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Abstract:



Featured Application


Grating monochromators for ultrafast pulses.




Abstract


The temporal response of double-grating monochromators is analyzed considering two effects on the ultrafast pulse given by the configuration. The first effect is the compensation of the pulse-front tilt, i.e., all the rays emitted by the source in different directions at the same wavelength have to travel the same optical path. The second effect is the group delay introduced by the two gratings, i.e., different wavelengths within the bandwidth transmitted by the slit travel different paths. The methodology to calculate the group delay introduced by the double-grating configuration is presented. Some practical design examples are provided to show the design rules and the achieved performances.
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1. Introduction


Since its discovery, the process of high-order harmonic (HH) generation in gas has been at the center of experimental and theoretical investigations for studies of electronic structure and ultrafast dynamics of atoms, molecules and condensed matters [1]. Moreover, the radiation generated with the scheme of the HHs using few-optical-cycles laser pulses is at present the central tool for the investigation of matter with attosecond resolution [2]. HH generation occurs when an electron, liberated from an atom or molecule by an intense ultrashort laser fields, gains energy from the field and recombines with the parent ion [3]. The HH spectrum is described as a sequence of peaks corresponding to the odd harmonics of the fundamental laser wavelength with an intensity distribution characterized by a plateau spanning into extreme-ultraviolet (XUV) and soft X-rays whose extension is related to the pulse intensity. Thus, HH radiation can be used to perform a large variety of time-resolved experiments without the need for big facilities like synchrotrons or free-electron lasers.



The selection of a single harmonic from consecutive multiple harmonics is required for many spectroscopic applications. Various methods are used, such as multilayer mirrors [4], selected enhancement by laser pulse shaping [5], zone-plate monochromators [6], gratings at grazing incidence [7].



In particular, the use of gratings to realize monochromatic beamlines with ultrafast time response is well established not only for HHs [8], but also for intense free-electron laser pulses [9]. Gratings give broad tunability, covering the whole XUV spectral region, and high spectral selectivity. Different configurations have been already realized: single-stage grating monochromators with high efficiency and response in the few tens of femtoseconds time-scale [10,11,12] and double-stage reflective-grating monochromators with ultrafast response below ten femtoseconds [13,14,15,16]. In the first case, when using a single grating, a residual pulse-front tilt due to diffraction has to be accepted at the output of the monochromator. It can be minimized by choosing a suitable geometry to obtain temporal responses in the range of few tens of femtoseconds [17]. In the second case, two consecutive gratings are employed: the first one performs the spectral selection on an intermediate slit while the second one corrects for the pulse-front tilt introduced by the diffraction.



In this paper, the temporal response of double-grating monochromators is analyzed considering two effects on the ultrafast pulse given by the configuration. The first effect is the compensation of the pulse-front tilt, i.e., all the rays emitted by the source in different directions at the same wavelength have to travel the same optical path. Ideally the compensation is perfect for a double-grating configuration, although aberrations may give a residual distortion of the pulse-front. The second effect is the group delay (GD) introduced by the two gratings, i.e., different wavelengths within the bandwidth transmitted by the slit travel different paths. Similarly to grating pulse shapers for optical laser pulses, the pair of gratings in the time-delay-compensating configuration can be considered as a XUV pulse shaper, capable to introduce a controllable GD. The methodology to calculate the GD introduced by the double-grating configuration is presented in Section 2. In terms of temporal response, the best operative condition for a monochromator is found when the GD and the Fourier limit for the given bandwidth are almost equivalent. For a narrower bandwidth, the GD decreases but the Fourier limit increases, giving a longer temporal response. For a broader bandwidth, the Fourier limit decreases but the GD increases, giving again a longer temporal response. Some practical design examples are provided to show the design rules and the expected performances.




2. Ultrafast Response of Grating Monochromators


The monochromator demanded for the spectral selection of ultrashort pulses has to preserve the temporal duration as short as in the generation process. The monochromator can be modelled as a filter with a complex frequency response that includes both the non-uniform spectral transmission and the distortion in the spectral phase. Since the XUV pulse at the generation may be produced to be close to its transform limit, any modification of its complex spectrum results in a time broadening as described by its Fourier transform. For a Gaussian profile with no phase or frequency modulation, the half-height duration ΔτF has a lower limit expressed as:
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(1)




where λ is the pulse central wavelength, Δλ is the half-height spectral width of the pulse and c is the speed of light in vacuum.



