
implosions exhibiting oval stagnation regions characterized by quadru-
polar vortex flows. Although these configurations were driven by radi-
ation or thermal pressure rather than magnetic forces, they developed
self-organized vortex structures and generated strong magnetic fields
in the gigagauss range.

Similarly, in magnetically driven Z-pinch systems, dipole-like
vortex stagnation patterns have been observed both numerically and
experimentally,27–29 where the magnetic pressure directly drives the
implosion. These flows also form large-scale self-organized struc-
tures, especially when the applied magnetic field possesses helicity.

FIG. 7. Demonstration of clockwise and anticlockwise electron motion using a sim-
plified numerical model. In (a), the induced magnetic field Bind aligns with the back-
ground field B0; in (b), it reverses. This illustrates that the polarity transition can be
triggered by the interplay between hot electrons and the electromagnetic fields near
the center.
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In contrast, our BMI approach generates the magnetic field sponta-
neously during the implosion through geometry-induced azimuthal
currents, without relying on an externally imposed magnetic field.

Importantly, while conventional Z-pinch and ICF systems often
require external symmetry control or magnetic twist to stabilize the
plasma and form coherent structures, the BMI scheme achieves this
through intrinsic geometrical asymmetry and feedback. This marks a
conceptual departure from field compression-based magnetic implo-
sions and positions BMI as a compact alternative for generating ultra-
high magnetic fields and studying magnetized stagnation.

C. Outlook for applications and future work

Building upon the conceptual advances highlighted in Sec. IVB,
the present BMI scheme offers fertile ground for future explorations in
both basic and applied plasma physics. Its ability to generate ultrahigh
magnetic fields via self-organized current loops—without relying on
externally imposed seed fields—opens the door to compact, scalable
platforms for studying magnetized high-energy-density matter under
controlled laboratory conditions.

To assess the full three-dimensional (3D) stability of the
BMI-generated stagnation and magnetic field structure, future inves-
tigations involving helical blade designs and full 3D simulations are
warranted. As known from fast ignitor and Z-pinch studies, the
absence of twist or helicity often leads to plasma instability in the
axial direction, causing loss of confinement (“squirting out”).30

Introducing a controlled helical asymmetry into the blade geometry
may provide the required topological constraint to stabilize the
plasma and sustain the self-organized loop current in 3D. Similar
stabilization mechanisms have been observed in helical jet formation
and magnetized plasma gun experiments.31,32 This motivates a natu-
ral extension of the current work toward 3D PIC simulations using
helically twisted targets. A similar concept of symmetry-breaking-
driven magnetic field generation has been discussed in other plasma
contexts.33

V. CONCLUSION

We have proposed and validated a novel target design—the
bladed microtube (BMI) scheme—for the generation of gigagauss-
level magnetic fields using laser–plasma interaction. The introduction
of periodic blade structures induces a geometric asymmetry that
breaks the symmetry of electron and ion flows, resulting in the forma-
tion of a strong loop current and the subsequent generation of an
intense axial magnetic field.

Particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations have demonstrated that this
geometry-driven mechanism can self-consistently amplify magnetic
fields up to 450 kT without requiring any external seed field. An ana-
lytic model was developed to interpret the underlying dynamics and
predict scaling laws, revealing a feedback loop between magnetic
confinement and current enhancement. The analysis also suggests
optimization strategies for maximizing field strength through target
geometry.

This BMI concept opens a new path to compact, laser-driven,
strongly magnetized plasmas, with potential applications ranging
from inertial confinement fusion and laboratory astrophysics to
high-field materials science. The present study thus lays a robust the-
oretical and computational foundation for future experimental
implementations.
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