
A high-intensity laser-based positron source

S. S. Bulanov1,∗ C. Benedetti1, D. Terzani1, C. B. Schroeder1, and E. Esarey1

1Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, California 94720, USA

T. Blackburn2 and M. Marklund2

2Department of Physics, University of Gothenburg, SE-41296 Gothenburg, Sweden

1

ar
X

iv
:2

31
1.

10
83

6v
1 

 [
ph

ys
ic

s.
pl

as
m

-p
h]

  1
7 

N
ov

 2
02

3



Abstract
Plasma based acceleration is considered a promising concept for the next generation of linear electron-

positron colliders. Despite the great progress achieved over last twenty years in laser technology, laser and

beam driven particle acceleration, and special target availability, positron acceleration remains significantly

underdeveloped if compared to electron acceleration. This is due to both the specifics of the plasma-based

acceleration, and the lack of adequate positron sources tailored for the subsequent plasma based acceleration.

Here a positron source based on the collision of a high energy electron beam with a high intensity laser pulse

is proposed. The source relies on the subsequent multi-photon Compton and Breit-Wheeleer processes to

generate an electron-positron pair out of a high energy photon emitted by an electron. Due to the strong

dependence of the Breit-Wheeler process rate on photon energy and field strength, positrons are created with

low divergence in a small volume around the peak of the laser pulse. The resulting low emittance in the

submicron range potentially makes such positron source interesting for collider applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent progress in development of high power laser systems led to the construction of a number

of high power laser facilities [1]. One of the main applications of these lasers is plasma based

particle acceleration. Whereas the acceleration of ions is, with a couple of exceptions, mostly at

the proof-of-principle stage, and the maximum ion energy only recently was reported to exceed

100 MeV (see [2] and references cited therein), the acceleration of electrons and, to some extent,

positrons [3–5] reached the level where their application in high energy physics, material science,

and biology is discussed. Plasma-based acceleration of electrons was extensively studied over the

last two decades, resulting in maximum electron energy going from several hundred MeV [6–8]

to almost 8 GeV [9]. High efficiency acceleration and low energy spread electron beams were

demonstrated experimentally [9–11]. However, plasma-based acceleration of positrons turned out

to be much more challenging [12].

Plasma-based accelerators can have accelerating gradients of 10s to 100s GeV/m. This makes

them attractive candidates for future TeV-scale linear electron-positron colliders, 𝛾𝛾 colliders, and

compact sources of high-frequency radiation [13–17]. It is envisioned that a plasma based collider

will have two symmetric arms, which would feature staged acceleration of electrons and positrons,
∗ sbulanov@lbl.gov
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FIG. 1. The principle scheme of the TeV-class plasma-based electron-positron collider. Reproduced from

[5]

respectively (see Fig. 1). These stages will be either laser or particle beam powered (see [5] for

details). The electrons and positrons will be produced in a low emittance source and, if necessary,

cooled before entering the staged accelerator. An advanced beam delivery system is needed to

transport the beams to the interaction point and ensure that the required luminosity goal is reached.

In conventional accelerators positrons are produced in the collisions of high energy electron

or photon beams with solid density high-Z foils (see ILC and CLIC designs [18]). Then, a small

portion of the generated positrons is captured to be accumulated and cooled down in a damping

ring for further acceleration. Plasma-based accelerators are expected to be compact by design,

and this leads to a set of unique requirements on the properties of the positron source, such as, for

instance, having an efficient source which produces short bunches suitable for injection into the

plasma-based accelerator.

In order to meet these requirements several positron source concepts were recently proposed.

The most straightforward concept is represented by the interaction of a high-power laser with a

solid-density target which is several millimeters thick [19–21]. Here, the electrons accelerated by

the laser at the front surface propagate through the target emitting photons along the way due to

bremsstrahlung. These photons create electron-positron pairs in the course of their interaction with
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the nuclei in the target [13, 22–26]. An additional feature of this scheme is that sheath electric

fields are generated at the back of the target (like in the Target Normal Sheath Acceleration [27]

regime of laser ion acceleration) providing a boost to the positron energy. A high-energy electron

beam can be used instead of the high-power laser pulse. In this case it was shown that, for a

sufficiently intense beam, the coherent transition radiation generated at the target/vacuum interface

can accelerate the positrons at the back of the target [28].

Positron production using high-intensity lasers was extensively studied over the last two decades

employing a number of different mechanisms and interaction setups mostly analytically and in

computer simulations [29–31] (see Fig. 2). We note that the production of electron-positron pairs

is very sensitive to the EM field strength, e.g., varying the laser intensity by four orders of magnitude

results in a ten orders of magnitude variation of the number of positrons. The most straightforward

mechanism considered is a high energy electron beam interaction with a high intensity laser pulse

[32–35]. Other mechanisms include either a laser pulse or an e-beam collision with fixed plasma

targets of different density, thickness, and composition [36–44]. The summary of these studies is

shown in Fig. 2, where the number of positrons produced in a specific interaction setup is plotted

for the total laser power used. The only experimental results shown in this figure come from

an LPA electron beam interaction with high-Z foils, that is why there is no laser power assigned

to them. We note that a realistic laser should be a short duration PW-class one, otherwise the

application requirements in terms of repetition rate would be extremely hard to satisfy. Previous

results indicate that 107 − 108 positrons, i.e., 10s of pC, can be expected to be produced in this

case.

Most of the positron production concepts demonstrate poor positron beam quality, which results

in significant difficulties in capturing and further accelerating the positron beam in a plasma-based

accelerator. The large angular divergence that the positrons acquire when they are created in the

solid density foil is a challenge for the beam transport from the source to the acceleration stage

(see e.g. [45, 46]).

In order to address these challenges as well as introduce a positron source scheme that can be

tested at existing PW-class laser facilities we propose to optimize the interaction of an energetic

electron beam with a counter-propagating high intensity laser pulse. We assume that this interaction

is made possible by splitting the laser energy in two parts, where one is used to accelerate electrons

via LPA and the other is used to generate high-intensity electromagnetic (EM) field. In this

configuration electrons emit high energy photons in the EM field of a laser via the multi-photon
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FIG. 2. Number of positrons produced in high-intensity laser-plasma interactions. For laser-electron beam

interactions (open circles), the energy of the electron beam is noted in brackets. Points marked with asterisks

indicate experimental results from LPA electron-beam interactions with high-Z foils [23, 24]; in these cases

the laser power is not indicated. Reproduced from [30].

Compton effect, and some part of these photons decays into electron-positron pairs under the action

of the laser EM field via the multi-photon Breit-Wheeler effect. These two effects are described in

the framework of strong field quantum electrodynamics (SFQED) [29–31, 47] and their strength

is characterized by the parameters 𝜒𝑒 and 𝜒𝛾,

𝜒𝑒 =

√︃
|𝑝𝜇𝐹𝜇𝜈 |2

𝑚𝑒𝐸𝑐𝑟
, 𝜒𝛾 =

ℏ

√︃
|𝑘𝜇𝐹𝜇𝜈 |2

𝑚𝑒𝐸𝑐𝑟
, (1)

where 𝐸𝑐𝑟 = 𝑚2𝑐3/𝑒ℏ ≃ 1.32 × 1018 V/m is the QED critical field, 𝑝𝜇 = 𝛾𝑒𝑚(𝑐, v𝑒) and ℏ𝑘𝜇 =

(ℏ𝜔/𝑐) (1, n) are electron and photon 4-momenta, respectively, ℏ is the reduced Planck constant, 𝑐

is the speed of light, 𝑒 and 𝑚𝑒 are electron charge and mass, and 𝐹𝜇𝜈 is the EM field tensor. Here

