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Experimental investigation of the interplay between optical and plasma
smoothing induced on a laser megajoule beamline
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Past experiments [S. Depierreux et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 195005 (2009)] have exhibited the plasma-
induced incoherence (PII) process and the reduced imprint in the multikilojoule regime when a thin low-density
foam is disposed in front of a solid target. Complementary experiments have been designed to analyze the
mechanisms involved, the important parameters, and the role of the optical smoothing in the case of the laser
megajoule. Forward stimulated Brillouin scattering (FSBS) is identified as the dominant mechanism governing
the angular spray of the laser. FSBS also increases the laser bandwidth and imparts levels of temporal and
spatial incoherencies beyond the present capacities of the optical smoothing of the megajoule laser facilities.
Such a PII beam becomes suitable to achieve the high degree of irradiation uniformity required to experiment
high-convergence efficient direct-drive inertial confinement fusion configurations at the megajoule scale which
would otherwise require major changes in the laser chains. By reducing backscattering losses and/or allowing
less optically applied smoothing, PII could relax the constraints imposed on the laser system and open the road
to an increase in the energy coupled to the target in indirect-drive experiments.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043060

I. INTRODUCTION

High-energy megajoule laser facilities of interest for iner-
tial confinement fusion (ICF) [1,2] (like the Laser Mégajoule
(LMJ) and the National Ignition Facility (NIF)) make use of
optical smoothing techniques to shape the on-target intensity
distribution. Continuous phase plates (CPPs) [3] split the f/20
aperture of their beams into independent ∼ f /1000 beamlets
that yield millimeter focal spots over Rayleigh lengths >1 cm.
The interference of these beamlets in the focal plan creates
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many diffraction-limited micrometer-sized structures, called
speckles. A frequency modulation of the laser combined with
diffraction gratings rapidly displaces these speckles [4]. This
smooths the time-averaged irradiation of the target and its
hydrodynamic response. The LMJ optical system is unique,
as it exploits the same gratings [5] to focus the beams and
provide the chromaticism needed for this temporal smooth-
ing. Increasing the spectral bandwidth is also expected to
continuously reduce the growth of the resonant laser-plasma
instabilities [6–12]. Since increasing the level of applied op-
tical incoherence comes at the expense of the reduction of
the laser energy delivered on target and/or growing optical
damage [13–17], one can take advantage of the additional
incoherence induced on the beams as they propagate through
the plasma in front of the target. This option in the case
of megajoule facilities raises specific questions linked to the
long focal lengths (8 m) and large focal volumes of their
beamlines. In addition, since the plasma-induced incoherence

2643-1564/2023/5(4)/043060(9) 043060-1 Published by the American Physical Society

https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4806-6338
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3706-9242
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2786-9382
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2176-1389
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3351-0635
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2812-9485
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-4835-0408
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2992-013X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2523-9021
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9589-0568
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7532-5879
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043060&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2023-10-19
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.102.195005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevResearch.5.043060
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


S. DEPIERREUX et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW RESEARCH 5, 043060 (2023)

(PII) may be less efficient on these incoherent laser beams,
it also requires first understanding the interplay between their
optical and plasma smoothing.

Several mechanisms coupling the laser electromagnetic
wave with the transverse ion dynamics have been identified as
responsible for PII: self-focusing (SF) [18], filament instabil-
ity [19], forward stimulated Brillouin scattering (FSBS) [20],
and multiple FSBSs [21,22]. SF could develop in individual
speckles carrying an optical power Psp larger than the criti-

cal power for SF Pc(MW) = 34 Te (keV)
√

1−(ne/nc )
ne/nc

[23–25].
In a speckle characterized by Psp/Pc > 1, SF is expected to
dominate linear diffraction, leading to speckle contraction and
ultimately to trapping light in density channels, thus creating
filaments that may become unstable. The speckles diameter
and their distribution of intensities in a CPP-smoothed mega-
joule facility beamline almost necessarily entail the presence
of speckles with Psp/Pc > 1 in the focal volume [26]. More
than half the total beam power is in such speckles if ne/nc >

