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Relativistic spin-polarized electron beams are important for fundamental research and the industry, but their
generation currently requires conventional accelerators or ultrastrong laser facilities, limiting their accessibility
and broad applications. Here, we put forward a novel method for constructing a compact efficient “polarizer”
that achieves direct ultrafast conversion of relativistic dense electron beams into polarized ones, based on the
beam “self-polarization” mechanism via simple beam-target interactions. In this scheme, as the electron beam
grazes through the polarizer (a double-layer solid target), it ionizes the target and excites an asymmetric plasma
field due to the plasma backflows. This field then reacts on the beam itself, triggering spontaneous radiative
polarization and reflection of the beam, and ultimately yielding a dense polarized electron beam. Moreover, the
double-layer target setup induces a plasma bubble that focuses the polarized beam and reshapes its polarization
distribution. Our method is robust with respect to the beam and target parameters, and opens a new avenue for
relativistic beam polarization with compact accessible devices, which would facilitate their broad applications
and the development of related experiments, such as in strong-field QED studies, and polarized electron-positron
and electron-ion colliders.

Spin-polarized electron beams of relativistic energies find
important applications in nuclear physics, high energy physics
and in the search for new physics beyond the standard model [1–
5], e.g., probing nuclear spin structure [6–8], producing polar-
ized gamma rays and positrons [9–13], and studying symmetry
violation [14–17]. Two main methods are currently employed
for generating polarized electron beams in experiments. The
first is a two-step process in which the polarized electrons are
extracted from a photocathode [18] or spin filters [19, 20], and
then accelerated to relativistic energies in a conventional radio-
frequency accelerator [21]. The second utilizes spontaneous
buildup of radiative polarization via the Sokolov-Ternov effect
in high-energy electron storage rings [22]. Both methods rely
on conventional accelerators, which can be quite large, costly,
and not readily accessible to normal users [21].

The rapid progress in modern ultrashort ultraintense
laser techniques, achieving peak intensities of 1021 −

1023 W/cm2 [23–27], has enabled new compact particle ac-
celeration techniques [28–33], and stimulated research into
strong-field quantum electrodynamics (QED) phenomena [34–
38], including radiation-reaction effects [39–42], nonlinear
Compton scattering (NCS) [43–45], nonlinear Breit-Wheeler
electron-positron pair production [46–52], and related polariza-
tion effects [12, 13, 53–61]. Two laser-driven methods for gen-
erating polarized electron beams have been proposed [62, 63].
In the first, prepolarized plasma electrons are injected into a
plasma wakefield accelerator [64–71], requiring a high-quality
prepolarized plasma and careful avoidance of depolarization
during injection [64, 72–75]. The second method is radia-
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tive polarization of high-energy electrons in an ultraintense
asymmetric laser field, such as a bichromatic or elliptically
polarized pulse [76–78], a dual-laser-generated standing wave
field [79, 80], or a laser-driven standing wave on the surface
of an overdense plasma [81]. However, this method has sev-
eral limitations, including a low average degree of polarization
(less than 10%), the restricted intensity of asymmetric laser
pulses due to damage threshold of the optical devices [82], and
the need for precise spatiotemporal synchronization between
electron beams and laser pulses. Especially, these laser-based
proposals require ultrastrong laser facilities, placing a limit
on the otherwise broad number of applications in which po-
larized beams are perceived to be used. Thus, generation of
ultrafast polarization relativistic electron beams with compact
and accessible devices remains a great challenge.