𝛾𝑒 = (1−v2
𝑒/𝑐2)−1/2 is the electron Lorentz factor and n is the unit vector in the direction of photon

propagation. Typical values of 𝜒𝑒 and 𝜒𝛾 that can be expected in the electron beam interaction

with a laser pulse, given that a total laser power available is of the order of 1 PW are 𝜒𝑒,𝛾 ∼ 2 − 4

[48]. We note that the EM field of the laser pulse is usually characterized in terms of the frequency,
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𝜔, and the normalized field strength 𝑎0 = 𝑒𝐸0/𝑚𝑒𝑐𝜔 that can be expressed in function of the laser

power 𝑃, wavelength 𝜆 = 2𝜋𝑐/𝜔, and waist 𝑤0 as 𝑎0 = 𝜆
√︁

46.5 × 103 (𝑃 [PW])/𝑤0 . If 𝑎0 ≫ 1

the interaction is nonlinear in the number of participating photons. In what follows we study the

regime of interaction that is characterized by 𝑎0 ≫ 1, 𝜒𝑒, 𝜒𝛾 ≥ 1, which justifies working in the

framework of SFQED.

The positron source proposed here can be utilized at the now available PW-class laser facilities,

such as ZEUS, BELLA, ELI BL, CORELS, and J-KAREN, to name a few (see Refs. [1, 30] for

the list of PW-class facilities available and under construction). In view of this we only consider

laser and electron beam parameters, i.e., peak intensity and maximum electron energy, which can

in principle be achieved at such facilities. We assume that the laser beam can be split in two

beams: (i) to accelerate electrons via LPA, and (ii) to generate high intensity EM field. By varying

the ratio of beam splitting we optimize the photon and electron-positron pair production. Further

optimization can be achieved by tighter e-beam focusing, due to the strong dependence of the

Breit-Wheeler effect on the EM field strength. The photons interacting with the peak of the EM

field are much more likely to produce an electron-positron pair. The produced positron beams

have a low angular divergence and emittance, which makes such a source an interesting option to

consider for implementation in a future plasma-based lepton collider.

The paper is organized as follows. First, we discuss the principle scheme of the positron source

in section II. Then, in Section III, we present the results of numerical simulations of a high-energy

electron beam interaction with a high-intensity laser pulse. We discuss the dependence of the

positron production effectiveness on total laser energy and the ratio of beam splitting in section

IV. We show the optimization of the positron source via employing tighter focused electron beams

in section V. In section VI we demonstrate that the optimized positron source can produce beams

with extremely low emittance. We conclude in Section VII.

II. TWO BEAMLINE PW-CLASS LASER FACILITY AS A POSITRON SOURCE

The proposed positron source is based on two consecutive SFQED processes: multi-photon

Compton (MC) and multi-photon Breit-Wheeler (MBW), where the former is responsible for the

photon emission and the latter for the photon decay into an electron-positron pair, both happening

in a strong EM field. This is realized by colliding a high-energy electron beam with a high-intensity

laser pulse. As it is envisioned that this positron source is an ”all-optical” one [49], i.e., the electron
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FIG. 3. The principal scheme of the high laser intensity positron source based on the laser - e-beam collision.

The source features a single PW-class laser, which is split into two beams to power stage 1 (LPA of electrons)

and stage 2 (high intensity pulse). The electrons coming out of the LPA are focused by the APL at the IP,

where they collide with a high intensity laser pulse.

beam is accelerated by a laser in a plasma, the following two-stage setup is proposed (see Fig. 3).

The positron source uses a single PW-class laser which is split into two beams powering the two

stages of the setup. The first stage is an LPA featuring a long focal length parabola needed to deliver

a laser pulse with 𝐼 ∼ 1018 W/cm2 intensity to an underdense plasma target. Quasi-monoenergetic

electron beams with multi-GeV energy and low divergence can be obtained using a PW-class

laser (see, e.g., [9]). The high-energy electron beam then goes through an Active Plasma Lens

(APL) [50–52] to be focused at the interaction point (IP). The APL focuses a specific part of the

electron beam with certain energy and energy spread determined by the APL parameters. Here we

assumed that the electron beam can be modeled by a Gaussian distribution with rms dimensions

(𝜎𝑥 , 𝜎𝑦, 𝜎𝑧), energy spread ΔE, and divergence 𝜃. The second stage delivers a high-intensity

(i.e., 𝐼 ∼ 1021−22 W/cm2) laser pulse to the IP by employing a short focal length parabola. In

what follows we assume a head-on collision of the electron beam and the laser pulse. In this case

the short focal length parabola can have a hole to allow for the passage of the electron beam and

secondary particles, i.e., photons and electron-positron pairs generated during the collision. In

principle, collision at an angle is also possible and will be considered in a future publication.
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Here we do not address the question of the subsequent positron beam capture and acceleration

in the plasma based stage. We characterize the beam by average energy, energy spread, angular

divergence, and emittance, and compare them to the one obtained in the e-beam foil interaction

schemes, where the capture and acceleration were demonstrated in numerical simulations [45, 46].

III. TYPICAL E-BEAM LASER INTERACTION

In order to illustrate the interaction of a high energy e-beam with a high intensity laser we show

simulation results of a 9.1 GeV e-beam with a 𝑎0 = 40 laser pulse. This corresponds to a 25 J

/15 J energy split between stages one and two (see Appendix). The electron beam was chosen to

have a 3% energy spread, 2 𝜇m length, and 𝑟𝑏 = 2.5 𝜇m radius. The divergence was 0.52 mrad.

The electrons were normally distributed. The laser pulse was focused down to a spot 𝑤0 = 2.5

𝜇m and had a 10 cycle duration, 𝜆 = 800 nm. The electron beam radius was chosen to be equal

to the laser waist at focus to maximize the interaction volume. (We will address the dependence

of the interaction volume on relative transverse dimensions of the electron beam and the laser

below.) The simulations were performed using a single-particle code ptarmigan [53, 54], which

takes into account SFQED effects, namely MPC and MBW, accounting for the angular distribution

of the secondary particles. The code can employ both local constant field approximation (LCFA)

and local monochromatic wave approximation (LMA) to calculate the Compton and Breit-Wheeler

rates, as well as treat the interaction in terms of classical Landau and Lifshits equation of motion.

This is in contrast to all the particle-in-cell (PIC) codes with QED modules (see [30] and references

cited therein for PIC QED codes descriptions), where the approximation of the collinear emission is

used. This approximation states that the photons and electron-positron pairs generated in MC and

MBW processes are assumed to have their momenta directed along the instantaneous momentum

of an initial state particle. Since the code ptarmigan is a single-particle code, collective effects

such as space-charge are not modeled, but they are expected to be negligible for the parameters

considered in this study.

For the parameters chosen for the simulation 𝜒𝑒 and 𝜒𝛾 can acquire values up to 4, which

indicates that the interaction is deep in the quantum regime of SFQED. Moreover, for 𝑎0 ≈ 40

and E𝑒 ≈ 9 GeV the mean free path of an electron with respect to radiating a photon is about

∼ 𝜆/5. Since an electron on average loses a fraction (16/63) of its energy on radiation during the

MC process [47, 55], one can expect multiple photon emissions by each electron of the beam, as
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FIG. 4. The final spectra, on a logarithmic scale, of electrons, photons, and positrons after the collision of a

9.1 GeV electron beam with an 𝑎0 = 40 laser pulse.

well as a significant energy loss. As for the photons, those with energy higher than ℏ𝜔𝑡ℎ, which is

defined as 𝐿𝑟𝑎𝑑 (ℏ𝜔𝑡ℎ) = 𝑐𝜏, will predominantly decay into electron-positron pairs via the MBW

process, where 𝜏 is the laser pulse duration. For the parameters of the electron beam and the

high-intensity laser chosen for our simulations the estimate gives several percent of photons decay

in electron-positron pairs. The results of the simulations agree with these estimates. The electron

beam loses 60% of its initial energy during the interaction, and develops an almost 100% relative

energy spread (see Fig. 4).