0.12 at Te � 2 keV. FSBS is the resonant coupling of the laser
wave with an ion-acoustic wave (IAW) to produce a scat-
tered redshifted electromagnetic wave propagating forward at
a small angle with respect to the laser beam direction. In con-
trast with SF taking place in the high-intensity speckles, FSBS
develops as a collective instability [21,22,27–33], and the
spatial gain of scattered wave amplitude depends on the full
beam power. Since the amplitude of the scattered waves in-
creases with the propagation distance, FSBS may repeat itself
by inducing the secondary FSBS decays, thus broadening the
frequency spectrum of the laser beam and its angular width.
FSBS may play a significant role in smoothing the beams
on megajoule facilities, where multiple FSBSs could substan-
tially rise in millimeter-long low-density plasmas. A regime of
coherent FSBS was suggested by Lushnikov et al. [28] (in the
case with temporal smoothing) and by Grech et al. [30] (in the
case without temporal smoothing and below the self-focusing
threshold). Reference [30] proposed a criteria for beam spray
corresponding to the growth of this coherent FSBS.

SF and/or FSBS have been the subject of many exper-
imental studies [34–42], mainly based on transmitted light
diagnostics [43]. Recent experiments [42] performed below
the SF threshold found a good agreement with the crite-
ria [30]. Care was taken on reproducing millimeter-long
propagation distances, but the available laser energy has lim-
ited these studies to ∼100 µm spot size except for a few
experiments [44,45]. In this paper, we report on unique
experiments exploiting extensive diagnostics of the trans-
mission of an LMJ beamline after its propagation through
a low-Z [46] plasma relevant to ICF designs. A broad
range of parameters involved in such designs [11,47,48] has
been explored experimentally by varying the initial plasma
densities and lengths with, in addition, time-resolved mea-
surements enabling us to monitor the transmitted light as
the plasma parameters evolve. Time and spectrally resolved
data clearly identify FSBS as the dominant mechanism gov-
erning the beam angular spray. The presence of multiple
FSBSs, previously inferred only from numerical simulations,
is demonstrated from the measured increase of the transmitted
light spectral bandwidth with the plasma length. Although the
small LMJ beam aperture produces large speckles which are

a priori prone to SF, FSBS is found to prevail and to in-
hibit SF. We show that the temporal smoothing technique
specific to LMJ reduces FSBS but does not prevent its growth.
A theoretical analysis is set forth for the FSBS of inco-
herent beams which properly accounts for the experimental
observations.

II. METHODS

The experiment was carried out on the LIL facility rep-
resenting one LMJ beamline made of four square beams of
section D = 0.4 m separated by d = ∼0.17 m. This quadru-
plet was fired at a power 3.5 TW in 1.5, 2, and 2.7 ns
square pulses. The final optics assembly of each individ-
ual beam comprises a grating at the main laser wavelength
of 1.053 µm (1ω) followed by two KDP crystals that con-
vert light to the wavelength λ0 = 0.351 µm (3ω). Then a
3ω grating (focal length f = 8 m), placed after a CPP, fo-
cuses the beam. The four beams were superimposed and
focused on target with an aperture �θ0 = ± 3.5◦ [sin(�θ0) =
(D + d/2)/ f ] in a Gaussian spot. For these parameters, the
speckle radius is 1.5 µm [22]. The intensity maximized at
Imax = 2.1×1015 W/cm2 and averaged at 1×1015 W/cm2 in
the 600-µm-diameter focal spot measured at 0.1 × Imax. The
chromaticism of focusing gratings creates a longitudinal tem-
poral smoothing by spectral dispersion (LSSD) [5,49,50]. Two
electro-optic modulators introduce spectral broadening in the
laser source. The first one (2 GHz) is mandatory to avoid
stimulated Brillouin scattering in the optics. The second one
operates at 14 GHz (modulation depth 5). In the following,
“with” and “without LSSD” refer to configurations with or
without this modulator.