In order to preserve the duration of the pulse at the output of the monochromator, the spectral transmission has to be constant within the bandwidth. This condition is always verified if the monochromator is realized by reflecting optics, since the reflectivity variations within the output bandwidth are usually negligible, so that the transfer function can be considered almost constant, although lower than unity.



Furthermore, the temporal response of the monochromator has to be shorter than ΔτF. In case of a diffraction grating, the major mechanism that alters the time duration of the pulse is the difference in the lengths of the optical paths of the rays diffracted by different grating grooves. Indeed, a single grating gives inevitably a time broadening of the ultrafast pulse because of the pulse-front tilt due to diffraction, since the total difference in the optical paths of the rays diffracted at first order by N grooves illuminated by radiation at wavelength λ is Nλ. This effect can be dramatic in the femtosecond time scale. Let us consider a 300 grooves/mm grating illuminated by radiation at 30 nm over a length of 10 mm; the total number of grooves involved in the diffraction is 3000, corresponding to a pulse-front tilt of 90 μm, i.e., 300 fs. In case of femtosecond pulses, this reduces dramatically both the time resolution capability and the peak intensity at the exit of the monochromator.



Nevertheless, it is possible to realize grating monochromators that do not alter the temporal duration of ultrashort pulses by using two gratings in a time-delay-compensated (TDC) configuration: the first grating performs the spectral selection on an intermediate slit, then the second one corrects for the pulse-front tilt introduced by the diffraction. From the point of view of the ray paths, two are the conditions that the design must comply to: (1) the differences in the path lengths of rays having the same wavelength but with different entrance directions within the beam aperture that are caused by the diffraction from the first grating must be compensated by the second grating; (2) two rays at different wavelengths within the spectrum of the pulse to be selected have to be focused on the same point, i.e., the global spectral dispersion has to be zero. Both conditions are satisfied by a scheme with two equal gratings mounted in a symmetrical way. The spectral selection is performed by a slit placed in an intermediate position between the gratings, where the radiation is focused by the first grating.



Grazing-incidence gratings can be used in two geometries: the classical-diffraction mount (CDM) and the off-plane mount (OPM). The latter, also called conical diffraction mount, differs from the classical one in that the incident and diffracted wave vectors are almost parallel to the grooves [18]. The main advantage of the OPM when compared to the CDM is the much higher efficiency (up to a factor three), since it has been theoretically demonstrated and experimentally measured that the peak diffraction efficiency in the OPM is close to the reflectivity of the coating at the altitude angle, that makes the OPM suitable for the design of TDC monochromators with high throughput [19,20]. It is worth to mention here that the double-grating configuration is presently applied in the XUV, for wavelength that are typically longer than ≈10 nm. For shorter wavelengths, i.e., entering the soft X-ray region, the losses due to the decrease in reflectivity should be considered when balancing the advantages of the TDC configuration in terms of temporal response with the low photon throughput.



In the following, the paper will be focused on the OPM. The geometry is shown in Figure 1. The direction of the incoming rays is described by two parameters: the altitude and the azimuth. The altitude γ is defined as the angle between the direction of the incoming rays and the direction of the grooves. The azimuth μ of the incoming rays is defined to be zero if they lie in the plane perpendicular to the grating surface and parallel to the rulings. Let ν define the azimuth of the diffracted light at wavelength λ and order m. The grating equation is sinγ (sinμ + sinν) = mλδ, where δ is the groove density. For a monochromator, the grating is operated in the condition μ = ν and the resulting grating equation is μ = arcsin(½mλδ/sinγ).


Figure 1. Off-plane mount (OPM) geometry.
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A schematic of a TDC monochromator with plane gratings in the OPM is shown in Figure 2. The gratings are used in collimated beams [21], therefore each of the two sections of the monochromator consists of three optical elements at grazing incidence: the collimating toroidal mirror, the plane grating and the focusing toroidal mirror.