The electron beam energy was mainly transformed into the energy of photons, with each electron

emitting 20 photons on average. A small part of these photons was converted into 𝑒+𝑒− pairs via

the multi-photon Breit-Wheeler process, amounting to one pair per 200 initial electrons. The final

spectra of electrons, positrons, and photons are shown in Fig. 4.

In Fig. 5, we show the final electrons and positron beam distributions in the (𝛾, 𝑝⊥/𝑚𝑒𝑐) plane.

The electron distribution stretches from the initial energy all the way back to low energies with the

transverse momentum component increasing as the overall electron energy goes down [56]. This is

due to either the fact that transverse momentum is being accumulated through multiple emissions,

or to the fact that the emission of a high energy photons results in a strong transverse kick to the

emitting electron. The positrons are more evenly distributed, which is due to the properties of the

BW rate. Each of the distributions figures is accompanied by a spectrum figure in linear scale to

show at what energy the majority of particles reside. While positrons have a single maximum at
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400 MeV, the electron spectrum shows two maxima. One corresponds to the initial energy of the

electron beam, the other is governed by the strong energy dissipation due to the photon emission.

Even though 𝜒𝑚𝑎𝑥 = 3.7, which indicates that a quantum description of the interaction is

required, one can use classical equations of motion to estimate the behavior of the low energy part

of the electron population. If we consider electrons with energy around 400 MeV, their effective 𝜒

is at least 20 times smaller. We can write a 1D equation of motion for this population assuming

that the energy loss is dominated by the radiation emission and that the effects of the Lorentz force

are negligible. The solution of such an equation of motion is

𝑝 𝑓 =
𝑝0

1 + 𝜖𝑟𝑎𝑑𝜔0(𝑝0/𝑚𝑒)
∫ 𝑡

0 𝑎
2(−𝜂)𝑑𝜂

, (2)

where 𝜖𝑟𝑎𝑑 = 4𝜋𝑟𝑒/3𝜆, 𝑟𝑒 = 2.8 × 10−13 cm is the classical electron radius. We note that for

𝜖𝑟𝑎𝑑𝜔0(𝑝0/𝑚𝑒)
∫ 𝑡

0 𝑎
2(−𝜂)𝑑𝜂 ≫ 1 the final momentum does not depend on the initial one. In a

dynamical systems with high dissipation of energy, particles “forget” about the initial condition.

In this case, 𝑝 𝑓 ≈ 500 MeV, which is very close to the value obtained in the simulations for the

low energy peak in the electron spectrum.

Thus, we observed the formation of a positron beam with central energy of 400 MeV and small

angular divergence as a result of a multi-GeV electron beam collision with a high-intensity laser
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pulse. In order to determine whether such an interaction offers a promising source of positrons for

high energy physics applications, in what follows we characterize the positron beam in terms of

particle number, divergence, and emittance.

IV. POSITRON BEAM CHARGE

One of the key properties of the positron source is the number of produced positrons per bunch.

For example, a sufficiently large positron beam charge removes the need for an accumulating ring

and simplifies capture and subsequent acceleration of positrons in plasma-based accelerator stages.

Since the number of positrons depends on the effectiveness of the SFQED processes, the parameters

of the interaction should be optimized to maximize 𝜒𝑒 and 𝜒𝛾. Here we study the dependence of

the positron beam charge on the ratio of the two laser beam energies, keeping other parameters,

i.e., focal spot, spatial dimensions of the electron beam, etc., fixed. Since the electron energy gain

in an LPA scales as𝑈2/3
1 , the maximum value of 𝜒𝑒 is proportional to𝑈2/3

1
√

1 −𝑈1. This leads to

the conclusion that 𝜒𝑒 is maximized for𝑈1 ≈ 4𝑈0/7. In what follows we use the code ptarmigan

to model the electron beam laser collisions, where electron beam energy and laser pulse intensity

scale according to the laser energy split.

We considered three cases of total laser energy used: 40, 80, and 120 J in order to illustrate the

strong dependence of the positron source effectiveness on the total input energy. The electron beam

energy and charge are determined from the LPA scalings for idealized stages (see Appendix). Two

cases of LPA were considered, externally guided (operating in the quasi-linear regime) and self-

guided (operating in the nonlinear bubble regime). Since quasi-linear and bubble regimes of LPA

operate at different plasma densities the total charge of an accelerated electron beam is different.

We take charge differences into account when calculating the total positron beam charge. The

results of these simulations are summarized in Fig. 6, where the positron beam charge dependence

on 𝑈1 is shown. All six curves demonstrate similar behavior with the maximum achieved around

𝑈1 = 𝑈0/2, and significant reduction of positron beam charge for 𝑈1 → 𝑈0 or 𝑈1 → 0. We note

that the quasi-linear case produces more positrons for 40 J, indicating that from the point of view

of positron production, and for a relatively low total laser energy, maximizing the electron energy

is more beneficial than maximizing the number of electrons in the beam. However, as the total

laser energy is increased, maximizing the number of electrons in the beam becomes the relevant

factor in terms of maximizing the total positron beam charge. In the 40 J case a positron beam with
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a charge as high as 7 pC was observed in simulations. This was for a 9.1 GeV, 150 pC electron

beam accelerated in a quasi-linear LPA stage. The conversion efficiency from the electron beam to

positron beam is 5% in terms of particle number and 2% in terms of particle energy. The utilization

of higher laser energies, e.g., 80 J and 120 J leads to a significant increase in the produced positron

charge, resulting in positron beams with a charge of 100s of pC. We note that this is partly due to

the fact that higher energy laser pulses produce higher charge and energy electron beams via LPA.

However, the main contribution to the positron charge increase comes from more efficient MC and

MBW processes leading to 30% efficiency in terms of particle number for a 120 J of total laser

energy.

In terms of collider applications, the number of positrons needed per bunch is around ≳0.1 nC

[15, 16], which means that, for the chosen parameters of the interaction, the required laser energy

is ≳ 100 J.

We note here that the electron beam transverse size was chosen to be equal to the laser waist.

While it might be a good choice to maximize the interaction volume, it is not so from the point

of view of maximizing the positron production. In what follows we study the dependence of

the efficiency of the positron production on the transverse size of the electron beam. Since both

Compton and Breit-Wheeler processes are intensity-dependent, there should be a strong dependence

of the number of produced positrons on the transverse size of the electron beam.

V. OPTIMIZING THE POSITRON SOURCE

It is well known that the 𝑒+𝑒− pair production by a photon in a strong EM field is exponentially

suppressed at low values of 𝜒𝛾 (𝜒𝛾 ≪ 1), in contrast to the photon emission by an electron or

positron, as can be seen from the probabilities, 𝑃MC and 𝑃MBW, of these processes [29–31, 47]:

The probability for the MC process is

𝑃MC(𝜒𝑒) = − 𝛼𝑐

2
√

3𝜋2o𝐶

𝜒𝑒

𝛾

∞∫
0

𝑑𝑦
5 + 7𝜁 + 5𝜁2

(1 + 𝜁)3 𝐾2/3(𝑦), (3)

where 𝜁 = (3/2)𝜒𝑒𝑦, o𝐶 is the electron Compton wavelength, 𝛼 is the fine structure constant, and

𝐾2/3(𝑦) is the Bessel function of the second kind. For 𝜒𝑒 ≪ 1 and 𝜒𝑒 ≫ 1 the integration of
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or quasi-linear regime (dashed curves), and self-guided or bubble regime (solid curves).

