arXiv:2212.03350v1 [hep-ph] 6 Dec 2022

Field-assisted birefringent Compton scattering

N. Ahmadiniaz,^1 T. E. Cowan,^{1, 2} M. Ding,^1 M. A. Lopez Lopez,^1 R. Sauerbrey,^1 R. Shaisultanov,^{1, 3} and R. Schützhold^{1, 4} 1Helmholtz-Zentrum Dresden-Rossendorf, Bautzner Landstraße 400, 01328 Dresden, Germany, 2Institut für Kern- und Teilchenphysik, Technische Universität Dresden, 01062 Dresden, Germany, 3ELI Beamlines Centre, Institute of Physics, Czech Academy of Sciences, Za Radnicì 835, 25241 Dolnì Břežany, Czech Republic, 4Institut für Theoretische Physik, Technische Universität Dresden, 01062 Dresden, Germany, (Dated: December 8, 2022)

Motivated by experimental initiatives such as the Helmholtz International Beamline for Extreme Fields (HIBEF), we study Compton scattering of x-rays at electrons in a strong external field (e.g., a strong optical laser) with special emphasis on the polarization-changing (i.e., birefringent) contribution on the amplitude level. Apart from being a potential background process for the planned vacuum birefringence experiments, this effect could be used for diagnostic purposes. Since the birefringent signal from free electrons (i.e., without the external field) vanishes in forward direction, the ratio of the birefringent and the normal (polarization conserving) contribution yields information about the field strength at the interaction point.

I. INTRODUCTION

Besides the color and intensity of light, its polarization can also be used to obtain information about the viewed object. As a well known example, by placing a transparent object such as a plastic ruler between two polarization filters, one may visualize the lines of tension in the material. Modern technology allows us to transfer this concept to different regimes, for example the investigation of plasmas or even the vacuum with polarized x-rays on ultra-short time and length scales.

In the following, we investigate one of the most important elementary processes in this respect – the scattering of x-ray photons at electrons, usually referred to as Compton or Thomson scattering. Of course these processes have already been studied in numerous works theoretically and experimentally, see, e.g., [1–52]. Here, as motivated above, we place special emphasis on the polarization changing (i.e., birefringent) signal in or close to forward direction. Furthermore, in order to determine whether the scattering contributions from many electrons add up coherently or incoherently, we consider the scattering amplitudes (instead of probabilities or cross sections) and we do not average over the electron spins.

uout εout uin εin poutk_{out}k_{in}pin uout εout uin εin poutpink_{in}k_{out}

FIG. 1. Lowest-order Feynman diagrams for Thomson or Compton scattering of free electrons.

For free electrons as in Fig. 1, the birefringent signal vanishes in forward direction. Thus, we consider electrons under the influence of a strong external field such as an optical laser, where the birefringent signal in forward direction (in comparison to the normal, i.e., polarization conserving, contribution) allows us to infer the strength of the external field. Apart from this diagnostic purpose, the birefringent scattering of x-rays at electrons represents an important background process in planned experiments aiming at the detection of quantum vacuum birefringence, especially for the Coulomb-assisted case proposed in [53]. Thus, investigating this process is also important for estimating the background in these experiments.

II. FREE ELECTRONS

Let us first revisit the well-known case of free electrons, where the two lowest-order Feynman diagrams are depicted in Fig. 1. The associated amplitude reads (ℏ = c = 1)

A = ū_{out}Mu_{in} , (1)

where u_{in} and u_{out} are the initial and final electron spinors while the matrix M contains the Dirac structure

M = /ε_{in} q^2 /p_{in} − /k_{out} − m

/ε_{out} + /ε_{out} q^2 /p_{in} + /k_{in} − m

/ε_{in} (2)

in terms of the initial and final (linear) photon polarization vectors ε_{in} and ε_{out}, photon momenta k_{in} and k_{out}, as well as electron momenta p_{in} and p_{out}.

Using transversality k_{in} · ε_{in} = k_{out} · ε_{out} = 0 and the temporal gauge p_{in} · ε_{in} = p_{in} · ε_{out} = 0 with respect to the initial electron rest frame as well as (/p_{in} − m)u_{in} = 0, this matrix M can be simplified to M = − q^2 2 ( /ε_{in}/ε_{out}/k_{out} p_{in} · k_{out} + /ε_{out}/ε_{in}/k_{in} p_{in} · k_{in} ) . (3)

Very often the next step would be to consider the absolute value squared |A|^2 and to average over the initial and final electron spins (e.g., via the Casimir trick) and possibly even over the photon polarizations. However, here we are interested in the amplitudes and their dependence on electron spin and photon polarization.