Figure 2. Schematic of the double-grating monochromator in the OPM.
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Two are the effects to be considered when evaluating the temporal response of the TDC configuration: (1) the compensation of the pulse-front tilt and (2) the GD introduced within the bandwidth.



The pulse-front tilt is ideally fully compensated for a double-grating configuration, although residual aberrations introduced by the toroidal mirrors may give some distortion of the pulse-front, which has to be evaluated through ray-tracing simulations. With reference to Figure 2, in the following the term “input arm” will refer to the two collimators T1 and T3 and will indicate the distance between the source and the center of T1 or the distance between the intermediate slit and the center of T3; the term “output arm” will refer to the two focusing elements T2 and T4 and will indicate the distance between the center of T2 and the intermediate slit or the distance between the center of T4 and the output focal point. For the TDC configuration, the number of grooves illuminated on G2 has to be the same as G1. Since the gratings are equal and are operating at the same altitude angle, this condition is fulfilled if the output arm of T2 is equal to the input arm of T3. Furthermore, in order to minimize the aberrations, each of the two sections is operating with unity magnification, i.e., the input arm of the collimator is equal to the output arm of the successive focusing element. Therefore, all the arms are the same and the configuration is fully symmetrical. As shown in the following simulations, the pulse-front distortion due to aberrations in the symmetric TDC configuration is expected to be in the few-femtoseconds or even sub-femtosecond time scale, therefore it can be usually neglected.



The main instrumental effect on the time response of the TDC configuration is the GD introduced by the two gratings, i.e., different wavelengths within the bandwidth transmitted by the slit travel different optical paths, although all rays start from the source point and are finally focused on the same point to fulfill the condition of zero spectral dispersion. Indeed, the pair of gratings in the TDC configuration can be considered as a XUV pulse shaper capable to introduce a controllable GD [22,23], similarly to grating pulse shapers for optical laser pulses [24]. The GD is calculated as the difference in the optical paths within the bandwidth Δλ, as discussed in details in [25]. In case of Δλ/λ < 10%, the GD is linear with the wavelength and results:
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(2)




where the distances q and p are defined in Figure 2 and the term cos2μ can be neglected, since the azimuth μ is typically lower than 15°.



For q > p, as usual in experimental conditions, the GD decreases with the wavelength and this forces the group delay dispersion (GDD) to be almost constant and positive:
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where ω = 2πc/λ is the angular frequency.



The GD is canceled for q = p, i.e., when the grating-to-mirror distance is equal to the mirror arm. Usually, this condition cannot be verified, since it would require an extremely large size to host the optical components.



In terms of temporal response, the GD introduced by the TDC monochromator within the output bandwidth has to be compared to the Fourier limit in the same bandwidth. For application to monochromatization of HHs, the monochromator can be used in two operative conditions: (1) low-resolution or (2) high-resolution option. In the first case, the bandwidth transmitted through the slit is wider than the intrinsic bandwidth of the single harmonic, although lower than the separation between consecutive harmonics, therefore the monochromator is used as a tunable filter to select one of the harmonics and the output bandwidth is limited by the bandwidth of the harmonic. In the second case, the output bandwidth is narrower than the bandwidth of the single harmonic and the spectral resolution is limited by the instrumental response.



2.1. Temporal Response of TDC Monochromators with Low Spectral Resolution


Low-resolution monochromators are typically used with HHs when the monochromator is required to select a single harmonic within a broad plateau and behaves as a tunable broad-band filter. The bandwidth transmitted by the slit has to be narrow enough to resolve two adjacent harmonics, that are separated by 2λ0/[n(n + 2)], where λ0 is the laser wavelength that is used to generate HHs and n is an odd integer (A single laser wavelength is assumed to be used to generate HHs, therefore only odd harmonics are generated.). Indeed, the output bandwidth is limited by the source itself and not by the monochromator. Comparing Equations (1) and (2), the GD results negligible with respect to the Fourier limit for:
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where Δλ is the bandwidth of the pulse.