Eq. (3) can be carried out, and we obtain

𝑃MC ≃
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(4)

The corresponding probability for the MBW process is

𝑃MBW = −
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𝑑𝑦, (5)

where 𝜁 = (3/8)𝜒𝛾𝑦. For 𝜒𝛾 ≪ 1 and 𝜒𝛾 ≫ 1 the integration of Eq. (5) can be carried out, and

we have

𝑃MBW =
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rb = 0.75 µm
<latexit sha1_base64="N0o08tUtgC9MlPSJ/2PPQ8T0ck8=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4WnaLUi9CwYvHCvYD2rVk02wbmmSXJKuUpf4OLx4U8ep/8ea/MW33oK0PBh7vzTAzL0w408bzvp2V1bX1jc3CVnF7Z3dvv3Rw2NRxqghtkJjHqh1iTTmTtGGY4bSdKIpFyGkrHF1P/dYDVZrF8s6MExoIPJAsYgQbK92rXnjludWLp65IkeiVyp7rzYCWiZ+TMuSo90pf3X5MUkGlIRxr3fG9xAQZVoYRTifFbqppgskID2jHUokF1UE2u3qCTq3SR1GsbEmDZurviQwLrccitJ0Cm6Fe9Kbif14nNdFlkDGZpIZKMl8UpRyZGE0jQH2mKDF8bAkmitlbERlihYmxQRVtCP7iy8ukWXF9z/Vvz8u1Sh5HAY7hBM7AhyrU4Abq0AACCp7hFd6cR+fFeXc+5q0rTj5zBH/gfP4A/6mReQ==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="N0o08tUtgC9MlPSJ/2PPQ8T0ck8=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4WnaLUi9CwYvHCvYD2rVk02wbmmSXJKuUpf4OLx4U8ep/8ea/MW33oK0PBh7vzTAzL0w408bzvp2V1bX1jc3CVnF7Z3dvv3Rw2NRxqghtkJjHqh1iTTmTtGGY4bSdKIpFyGkrHF1P/dYDVZrF8s6MExoIPJAsYgQbK92rXnjludWLp65IkeiVyp7rzYCWiZ+TMuSo90pf3X5MUkGlIRxr3fG9xAQZVoYRTifFbqppgskID2jHUokF1UE2u3qCTq3SR1GsbEmDZurviQwLrccitJ0Cm6Fe9Kbif14nNdFlkDGZpIZKMl8UpRyZGE0jQH2mKDF8bAkmitlbERlihYmxQRVtCP7iy8ukWXF9z/Vvz8u1Sh5HAY7hBM7AhyrU4Abq0AACCp7hFd6cR+fFeXc+5q0rTj5zBH/gfP4A/6mReQ==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="N0o08tUtgC9MlPSJ/2PPQ8T0ck8=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4WnaLUi9CwYvHCvYD2rVk02wbmmSXJKuUpf4OLx4U8ep/8ea/MW33oK0PBh7vzTAzL0w408bzvp2V1bX1jc3CVnF7Z3dvv3Rw2NRxqghtkJjHqh1iTTmTtGGY4bSdKIpFyGkrHF1P/dYDVZrF8s6MExoIPJAsYgQbK92rXnjludWLp65IkeiVyp7rzYCWiZ+TMuSo90pf3X5MUkGlIRxr3fG9xAQZVoYRTifFbqppgskID2jHUokF1UE2u3qCTq3SR1GsbEmDZurviQwLrccitJ0Cm6Fe9Kbif14nNdFlkDGZpIZKMl8UpRyZGE0jQH2mKDF8bAkmitlbERlihYmxQRVtCP7iy8ukWXF9z/Vvz8u1Sh5HAY7hBM7AhyrU4Abq0AACCp7hFd6cR+fFeXc+5q0rTj5zBH/gfP4A/6mReQ==</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="N0o08tUtgC9MlPSJ/2PPQ8T0ck8=">AAAB9XicbVBNSwMxEJ31s9avqkcvwSJ4WnaLUi9CwYvHCvYD2rVk02wbmmSXJKuUpf4OLx4U8ep/8ea/MW33oK0PBh7vzTAzL0w408bzvp2V1bX1jc3CVnF7Z3dvv3Rw2NRxqghtkJjHqh1iTTmTtGGY4bSdKIpFyGkrHF1P/dYDVZrF8s6MExoIPJAsYgQbK92rXnjludWLp65IkeiVyp7rzYCWiZ+TMuSo90pf3X5MUkGlIRxr3fG9xAQZVoYRTifFbqppgskID2jHUokF1UE2u3qCTq3SR1GsbEmDZurviQwLrccitJ0Cm6Fe9Kbif14nNdFlkDGZpIZKMl8UpRyZGE0jQH2mKDF8bAkmitlbERlihYmxQRVtCP7iy8ukWXF9z/Vvz8u1Sh5HAY7hBM7AhyrU4Abq0AACCp7hFd6cR+fFeXc+5q0rTj5zBH/gfP4A/6mReQ==</latexit>

rb = 2.5 µm
<latexit sha1_base64="N1qbe0ZTRt31hcWdo7fM4oaPxnM=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbB07JbFL0IBS8eK9gPaJeSTbNtaJJdk2yhLPVvePGgiFd/jDf/jWm7B219MPB4b4aZeWHCmTae9+0U1tY3NreK26Wd3b39g/LhUVPHqSK0QWIeq3aINeVM0oZhhtN2oigWIaetcHQ781tjqjSL5YOZJDQQeCBZxAg2VgpUL7ypupdPXZEi0StXPNebA60SPycVyFHvlb+6/ZikgkpDONa643uJCTKsDCOcTkvdVNMEkxEe0I6lEguqg2x+9BSdWaWPoljZkgbN1d8TGRZaT0RoOwU2Q73szcT/vE5qousgYzJJDZVksShKOTIxmiWA+kxRYvjEEkwUs7ciMsQKE2NzKtkQ/OWXV0mz6vqe699fVGrVPI4inMApnIMPV1CDO6hDAwg8wjO8wpszdl6cd+dj0Vpw8plj+APn8weHGpE6</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="N1qbe0ZTRt31hcWdo7fM4oaPxnM=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbB07JbFL0IBS8eK9gPaJeSTbNtaJJdk2yhLPVvePGgiFd/jDf/jWm7B219MPB4b4aZeWHCmTae9+0U1tY3NreK26Wd3b39g/LhUVPHqSK0QWIeq3aINeVM0oZhhtN2oigWIaetcHQ781tjqjSL5YOZJDQQeCBZxAg2VgpUL7ypupdPXZEi0StXPNebA60SPycVyFHvlb+6/ZikgkpDONa643uJCTKsDCOcTkvdVNMEkxEe0I6lEguqg2x+9BSdWaWPoljZkgbN1d8TGRZaT0RoOwU2Q73szcT/vE5qousgYzJJDZVksShKOTIxmiWA+kxRYvjEEkwUs7ciMsQKE2NzKtkQ/OWXV0mz6vqe699fVGrVPI4inMApnIMPV1CDO6hDAwg8wjO8wpszdl6cd+dj0Vpw8plj+APn8weHGpE6</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="N1qbe0ZTRt31hcWdo7fM4oaPxnM=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbB07JbFL0IBS8eK9gPaJeSTbNtaJJdk2yhLPVvePGgiFd/jDf/jWm7B219MPB4b4aZeWHCmTae9+0U1tY3NreK26Wd3b39g/LhUVPHqSK0QWIeq3aINeVM0oZhhtN2oigWIaetcHQ781tjqjSL5YOZJDQQeCBZxAg2VgpUL7ypupdPXZEi0StXPNebA60SPycVyFHvlb+6/ZikgkpDONa643uJCTKsDCOcTkvdVNMEkxEe0I6lEguqg2x+9BSdWaWPoljZkgbN1d8TGRZaT0RoOwU2Q73szcT/vE5qousgYzJJDZVksShKOTIxmiWA+kxRYvjEEkwUs7ciMsQKE2NzKtkQ/OWXV0mz6vqe699fVGrVPI4inMApnIMPV1CDO6hDAwg8wjO8wpszdl6cd+dj0Vpw8plj+APn8weHGpE6</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="N1qbe0ZTRt31hcWdo7fM4oaPxnM=">AAAB9HicbVBNSwMxEJ2tX7V+VT16CRbB07JbFL0IBS8eK9gPaJeSTbNtaJJdk2yhLPVvePGgiFd/jDf/jWm7B219MPB4b4aZeWHCmTae9+0U1tY3NreK26Wd3b39g/LhUVPHqSK0QWIeq3aINeVM0oZhhtN2oigWIaetcHQ781tjqjSL5YOZJDQQeCBZxAg2VgpUL7ypupdPXZEi0StXPNebA60SPycVyFHvlb+6/ZikgkpDONa643uJCTKsDCOcTkvdVNMEkxEe0I6lEguqg2x+9BSdWaWPoljZkgbN1d8TGRZaT0RoOwU2Q73szcT/vE5qousgYzJJDZVksShKOTIxmiWA+kxRYvjEEkwUs7ciMsQKE2NzKtkQ/OWXV0mz6vqe699fVGrVPI4inMApnIMPV1CDO6hDAwg8wjO8wpszdl6cd+dj0Vpw8plj+APn8weHGpE6</latexit>