In this Letter, we put forward a novel method for the con-
struction of a compact efficient “polarizer” that achieves di-
rect ultrafast conversion of relativistic electron beams into
polarized ones, based on the beam “self-polarization” mecha-
nism via simple beam-target interactions; see the interaction
scenario with a double-layer solid target, as an example, in
Fig 1(a). Specifically, when an unpolarized seed electron beam
grazes through a solid target, it ionizes the target and excites
an asymmetric plasma field due to the plasma electron back-
flows. This field then reacts on the beam itself, triggering
spontaneous radiative polarization and reflection of the beam,
and ultimately yielding a dense polarized electron beam; see
Fig. 1(b). We also find that compared to a single-layer target
setup, the double-layer target setup can induce a bubble-like
density perturbation region that further focuses the reflected
electrons and reshapes its polarization distribution [see the
schematic in Fig. 1(c) and the simulation results in Figs. 2(c)
and (d)], which suggests that further improvement could be
achieved by optimizing the target setup. The underlying mech-
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ŷẑ
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the polarizer. (a) A seed electron
beam e−seed propagating along +x̂ interacts with the polarizer, subse-
quently splitting into two beams: a polarized reflected beam e−ref and
an unpolarized transmitted beam e−tra. The polarizer consists of two
layers [the first (1st) and second (2nd) layers], positioned at a tilt angle
θt relative to the xz plane; the gray arrows on the electrons indicate
their spin direction. (b) Spin-resolved splitting process in the xy plane.
The gray-, red- and green-dashed lines indicate the initial interface
between the two target layers, and typical trajectories of e−ref and e−tra,
respectively. These distinct trajectories and polarizations arise from
the dependence of their dynamics and polarization on energy loss, as
detailed in Fig. 3. The heat map represents the asymmetric plasma
field, which is mainly oriented along −ŷ (blue) and +ŷ (red). (c) Fo-
cusing process in the xy plane. The red arrows represent the focusing
force exerted by the plasma “bubble”; the red area represents the
spatial distribution of e−ref ; the heat map represents the electron density
of the target nt.

anisms of beam self-polarization, focusing, and spin-reshaping
are further detailed in Fig. 3. Three-dimensional spin-resolved
QED particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations demonstrate the pro-
duction of a picocoulomb electron beam with a current of
approximately 0.4 kA and a polarization degree of 65%, indi-
cating great potential for polarized beam experiments [3, 83–
85]. Moreover, our method exhibits considerable robustness
with respect to the beam and target parameters; see Fig. 4.

The spin-resolved QED-PIC code SLIPs [86] is employed
to simulate the beam-plasma interactions, where the spin-
resolved electron dynamics, stochastic photon emissions, and
corresponding stochastic radiative spin evolution are described
by a Monte Carlo algorithm. The NCS process is imple-
mented, characterized by the nonlinear QED parameter χe ≡

|e|ℏ/(m3
ec4)
√
−(Fµνpν). Here, Fµν is the electromagnetic field

tensor, pν is the electron four-momentum, ℏ is the reduced
Planck constant, e and me are the electron charge and mass,
respectively, and c is the speed of light in vacuum. More details
can be found in the Supplemental Material (SM) [87].

Typical results are shown in Fig. 2. The simulation window
has dimensions of x × y × z = 12 µm ×14 µm ×12 µm, with
grid cells of 600 × 700 × 600, moving at the speed c along
+x̂. The seed electron beam moves along +x̂, with 6 nC charge,
10 GeV mean energy, 5% energy spread, 2◦ angle spread, and
a Gaussian distribution of nseed exp

(
−x2/σ2

x − r2/σ2
⊥

)
, where

nseed = 4 × 1027 m−3, r =
√

y2 + z2, σx = 1.7 µm and σ⊥ =
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FIG. 2. (a) Angle-resolved electron distribution log10(dN+/dΩ) and
(b) polarization S z with respect to the polar angle θ and the azimuthal
angle ϕ, respectively. Here dΩ = sin θdθdϕ, θ = 0◦ in +x̂, and ϕ = 0◦ in
+ŷ. (c) Angle-resolved electron polarization S z (blue) and distribution
dNe/dθ (red) vs θ. (d) Angle-resolved polarization S z (blue) and
distribution dNe/dϕ (red) vs ϕ. In (c) and (d), the solid and dash-
dotted lines represent the results at simulation times t = 60T0 and
25T0, respectively. (e) Energy-resolved distribution dNe/dεe (blue)
and polarization S z (red) of the electrons at the peak cone angle α
vs the electron energy εe. (f) Evolution in time of the conversion
rate Nr/Nseed (blue) and average polarization S z (red) of the reflected
electron beam.