The targets were C12H16O8 foams [51] of initial densities
3–7 mg/cc and lengths 300–1000 µm. The foam was encased
in washers of diameter 2.5 mm, giving a wide-open geometry
for the propagation of the laser and detection of the transmit-
ted light. Figures 1(b) and 1(c) show the plasma parameters
as computed by the two-dimensional Lagrangian code FCI2
(benchmarked [52] with experimental data). The main diag-
nostics [Fig. 1(a)] measured the time-resolved spectra and
power of the light transmitted at multiple angles. A rapid pho-
todiode gave the time evolution of the direct transmission. The
light transmitted around the initial beam aperture impacted
a plane diffuser imaged on a charge-coupled device cam-
era for time-integrated measurements of its angular diagram.
Four absolutely calibrated fast photodiodes were installed in
transmission at each of the three angles (θs) : 12◦, 20◦, and
30◦. Finally, the time-resolved spectra of the light scattered at
12° and 20° were measured with a 0.2 Å spectral resolution.
The two signals were multiplexed on the same combination
of a high-resolution spectrometer (focal length 1.25 m and
3600 g/mm gratings) with a S20 streak camera. The tempo-
ral resolution, similar for all time-resolved diagnostics, was
200 ps.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

We first consider the case of a 7 mg/cc, 500-µm-long foam.
The laser pulse, the direct transmission, and the light scattered
at 12° are shown in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) as a function of time
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FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of the experimental setup. (b) Electron density and (c) temperature profiles computed at t ∼ 1.35 ns for three different
foams; the foam entrance plan is in z = 0; (d) corresponding 〈P〉/Pc, where 〈P〉 is the power computed in a speckle at 1.5 × 1015 W/cm2.

with or without LSSD applied. The 2 ns laser pulse starts at
t = 0 ns, rises until t ∼ 0.6 ns, and the transmission starts at
t ∼ 1 ns. As expected from modeling [53] and observation of
the ionization front in previous experiments [54–62], the laser
and foam parameters resulted in the supersonic ionization of
the low-density foam. The average ionization front velocity
computed from the delay between the incident and transmitted
pulses is v = 8 × 107 cm/s, while the sound velocity is Cs ∼
3 × 107 cm/s. For t = 1–2.2 ns, the direct transmitted light
level increases due to the plasma expansion and subsequent
decrease in collisional absorption.

At t = 1 ns, transmitted light was simultaneously observed
at larger angles. The light scattered at 12° is shown as a
function of time in Fig. 2(b). First notice that the time mod-
ulation at a 500 ps period (corresponding to the 2 GHz
modulator), apparent in the laser power [Fig. 2(a)] especially
in the shots without LSSD, is exacerbated in Fig. 2(b), as
one can expect for a nonlinear effect. Otherwise, the light
scattered at 12° stayed at an approximately constant level
throughout its duration ∼0.7 ns in contrast to the direct
transmission that continuously increased. The images of the
surrounding diffuser plate gave a more complete view of

the angular distribution of the energy transmitted around the
initial beam aperture and evidenced that the transmitted light
exhibited a round shape after crossing the plasma [63,64].
The corresponding angular distribution, plot in Fig. 2(c), is
approximately Lorentzian with a width ±8° (measured at
half maximum) to be compared with the focusing aperture
�θ0 = ± 3.5◦. These results are processed to infer the total
amount of energy scattered outside the initial aperture. In the
shot performed with LSSD, one finds 330 J in the range θs =
4◦–7◦, 200 J in the range θs = 7◦–10◦, and 160 J with θs >

10◦. Based on Fig. 2(b), it is reasonable to assume that this
latter energy was scattered for ∼0.7 ns, thus giving a power
∼0.23 TW scattered at θs > 10◦ for t = 1–1.7 ns. Thus, large
amounts of the total transmitted power were scattered outside
the initial beam aperture when the transmission started. LSSD
reduced the amount of forward scattered light by a factor ∼1.5
over the full angular range.

These results were complemented by similar data acquired
for a 3 mg/cc-1000 µm foam without LSSD. Figure 2(a)
shows that keeping the total amount of material nearly con-
stant along the beam path resulted in a direct transmitted
pulse close to that measured in the 7 mg/cc-500 µm foam.

(deg)

FIG. 2. (a) Laser pulse and power transmitted inside the original beam aperture for shots with and without longitudinal temporal smoothing
by spectral dispersion (LSSD). (b) Corresponding power scattered at θs = 12◦. (c) Time-integrated angular distribution of the transmitted light.
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FIG. 3. Time-resolved spectra measured at (a) θs = 12◦ and (b) θs = 20◦ in a 7 mg/cc-300-µm-long foam with longitudinal temporal
smoothing by spectral dispersion (LSSD). The dashed vertical lines delineate the expected wavelength range for single forward stimulated
Brillouin scattering (FSBS) scattering. The trace of the time-integrated signal is superimposed on the spectrum measured at each angle.
Spectra measured at the two angles integrated over 200 ps when the transmission just starts in shots performed (c) with LSSD and (d) without
LSSD. The curve “laser” in (c) corresponds to the laser spectrum measured in vacuum when LSSD is applied.