The calculations for typical parameters of low-resolution TDC monochromators are resumed in Figure 3. Two sets of gratings are used to span the 12–75 nm interval (i.e., harmonics H65-H11 of 800-nm Ti:Sa laser). XUV Fourier-limited 10 fs Gaussian pulses are assumed at the generation, of which the wavelength bandwidth is plotted in Figure 3a. The corresponding energy bandwidth is ΔE ≈ 180 meV. The bandwidth transmitted by the slit is also shown in Figure 3a: it is lower than the separation between consecutive harmonics, as requested for the selection of a single harmonic. The pulse-front tilt given by the first grating stage is plotted in Figure 3b for 4-mrad XUV divergence, that is a typical divergence for HHs generated by laser pulses in the millijoule range. The tilt is in the range 15–50 fs, therefore the original 10-fs pulse is stretched in time by the first grating. If monochromatic Fourier-limited pulses are requested at the output of the monochromator, a second grating stage is needed. The residual pulse-front distortion after the pulse-front tilt correction made by the second grating has been simulated through a ray-tracing procedure. For the parameters here assumed, it is lower than 0.5 fs within the whole interval of operation, therefore totally negligible. The GD and the GDD are plotted in Figure 3c,d for 10-fs Fourier-limited pulses. The GDD is below 10 fs2 and the GD is definitely lower than the Fourier limit, confirming that the TDC monochromator, when used as a broad-band filter, does not sensibly alter the duration of the pulse.


Figure 3. Performance of a low-resolution time-delay-compensated (TDC) monochromator for high-order harmonics (HHs). (a) Bandwidth on 100-um slit, compared to HH separation. The pulse bandwidth for 10-fs Fourier-limited Gaussian pulses is also shown. (b) Pulse-front tilt at the intermediate slit, 4-mrad extreme-ultraviolet (XUV) divergence. (c,d) group delay (GD) and group delay dispersion (GDD) at the output. Monochromator parameters: q = 500 mm, p = 150 mm.
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2.2. Temporal Response of TDC Monochromators with High Spectral Resolution


In case of high resolution, the output bandwidth is limited by the monochromator and not by the intrinsic bandwidth of the single harmonic. Once the slit aperture W is fixed, the bandwidth transmitted through the slit is:
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In terms of temporal response, the best trade-off is found when the GD and the Fourier limit are almost equivalent. For a narrower bandwidth, the GD decreases but the Fourier limit increases. For a broader bandwidth, the Fourier limit decreases but the GD increases. The condition GD = Fourier is obtained combining Equations (1), (2) and (5) and, for Gaussian pulses, is expressed by:
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Aim of the optical design is to find the parameters that fulfill Equation (6) to find the best trade-off between energy and temporal resolution.



A test case is here discussed for sub-150 meV energy bandwidth and sub-50 fs temporal response in the 20–120 nm (62–10 eV) interval, that are typical values required for ultrafast photoelectron spectroscopy. The requirements are resumed in Table 1. A set of parameters, in terms of groove density and lengths of the arms, is also listed in Table 1.



Table 1. Requirements and parameters for a TDC monochromator with sub-150 meV energy bandwidth.







	
Requirements

	




	
Wavelength range

	
25–115 nm (10–50 eV)




	
Energy bandwidth

	
<150 meV




	
Temporal response

	
<50 fs




	
Parameters

	




