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Our proposed ion acceleration scheme, micronozzle acceleration (MNA), generates proton beams 
with extremely high kinetic energies on the giga-electron-volt (GeV) order. The underlying physics and 
performance of MNA are studied with two-dimensional particle-in-cell simulations. In MNA targets, a 
micron-sized hydrogen rod is embedded inside a hollow micronozzle. Subsequent illumination of the 
target along the symmetric axis by an ultraintense ultrashort laser pulse forms a strong electrostatic 
field with a long lifetime and an extensive space around the downstream tail of the nozzle. The electric 
field significantly amplifies the kinetic energies of the accelerated protons, and ≳ GeV protons are 
generated at an applied laser intensity of 1022 W/cm2.

Laser-plasma-based ion acceleration displays unique properties such as a high directionality and laminar flow1, 
spatial confinement on the micrometer order (∼ µm) and temporal compactness (≲ ps), containing up to 1013 
particles in a pulse width. These properties hold promise for a wide range of applications, including diagnostic 
tools in proton radiography experiments2,3, compact particle accelerators4–6, creation of high-energy-density 
(HED) matter7, proton fast ignition8, and injection into conventional accelerators9. For example, high-quality 
proton beams with energies ≳ 200–300 MeV are required in hadron therapy applications to shrink tumor 
cells10,11.

Various acceleration mechanisms have been developed in the past few decades to realize high-quality and 
high-energy ion beams. Proposed mechanisms include target normal sheath acceleration (TNSA)12–14, radiation 
pressure acceleration (RPA)15–17, collisionless shock acceleration (CSA)18,19, break-out afterburner (BOA)20,21, 
magnetic vortex acceleration (MVA)22,23, and coulomb explosion (CE)24–26. Among these, TNSA has been 
extensively investigated in simulations and experiments due to its ease of implementation27.

Still, future potential applications with higher robustness and feasibility necessitate to achieve even higher 
kinetic energies. For example, laser pulse absorption by electrons must be maximized to enhance the transfer 
of laser energy to ions. One effective approach involves engineered foil targets with a structured design in 
the primary laser interaction region, which is a departure from using flat foils. The success of the structured 
targets in enhancing the conversion efficiency and temperature for the laser-driven electrons is noteworthy, 
as demonstrated in both particle-in-cell (PIC) simulation and experimental results. Targets include cone 
targets28–30, double-layer targets31,32, foams33,34, carbon nanotubes6,35, nanowires36–38, microbubbles39,40, and 
microtubes41–43. In addition, several other structured targets44–47 have been proposed to enhance the kinetic 
energy of the ion beams.

In recent years, different schemes have been proposed to achieve GeV-class proton energies15,20,48–52 by 
applying ultrahigh laser intensities of the order of 1022 W/cm2. Herein we propose a new approach in the 
pursuit of achieving GeV protons. Although our approach also uses high laser intensities of ∼ 1022 W/cm2, the 
underlying principle significantly differs from other previously proposed schemes.

Here, we propose a novel ion acceleration scheme, which we referred to as micronozzle acceleration (MNA). 
MNA is achieved through a unique target structure. Figure 1 shows a cross-sectional schematic view of the MNA 
target on the x-y plane. The MNA target employs a micronozzle, which houses a solid hydrogen rod (H-rod). The 
H-rod is placed at around the nozzle neck to maximize the proton emission. As an example, this study employs 
aluminum as the nozzle material. The micronozzle functions like a power lens, such that laser energy absorbed 
by the nozzle leads to the generation of strong electric fields to accelerate the protons contained in the center-
located H-rod.

The micronozzle facilitates a three-stage ion acceleration process resulting from the unique structure. In the 
first stage, irradiating with an ultraintense laser pulse produces hot electrons with relativistic energies of mega-
electron-volts (MeV) on the inner surface of the nozzle head. The electrons flow on and beside the H-rod in a 
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converging manner due to the tapered nozzle-head structure. The negative electron cloud in the nozzle cavity 
and the positively charged inner wall surface of the nozzle further accelerate the protons emitted from the H-rod 
toward the nozzle exit.