A similar conclusion holds for the amount of light scattered
at larger angles [see Figs. 2(b) and 2(c)]. This is surprising
since the maximum value of 〈P〉/Pc [Fig. 1(d)] (〈P〉/Pc >

0.25) in the 7 mg/cc-500 µm foam and the distribution
of speckles intensities for the CPP-smoothed beam imply
that more than half the total beam power is in speckles for
which Psp/Pc > 1. In contrast, the value 〈P〉/Pc(< 0.16) in
the 3 mg/cc − 1000 µm foam plasma corresponds to <10% of
the total beam power in speckles with Psp/Pc > 1. Thus, the
fact that the large angle scattering observed in the 3 mg/cc-1
mm foam is close to that in the 7 mg/cc-500 µm is strong
evidence that SF barely contributed to the angular spray of
the transmitted beam. This result invalidates standard criteria
based on local 〈P〉/Pc values to quantify beam spray in ICF
experiments [40,41].

The effect of plasma length was investigated in the LSSD
configuration through shots performed in 7 mg/cc foams (see
Appendix A).

The mechanisms at play in the observed beam spraying
were further investigated with time-resolved spectra measured
at θs = 12◦ and 20°. These results are displayed in Figs. 3(a)
and 3(b) in the case of a 7 mg/cc-300 µm foam with LSSD
applied. The scattered light is redshifted with a mean spectral
shift increasing with θs, as one would expect from FSBS. The
mean spectral shift measured at 12° decreases as a function
of time from ∼1 Å (at t = 1 ns) to 0.75 Å (at t = 1.4 ns),
this latter value being the expected one for a single FSBS
step. At each scattering angle, the spectral broadening ∼1.5 Å
measured in this short 300 µm foam stems from the incident
laser bandwidth (0.9 Å) combined with the diagnostic spectral
resolution (0.2 Å) and the laser aperture (0.4 Å). Similar spec-
tra acquired in 7 mg/cc-500 µm foams exhibit larger spectral
shifts and widths. In each foam, the spectral shift and width
measured at a given scattering angle are the largest at the
time when the transmission just starts. Experimental spectra

integrated over 200 ps around this time are plotted in Fig. 3(c)
for the 300 and 500 µm foams with LSSD. Figure 3(c)
clearly evidences that the mean spectral shift increases as the
plasma length increases, but it also shows that the spectral
width simultaneously increases especially at the largest angle
(θs = 20◦). As the parameters in the 300 and 500 µm foam
plasmas (Fig. 1) are very similar in the region −500 µm <

z < 200 µm, the 300 µm foam measurements clearly demon-
strate that significant FSBS already occurs in the first half
of the 500 µm foam plasma. Then as the laser continues to
propagate over a significant remaining plasma length beyond
this region in the 500 µm foam case, further FSBS amplifi-
cation occurs. Thus, the fact that the largest spectral shifts
and bandwidths were observed for the largest plasma length
is straightforward evidence of the multiple FSBS process.
Results recorded in 3 mg/cc-1 mm foam [Fig. 3(d)] show
a similarly wide spectrum when the LSSD was not initially
applied: As a result of propagation through the plasma, the
transmitted light acquired a spectral bandwidth at least twice
the one that could be induced on the laser by LSSD [which is
also shown in Fig. 3(c)].

Appendix B describes the derivation of the FSBS spatial
growth rate of an incoherent laser beam based on the random
phase approximation (RPA) [65] and the values of its key
parameters (effective spectral widths induced by the optical
incoherence, IAW damping rate, and FSBS homogeneous
growth rate). Time-resolved measurements indicate that the
scattering measured at 12° stops when the FSBS gain com-
puted along the entire plasma has fallen <∼20. This is used
to compute the minimum plasma length along which the beam
must propagate for significant FSBS develops. In the inho-
mogeneous plasma profiles shown in Figs. 1(b) and 1(c), the
results are given in Fig. 4(a) under the form of the coordinate
zG at which the computed gain reaches 20 as a function of time
for the 3 mg/cc-1 mm and 7 mg/cc-500-µm foams without
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FIG. 4. (a) Time-evolution of the coordinate zG at which the forward stimulated Brillouin scattering (FSBS) gain computed without
longitudinal temporal smoothing by spectral dispersion (LSSD) equals 20, of the value of 〈P〉/Pc at zG and of the maximum of 〈P〉/Pc in
the entire plasma. (b) Minimum plasma length (L) for the amplification of FSBS up to a computed gain of 20 in a homogeneous low-Z plasma
(normalized IAW damping of 0.15) with Z/A = 0.6 at given ne and Te; the superimposed white curves show the contours of constant 〈P〉/Pc.