Quite generally, an elegant way to proceed in this case is to split the matrix M into its scalar, pseudo-scalar, vector, axial-vector, and tensor part via

M = S + Pγ^5 + V_μγ^μ + A_μγ^μγ^5 + T_{μν} Σ^{μν} , (4)

where γ^5 = iγ^0γ^1γ^2γ^3 and Σ^{μν} = i[γ^μ, γ^ν ]/4, see [54]. As is well known, the 16 matrices 1, γ^5, γ^μ, γ^μγ^5, and Σ^{μν} form a complete basis set which is orthogonal with respect to the trace of their products. Thus, the coefficients can be obtained by multiplying the matrix M with the corresponding basis element and taking the trace S = tr{M}/4 and P = tr{Mγ^5}/4 etc.

For the matrix (3), we find S = P = T_{μν} = 0 and

V^μ = q^2 2 [ k_{out} · ε_{in} p_{in} · k_{out} ε^μ_{out} + k_{in} · ε_{out} p_{in} · k_{in} ε^μ_{in}

−ε_{in} · ε_{out} ( k^μ_{out} p_{in} · k_{out} + k^μ_{in} p_{in} · k_{in} )] (5) for the vector part, while the axial-vector term reads A_μ = iϵ_{μνρσ} q^2 2 ( k^ν_{out}ε^ρ_{in}ε^σ_{out} p_{in} · k_{out} − k^ν_{in}ε^ρ_{in}ε^σ_{out} p_{in} · k_{in} ) . (6)

At this point, we may already draw several important conclusions. Due to the anti-symmetry of the Levi-Civita symbol ϵ_{μνρσ} , the axial-vector term A_μ describes birefringent scattering with ε_{in} ≠ ε_{out}. Furthermore, this contribution vanishes in forward direction k_{in} = k_{out}. More precisely, in view of momentum conservation Δp = −Δk, this birefringent matrix element scales with (Δk)^2 such that the probability or differential cross section behaves as (Δk)^4. As another point, the matrix elements ū_{out}γ^μγ^5u_{in} strongly depend on the electron spins. More precisely, after averaging over the electron spins, the mean values of the amplitudes vanish. Thus, for unpolarized electrons, their scattering amplitudes would typically not add up coherently.

In contrast, the vector term V^μ does contain polarization conserving scattering with ε_{in} = ε_{out}. Actually, in forward direction k_{in} = k_{out}, only polarization conserving scattering is possible due to V^μ ∝ ε_{in} · ε_{out}. The vector term V^μ does also contain the classical limit: For μ = 0, the matrix element ū_{out}γ^μu_{in} simplifies to u^†_{out}u_{in} and is thus independent of the electron spins. As a result, the scattering amplitudes of many electrons would add up coherently, even if they are unpolarized.

This fact should not be too surprising as this term V^0 reproduces the classical limit of Thomson scattering. After transforming to the initial rest frame of the electrons p_{in} = (m, 0, 0, 0), we find

V^0 = −q^2 ε_{in} · ε_{out} m , (7)

which is just the amplitude for Thomson scattering.

III. FIELD-ASSISTED SCATTERING

After these preliminaries, let us study electrons under the influence of an external laser field. Assuming that the field is not too strong (see below), we consider the six lowest-order Feynman diagrams depicted in Fig. 2 where ε_L and k_L denote polarization and momentum of the laser photons. Using the same decomposition as in Eq. (4), we again find S = P = T_{μν} = 0. In principle, the remaining terms V^μ and A^μ can again be obtained via multiplying M with γ^μ and γ^μγ^5, respectively, and taking the trace. However, the resulting expressions are too long for a discussion of the general case.

FIG. 2. Lowest-order Feynman diagrams for Thomson or Compton scattering of electrons under the influence of an external laser field which is represented by the insertion of an additional photon line.