Meanwhile, the peripheral part of the incident laser pulse missing the nozzle head irradiates the outer surface 
of the nozzle skirt, generating another bunch of hot electrons. These hot electrons flow partly into the downstream 
vacuum and partly back into the nozzle cavity. Because of a large amount of hot electrons emission, the nozzle 
tail is strongly charged up in positive. In the second stage, protons exiting the nozzle are further accelerated by 
the electrostatic field generated on the inner surface of the nozzle skirt. This second stage acceleration is more 
effective than the first one due to the long distances ranging over the nozzle aperture scale. Finally, in the third 
stage, the protons keep their acceleration gaining a substantial amount of thermal energy transferred from hot 
electrons during free expansion even after the laser illumination.

For instance, illuminating a MNA target with a peak laser intensity of IL = 3 × 1021 W/cm2, which is the 
standard intensity attained in laboratories equipped with modern high-power femtosecond lasers, gives rise to 
a maximum accelerated proton energy Ep ≥ 400 MeV. Such an energy is typically 3 - 4 times higher than those 
obtained via the TNSA scheme in use of simple planar targets. Moreover, at an intensity of IL = 1 × 1022 W/cm2, 
which is the highest attainable level in current state-of-the-art laser facilities, it is numerically demonstrated that 
the maximum proton energy exceeds Ep ∼ 1 GeV.

Results
Two-dimensional PIC simulations
We perform two-dimensional (2D) PIC simulations using the open-source fully relativistic code EPOCH.53 
In the 2D (x, y) PIC simulations, the system is assumed to be uniformly long-stretched along the z-axis. The 
curves of the inner surfaces of the nozzle head and nozzle skirt are designed using parts of a circle and an 
ellipse, respectively. The nozzle head and nozzle skirt are then smoothly joined on the nozzle-neck boundary. 
The boundary corresponds to the vertical dashed line in Fig. 1 passing through the H-rod center. In practice, 
the resultant MNA target structure can be specified by the following scale parameters: the vertical lengths of 
the nozzle (H1, H2, and H3), the horizontal lengths (L1 and L2), the H-rod diameter (D), and the nozzle wall 
thickness (d). The default settings in the following simulations are H1 = 5.3µm, H2 = 2.8µm, H3 = 12.0µ
m, L1 = 3.1µm, L2 = 9.9µm, D = 2.0µm, and d = 0.6µm. This paper focuses on clarifying the underlying 
physics of MNA in terms of the default parameters. Therefore it is not our main purpose in this paper to optimize 
the set of parameters for the target structure and the laser pulse. The simulation box size placed on the x-y 
plane is 100 – 200µm (along the x-axis, depending on the applied laser intensity) ×40µm (along the y-axis) at 
a rate of 100 cells/µm or equivalently 10 nm/cell. The simulation box size, (100 – 200)µm×40µm, is set such 
that significant amount of charged particles are not lost out of the simulation box to affect accelerated proton 
dynamics with energies of ∼ GeV.

Fig. 1.  A cross-sectional schematic view of MNA target. MNA target employs a micronozzle housing a 
solid hydrogen rod (H-rod), which is placed at around the nozzle-neck to maximize the proton emission. 
Aluminum is here employed as the nozzle material just as an example. The role of the micronozzle can be 
understood as a kind of power lens, as it were, to integrate the applied laser energy onto the tiny H-rod to bring 
about significantly higher energies than without the nozzle structure.
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From the left boundary of the simulation box, a p-polarized laser pulse (the laser electric field oscillates along 
the y-axis) with the laser wavelength λL = 0.8µm is irradiated along the x-axis. The other three sides of the 
simulation box are treated as open boundaries. The applied laser pulse has a Gaussian shape both temporally 
with a pulse width of τL = 100 fs (FWHM: full width at half maximum) and spatially with a spotsize of 10 µ
m (FWHM) along the y-axis. Note that laser peak time tp is set such that tp = 1.5τL = 150 fs. The Al-nozzle 
and the H-rod are constructed of solid aluminum and solid hydrogen with atomic number densities of 6 × 1022 
cm−3 and 5 × 1022 cm−3, respectively. We assume fully ionized states for the Al-nozzle with Z = 13 and the 
H-rod with Z = 1. Each square cell for these materials is filled with 100 pseudo ions and 200 pseudo electrons.