LSSD. At the earliest time (t = 1.4 ns), in the 7 mg/cc-500
µm foam plasma, we find zG = 100 µm: This location is ahead
of the region where the maximum value of 〈P〉/Pc (〈P〉/Pc ∼
0.3) was computed using the speckle size fixed by the focusing
optics. Figure 4(a) further shows that the maximum 〈P〉/Pc

experienced by the beam up to zG is similar in the 3 mg/cc-1
mm and 7 mg/cc-500 µm. This clarifies the fact that similar
angular distributions of the scattered light were observed in
these two plasmas: After FSBS has developed, it prevails over
SF in the remaining plasma. This may simply result from the
nonstationary behavior induced on the beam by FSBS [66]
and is also consistent with the fact that low-frequency density
modulations inhibit SF [67]. This conclusion is reached here
in a low-Z plasma in which the IAWs are strongly Landau
damped, which minimizes the FSBS amplification, and for
the speckles of the megajoule facilities that are among the
widest encountered on high-energy facilities. Furthermore,
up to t = ∼2 ns, the light scattered in a first FSBS step at
z < zG may still be subject to further FSBS decay steps as it
propagates in the regions z > zG, which accounts for the large
measured bandwidth [Fig. 3(d)].

While SF can be expected from the plasma entrance pro-
vided that intense speckles (with Psp/Pc > 1) are present
there, FSBS requires a minimum propagation distance be-
fore it can give rise to enhanced PII. Figure 4(b) plots this
distance as a function of electron density and temperature
for a 1.5 × 1015 W/cm2 LMJ/NIF beamline propagating in
a homogeneous plasma. Contours of constant 〈P〉/Pc have
been superimposed. Figure 4(b) illustrates the expected [31]
result that FSBS proceeds over the shortest length in plasmas
where 〈P〉/Pc is the highest. This simply results from the es-
sentially common functional dependence of 〈P〉/Pc and FSBS
gain at a fixed IAW damping rate. On the other side, in the
highest-temperature plasmas, little SF is expected from the
small computed 〈P〉/Pc, while FSBS amplification could pro-
ceed in millimeter plasmas (current ∼2 MJ ignition designs
[68] involve propagation distances >5 mm, which will keep
increasing as these designs are scaled up to even higher laser
energies to increase yields). In this paper, we thus demon-
strate the need to account for FSBS in the description of

the propagation of megajoule beamlines in such ICF plasmas
and provide a valuable experimental database to help in this
effort.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The conclusions of this paper open paths of design toward
solving critical issues on the road to laser-driven ICF through
the angular and spectral broadening [22] that FSBS induces
on the laser beams. NIF must currently operate with opti-
cal spectral bandwidths between 0.6 and 1.2 Å (at 351 nm)
[15,69]. Whereas the latter is likely to increase the detrimental
temporal intensity modulations [13] of the pulse and causes a
∼13% reduction in the laser energy converted [70] to 3ω, it
still remains insufficient for some applications.

The convergence of direct-drive implosions on NIF is
indeed presently restrained [71,72] by the laser-irradiation in-
homogeneities imprinted on the target early in the laser pulse,
with implementation of multiple-frequency optical smooth-
ing [72,73] being considered to go beyond. Instead, FSBS
(shown to still develop with LSSD applied) can provide this
highest level of irradiation uniformity needed in the first hun-
dreds of picoseconds, while the standard SSD smooths the
laser irradiation of the target over the entire laser pulse. The
inhibition of SF proves that the plasma does not hydrody-
namically follow the nonuniform intensity of the beamline
once the latter has experienced FSBS, a clear signature of
the ability of PII to control the imprint at the megajoule
scale.