Thus, let us simplify the expressions by specifying them to relevant example cases. Without loss of generality (w.l.o.g.) we may transform to the initial rest frame of the electron p_{in} = (m, 0, 0, 0). Then, as motivated above, we focus on the birefringent signal in forward direction, i.e., we may set (again w.l.o.g.)

k_{in} = ω_{in}(1, 1, 0, 0) k_{out} = ω_{out}(1, 1, 0, 0) ε_{in} = (0, 0, 1, 0) ε_{out} = (0, 0, 0, 1) . (8)

Note that, in contrast to the case of free electrons, forward scattering does not imply k_{in} = k_{out} due to the energy ω_L of the additional laser photon. In view of the hierarchy m ≫ ω_{in} ≫ ω_L, we find ω_{out} ≈ ω_{in} ± ω_L, depending on whether the laser photon represents an incoming or an outgoing line. Here, we focus on the case ω_{out} ≈ ω_{in} +ω_L, but the other one ω_{out} ≈ ω_{in} −ω_L can be treated in complete analogy. The remaining momentum transfer Δp = O(ω_L) is taken up by the electron with small recoil energy O(ω^2_L/m).

A. Faraday scenario

After fixing the coordinate system according to Eq. (8), we have to specify the vectors ε_L and k_L associated to the optical laser. For optical materials, a well-known effect is Faraday rotation describing the change of light polarization due to a magnetic field oriented along the propagation axis. To study the analogue of this effect in our scenario, let us align the magnetic field of the optical laser with the x-ray propagation direction, i.e., the x axis. Then, the optical laser must propagate in an orthogonal direction, so let us choose the y axis such that

k_L = ω_L(1, 0, 1, 0) ε_L = (0, 0, 0, 1) . (9)

In this scenario, we find A^μ = 0 and

V^μ = q^3B_L 2ω_{in}(m + ω_L)m

(2, −1, −1, 0) , (10)

where B_L denotes the magnetic field strength of the optical laser. As in the previous Section II, the term V^0 yields the dominant contribution and reproduces the classical limit (discussed in the next Section).

Comparing Eqs. (7) and (10), we find that the leadingorder ratio between the birefringent A_⊥ and the normal (polarization conserving) amplitude A_‖ scales with the inverse of the combined Keldysh parameter

A_⊥ A_‖ ≈ qB_L mω_{in} (11)

which compares the strength B_L of the optical laser with the x-ray frequency ω_{in}. Since this ratio (11) is typically a small number, birefringent scattering is suppressed.

B. Cotton-Mouton scenario

In order to suppress birefringent scattering even further, let us consider another scenario where the x-ray propagates perpendicularly to the magnetic field of the optical laser, for example parallel to its electric field

k_L = ω_L(1, 0, 1, 0) ε_L = (0, 1, 0, 0) . (12)

In this case, there is no V^0 term

V^μ = q^3B_L 2ω_{in}(m + ω_L)m

(0, 0, 0, 1) , (13)

but we also get an axial-vector contribution

A^μ = q^3B_L 2ω_{in}(m + ω_L)m

(−i, 0, 0, 0) . (14)

Even though the pre-factor is the same as in Eq. (10), the matrix structure is very different. The matrix M determining the amplitude A = ū_{out}Mu_{in} only contains offdiagonal blocks and thus only products between the large and the small components of the bi-spinors ū_{out} and u_{in} contribute, leading to an additional suppression by ω_L/m in view of the momentum transfer Δp = O(ω_L). Thus, the birefringent amplitude is much stronger suppressed in this case

A_⊥ A_‖ = O ( qB_L mω_{in} ω_L m ) . (15)

In addition, the matrix elements determining the amplitude A = ū_{out}Mu_{in} depend on the electron spins. Thus, for unpolarized electrons, their amplitudes would not add up coherently – in contrast to the V^0 contribution in the Faraday scenario – which implies further suppression in the case of many electrons.

However, one should remember that this estimate (15) is based on the six lowest-order Feynman diagrams in Fig. 2, which include one vertex with the external field. Since ω_L/m is such a small number, it is possible that higher-order Feynman diagrams including two or more vertices with the external laser field, which would scale with O(q^4B^2_L) or higher, yield birefringent amplitudes A_⊥ larger than the one above – provided that the laser field B_L is strong enough, i.e., qB_L > ω_{in}ω_L.