Run-up and main-drive phases
When the laser hits the target, the central part of the incident laser reflectively focuses on the H-rod due to the 
ramp structure of the nozzle neck, while laser absorption generates hot electrons on the inner surface. Figures 
2a, b show the lateral component of the electric field Ey( compare Fig. 1) distributions at t = 110 fs without 
and with the Al-nozzle, respectively, when the peak IL = 3 × 1021 W/cm2. The maximum values of Ey  on the 
H-rod surface are Ey = 1.5 × 1014 V/m in Fig. 2a but is amplified to Ey = 4.0 × 1014 V/m in Fig. 2b. This 
corresponds to an amplification factor of 2.5 for the Ey  and 6.2 for the IL ∼ E2

y . Thus, the nozzle-head structure 
substantially increases the energy influx of the laser light onto the H-rod. The H-rod emits protons from the 
surface as it is heated by the laser light and hot electrons. The emitted protons begin to expand along the x-axis. 
In addition, the part of the incident laser that misses the nozzle neck falls on the outer surface of the nozzle skirt. 
It also generates hot electrons flowing into the vacuum inside the nozzle. The charge separation produces strong 
electric fields, especially in the peripheral region of the nozzle skirt.

Figure 3a–d show snapshots of the longitudinal component of the electric field Ex( compare Fig.  1) at 
different times, t = 50, 100, 150 (laser peak time), and 200 fs, with IL = 1 × 1022 W/cm2. For t ≲ 100 fs, 
strong electric fields on the order of Ex ≈ 1014 V/m appear only in the vicinity of the inner surface of the 
nozzle. However, after the laser peak (t ≳ 150 fs), the strong electric fields spread over a significantly wider 
area around the nozzle exit. These long-range electric fields are formed with the characteristic structure of the 
micronozzle but not formed with planar targets.

Figure 3e–h show snapshots of the proton density plotted coherently with the electric fields in Fig. 3a–d, 
respectively. Initially, the sheath electric field generated on the H-rod surface accelerates the protons. The 
protons are gradually accelerated in the nozzle-skirt volume (run-up phase). Once they enter the strong electric 
field generated around the nozzle exit, the protons undergo strong acceleration (main-drive phase).

Figure 3i–ℓ show snapshots of the electron density in logarithmic scale. While most of the electrons are 
relatively cold and therefore kept in the nozzle (the red zones), substantial amount of hot electrons with energies 
> MeV are emitted into vacuum to form the electron clouds depicted by the blue and black zones. It should be 
noted that the electron densities inside and periphery of the nozzle are kept significantly high; those electrons 
play an important role in the run-up and the main-drive phases.

Figure 3m–p show snapshots of the magnetic fields in z-direction, Bz . Along the inner surface of the nozzle, 
Bz = 200 – 300 kT are observed. As briefly elaborated in Fig. 3h, the protons split into the two branched flows 
- one along the x-axis accelerated and also well collimated by the electric force, and the other deviating from the 
x-axis under the v × B force.

Figure 4a plots the proton energy spectrum dN/dEp obtained by the MNA scheme along with two different 
targets (H-rod and foil) to compare with the MNA results. The H-rod (2µm-diameter) is just the bullet body 

Fig. 2.  Distributions of the lateral electric fields Ey( compare Fig. 1) at t = 110 fs without (left) and with (right) 
the nozzle, respectively, where the peak laser intensity of IL = 3 × 1021 W/cm2, the pulse width of τL = 100 
fs, and the spot size of 10 µm (FWHM) are employed. The nozzle-head structure works to amplify the energy 
fluxes of both laser light and hot electrons in terms of the nozzle-head.
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taken out from the MNA target, while the foil target is composed of a 1µm-thick aluminum with 50nm-thick 
solid hydrogen layer over-coated on the rear surface. In principle, the TNSA scheme explains the proton 
accelerations of the H-rod and the foil target. Here it is noteworthy that the proton bunch ejected out of the 
nozzle exit is subject to the relatively uniform electric fields through the main-drive and afterburner phases. 
This results in the leveled-off energy spectrum for 400 ≲ Ep ≲ 800 MeV instead of the monotonically decaying 
shapes seen in the H-rod and the foil targets, as can be observed in Fig. 4a. It should be also noted that in such a 
high IL region where the electron Debye length is much greater than the H-rod radius, the protons emitted from 
the H-rod behave like a Coulomb explosion.