1.2 µm. Such electron beams are anticipated at FACET-II by
employing a plasma lens or magnetic pinching [88–91], and
may become available soon through advanced acceleration
techniques [92–94]. A double-layer carbon target is placed at
an angle θt = 4.5◦ to the xz-plane. Densities of the first and
second layers are n1 = 0.22×1027 m−3 and n2 = 50×1027 m−3,
respectively, and the layer thicknesses are d1 = d2 = 2 µm.
Note that low-Z target materials are required to effectively
suppress bremsstrahlung and Bethe-Heitler process, as these
process are negligible for high-energy electrons traversing a
low-Z thin target [95]; see more details in SM [87]. Each cell
contains 16 macroparticles for the beam and target electrons,
and 8 for the carbon ions C6+. Note that the field driven by the
seed beam is sufficient to fully ionize the carbon target in the
primary interaction region, see more in SM [87].

Angular and polarization distributions of the reflected elec-
trons are shown in Figs. 2(a) and (b), respectively. These
electrons have an average polarization degree exceeding 32%
and a charge of approximately 0.65 nC, with a conversion
rate Nr/Nseed ≈ 10.8%. Here Nr and Nseed are numbers of
the reflected and seed electrons, respectively. Their den-
sity is ∼ 5 × 1026 m−3, which is three orders of magnitude
higher than those in laser-electron beam collision schemes (∼
1023 m−3) [76–78]. At the final time t = 60T0 (with T0 ≈
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3.33 fs), the electrons are mainly distributed around θ = 9◦,
with a full width at half maximum (FWHM) of ∆θ ≈ 3◦; see
Fig. 2(c). As θ increases, the polarization degree |S z| initially
remains around 18% and begins to increase at θ ≈ 8.5◦ due
to the dependence of the radiative polarization on energy of
the emitted photons; see more details in Fig.3(e). The number
distribution peaks at ϕ = 0◦, with a FWHM of ∆ϕ ≈ 30◦, and
|S z| ≈ 43% at ϕ = 0◦; see Fig. 2(d). Compared to results at
t = 25T0 [see the dash-dotted lines in Figs. 2(c) and (d)], the fo-
cusing effect reduces ∆θ and ∆ϕ by 40% and 50%, respectively,
and increases |S z| at ϕ = 0◦ by 38%. Using a single-layer
target can also achieve an average polarization of ∼29% and a
conversion rate of about 9%. However, without focusing and
spin-reshaping, the FWHM of the azimuthal angle ∆ϕ is about
twice that shown in Fig. 2(d), and |S z| ≈ 26% at ϕ = 0◦. See
more details on using a single-layer target in SM [87].

To facilitate electron capture and transfer for subsequent
applications, we focus on electrons within the peak cone angle
α = (|θ−9◦| ≤ 1◦, |ϕ| ≤ 1◦). These electrons have an average po-
larization of |S z| ≈ 37%, significantly higher than what would
be achieved with asymmetric laser pulses (≲ 10%) [76, 77].
Their polarization |S z| decreases from 75% to 16% within the
FWHM energy range of 1.0 GeV < εe < 3.1 GeV, and |S z| ≈