IV. CLASSICAL SCATTERING

Let us compare the results of the full quantum calculation above (though only to lowest order) with the corresponding classical picture. First, we start with the non-relativistic equation of motion for the electron

mr̈ = q (E + ṙ × B) . (16)

As usual the scattering approach, we split the full electromagnetic field E and B into the strong external background field E_0 and B_0 plus the weaker contributions E_1 and B_1 from the x-ray

E = E_0 + E_1 , B = B_0 + B_1 , (17)

and analogously for the electron trajectory

r = r_0 + r_1 , (18)

where r_0 is supposed to be a solution to the equation of motion (16) in the background field E_0 and B_0. Then we may linearize the full equation of motion (16) in the first-order quantities E_1, B_1, and r_1

mr̈_1 = q (E_1 + ṙ_1 × B_0 + ṙ_0 × B_1) +qr_1 · ∇ (E_0 + ṙ_0 × B_0) . (19)

The solution of this linear equation for r_1(t) then allows us to infer the emitted (i.e., scattered) radiation.

A. Magnetic Field

As motivated by the Faraday scenario in Sec. III A, let us first consider the case of a pure magnetic field, i.e., E_0 = 0, which we take to be constant for simplicity B_0 = const. This case admits the simple zeroth-order solution r_0 = 0 and thus we find

mr̈_1 = q (E_1 + ṙ_1 × B_0) . (20)

In principle, for a driving term qE_1 which is harmonically oscillating with the x-ray frequency ω_{in}, this set of linear equations can be solved exactly. However, in order to compare the classical approach to the results of the previous Section, we use a perturbative solution strategy.

Assuming that qB_0/(mω_{in}) is small, cf. Eq. (11), we may expand the solution r_1 of Eq. (20) in terms of this small parameter. The zeroth-order solution

r_1 = − qE_1 mω^2_{in} [ 1 + O ( qB_0 mω_{in} )] (21)

just oscillates in the same direction as the incoming x-ray field E_1 and thus emits radiation with the same polarization. As a result, it corresponds to the normal (polarization conserving) amplitude A_‖ from Eq. (7), i.e., Thomson scattering.

The next order, on the other hand,

mδr̈_1 = qṙ_1 × B_0 ⇝ δr_1 ∝ q^2E_1 × B_0 m^2ω^3_{in}

(22)

describes oscillations orthogonal to the incoming x-ray field E_1 which lead to the emission of radiation with the other polarization. Ergo, it yields the birefringent amplitude A_⊥ to lowest order and thus the ratio of the birefringent and normal signals reads (to lowest order)

A_⊥ A_‖ = qe_{in} × B_0 mω_{in} · e_{out} , (23)

with the initial and final x-ray polarizations e_{in} and e_{out}.

With this simple classical picture, we can already explain the leading-order result (11) of the Faraday scenario in Sec. III A. For the Cotton-Mouton scenario in Sec. III B, the above expression (23) vanishes – which means that we have to include higher orders in qB_0/(mω_{in}). One way to obtain them could be to iterate the above procedure via

r_1 = − qE_1 mω^2_{in} + q^2Ė_1 × B_0 m^2ω^4_{in} + q^3([E_1 + ṙ_1 × B_0] × B_0) × B_0 m^3ω^4_{in}

. (24)

Even if the magnetic field is orthogonal to the x-ray propagation direction such that (e_{in} × B_0) · e_{out} = 0, the second-order term (E_1 × B_0) × B_0 from the second line of Eq. (24) could still yield a non-vanishing contribution. In this case, the birefringent amplitude scales as

A_⊥ A_‖ = q^2([e_{in} × B_0] × B_0) · e_{out} m^2ω^2_{in}

. (25)

In the quantum calculation, this term would correspond to Feynman diagrams including two vertices with the external field, which is the reason why we do not see this contribution in Eqs. (13) and (14). Still, as already mentioned in Sec. III B, this second-order contribution (25) could exceed to first-order term (15). In this case, if the goal is to suppress birefringent scattering from electrons as much as possible, one could eliminate this contribution (25) by aligning the magnetic field B_0 with the polarization direction e_{in} of the incoming x-rays.

B. General Case

To conclude this Section, let us briefly discuss the other terms in Eq. (19). In principle, the terms including ṙ_0 can be eliminated by transforming to the (instantaneous) rest frame of the electrons. However, this is only a valid approximation if the change of the velocity ṙ_0 due to the acceleration by the external field E_0 and B_0 can be neglected during the scattering process. Note that the relevant figure of merit is again the combined Keldysh parameter qE_0/(mω_{in}) as in Eq. (11), which measures how much the electron is accelerated during one x-ray period.