Figure 4b plots the temporal evolution of the maximum proton energy Emax for the three targets in Fig. 4a. At 
t = 1 ps, Emax ≃ 900 MeV for MNA is appreciably higher than those of the H-rod and the foil targets (TNSA), 
Emax ≃ 380 MeV, with an absolute difference of ≃ 500 MeV and a factor of Emax(MNA)/Emax(TNSA) ≃ 2.4. 
For the MNA target, Emax drastically increases from t ≃ 100 fs and reaches Emax ≃ 600 MeV at t = 250 fs 
through the two acceleration phases, i.e., the run-up and main-drive phases. Furthermore, the MNA protons 
continue to be accelerated even after the laser illumination ceases, reaching Emax ≃ 900 MeV at the end (t > 800 
fs). The phase with this additional acceleration effect is hereafter referred to as the “afterburner phase”, which is 
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Fig. 3.  1st row (a)–(d): 2D profiles of the longitudinal electric fields Ex( compare Fig. 1). 2nd row (e)–(h): 
proton density profiles at different times, t = 50, 100,150 (laser peak time), and 200 fs for the MNA target; nc 
denotes the critical density. The applied laser intensity and the pulse width are IL = 1 × 1022 W/cm2 and 
τL = 100 fs, respectively. 3rd row (i)–(l): electron density in log scale. 4th row (m)–(p): magnetic field in the 
z-direction.

 

Scientific Reports |        (2025) 15:19112 4| https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-025-03385-x

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

http://www.nature.com/scientificreports


one of the outstanding features of the MNA target. In contrast to the MNA target, the proton acceleration of the 
H-rod and the foil targets practically ceases, when the laser illumination is completed at t ∼ 250 fs.

Afterburner phase
The additional energy gain in the afterburner phase, ∆Emax ≃ 300 MeV, substantially contributes to the final 
energy, Emax ≃ 900 MeV (Fig. 4). Below, we clarify the mechanism and present a simple analytical model to 
understand the underlying physics of the afterburner phase.

Figure 5 shows time-sequential snapshots of the electric field (upper row) and the proton density (lower row) 
in the afterburner phase, which is defined as the period, t ≥ 250 fs, which is the practical end of the pulse when 
99% of the entire laser energy has been invested (see the laser profile in Fig. 4b). The three timings (t = 230, 250, 
and 270 fs) correspond to the early stage of the afterburner phase. Two different electric fields drive the protons 
along the x-axis (Fig. 5), i.e., the stationary and comoving electric fields. The stationary electric field, which is 
generated at the nozzle exit, is the main drive force. The comoving electric field contributes to the afterburner 
acceleration. In fact, the locations of the comoving electric field and the head protons are in phase, as indicated 
by the paired white dashed circles on the upper and lower rows. Indeed, the protons are further accelerated at 
the rate, 160 MeV/100 fs at t = 250 fs, as can be observed in Fig. 4b. The process of the proton acceleration in 
the afterburner phase is understood as an effective energy transfer from the thermal energy of hot electrons to 
the kinetic energy of protons via free expansion of the plasma. The afterburner effect is attributed to the nozzle 
structure, which well collimates the plasma jet composed of protons and electrons ejected from the nozzle.

Figure 6 shows the phase space plots at t = 250 fs and t = 800 fs. Comparing the initial positioning of the 
MNA target shows that the proton energies increase mainly after they are ejected from the nozzle through the 
main-drive and the afterburner phases. At t = 250 fs, the increase in proton momentum via the afterburner phase 
is still small, because the measured time is just at the beginning of the free expanding process, corresponding to 
Emax ∼ 600 MeV (compare Fig. 4b). The momentum increase due to afterburner is observed more apparently 
in Fig. 6b, in which the thin green belt of the proton momentum substantially extends up to the high momentum 
region, px/mpc > 1.5, corresponding to Emax ∼ 900 MeV.

Here, we quantitatively approximate the additional increase ∆Emax through the afterburner phase on the 
basis of a self-similar solution in terms of a two-fluid (ion and electron) model14. This model describes a non-
relativistic expansion of a finite plasma mass in a vacuum while fully considering the charge separation effects, 
and thus describing the electric field self-consistently. The characteristic ion energy of such an expanding plasma 
with an isothermal electron temperature Te is given by14,54

	 Ei0 = 2ZTe ln(R/R0),� (1)

where R0 and R = R(t) are the system sizes at the initial state (t = 0) and and at time t, respectively. The electron 
temperature generated by an intense laser is approximately given by the formula13, Te(MeV) ≃ 44

√
IL22λ2

Lµ, 
where IL22 and λLµ are the laser intensity and the laser wavelength in units of 1022 W/cm2 and 1µm, respectively. 
When the laser illumination ceases and the free plasma expansion begins, the system size is roughly estimated 
to be R ≈ csτL, where cs =

√
ZTe/mi is the sound speed with mi being an ion mass under consideration. 