	
Gratings

	
300/600/1200 grooves/mm




	
Exit arm q

	
800 mm




	
Mirror-to-grating p

	
150 mm




	
Slit aperture

	
75–160 μm










The performances, in terms of energy bandwidth and temporal response, are resumed in Figure 4. The slit width calculated by Equation (6) is shown in Figure 4a. It is the width giving an output bandwidth in which the GD is equal to the Fourier limit. The slit aperture is in the range 75–160 μm, that is a typical interval for practical operations. The corresponding bandwidth is shown in Figure 4b. By choosing the appropriate grating, the bandwidth is anyway below 100 meV for wavelengths longer than 32 nm. For shorter wavelengths, the bandwidth increases up to 150 meV at 25 nm. The pulse-front tilt given by the first grating stage is plotted in Figure 4c for 4-mrad XUV divergence. The tilt is definitely above 100 fs in the full range of operation. After the second grating, the residual pulse-front distortion, as simulated through a ray-tracing procedure, is lower than 2 fs within the whole interval of operation, i.e., fully negligible. The corresponding Fourier limit and GD are shown in Figure 4d,e and are in the range 10–30 fs in the whole interval of operation. The GDD is definitely higher than the low-resolution case, typically of the order of 100 fs2. The GD can be reduced if the grating-to-mirror distance p is kept higher, that is, for a lower q–p value, at the expense of a larger size of the monochromator. In this case, the use of a second grating stage increases the temporal resolution by almost one order of magnitude when compared to a monochromator with a single grating for the same output bandwidth.


Figure 4. Performance of a high-resolution TDC monochromator for HHs. (a) Slit width to have the GD equal to the Fourier limit in the output bandwidth; (b) Output bandwidth corresponding to the slit width at the different wavelengths; (c) Pulse-front tilt at the intermediate slit, 4-mrad XUV divergence; (d) GD and Fourier limit calculated for the bandwidth shown in (b); (e) GDD. Monochromator parameters: q = 800 mm, p = 150 mm.
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3. Conclusions


The temporal response of double-grating monochromators has been analyzed, in particular the group delay introduced by the two gratings within the bandwidth, i.e., different wavelengths travel different paths. The analysis has been focused on monochromators for high-order laser harmonics. Two operative conditions have been described: (1) the low-resolution configuration, when the monochromator is used as a broadband filter and the output bandwidth is limited by the source itself, i.e., by the intrinsic bandwidth of a single harmonic; (2) the high-resolution configuration, when the monochromator aims to a bandwidth narrower than that of the single harmonic. In the first case the group delay is typically negligible, being in the sub- or few-femtoseconds time scale, well beyond the Fourier limit. In the second case, the group delay is comparable to the Fourier limit and is the main factor limiting the temporal response of the monochromator. The best operative condition, in terms of temporal response, is found when the group delay and the Fourier limit for the given bandwidth are almost equivalent. Obviously, the final operative conditions depend on the users’ requirements that can be fulfilled by a suitable trade-off between energy and time resolution.







Acknowledgments


The results presented in the paper have been partially funded by Extreme Light Infrastructures (ELI) funds of the Italian Ministry for Education, University and Research.




Author Contributions


Luca Poletto conceived the optical configuration and wrote the paper; Fabio Frassetto performed the ray-tracing simulations.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	1. 
Jaeglè, P. Coherent Sources of XUV Radiation; Springer: New York, NY, USA, 2006; pp. 277–349. ISBN 10 0-387-23007-6. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
Krausz, F.; Ivanov, M. Attosecond physics. Rev. Mod. Phys. 2009, 81, 163–234. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	3. 
Corkum, P.B. Plasma perspective on strong field multiphoton ionization. Phys. Rev. Lett. 1994, 71, 1994–1997. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Wieland, M.; Frueke, R.; Wilhein, T.; Spielmann, C.; Pohl, M.; Kleinenberg, U. Submicron extreme ultraviolet imaging using high-harmonic radiation. Appl. Phys. Lett. 2002, 81, 2520–2522. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	5. 
Bartels, R.; Backus, S.; Zeek, E.; Misoguti, L.; Vdovin, G.; Christov, I.P.; Murnane, M.M.; Kapteyn, H.C. Shaped-pulse optimization of coherent emission of high-harmonic soft X-rays. Nature 2000, 406, 164–166. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	6. 
Gaudin, J.; Rehbein, S.; Guttmann, P.; Godé, S.; Schneider, G.; Wernet, P.; Eberhardt, W. Selection of a single femtosecond high-order harmonic using a zone plate based monochromator. J. Appl. Phys. 2008, 104, 033112. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	7. 
Sekikawa, T. Gratings for ultrashort coherent pulses in the extreme ultraviolet. In Optical Technologies for Extreme-Ultraviolet and Soft X-ray Coherent Sources, 1st ed.; Canova, F., Poletto, L., Eds.; Springer: Berlin, Germany, 2015; pp. 175–193. ISBN 978-3-662-47442-6. [Google Scholar]