rb = 5 µm
<latexit sha1_base64="fwMSFB5C1mgowlSJMGbdKDtbeuQ=">AAAB8nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGRS9CwIvHCOYBmyXMTmaTIfNYZnqFEOJfePGgiFe/xpt/4yTZgyYWNBRV3XR3xangFnz/2yusrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjltWZoaxJtdCmExPLBFesCRwE66SGERkL1o5HtzO//ciM5Vo9wDhlkSQDxRNOCTgpNL345vKpKzMse+WKX/XnwKskyEkF5Wj0yl/dvqaZZAqoINaGgZ9CNCEGOBVsWupmlqWEjsiAhY4qIpmNJvOTp/jMKX2caONKAZ6rvycmRFo7lrHrlASGdtmbif95YQbJdTThKs2AKbpYlGQCg8az/3GfG0ZBjB0h1HB3K6ZDYggFl1LJhRAsv7xKWrVq4FeD+4tKvZbHUUQn6BSdowBdoTq6Qw3URBRp9Ixe0ZsH3ov37n0sWgtePnOM/sD7/AGl55DG</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fwMSFB5C1mgowlSJMGbdKDtbeuQ=">AAAB8nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGRS9CwIvHCOYBmyXMTmaTIfNYZnqFEOJfePGgiFe/xpt/4yTZgyYWNBRV3XR3xangFnz/2yusrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjltWZoaxJtdCmExPLBFesCRwE66SGERkL1o5HtzO//ciM5Vo9wDhlkSQDxRNOCTgpNL345vKpKzMse+WKX/XnwKskyEkF5Wj0yl/dvqaZZAqoINaGgZ9CNCEGOBVsWupmlqWEjsiAhY4qIpmNJvOTp/jMKX2caONKAZ6rvycmRFo7lrHrlASGdtmbif95YQbJdTThKs2AKbpYlGQCg8az/3GfG0ZBjB0h1HB3K6ZDYggFl1LJhRAsv7xKWrVq4FeD+4tKvZbHUUQn6BSdowBdoTq6Qw3URBRp9Ixe0ZsH3ov37n0sWgtePnOM/sD7/AGl55DG</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fwMSFB5C1mgowlSJMGbdKDtbeuQ=">AAAB8nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGRS9CwIvHCOYBmyXMTmaTIfNYZnqFEOJfePGgiFe/xpt/4yTZgyYWNBRV3XR3xangFnz/2yusrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjltWZoaxJtdCmExPLBFesCRwE66SGERkL1o5HtzO//ciM5Vo9wDhlkSQDxRNOCTgpNL345vKpKzMse+WKX/XnwKskyEkF5Wj0yl/dvqaZZAqoINaGgZ9CNCEGOBVsWupmlqWEjsiAhY4qIpmNJvOTp/jMKX2caONKAZ6rvycmRFo7lrHrlASGdtmbif95YQbJdTThKs2AKbpYlGQCg8az/3GfG0ZBjB0h1HB3K6ZDYggFl1LJhRAsv7xKWrVq4FeD+4tKvZbHUUQn6BSdowBdoTq6Qw3URBRp9Ixe0ZsH3ov37n0sWgtePnOM/sD7/AGl55DG</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="fwMSFB5C1mgowlSJMGbdKDtbeuQ=">AAAB8nicbVDLSgNBEJyNrxhfUY9eBoPgKewGRS9CwIvHCOYBmyXMTmaTIfNYZnqFEOJfePGgiFe/xpt/4yTZgyYWNBRV3XR3xangFnz/2yusrW9sbhW3Szu7e/sH5cOjltWZoaxJtdCmExPLBFesCRwE66SGERkL1o5HtzO//ciM5Vo9wDhlkSQDxRNOCTgpNL345vKpKzMse+WKX/XnwKskyEkF5Wj0yl/dvqaZZAqoINaGgZ9CNCEGOBVsWupmlqWEjsiAhY4qIpmNJvOTp/jMKX2caONKAZ6rvycmRFo7lrHrlASGdtmbif95YQbJdTThKs2AKbpYlGQCg8az/3GfG0ZBjB0h1HB3K6ZDYggFl1LJhRAsv7xKWrVq4FeD+4tKvZbHUUQn6BSdowBdoTq6Qw3URBRp9Ixe0ZsH3ov37n0sWgtePnOM/sD7/AGl55DG</latexit>