Fig. 4.  (a) The proton energy spectra for the MNA, the H-rod, and the foil targets. The H-rod (2µm-diameter) 
is just the bullet body taken out from the MNA target, while the foil target is composed of a 1µm-thick 
aluminum with 50nm-thick solid hydrogen layer over-coated on the rear surface. (b) The temporal evolution 
of the three cases of (a). For the MNA target, the maximum proton energy Emax is read to be increasing at the 
rate of 160 MeV/100 fs even after the laser illumination is finished at t ≃ 250fs.
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Fig. 6.  The phase space plots at t = 250 fs and 800 fs, showing how the protons are accelerated through the 
three different phases. The proton energies increase mainly after they are ejected out of the nozzle through the 
main-drive and the afterburner phases.

 

Fig. 5.  Upper row: 2D profiles of the longitudinal electric fields Ex( compare Fig. 1). Lower row: proton 
density profiles at different times, at sequential times, t = 230, 250, and 270 fs for the MNA target, which 
correspond to the early times of the afterburner phase; nc denotes the critical density. The head protons are 
observed to be continuously accelerated by the comoving electric field. Applied laser and target conditions are 
the same as in Fig. 3.
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Within the framework of the self-similar model, the normalized position of the ion front, ξf = xf /R, is given 
in the form,

	 ξ2
f = W

(
Λ2/2

)
,� (2)

where Λ = R(t)/λD(t) = R0/λD0 is a dimensionless parameter with λD0 =
√

Te/4πne0e2 being the Debye 
length at the initial electron density ne0. The function, W(x), is the inverse function of x = W exp(W ), called 
Lambert function55; it behaves asymptotically as W (x) ≈ x for x ≪ 1, while W (x) ≈ ln(x/ ln x) for x ≫ 1. 
Although the temporal constancy of Λ is just the ansatz for the self-similar solution to exist, it turns out to be an 
acceptably practical assumption for plasma expansions under laser parameters in laboratory experiments. As a 
result, the self-similar solution approximately gives the additional energy gained through the afterburner phase 
via the free expansion into vacuum in the form,

	
∆Emax ∼ Ei0ξ2

f = 2ZTe ln
(

csτL

R0

)
W

(Λ2

2

)
.� (3)

Figure 7a plots the temporal evolution of Emax of the MNA target for different applied laser intensities IL. The 
curves are obtained under the same target structure employed in the previous figures. Figure  7b shows the 
corresponding Emax at t = 1 ps as a reference (blue circles), and the increment of energies gained in the afterburner 
phase, ∆Emax = Emax(1ps) - Emax(250fs) (orange circles). Both Emax(1ps) and ∆Emax are increasing functions 
of IL. Moreover, the simple model, Eq. (3), which is depicted by the solid curve, well reproduces the simulation 
results, where the external parameters, Z = 1, R0 = 1µm, τL = 100 fs, ne0 = 5 × 1022 cm−3, and λL = 0.8µ
m, are fixed. From the good agreement between the simulation results and the analytical model, it is inferred that 
the protons are continuously accelerated in the afterburner phase by absorbing the thermal energy of the hot 
electrons under the interplay between the charge-separated two fluids.

Scaling of laser intensity
To explore the laser intensity scaling of MNA, additional simulations have been performed covering wide range 
of laser intensity IL from 1 × 1020 to 5 × 1022 W/cm2. Figure 8 shows the summary of the simulation results 
for three different kinds of targets, i.e., MNA, H-rod, and foil targets. For the MNA target, the same set of the 
external parameters specifying the structure are employed as in Figs. 2 and 3. The MNA target is irradiated by 
either a plane pulse or a 10µm-wide (FWHM) Gaussian pulse. The other two cases, the H-rod (D = 2µm) and 
the foil target, are presented to compare with the MNA results. The H-rod target is just the same component 
embedded in the MNA target, which is irradiated by a 10µm-wide (FWHM) Gaussian pulse. The foil target is 
24µm-wide and 1µm-thick solid aluminum coated with 50nm-thick solid hydrogen on the rear side56, which is 
irradiated by a 10µm-wide (FWHM) Gaussian pulse.