Assuming that this parameter is small enough and transforming to the electron rest frame, the gradient term q(r_1 · ∇)E_0 remains. For an optical laser, this gradient is very small O(ω_L) but for the Coulomb fields of nuclei, for example, the gradients can be much larger if the distances between the electrons and the nuclei are small enough. Since the polarization of the emitted radiation stemming from this term is set by the direction of the Coulomb field E_0 at the electron position instead of the incoming x-ray field E_0, this contribution can also lead to birefringent scattering. However, if the electrons are randomly distributed around the nuclei, their scattering amplitudes would not add up coherently.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We studied the Compton scattering of x-rays at electrons with special emphasis on the birefringent signal in forward direction. Furthermore, in order to determine whether the scattering amplitudes from many (typically unpolarized) electrons would add up coherently or not, we consider amplitudes instead of probabilities (or cross sections) and their dependence on the electrons spins. An elegant way to do this is to split the Dirac matrix into its scalar S, pseudo-scalar P, vector V_μ, axial-vector A_μ, and tensor T_{μν} contributions. For the cases considered here only the vector V_μ and axial-vector A_μ parts are non-zero.

For free electrons, there is no birefringent scattering in forward direction where only the vector term V_μ survives. The axial-vector part A_μ would describe birefringent scattering, but it vanishes in forward direction. This absence of birefringence in forward direction can be illuminated via the following intuitive picture. If birefringent scattering was present, it would also be possible to transform an incoming left-circularly polarized photon into an outgoing right-circularly polarized one. This would correspond to a change in angular momentum of 2ℏ (oriented along the propagation direction). Since a flip of the internal electron spin s = ±ℏ/2 can only account for half of that value, the rest should be compensated by orbital angular momentum. However, in forward direction, there is no momentum transfer to the (free) electron and thus this is not possible.

For electrons under the influence of an external field, on the other hand, this picture changes as the scattering process can now involve at least one additional laser photon, which carries extra angular momentum and leads to a non-vanishing momentum transfer (electron recoil), even in forward direction. Consistent with this picture, we find birefringent scattering in forward direction for electrons within an external field, i.e., an optical laser.

For the Faraday scenario where the external magnetic field is aligned with the x-ray propagation direction, the axial-vector A_μ part vanishes. The vector contribution V_μ remains non-zero and does describe birefringent scattering. As a result, comparing normal (polarizationconserving) and birefringent scattering yields information about the external field strength – which could be exploited for diagnostic purposes. Note that the amount of birefringent scattering is not governed by the Keldysh or laser parameter qE_L/(mω_L) of the optical laser itself but rather by the combined Keldysh or laser parameter qE_L/(mω_{in}) which compares the strength of the optical laser with the x-ray frequency.

For the Cotton-Mouton scenario where the x-ray propagates orthogonal to the external magnetic field, the firstorder birefringent scattering amplitude is further suppressed by an additional factor of ω_L/m. Furthermore, there is another important difference to the Faraday case: As for free electrons, the V_0 term corresponds to the classical limit in the Faraday scenario. Hence the leadingorder amplitude does not depend on the electron spins and thus the amplitudes of many electrons can add up coherently. In contrast, the leading-order amplitude in the Cotton-Mouton scenario has vanishing V_0 and does depend on the electron spins – resulting in an incoherent superposition (for unpolarized electrons).

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank C. Schubert, C. Kohlfürst, D. Seipt and U. Hernandez Acosta for valuable discussions. R. S. acknowledges support by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) – Project-ID 278162697– SFB 1242. M. D. is grateful for support by Helmholtz-Zentrum Dresden-Rossendorf High Potential Program.

[1] J. J. Thomson, Conduction of Electricity through Gases (Cambridge Univ. Press, 1906).

[2] Vachaspati, Harmonics in the scattering of light by free electrons, Phys. Rev. 128 (1962) 664.

[3] L. S. Brown and T. W. B. Kibble, Interaction of intense laser beams with electrons, Phys. Rev. 133 (1964) A705.

[4] E. S. Sarachik and G. T. Schappert, Classical theory of the scattering of intense laser radiation by free electrons, Phys. Rev. D 1 (1970) 2738.

[5] E. Esarey, S. K. Ride and P. Sprangle, Nonlinear Thomson scattering of intense laser pulses from beams and plasmas, Phys. Rev. E 48 (1993) 3003.