a)
<latexit sha1_base64="eyZ8ZMMEadSnPxLoKLthE7GBBvk=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPdCrQbniVt0FyDrxclKBHM1B+as/jFkacYVMUmN6npugn1GNgkk+K/VTwxPKJnTEe5YqGnHjZ4tLZ+TCKkMSxtqWQrJQf09kNDJmGgW2M6I4NqveXPzP66UY3viZUEmKXLHlojCVBGMyf5sMheYM5dQSyrSwtxI2ppoytOGUbAje6svrpF2rem7Vu69XGrU8jiKcwTlcggfX0IA7aEILGITwDK/w5kycF+fd+Vi2Fpx85hT+wPn8ASIFjQg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eyZ8ZMMEadSnPxLoKLthE7GBBvk=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPdCrQbniVt0FyDrxclKBHM1B+as/jFkacYVMUmN6npugn1GNgkk+K/VTwxPKJnTEe5YqGnHjZ4tLZ+TCKkMSxtqWQrJQf09kNDJmGgW2M6I4NqveXPzP66UY3viZUEmKXLHlojCVBGMyf5sMheYM5dQSyrSwtxI2ppoytOGUbAje6svrpF2rem7Vu69XGrU8jiKcwTlcggfX0IA7aEILGITwDK/w5kycF+fd+Vi2Fpx85hT+wPn8ASIFjQg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eyZ8ZMMEadSnPxLoKLthE7GBBvk=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPdCrQbniVt0FyDrxclKBHM1B+as/jFkacYVMUmN6npugn1GNgkk+K/VTwxPKJnTEe5YqGnHjZ4tLZ+TCKkMSxtqWQrJQf09kNDJmGgW2M6I4NqveXPzP66UY3viZUEmKXLHlojCVBGMyf5sMheYM5dQSyrSwtxI2ppoytOGUbAje6svrpF2rem7Vu69XGrU8jiKcwTlcggfX0IA7aEILGITwDK/w5kycF+fd+Vi2Fpx85hT+wPn8ASIFjQg=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="eyZ8ZMMEadSnPxLoKLthE7GBBvk=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPdCrQbniVt0FyDrxclKBHM1B+as/jFkacYVMUmN6npugn1GNgkk+K/VTwxPKJnTEe5YqGnHjZ4tLZ+TCKkMSxtqWQrJQf09kNDJmGgW2M6I4NqveXPzP66UY3viZUEmKXLHlojCVBGMyf5sMheYM5dQSyrSwtxI2ppoytOGUbAje6svrpF2rem7Vu69XGrU8jiKcwTlcggfX0IA7aEILGITwDK/w5kycF+fd+Vi2Fpx85hT+wPn8ASIFjQg=</latexit>

b)
<latexit sha1_base64="5KfTlbe3Hn9ghCJScUt+BYWF3Q0=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPQRXg3LFrboLkHXi5aQCOZqD8ld/GLM04gqZpMb0PDdBP6MaBZN8VuqnhieUTeiI9yxVNOLGzxaXzsiFVYYkjLUthWSh/p7IaGTMNApsZ0RxbFa9ufif10sxvPEzoZIUuWLLRWEqCcZk/jYZCs0ZyqkllGlhbyVsTDVlaMMp2RC81ZfXSbtW9dyqd1+vNGp5HEU4g3O4BA+uoQF30IQWMAjhGV7hzZk4L86787FsLTj5zCn8gfP5AyOKjQk=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5KfTlbe3Hn9ghCJScUt+BYWF3Q0=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPQRXg3LFrboLkHXi5aQCOZqD8ld/GLM04gqZpMb0PDdBP6MaBZN8VuqnhieUTeiI9yxVNOLGzxaXzsiFVYYkjLUthWSh/p7IaGTMNApsZ0RxbFa9ufif10sxvPEzoZIUuWLLRWEqCcZk/jYZCs0ZyqkllGlhbyVsTDVlaMMp2RC81ZfXSbtW9dyqd1+vNGp5HEU4g3O4BA+uoQF30IQWMAjhGV7hzZk4L86787FsLTj5zCn8gfP5AyOKjQk=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5KfTlbe3Hn9ghCJScUt+BYWF3Q0=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPQRXg3LFrboLkHXi5aQCOZqD8ld/GLM04gqZpMb0PDdBP6MaBZN8VuqnhieUTeiI9yxVNOLGzxaXzsiFVYYkjLUthWSh/p7IaGTMNApsZ0RxbFa9ufif10sxvPEzoZIUuWLLRWEqCcZk/jYZCs0ZyqkllGlhbyVsTDVlaMMp2RC81ZfXSbtW9dyqd1+vNGp5HEU4g3O4BA+uoQF30IQWMAjhGV7hzZk4L86787FsLTj5zCn8gfP5AyOKjQk=</latexit><latexit sha1_base64="5KfTlbe3Hn9ghCJScUt+BYWF3Q0=">AAAB6XicbVBNS8NAEJ3Ur1q/qh69LBZBLyUpBT0WvHisYj+gDWWz3bRLN5uwOxFK6D/w4kERr/4jb/4bt20O2vpg4PHeDDPzgkQKg6777RQ2Nre2d4q7pb39g8Oj8vFJ28SpZrzFYhnrbkANl0LxFgqUvJtoTqNA8k4wuZ37nSeujYjVI04T7kd0pEQoGEUrPQRXg3LFrboLkHXi5aQCOZqD8ld/GLM04gqZpMb0PDdBP6MaBZN8VuqnhieUTeiI9yxVNOLGzxaXzsiFVYYkjLUthWSh/p7IaGTMNApsZ0RxbFa9ufif10sxvPEzoZIUuWLLRWEqCcZk/jYZCs0ZyqkllGlhbyVsTDVlaMMp2RC81ZfXSbtW9dyqd1+vNGp5HEU4g3O4BA+uoQF30IQWMAjhGV7hzZk4L86787FsLTj5zCn8gfP5AyOKjQk=</latexit>
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FIG. 7. The dependence of the MC (red curves) and MBW (magenta curves) process probabilities on the

transverse profile of the laser EM field for different initial radii of the electron beam, 𝑟𝑏 = 0.75, 2.5, 5 𝜇m.

The probabilities are normalized to their maximum values at 𝑥 = 0. The laser EM field transverse profile is

Gaussian with the width of 𝑤0 = 2.5 𝜇m, shown by the dashed blue curve.

Thus, for a given laser pulse and a colliding electron beam with given transverse profiles, the

probability of the MC process will follow either the shape of the laser or that of an electron beam.

Whereas the probability of the MBW process is suppressed by the additional exponential factor,

exp(−8/3𝜒𝛾). In order to illustrate this, we show in Fig. 7 the dependencies of the probabilities

of MC and MBW processes multiplied by the beam profile distribution, exp(−𝑥2/𝑟2
𝑏
), on the

transverse coordinate 𝑥 for 𝑟𝑏 = 0.75, 2.5, 5 𝜇m. The laser pulse width is 𝑤0 = 2.5 𝜇m. In the

case of 𝑟𝑏 ≪ 𝑤0 both MC and MBW processes are confined by the initial beam radius and almost

coincide. When 𝑟𝑏 = 𝑤0, the profile of the MC process probability starts to tend towards that of the

laser pulse. And, for 𝑟𝑏 > 𝑤0, the profile of the MC process probability almost coincides with that

of the laser pulse, while the MBW is limited by the exponential suppression. From these results

one can see that the majority of 𝑒+𝑒− pairs are produced near the field maximum even for a wide

electron beam. So, in order to maximize the 𝑒+𝑒− production for a given laser pulse and electron

beam, a tighter focusing for the electron beam should be employed.

In what follows we studied the dependence of the number of produced pairs on the radius of the

electron beam keeping the laser pulse waist the same, 𝑤0 = 2.5 𝜇m. The results of these simulations

are shown in Fig. 8, where the dependence of the relative positron beam charge (𝑄𝑝/𝑄0) on the

electron beam radius is shown. As in the previous section we considered here three values of total

laser energy, 40 J, 80 J, and 120 J. The electron beam radius was varied from 0.1 𝜇m to 5 𝜇m, while

the divergence was kept constant at 0.5 mrad. In all three cases the number of produced positrons

has the same dependence on the electron beam radius. The smaller is the radius, the larger is the

number of positrons. And while for 40 J case the maximum number of produced positrons is 0.3
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FIG. 8. The dependence of the positron beam charge on the initial radius of the electron beam for 40 J (solid

curve), 80 J (dotted curve), and 120 J (dashed curve) total laser energy. Here 𝑈1 = 𝑈2 = 𝑈/2, laser focal

spot radius is kept constant at 2.5 𝜇m. Electron beam parameters are 9.1 GeV energy, 2 𝜇m length, 2.5 𝜇m

radius, and 0.5 mrad divergence angle.

per one initial electron (or ∼ 40 pC), at 80 J it is 5 times larger, resulting in 1.5 positrons per initial

electron (or 0.46 nC). Adding 40 J more of laser energy almost doubles this number up to 2.88

positrons per one initial electron (or 1.4 nC). Thus, one can see that the electron beam radius is a

crucial parameter for the optimization of the positron source not only in terms of the positron beam

charge but also in terms of lowering the beam emittance, as we will show in the next section.