It is noteworthy that the MNA target has a remarkably different IL-scaling of Emax from the other two 
types of targets. As depicted by the red and blue dashed lines in Fig. 8, the results for the MNA are well fitted 
by Ep ∝ I0.79

L  in the range of 1020 ≲ IL ≲ 1022, while those for the H-rod and the foil targets are well fitted 
by Ep ∝ I0.5

L  as depicted by the gray and green lines. It should be noted that the absolute values for Emax of the 

2

20
20
20
21
21
21
22
22
22

Fig. 7.  (a) Temporal evolution of the maximum proton energies at different peak laser intensities (the upper-
left inset in units of W/cm2). The green Gaussian profile denotes the laser pulse. The time, t = 250 fs, is taken 
here as the beginning of the afterburner phase. (b) Maximum proton energies at the end, Emax(1 ps) (blue 
circles), and the additional energies gained in the afterburner phase, ∆Emax = Emax(1 ps) −Emax(250 fs) 
(orange circles). The solid curve is obtained by a simple analytical model based on a self-similar analysis.
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MNA target are obtained only under the fixed laser and target parameters and therefore they are not optimized. 
Here also note that Emax of MNA target is found to further increase by 5 - 10% under periodic boundary 
condition along the y-axis (not presented in this paper). This suggests that a horizontally arrayed MNA target 
(standing side by side), for example, can provide easier circumstance in focal alignment and higher proton 
energies than a single MNA target.

The IL-scaling of the foil target, Ep ∝ I0.5
L , is widely accepted, for which the physical mechanism is understood 

based on the TNSA scheme12 as follows. When an intense laser illuminates a foil target, absorbed laser energy 
first heats up the target to produce hot electrons, which fly to the rear side of the target to expand into vacuum. 
An electron sheath is then formed on the proton/vacuum boundary, where a strong electric field Ef  is generated. 
The electric field is estimated from the momentum balance, ∇pe + neeEf = 0, where, pe, ne, and e denote 
the electron pressure, the electron number density, and the electric charge, respectively. We postulate that the 
electrons isothermally expand into vacuum and that the resultant electric field accelerates the surface protons 
over the distance corresponding to the electron density scale Le. As a result, the momentum balance reduces to 
Te/Le + eEf = 0. The accelerated proton energy is then approximately given by Ep ∼ eEf Le ∼ Te ∼ I

1/2
L , 

where the last relation Te ∼ I
1/2
L  is read from the ponderamorive scaling13. It should be noted that Le increases 

in time in a self-regulating manner during the plasma expansion. Therefore, in general, it does not coherently 
develop with the electron Debye length λDe =

√
Te/4πnee2, i.e., Le/λDe ̸= const.

As shown in Fig. 8, the IL-scaling of MNA is significantly different from those of the foil and the H-rod 
targets. Below we roughly estimate the scaling in terms of a simple argument. Suppose that an isolated matter 
with a scale length R is illuminated by an intense laser. As was observed in Figs.  3, 4 and 5, a long-life and 
wide-stretched electrostatic field is formed in MNA targets. This is because a certain amount of net electron 
charge Q are stripped off from the MNA target after the laser heating. If a hot electron with a thermal kinetic 
energy Te can barely escape to infinity, the energy balance between the electrostatic potential energy and the 
kinetic energy reads eQ/R ∼ Te, which then approximately gives the electric field on the target surface as 
Ef ∼ Q/R2 ∼ Te/eR. As confirmed in Figs. 3, 4, 5 and 6, protons are dominantly accelerated in the vicinity 
of the nozzle exit, where low density plasma composed of ions and electrons are flowing out. Here, we assume 
that protons are effectively accelerated over the distance corresponding to the Debye length λDe. Consequently, 
the proton energy is estimated to be Ep ∼ eEf λDe ∼ T

3/2
e ∼ I

3/4
L , which is close to the scaling Ep ∝ I0.79

L  
obtained by the simulation. Note that, due to disintegration of Al-nozzle, the IL-scaling begins to deviate from 
Ep ∝ I0.79

L  to make its inclination smaller for the high intensity region, IL ≳ 1022 W/cm2, as seen in Fig. 7. 
Also note that, at the low intensities (IL ≲ 1021 W/cm2), the MNA target shows inferior performance in the 
IL-scaling compared with the H-rod. The physical reason for the inferior performance is inferred that a strong 
electric field in the nozzle skirt cannot be generated under such low laser intensities.