	8. 
Poletto, L.; Frassetto, F.; Villoresi, P. Ultrafast Grating Instruments in the Extreme Ultraviolet. J. Sel. Top. Quantum Electron. 2012, 18, 467–478. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	9. 
Schlotter, W.F.; Turner, J.J.; Rowen, M.; Heimann, P.; Holmes, M.; Krupin, O.; Messerschmidt, M.; Moeller, S.; Krzywinski, J.; Soufli, R.; et al. The soft X-ray instrument for materials studies at the linac coherent light source X-ray free-electron laser. Rev. Sci. Inst. 2012, 83, 043107. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
Frassetto, F.; Cacho, C.; Froud, C.; Turcu, I.C.E.; Villoresi, P.; Bryan, W.A.; Springate, E.; Poletto, L. Single-grating monochromator for extreme-ultraviolet ultrashort pulses. Opt. Express 2011, 9, 19169–19181. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Poletto, L.; Miotti, P.; Frassetto, F.; Spezzani, C.; Grazioli, C.; Coreno, M.; Ressel, B.; Gauthier, D.; Ivanov, R.; Ciavardini, A.; et al. Double-configuration grating monochromator for extreme-ultraviolet ultrafast pulses. Appl. Opt. 2014, 53, 5879–5888. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	12. 
Heimann, P.; Krupin, O.; Schlotter, W.F.; Turner, J.; Krzywinski, J.; Sorgenfrei, F.; Messerschmidt, M.; Bernstein, D.; Chalupský, J.; Hájková, V.; et al. Linac Coherent Light Source soft x-ray materials science instrument optical design and monochromator commissioning. Rev. Sci. Inst. 2011, 82, 093104. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	13. 
Poletto, L.; Villoresi, P.; Benedetti, E.; Ferrari, F.; Sansone, G.; Stagira, S.; Nisoli, M. Intense femtosecond extreme ultraviolet pulses by using a time-delay compensated monochromator. Opt. Lett. 2007, 32, 2897–2899. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	14. 
Poletto, L.; Villoresi, P.; Frassetto, F.; Calegari, F.; Ferrari, F.; Lucchini, M.; Sansone, G.; Nisoli, M. Time-delay compensated monochromator for the spectral selection of extreme-ultraviolet high-order laser harmonics. Rev. Sci. Instrum. 2009, 80, 123109. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	15. 
Ito, M.; Kataoka, Y.; Okamoto, T.; Yamashita, M.; Sekikawa, T. Spatiotemporal characterization of single-order high harmonic pulses from time-compensated toroidal-grating monochromator. Opt. Express 2010, 18, 6071–6078. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	16. 
Igarashi, H.; Makida, A.; Ito, M.; Sekikawa, T. Pulse compression of phase-matched high harmonic pulses from a time-delay compensated monochromator. Opt. Express 2012, 20, 3725–3732. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	17. 
Poletto, L.; Frassetto, F. Time-preserving monochromators for ultrafast extreme-ultraviolet pulses. Appl. Opt. 2010, 49, 5465–5473. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	18. 
Cash, W. Echelle spectrographs at grazing incidence. Appl. Opt. 1982, 21, 710–717. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	19. 
Poletto, L. Time-compensated grazing-incidence monochromator for extreme-ultraviolet and soft X-ray high-order harmonics. Appl. Phys. B 2004, 78, 1013–1016. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	20. 
Pascolini, M.; Bonora, S.; Giglia, A.; Mahne, N.; Nannarone, S.; Poletto, L. Gratings in the conical diffraction mounting for an EUV time-delay compensated monochromator. Appl. Opt. 2006, 45, 3253–3562. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	21. 
Werner, W.; Visser, H. X-ray monochromator designs based on extreme off-plane grating mountings. Appl. Opt. 1981, 20, 487–492. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	22. 
Poletto, L.; Frassetto, F.; Villoresi, P. Optical concept of a compressor for XUV pulses in the attosecond domain. Opt. Express 2008, 16, 6652–6667. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	23. 
Mero, M.; Frassetto, F.; Villoresi, P.; Poletto, L.; Variju, K. Compression methods for XUV attosecond pulses. Opt. Express 2011, 19, 23420–23428. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	24. 
Martinez, O. Design of high-power ultrashort pulse amplifiers by expansion and recompression. IEEE J. Quantum Electron. 1987, 23, 1385–1387. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	25. 
Frassetto, F.; Poletto, L. Grating configurations to compress extreme-ultraviolet ultrashort pulses. Appl. Opt. 2015, 54, 7985–7992. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]



















© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).






media/file4.png
Source p = Gl-to-T2 = T3-t0-G2
g = source-to-T1 = T2-to-slit = slit-to-T3 = T4-to-focus

T1, T3  collimating toroidal mirrors
T2, T4  focusing toroidal mirrors

G1, G2  plane gratings _
Focal point





nav.xhtml


  applsci-08-00005


  
    		
      applsci-08-00005
    


  




  





media/file8.jpg
1000

8

(2vsy) :o_m._.mnm_v Aejap dnoss

)
B

100

60
wavelength (nm)

20





media/file11.png





media/file2.png
Grating

7

[ /£
s

y = altitude angle
u = azimuth angle of incident rays

v = azimuth angle of diffracted rays





media/file5.jpg
H
L]
H
i
i

‘group delay (fs)

B

0

o

7 H
- § >
ew ccogimn
st
oo EELLL 2.
wavelngth () a wavalength () L
[ — Tw
]
P
H
o
o B o o © B » o
waveengiham)

wavelongh (om) Pl





media/file3.jpg
Source p=Gl-10-T2 = T3-t0-G2
source-to-T1 = T2-to-slit = slit-to-T3 = T4-to-focus

TIT3  collimating toroidal
T2, T4 focusing toroidal mirrors
GI.G2  plane gratings

Focal point





media/file9.png
.+ 300 gr/mm

====600gr/mm

1200 gr/mm

100

175

8 =
(Aaw) yipimpueq
B ¥ 3 ~ A
i | i

(wn) yapim s

b)

60
wavelength (nm)

20

100

o —
L

(s3) ywy) 1314n04 ‘Aejap dnousd

a)

100

60
wavelength (nm)

20

400

T

S 8 8 ©

on o i

(s3) M1s @Y1 3e 313 JuoJy-as|nd

100

60
wavelength (nm)

20

100

60
wavelength (nm)

20





media/file1.jpg
v = altitude angle
1 = azimuth angle of incident rays

v = azimuth angle of diffracted rays





media/file7.jpg
8

-
£
H
»
0 “ w
‘wavelength (nm) ‘wavelength () L

g H
i, HR
!
Fw

H 2

i H

e ) wavelongth {nm) 9





media/file10.png
1000

8

i
(2vs}) uoisiadsip Aejap dnoas

o
i

100

60
wavelength (nm)

20





media/file0.png





media/file6.png
60

10 1 | . =
‘ |
— | |
2 I .
|
£ "
(7)) .. - S S S G S S S S S S S S S e e e e e e - .-
Q 40 E 1 ':
ﬁ "’ 5 ‘ S X LL e
= - ‘ R BT T LA
o o" I . —— PP L
E ol" § B
: R
S 20 - , ',4" c 0.1 e | m HH separation
% POt L | - ===slit BW, 150 gr/mm
@ - ====150 gr/mm - | _
3 = slit BW, 600 gr/mm
=600 gr/mm | . pulse BW
0 ! ! 0.01 '
10 30 50 70 10 30 50 70
wavelength (nm) a) wavelength (nm) b)
10
10-fs Fourier-limited pulse bandwidth o~
. % 10 - | -
- ] -
c | -
> '.—‘ .Q ‘ 'o'
o - ) -
- b -
: -7 8_ "’
E " .2 I'
T 1 '(' T ,/'
g- 1" | E 1 l’
2 ” QO ,I
=1] ” T ”
’ o
e 3
e Yy
’
’/
0.1 i ' 0.1 - | .
10 30 50 70 10 30 50 70

wavelength (nm)

wavelength (nm) d)

c)