VI. PRODUCTION OF LOW EMITTANCE POSITRON BEAMS.

Since we were motivating the study of the positron source by possible collider applications,

the low emittance of produced positron beams is absolutely necessary. Typical emittances of
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positron sources for future colliders have submicron values [57, 58]. So here we show that similar

parameters can be achieved in high-energy electron beam interaction with a high intensity laser

pulse.

The electron beam energy is chosen to be 9.1 GeV and we vary the beam radius, 𝑟𝑏 = 0.1 − 2.5

𝜇m, and divergence, 𝜃𝑒 = 0.1, 0.25, 0.5 mrad. As for the high intensity laser pulse, two values of

𝑎0 were considered, 𝑎0 = 20 and 𝑎0 = 40, to illustrate the difference between positron production

at percent and tens of percent levels of the initial number of electrons.

First, we address the emittance dependence on the initial radius of the electron beam. The results

of ptarmigan simulations show that the normalized transverse emittance of the positron beam

increases with the increase of the electron beam radius. However, they reach values significantly

lower than that of the initial electron beam. In Figs. 9 and 10 we show the dependencies of 𝜖𝑥 (here

x is the laser polarization axis) and 𝜖𝑦 on 𝑟𝑏 for 𝑎0 = 20 and 𝑎0 = 40, respectively, along with the

initial electron beam emittance.

The submicron emittances can be achieved for sufficiently small electron beam radii. This is

in addition to the fact that small radius electron beams significantly enhance positron production

for fixed laser intensity and electron beam energy, as it was shown in the previous section. In

what follows we investigate if further reduction of the positron beam emittance can be achieved by

reducing the emittance of the initial electron beam.

We choose the following parameters of the electron beam: radius of 𝑟𝑏 = 0.1 𝜇m and divergence

of 0.1 mrad, 0.25 mrad, and 0.5 mrad, which corresponds to an initial emittance of 𝜖𝑥 = 𝜖𝑦 =

0.093, 0.23, and 0.48 𝜇m, respectively. The interaction is modeled for two values of laser intensity

corresponding to 𝑎0 = 20 and 40. Other laser parameters are the same as in the simulations above.

The results of the simulations are summarized in the Table I.

Both electron and positron emittances demonstrate similar behavior. First, the 𝜖𝑥 values are

almost the same for different values of initial divergence for both 𝑎0 = 20 and 𝑎0 = 40, which means

that the value is dominated by 𝑎0. Second, 𝜖𝑦 increases with the increase of the initial electron

beam emittance, but overall remains relatively small due to the fact that the electron beam loses a

significant fraction of its energy and positrons are predominantly produced with low energy. Third,

while for 𝑎0 = 20 the number of produced positrons is about 2% of the initial electron number, at

𝑎0 = 40 the number of produced positrons goes up to 30%. Thus, an electron beam with a 100

nm emittance focused down to 100 nm transversely and having 9.1 GeV energy is able to produce

a positron beam with the total charge of about 30% of the initial electron beam charge and with
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FIG. 9. The dependence of the normalized electron (blue curves) and positron (red curves) beam emittances,

𝜖𝑥 [𝜇m] and 𝜖𝑦[𝜇m] for 𝑎0 = 20 on the initial electron beam radius. The initial electron beam normalized

emittance is shown by the dotted curve.

𝜖𝑥/𝜖𝑦
𝑎0 = 20, 𝜔 = 𝜔0 𝑎0 = 40, 𝜔 = 𝜔0

electron positron electron positron

𝜃 = 0.1, 𝜖0 = 0.1 𝜇m 0.18/0.038 0.32/0.025 0.44/0.02 0.61/0.02

𝜃 = 0.25, 𝜖0 = 0.2 0.2/0.089 0.33/0.05 0.46/0.03 0.61/0.03

𝜃 = 0.5, 𝜖0 = 0.48 0.26/0.2 0.34/0.1 0.45/0.07 0.62/0.06

TABLE I. The normalized emittances, 𝜖𝑥 and 𝜖𝑦 in 𝜇m, of electron and positron beams after the interaction

with either 𝑎0 = 20 or 𝑎0 = 40 laser pulse for three initial values of electron beam divergence 𝜃 =

0.1, 0.25, 0.5 mrad. For 𝑎0 = 40, all three cases of initial divergence result in the production of a 40 pC

positron beam. For 𝑎0 = 20 the positron beam charge is down to 2.4 pC.

300 nm emittance. (Here we assumed that the emittance exchange can be achieved for initially

𝜖𝑥 = 0.62 𝜇m and 𝜖𝑦 = 0.06 𝜇m positron beam.) This is approaching collider relevant emittances,

as Ref. [16] gives 𝜖𝑛 = 100 nm as a desirable starting point for the electron and positron sources.

In principle, further reduction of the positron beam emittance can be achieved by employing

laser pulses with higher frequencies. If the laser energy is fixed, than increasing the frequency
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FIG. 10. The dependence of the normalized electron (blue curves) and positron (red curves) beam emittances,

𝜖𝑥 [𝜇m] and 𝜖𝑦[𝜇m] for 𝑎0 = 40 on the initial electron beam radius. The initial electron beam normalized

emittance is shown by the dotted curve.

leads to the reduction of 𝑎0. Lower 𝑎0 results in lower emittance, but with frequency increase we

maintain the same value of the field, and, thus, the same value of parameters 𝜒𝑒 and 𝜒𝛾, which

determine the rate of the MC and MBW processes. For example, if we take 𝑎0 = 20 and 𝜔 = 2𝜔0,

then the resulting emittance of the positron beam is 𝜖𝑥 = 0.29 𝜇m and 𝜖𝑦 = 0.02 𝜇m, where 𝜖𝑥
is two times smaller than in the 𝑎0 = 40, 𝜔 = 𝜔0 case. Further increase of the laser frequency,

𝜔 = 4𝜔0, leads to further reduction of the positron beam emittance as shown in Table II, where the

same parameters of the electron beam and the same laser field strengths as in Table I are used, down

to 𝜖𝑥 = 0.13 𝜇m and 𝜖𝑦 = 0.02 𝜇m for different initial electron beam emittances. Thus, frequency

upshift for the colliding laser pulse opens a path to collider-relevant sources of positrons.