65% at the energy peak of εe ≈ 1.5 GeV; see Fig. 2(e). These
electrons have a charge of about 21 pC and an angle divergence
of 3.5 × 3.5 mrad2, with transverse and longitudinal sizes of
0.5 × 3.0 µm2 and 1.0 µm, respectively, at t = 60T0. The elec-
tric current can reach ∼ 6.3 kA, comparable to that of polarized
electron beams from plasma wakefield acceleration [64–70],
and significantly exceeding those achieved in laser-electron
beam collision schemes (∼ 10 A) [76–78] and traditional meth-
ods (0.1 A − 1 A) [21]. Through further energy selection,
electron beams with various polarization degree can be ob-
tained. For example, the polarization degrees are S z ≈ 75%,
65%, 49%, and 19% for εe = 1.0, 1.5, 2.0, and 3.0 GeV, respec-
tively. The corresponding brilliances are 0.49×1025, 1.4×1025,
1.6×1025, and 1.5×1025 e/(s mm2 mrad2× 0.1% bandwidth), re-
spectively. Moreover, at the energy peak of εe = 1.5 GeV, with
a 10% energy spread, the electrons have a charge of 1.3 pC and
a current of 0.39 kA. Such polarized beams, with exceptionally
high current (∼ kiloampere) and polarization (≳ 60%), holds
great promise for related strong-field QED research [34–37].
The reflected electrons rapidly pass through the weak focusing
field and, therefore, experience very little depolarization [75];
see Fig. 2(f).

Figure 3 illustrates the main factors responsible for self-
polarization, namely focusing and spin-reshaping. As the seed
electrons graze through the polarizer, an ultrastrong asymmet-
ric magnetic field is excited between the two target layers due
to the plasma electron backflow, equivalent to the current den-
sity Jb = −enbvb, for charge balance [96, 97]; see Figs. 3(a)
and (b). This follows approximately from ∇ × B = µJb, with a
maximum |B| ≈ |e|nseedσ⊥/(ε0c) ∼ 105 T [91]. Here, nb and vb
are the density and velocity, respectively, of the plasma back-
flow, and ε0 is the vacuum permittivity. Using a double-layer
target can increase density of the seed beam via self-focusing
in the plasma [98, 99], as the seed beam passes through the first
target layer, thereby enhancing the magnetic field; see SM [87].
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FIG. 3. Spatial Distributions of (a) the magnetic field Bz, (b) current
Jx and (c) electric field Ey in the xy plane at t = 22T0. (d) Typical
trajectory of the reflected and transmitted electrons, color coded by
the electron energy εe. The inset displays the effective field E′y at
z = 0 within the dash-dotted box at t = 22T0. The gray-dashed lines
in (a)-(d) represent the initial interface between two target layers. (e)
Theoretical values of average polarization S f ,z and (f) probabilities
d2W/(dudt) for various electron polarizations before radiation S i,z,
where χe = 2, εe = 10 GeV, v̂ = (1, 0, 0) and â = (0, 1, 0) are
employed. Spatial distributions of (g) the total electron density ne

and (h) the focusing field Er′ in the plane with x = 37.5 µm at
t = 35T0. The blue line in (g), red and blue lines in (h) represent
the number distribution dNe/dz, polarization degree S z, and energy
εe of the reflected electrons at this location, respectively. The green
arrows in (h) represent direction of the focusing force on the reflected
electrons.

Also, the seed beam rapidly pushes the plasma electrons away,
while the massive ions remain nearly stationary, creating a
space charge field E; see Fig. 3(c).

In these fields, due to stochastic nature of the quantum radi-
ation [100–108], electrons that experience a large energy loss
∆εe are reflected, while the rest continue through the target.
This can be explained by a simplified model. Since the seed
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electrons propagate mainly along +x̂, the space can be divided
into two regions, based on the effective field E′ = E⊥ + v × B
experienced by the electrons: in Region I (RI), E′ ∥ −ŷ with
|E′| reaching about 1014 V/m, while in Region II (RII), E′ ∥
ŷ with a maximum |E′| ∼ 1013 V/m; see Fig. 3(d). Here E⊥
is the electric field component perpendicular to the electron
velocity vector v. The electron deflection angle is given by θy =
arctan(py/px), with pi ≈ pi0 − e