The same scaling for the foil target (TNSA scheme), Ep ∝ I0.5
L , applies to the cylindrical H-rod target, as long 

as D ≫ Le holds, when the system can be practically regarded as planar geometry at the lower laser intensities 
(IL ≲ 6 × 1021 W/cm2 in Fig. 8). However, at the higher laser intensities, the IL-dependence of the H-rod shows 
significantly different behavior, i.e., the plotted points in Fig. 8 once nearly level off (6 × 1021 ≲ IL ≲ 3 × 1022 
W/cm2) and then increase again with IL, for the following physical reason. The higher IL, the longer λDe, and 
consequently the proton expansion becomes more like Coulomb explosion, in which the laser electric field is 
much stronger than the Coulomb field of the cluster proton core. In Coulomb explosions, most of electrons are 
instantaneously blown off in the time scale of D/c with c being the speed of light, while keeping the cold protons 
at their initial positions. The maximum proton energy Ep is then a function only of the initial diameter D and 

Fig. 8.  Scaling of the maximum proton energy Emax versus the laser intensity IL, under the different laser and 
target conditions. The MNA target shows the stronger dependence on IL then the other two kinds of targets. 
The specific laser and targets parameters are the same as in Fig. 4.
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the density. In other words, Ep does not depend on IL beyond a certain critical value, as long as the protons 
expand in a cylindrically symmetric manner. This cylindrical symmetry is broken at even higher laser intensities 
(IL ≳ 3 × 1022 W/cm2), where a strong shock wave is driven to transmit in the H-rod target to boost the 
proton acceleration as a result57–59.

Laser pulse width and energy conversion efficiency
Although we have so far fixed the laser pulse width to be τL = 100 fs, it is important to examine the τL

-dependence on the performance of proton acceleration. Figure 9 shows the maximum proton energy Emax 
and the laser-to-proton conversion efficiency ηc as a function of τL under different applied laser intensities IL. 
Except for τL, all the target and laser conditions are the same as in Fig. 8, corresponding to the blue circles. For 
IL ≲ 5 × 1021 W/cm2, Emax weakly increases with τL. On the other hand, for IL ≳ 1022 W/cm2, Emax has a 
peak around τL ∼ 20 fs, which is a favorable pulse width from a viewpoint of the energy conversion efficiency. 
In other words, for 5 × 1021 ≲ IL(W/cm2) ≲ 1 × 1022, τL ≈ 20 fs is an optimum pulse width, because such 
a laser pulse can lead to a good performance with a reasonable compromise between ηc and Emax. Moreover, if 
one employs the specific parameters, IL = 1022 W/cm2 and τL = 20 fs for the laser spot size of 10µm × 10µ
m, just for example, the required laser power and laser energy are PL = 10 PW and EL = 200 J, respectively. 
For further and detailed estimates of MNA performance, three-dimensional optimization is to be conducted. 
It should be noted that, as can be inferred from Fig.  9, the conversion efficiencies for τL ≲ 25 fs are likely 
comparable with those obtained by the TNSA scheme, which are experimentally reported to be ηc ≲ 3 – 4 
%.60,61

Angular divergence
Angular divergence is one of the most critical issues when assessing proton beam quality from the application 
point of view. Figure  10 shows a summary on the angular distributions of proton beams, dN/dθ, obtained 
by the PIC simulations at different laser intensities, where the angle θ is measured with respect to the x-axis. 
The coherent results for Emax are given in Fig.  8 as the blue circles. On the vertical plane in Fig.  10, the 
angular divergences (FWHM), ∆θ(IL), are plotted as red squares. While ∆θ depends on the specific value 
of IL, they distribute well within the range, 5◦ ≲ ∆θ ≲ 25◦. The average over all the laser intensities is found 
to be ∆θ ≃ 16◦. Just as a reference, the comparison between the MNA and the foil target based on the TNSA 
scheme reveals ∆θ(MNA)= 18◦ while ∆θ(TNSA)= 23◦ at a specified laser intensity IL = 1 × 1022 W/cm2. 
As a whole, MNA can provide proton beams with relatively reduced angular divergences owing to the nozzle 
structure, which works to effectively collimate the proton fluxes.