The divergence of the photon beam generated in the interaction of the electron beam with

the linearly polarized laser pulse, with 𝑎0 ≪ 1, is 1/𝛾 along the axis orthogonal to the laser

polarization and 𝑎0/𝛾 along the laser polarization axis [30, 56, 59]. However, the positrons clearly

do not follow this distribution. It is due to the fact that positrons are charged particles, thus, their

motion is affected by the EM fields of the laser pulse. Moreover, the positron ejection angle from

the laser pulse is determined by its initial energy and the phase in the laser pulse where it was
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𝜖𝑥/𝜖𝑦
𝑎0 = 5, 𝜔 = 4𝜔0 𝑎0 = 10, 𝜔 = 4𝜔0

electron positron electron positron

𝜃 = 0.1, 𝜖0 = 0.1 0.06/0.04 0.08/0.026 0.1/0.02 0.13/0.02

𝜃 = 0.25, 𝜖0 = 0.2 0.11/0.096 0.095/0.05 0.1/0.016 0.13/0.016

𝜃 = 0.5, 𝜖0 = 0.48 0.2/0.2 0.13/0.1 0.1/0.016 0.13/0.016

TABLE II. The normalized emittances, 𝜖𝑥 and 𝜖𝑦 of electron and positron beams after the interaction with

either 𝑎0 = 5 or 𝑎0 = 10 and upshifted frequency 𝜔 = 4𝜔0 laser pulse for three initial values of electron

beam divergence 𝜃 = 0.1, 0.25, 0.5 mrad. For 𝑎0 = 10, all three cases of initial divergence result in the

production of a 40 pC positron beam. For 𝑎0 = 5 the positron beam charge is down to 2.4 pC.

produced [60]. Since the BW process has a strong dependence on the field strength, positrons

are mainly produced near the maximum of the field, which is simultaneously the minimum of

𝑎0. Thus, the field structure of the linearly polarized laser pulse leads to reduced emittance of a

positron beam, cf. Tables I and II.

VII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK.

Laser plasma based acceleration of charged particles is considered a promising concept for a

number of potential applications ranging from sources of high frequency radiation for imaging

and national security to future lepton and 𝛾𝛾 colliders for fundamental physics studies. While

many of these applications need just high energy electrons, some of them require positron beams.

The laser-plasma-based acceleration of positrons still remains a challenge, partly due to the lack

of positron sources with properties tailored for LPA applications. In particular, it is desirable

to avoid the utilization of damping rings to accumulate and cool down positron beams. Thus, a

positron source able to produce beams with substantial charge is needed. Recently several schemes

of positron production for suitable for LPA applications were proposed and studied (see Refs.

[45, 46] and references cited therein), however, these sources tend to produce beams with large

emittance and angular divergence.

Here we studied a positron source based on a high-energy electron beam interaction with a high-

intensity laser pulse. We assumed that a laser pulse can be split into two beams: one to accelerate

electrons via LPA, and the other to be tightly focused to provide an high intensity EM field. These
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accelerated electrons are to collide with this high-intensity field at the interaction point. During such

interactions, electrons emit high-energy photons (multiphoton Compton process), which in turn

decay into electron-positron pairs (multiphoton Breit-Wheeler process), giving rise to a positron

beam. It was found that a PW-class laser can be configured to provide a setup featuring a multi-

GeV electron beam interaction with a ∼ 1021−22 W/cm2 laser pulse. As a result of this interaction

positron beams with a charge of tens to hundreds of pC can be generated with a duration that is of

the order of the initial electron beam duration. Moreover, these beams demonstrate low values of

angular divergence and emittance, which are crucial prerequisites for collider applications.

Since this positron source is based on the consecutive MC and MBW processes, which strongly

depend on the particle energy and EM field strength, the source can be optimized from the point of

view of the positron beam charge and emittance. We found that while the total laser energy used

to accelerate electrons and provide strong EM field is an important input parameter, the radius of

the initial electron beam is more crucial, in terms of high charge and low emittance positron beam

production. The reduction of the electron beam radius from being equal to that of the laser focal

spot to 100 nm increases the number of produced positrons by an order of magnitude. So that 40 J

of total laser energy is able to generate a 40 pC positron beam. Also, tightly focused electron beams

have low emittance, which is imprinted on the positron beams. Moreover, the strong dependence

of the MBW process on the field strength further reduces the emittance of the positron beams,

owing to the production of electron-positron pairs near the maximum of the EM field, which is

also the minimum of the vector potential in the case of linearly polarized field. The final transverse

momentum of positrons is proportional to the value of the vector potential at the EM field phase

where the electron-positron pair was born via the MBW process.

The simulations of a 9.1 GeV, 100 nm radius, electron beam interaction with 𝑎0 = 20 and

𝑎0 = 40 laser pulses show the production of positron beams with 𝜖𝑥 = 300 nm, 𝜖𝑦 = 50 nm and

𝜖𝑥 = 600 nm, 𝜖𝑦 = 30 nm normalized emittances, respectively. While 𝜖𝑥 values are dominated by

the value of the vector potential, 𝜖𝑦 values are determined by the angular dependence of the MBW

process. Thus, the reduction of positron beam emittance can be achieved through the reduction of

the EM field vector potential value in the phase where the MBW process occurs. We propose to

use high frequency laser pulses in order to reduce the value of the vector potential while keeping

the EM field strength the same. We simulated several cases of upshifted frequency laser pulses:

𝑎0 = 20 and 𝜔 = 2𝜔0 as well as 𝑎0 = 10 and 𝜔 = 4𝜔0 and found further decrease of positron

beam emittance down to 𝜖𝑥 = 300 nm, 𝜖𝑦 = 20 nm for 𝜔 = 2𝜔0 and 𝜖𝑥 = 130 nm, 𝜖𝑦 = 20 nm
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for 𝜔 = 4𝜔0. Thus, higher frequency laser pulses offer a way to produce positron beams with

collider-relevant emittances using the interaction of an electron beam with a high intensity laser

pulse.
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APPENDIX: IDEALIZED LPA STAGES IN THE QUASI-LINEAR AND BUBBLE REGIME

In the following, we describe the details of the idealized LPA stages, which were used to estimate

the electron beam energies given the available laser power.

For the idealized stage in the quasi-linear regime, we considered an LPA driven by a super-

matched to a parabolic plasma channel [61] laser pulse with 𝑎0 = 1.6, 𝑘 𝑝𝑤𝑏 = 4, and 𝑘 𝑝𝑐𝑇 𝑓 𝑤ℎ𝑚 =

2.12 (Gaussian longitudinal profile). Here 𝑘 𝑝 = (4𝜋𝑛0𝑒
2/𝑚𝑐2)1/2 is the plasma wavenumber and

𝑤𝑏 is the laser waist. The central laser wavelength is 800 nm. The operational density depends on

the laser energy and is given by 𝑛0 [cm−3] ≃ 7.14 × 1017(𝑈1 [𝐽])−2/3.

For the stage operating in the bubble regime, laser driver is bi-Gaussian and its intensity is such

that 𝑎0 = 4.5, furthermore laser focal spot size 𝑤b and pulse length 𝜏 are chosen according to the

theory in Ref. [62] (i.e., 𝑘 𝑝𝑤0 = 2√𝑎0, and 𝑐𝑇 𝑓 𝑤ℎ𝑚 = (2/3)𝑤0), and the central laser wavelength

is 800 nm. The operational density of the stage is specified once the laser energy is specified and

is given in the bubble regime as 𝑛0 [cm−3] ≃ 7.02 × 1018(𝑈1 [𝐽])−2/3. Note that, for a given laser

energy, and for the parameters considered here, the density of a stage operating in the quasi-linear

regime is about an order of magnitude lower compared to the one of a stage operating in the bubble

regime. Due to the longer dephasing and depletion lengths at lower densities, the energy gain

provided by a quasi-linear stage is generally larger than that provided by a stage operating in the

bubble regime.

In both, the quasi-linear and bubble stages, the initial electron beam is chosen to experience

∼75% of the maximum accelerating field (for the stage in the bubble regime the maximum field
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is obtained with a linear extrapolation of the longitudinal wake to the back of the bubble), and

the current profile is such that the longitudinal wakefield in the beam region is initially flat (i.e.,

strongly beamloaded stages). The charge of the electron beam is 𝑄𝑏 [pC] ≃ 37(𝑈1 [𝐽])1/3 in the

quasi-linear stage, and 𝑄𝑏 [pC] ≃ 139(𝑈1 [𝐽])1/3 for the bubble case.
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