At the frontier to ignition, the energy coupled to the target
becomes a critical parameter in indirect-drive experiments
(a ∼10% increase in laser energy recently enabled to cross
the ignition threshold [74,75]). The reduced coherence time
λ2

0/(c × δλ) associated with the increased spectral bandwidth
δλ of a PII beam becomes small enough to reduce backward
SBS losses (peak reflectivities >10%) [9,11] developing in the
high-Z wall plasma. This is profitable by both increasing the
energy coupled to the target and reducing the risks of optics
damage [76] without the cost(s) of an increased optically
applied spectral width.
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FIG. 5. (a) Laser pulse and power transmitted in the original beam aperture for shots in 7 mg/cc foams with lengths 300 µm, 500 µm, and
1 mm. (b) Corresponding power scattered at θs = 12◦.
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APPENDIX A: EFFECT OF PLASMA LENGTH
MEASURED IN 7 mg/cc FOAMS WITH LSSD

The effect of plasma length was investigated in the LSSD
configuration through shots performed in 7 mg/cc foams.
Figure 5(a) illustrates the faster complete ionization of shorter
foams through their earlier direct transmission. Figure 5(b)
shows the increase in instantaneously scattered light levels
at 12° as the foam shortens. This observation results from
the combination of the time evolution of the transmission of
the different plasmas with the efficiency of the mechanisms
responsible for the large angle scattering as the plasma param-
eters evolve. Thus, the larger instantaneous levels measured
in shorter foams might result from the higher transmission of
the shorter foam plasmas at early times, before the electron
density decreases. By contrast, the large angle scattering lasts
longer in longer foams because the maximum electron density
remains high for longer. These distinct time evolutions even-
tually result in similar energy scattered at 12° for plasmas of
different lengths.

APPENDIX B: DERIVATION OF
THE FSBS GROWTH RATE

The RPA equations describe the coupling of the scattered
wave with IAWs in the case of an incoherent incident laser
wave. They take the following form:

(∂t + Vg1z∂z + 2ν1)〈n1〉 = 2γ1(〈n1〉 + 〈n2〉),

(∂t + Vg2z∂z + 2ν2)〈n2〉 = 2γ2(〈n1〉 + 〈n2〉),

where ni denotes the spectral density of wave i, with i = 1
for the scattered wave and i = 2 for the IAW. The coupling

constants γ1 and γ2 are given by γ1 ≡ γ 2
0

�ω2
and γ2 ≡ γ 2

0
�ω1

,

γ0(∼1012 s−1 at θs = 12◦ in this experiment) being the FSBS
homogeneous growth rate; ν2 is the IAW damping rate set by
Landau damping in the low-Z foam plasma (ν2 ≈ 0.15 K2 ×
Cs [46], ∼1.5 × 1011 s−1 at θs = 12◦, K2 being the IAW wave
number); ν1 is the scattered wave damping (and is negligible
for our experimental parameters); and Vg1z and Vg2z denote the

projections of the group velocities
−→
Vg1 and

−→
Vg2 along z. The

quantities �ωi denote the effective spectral widths induced
by the laser beam optical incoherence: The larger �ωi are,
the smaller the coupling constants γi become. Here, �ωi is
given by �ωi = �ωi tp ≡ μi�ω0eff + ν2, in the regime where
the temporal smoothing is predominant, namely, for �ωi tp 

�ωi sp, and by �ωi = �ωi sp ≡ 1.22 × σi�θ0

2 for �ωi sp 

�ωi tp. In these expressions, �ω0eff describes the laser tem-
poral incoherence with �ω0eff = �ω0K/π when the temporal
spectral density n(ω0) is a square step function of full width
�ω0K ; �θ0 describes the laser spatial incoherence and is half
the aperture angle of the quadruplet. The parameters μi and
σi are given by μ1 ≡ |1−Vg1