∫
E′i dt −

∫
piPrad/(γemec2)dt,

where i = x or y, pi0 is the initial i-momentum, Prad is the
radiation power, γe is the electron Lorentz factor, and the third
term represents radiation reaction. In RI, the nonlinear QED
parameter χe = γe|E′|/Ec ∼ 2, leading to significant photon
emission. Here, Ec = m2

ec3/(|e|ℏ) ≈ 1.3×1018 V/m is the QED
critical field strength [109]. Meanwhile, the Lorentz force
F = eE′ ∥ +ŷ deflects electrons upwards (+ŷ direction). Thus,
electrons with a large energy loss are reflected into RII, where
the weak Lorentz force F ∥ −ŷ cannot push them back into RI.
Ultimately, these electrons move upward and leave the target,
i.e., get reflected; see a typical reflected electron trajectory in
Fig. 3(d). By contrast, electrons with a small energy loss retain
enough x-momentum to pass through RI, i.e., are transmitted.
Moreover, the reflected electrons originate mainly from the
rear of the seed beam, since the plasma field is relatively weak
when the front electrons pass through the target; see SM [87].

Average polarization of an electron after emitting a pho-
ton is given by [87, 110] S f = g/

[
w + uK1/3(ρ)b̂ · Si

]
,

where g = −u
1−u K1/3(ρ)b̂ +

[
2K2/3(ρ) − IntK1/3(ρ)

]
Si +

u2

1−u
[
K2/3(ρ) − IntK1/3(ρ)

]
(Si · v̂)v̂, w = u2−2u+2

1−u K2/3(ρ) −
IntK1/3(ρ), u = εγ/εi, εi and Si are the electron energy
and spin, respectively, before radiation, εγ is the photon en-
ergy, Kn is a modified Bessel function of the second kind
of order n, IntK1/3(ρ) =

∫ ∞
ρ

dzK 1
3
(z), ρ = 2u/[3(1 − u)χe],

b̂ = v̂ × â/|v̂ × â| ≈ B′/|B′|, B′ ≈ γe[B − v̂ × E − v̂(v̂ · B)] is
the magnetic field in rest frame of the electron, and v̂ and â are
unit vectors along the electron velocity and acceleration, re-
spectively. As a result, the electron spin after radiation tends to
align along ζ = −B′/|B′|. In the ultrarelativistic limit (γe ≫ 1),
B′/γe ≈ (0, 0, Bz − vxEy/c) ≈ (0, 0,−E′y/c) ∥ +ẑ in RI, while
B′/γe ∥ −ẑ in RII. Since most radiation occurs in RI, electrons
can build up radiative polarization along ζ ∥ −ẑ. Although
low-energy photons are more likely to be emitted, their impact
on electron spin is small (i.e., as u → 0, S f ,z → S i,z); see
Figs. 3(e) and (f). Conversely, high-energy photon emission
significantly aligns the spin with ζ (i.e., as u→ 1, S f ,z → −1),
resulting in high polarization for low-energy electrons; see
Fig. 2(e). The selection effect during non-radiative periods
further influences the electron spin dynamics [111], leading to
polarization of the high-energy electrons along +ẑ; see more
details in SM [87]. Electrons with large polar angles generally
experience great energy loss, leading to high polarization; see
Fig. 2(c).

Focusing and spin-reshaping arise from plasma bubbles in
the first target layer, where the seed beam pushes plasma elec-
trons away, leaving ions behind; see Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 3(g).
As the reflected electrons pass through the bubble, their an-
gle spread is effectively decreased by a radial focusing field
Er′ ≈ (kpr′/2)E0 ∼ 1012 V/m [28]; see Fig. 3(h). Here r′
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FIG. 4. Conversion rate Nr/Nseed (blue) and average polarization |S z|

(red) of the reflected electron beam vs (a) the target tilt angle θt, (b)
the seed beam density nseed, (c) the seed beam energy εseed, (d) density
of the first target layer n1, (e) depth of the first target layer d1, and (f)
density of the second target layer n2.