Practical target structure with rod/nozzle contact
In the previous sections, we have considered such a prototype that has finite gaps between the H-rod and the 
nozzle frames, i.e., ∆ = H2 − D ̸= 0. From a practical point of view of target fabrication, we here examine the 
acceleration performance for three different cases, in which the nozzle frames are attached to the H-rod, causing 
∆ = 0. As shown in the inset of Fig. 11, we then consider the four kinds of targets, i.e., (A) Prototype (D = 2µm 
and ∆ = 0.8µm), (B) Narrow neck (the nozzle frames are simply attached to the D = 2µm rod), (C) Large rod 
(D = 2.8µm), and (D) Elliptic rod (the lengths of semi-minor and semi-major axes are Dx = 0.7−1µm and 
Dy = 2.8µm, respectively, to keep the cross-sectional area the same as that of the prototype, i.e., DxDy = D2). 
Otherwise, the same nozzle and laser parameters are applied to all the four cases.

The four curves in Fig. 11 show the corresponding proton energy spectra at t = 800 fs, which are more or less 
similar to each other. This is because the H-rod is almost transparent to the hot electrons with a temperature ≳ 

L

L
22 2

Fig. 9.  Maximum proton energy Emax and the laser-to-proton conversion efficiency ηc measured at t = 1 ps 
as a function of the laser pulse width τL under different applied laser intensities IL. All the target and laser 
conditions are the same as those for the blue circles in Fig. 8.
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a few tens of MeV, and therefore the existence of material-filled gap does not significantly affect the acceleration 
dynamics of protons. It is notable, however, that the maximum proton energies for cases C and D, Emax ≈ 1 
GeV, are even higher by a factor of ∼ 10% than Emax ≈ 0.9 GeV for case A. Besides, the laser-to-proton energy 
conversion efficiency of case D is roughly twice higher than that of case A, which can be accounted by the 
mass ratio of the H-rods between cases A and D. Thus, it is left as a crucial task to optimize the laser and target 
conditions to maximize the acceleration performance of MNA.

Summary
The novel ion acceleration scheme, micronozzle acceleration (MNA), has been proposed. In MNA, the 
micronozzle functions like a power lens, such that laser energy absorbed by the nozzle leads to the generation 
of strong electric fields to accelerate the protons contained in the center-located H-rod. The protons undergo 
continuous acceleration through the three different phases, i.e., the run-up, main drive, and the afterburner 
phases. In particular, from the comparison between the simple analytical model and the simulation results, it has 
turned out that the protons are continuously accelerated by absorbing the thermal energy of the hot electrons 
through plasma expansion in the afterburner phase.

In MNA, a maximum proton energy Emax ≃ 1GeV is obtained at an applied laser intensity IL ≃ 1 × 1022

W/cm2. The scaling of Emax(IL) for the MNA is obtained as Emax ∝ I0.79
L , which contrasts with that for the 

TNSA scheme, Emax ∝ I0.5
L . While the maximum proton energy Emax only weakly depends on the pulse width 

τL, the maximum conversion efficiency ηc ∼ 3% can be obtained with τL ≲ 25 fs. Further optimizations with 

Fig. 11.  Proton energy spectra for the different four cases shown in the inset. The nozzle frames are attached 
to the H-rod except for the prototype (case A), which corresponds to the simulation results for the MNA target 
given in Figs. 4 , 5 and 6.

 

Fig. 10.  Summary on the angular distributions of the proton beams, dN/dθ, at different laser intensities, 
where the angle θ is measured with respect to the x-axis. The coherent results for the maximum proton energy 
Ep are given in Fig. 8 as the blue circles. The red squares on the vertical plane denote the angular divergences 
(FWHM), ∆θ(IL), obtained from the individual curves of dN/dθ.
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respect to the target structure and the laser conditions are anticipated to lower the threshold of necessary laser 
intensity to achieve GeV-class proton beams. It should be noted that a proof-of-principle experiment for MNA 
can be designed even under moderate laser conditions.

Data availability
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study are available from the corresponding author on 
reasonable request.
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