Vg0
cos(θs)|, μ2 ≡ |1−Vg2

Vg0
sin( θs

2 )| ≈
1, σ1 ≡ |Vg1K0 sin θs| ≈ ω0 sin θs, σ2 ≡ |Vg2K0| cos(θs/2) ≈
ω0

Cs
c , ω0 and K0 being the laser frequency and wave

number. Between the two regimes (temporally or spa-
tially predominant), we introduce Ai ≡ �ωi tp/(1.22 σi�θ0),

and interpolate �ωi by �ωi = 1.22σi�θ0
2 [(1 + A2

i )1/2 + Ai].
The LMJ quadruplet aperture (∼f/8) gives �ω2 sp ≈ 1.9 ×
1011 s−1 at Te ∼ 2 keV and �ω2 ≈ 2.8 × 1011 s−1 without
LSSD. For the �λ0 ∼ 0.9 Å spectral bandwidth, �ω0eff =
(ω0/π )(�λ0/λ0) ≈ 4 × 1011 s−1 and �ω2 ≈ 6 × 1011 s−1 in
the case with LSSD, so that LSSD corresponds with doubling
the IAW effective spectral width obtained in the limit of just
a spatial smoothing. Due to the large scattered wave spectral
width (�ω1sp ≈ 4 × 1013 s−1 for θs = 12◦) resulting from
the spatial smoothing, the effect of the temporal smoothing on
�ω1 is completely negligible resulting in �ω1 = �ω1sp ≈
4 × 1013 s−1 with or without LSSD.

The dispersion relation is then readily obtained by re-
placing ∂t by 2γ and ∂z by 2qRPA so that the intensity
spatial growth rate 2qRPA(z) may be found by solving the re-
sulting equation (qRPAVg1z + ν1 − γ1)(qRPAVg2z + ν2 − γ2) =
γ1γ2. Its solution qRPA depends on the parameter α ≡
( �ω1

Vg1z
)/( �ω2

Vg2z
); one has α � 1 in the FSBS geometry for the

temporal incoherence achievable on laser facilities. In this
regime, the solution qRPA as a function of the laser intensity
γ 2

0 presents a fast variation around γ 2
0 = �ω1ν2. Defining

q1 ≡ γ1

Vg1z
and q2 ≡ ( γ2−ν2

Vg2z
), qRPA is well approximated by

q1 = γ1

Vg1z
= γ 2

0
�ω2Vg1z

in the subdomain γ 2
0 � �ω1ν2 and by q2

for γ 2
0 
 �ω1ν2, whereas the full RPA dispersion relation

has to be solved to get an accurate value of qRPA in the
vicinity of γ 2

0 = �ω1ν2. We consider that the RPA equa-
tions are valid whenever the following usual conditions are
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satisfied: (1) �ω1 
 qRPAVg1z, (2) �ω2 
 qRPAVg2z, and (3)
γ 2

0
(�ω1�ω2 ) � 1. We now discuss these conditions and the tran-
sition to the coherent regime for which the spatial growth
rate is qcoh ≡ γ 2

0 /(ν2Vg1z ) in the strongly damped regime
γ 2

0 � ν2
2 (Vg1z /Vg2z )/4 corresponding to our domain of inter-

est. At any given degree of incoherence, namely, for fixed �ω1

and �ω2, the conditions (1)–(3) define a maximum value of
γ 2

0 denoted as γ 2
0,val. It can be checked that, in this domain

of validity, the RPA solution qRPA(γ 2
0 ) remains smaller than

or equal to the coherent growth rate qcoh(γ 2
0 ), thus imply-

ing the existence of an intermediate domain where none of
the incoherent or coherent results apply. An interpolation for
the growth rate is therefore needed whenever qRPA(γ 2

0 ) is
smaller than qcoh(γ 2

0 ) at the limit γ 2
0 = γ 2

0,val. For simplicity,

we will interpolate the spatial growth rate, denoted as qeff , by
keeping the same expression as qRPA(γ 2

0 ) in this intermedi-
ate domain, thus leading to the simple expression qeff (γ 2

0 ) =
Min[qRPA(γ 2

0 ), qcoh(γ 2
0 )] in the whole domain of parameters.

In this experiment, as in ICF applications, the strong IAW
damping plays a dual role: (i) It pushes the boundary between
the RPA regime and the coherent regime [30] toward higher
intensities/higher electron densities, and (ii) it leads to a rela-
tively low coherent spatial amplification rate.

In this paper, we focused specifically on θs = 12◦ for
which time and spectrally resolved data were acquired and
applied these results to the experiment. As simple metrics of
the FSBS strength, we computed the intensity FSBS gain fac-
tor G by integrating the intensity spatial growth rate 2qeff (z)
along a ray propagating at θs = 12◦.
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