is perpendicular distance of the electron from the axis of
Er′ , kp = ωp/c, E0 = cmeωp/|e|, and ωp =

√
nee2/(ε0me) is

the electron plasma frequency. Electrons with larger azimuthal
angles ϕ experience stronger focusing forces, since Er′ ∝ r′,
and acquire higher polarization due to significant energy loss;
see the red and blue lines in Fig. 3(h). This results in significant
reshaping of both ϕ-resolved number and polarization distri-
butions of the reflected electrons; see Fig. 2(d). Moreover, as
particle acceleration and beam control techniques advance [28–
30, 112–116], especially in increasing density, our method
may also be applied to other relativistic dense charged particle
beams, which can similarly drive asymmetric plasma fields.

To demonstrate experimental feasibility, impact of the seed
beam and target parameters on the conversion rate Nr/Nseed and
the average polarization degree |S z| of the reflected electrons,
is investigated in Fig. 4. First, the target tilt angle θt plays a cru-
cial role. As θt decreases, electrons gradually begin to oscillate
between RI and RII (see SM [87]), enhancing radiation and in-
creasing Nr/Nseed; see Fig. 4(a). However, |S z| decreases due to
enhanced radiation in RII, where polarization builds oppositely.
Conversely, a large θt leads to reduced radiation and decrease
Nr/Nseed. Thus, an appropriate θt can be chosen to meet differ-
ent requirements for electron polarization and charge. Increas-
ing density of the seed beam nseed strengthens the effective
field |E′| ∝ nseed and electron energy loss ∆εe ∝ χe ∝ |E′| [35],
leading to an increase in Nr/Nseed; see Fig. 4(b). However, |S z|

decreases due to enhanced radiation in RII. For electron beams
with a low density, optimizing the target setup or applying ad-
ditional focusing techniques, such as magnetic pinching [91],
can enhance |E′| and increase Nr/Nseed. A higher energy of
the seed beam εseed decreases Nr/Nseed, due to greater initial x-
momentum but increases |S z| as electrons must undergo more
energy loss before being reflected; see Fig. 4(c). As density
of the first target layer n1 increases, self-focusing effect of the
seed beam strengthens, resulting in a stronger effective field.
Consequently, similar to the effects of increasing nseed,Nr/Nseed
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initially increases while |S z| decreases; see Fig. 4(d). However,
beyond a certain n1 (≈ 0.3 × 1027 m−3 for the given parame-
ters), the effective field strength in RII is sufficient to give the
seed beam a non-negligible negative y-momentum before it
enters RI. This causes effects similar to those of increasing θt,
namely a decrease in Nr/Nseed. Similarly, increasing depth of
the first target layer d1 initially raises Nr/Nseed and decreases
|S z| until saturation is reached at d1 ≈ 2σ⊥ = 2.4 µm; see
Fig. 4(e). Finally, as density of the second target layer n2 in-
creases, spatial scale of the effective field in RI, characterized
by the plasma skin depth ls = c/ωp ∝

√
1/n2, decreases, re-

ducing the x-momentum required for electron transmission,
and thereby decreasing Nr/Nseed; see Fig. 4(f). Meanwhile,
|S z| slightly increases due to a lower reflected electron energy
εe ∝ |px| ∝ −|∆px|. Therefore, our method exhibits consider-
able robustness with respect to the beam and target parameters.

In conclusion, we have put forward a compact efficient po-
larizer for relativistic dense electron beams, based on the beam
self-polarization mechanism via simple beam-target interac-
tions. Our method opens up a new avenue for relativistic

beam polarization with compact accessible devices, which
would enhance their broad range of applications and facilitate
development of related experiments, such as in strong-field
QED studies [35–37, 89], and polarized electron-positron and
electron-ion colliders [3, 83–85].
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