[6] F. V. Hartemann, High-intensity scattering processes of relativistic electrons in vacuum, Phys. Plasmas 5 (1998) 2037.

[7] W. R. Johnson, J. Nilsen, and K. T. Cheng, Thomson scattering in the average-atom approximation, Phys. Rev. E. 86 (2012) 036410.

[8] S-Y Chen, A. Maksimchuk and D. Umstadter, Experimental observation of relativistic nonlinear Thomson scattering, Nature 396 (1998) 653.

[9] A. H. Compton, A Quantum Theory of the Scattering of X-rays by Light Elements, Phys. Rev. 21 (1923) 483.

[10] A. H. Compton, The Spectrum of Scattered X-Rays, Phys.

Rev. 22 (1923) 101.

[11] G. E. M. Jauncey, A Corpuscular Quantum Theory of the Scattering of X-rays by Light Elements, Phys. Rev. 22 (1923) 233.

[12] A. H. Compton and C. F. Hagenow, A Measurement of the Polarization of Secondary X-Rays, J. Opt. Soc. Am. 8 (1924) 487.

[13] R. de L. Kronig, On the Theory of Dispersion of X-Rays, J. Opt. Soc. Am. 12 (1926) 547.

[14] F. Bloch, Contribution to the Theory of the Compton- Line, Phys. Rep. 46 (1934) 674.

[15] F. Mandl and T. H. R. Skyrme, The theory of the double Compton effect, Proceedings of the Royal Society of London. Series A, Mathematical and Physical Sciences 215 (1952) 497.

[16] P. Eisenberger and P. M. Platzman, Compton Scattering of X Rays from Bound Electrons, Phys. Rev. A 2 (1970) 415.

[17] R. Ribberfors, Relationship of the relativistic Compton cross section to the momentum distribution of bound electron states, Phys. Rev. B 12 (1975) 2067; Erratum: Phys. Rev. B 13 (1976) 950.

[18] F. Ehlotzky, X-ray scattering in the presence of a strong laser field, Optics Communications 25 (1978) 221.

[19] A. I. Akhiezer and N. P. Merenkov, Scattering of a photon by an electron moving in the field of a plane periodic electromagnetic wave, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 88 (1985) 72.

[20] F. Ehlotzky, On Compton scattering in intense laser fields, J. Phys. B: Atom. Mol. Phys. 20 (1987) 2619.

[21] F. Ehlotzky, Scattering of X-rays by relativistic electrons in a strong laser field, J. Phys. B: Atom. Mol. Phys. 22 (1989) 601.

[22] P. M. Bergstrom, Jr., T. Surić, K. Pisk, and R. H. Pratt, Compton scattering of photons from bound electrons: Full relativistic independent-particle-approximation calculations, Phys. Rev. A 48 (1993) 1134.

[23] M. J. Cooper, Compton scattering and electron momentum determination, Rep. Prog. Phys. 48 (1985) 415.

[24] B. Altschul, Compton scattering in the presence of Lorentz and CPT violation, Phys. Rev. D 70 (2004) 056005.

[25] M. D. Eisaman, J. Fan, A. Migdall, and S. V. Polyakov, Invited Review Article: Single-photon sources and detectors, Review of Scientific Instruments 82 (2011) 071101.

[26] G. A. Krafft and G. Priebe, Compton Sources of Electromagnetic Radiation, Rev. Accl. Sci. Tech. 03 (2010) 147.

[27] R. H. Pratt et al, Compton scattering revisited, Radiation Physics and Chemistry 79 (2010) 124.

[28] H. W. Grießhammer, J. A. McGovern, D. R. Phillips, and G. Feldman, Using Effective Field Theory to analyse low-energy Compton scattering data from protons and light nuclei, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 67 (2012) 841.

[29] K. Krajewska and J. Z. Kamiński, Compton process in intense short laser pulses, Phys. Rev. A 85 (2012) 062102.

[30] D. Seipt and B. Kämpfer, Laser-assisted Compton scattering of X-ray photons, Phys. Rev. A 89 (2014) 023433.

[31] C. Bula et al., Observation of Nonlinear Effects in Compton Scattering, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76 (1996) 3116.

[32] C. Bamber et al., Studies of nonlinear QED incollisions of 46.6 GeV electrons with intense laser pulses, Phys. Rev. D 60 (1999) 092004.

[33] J. M. Cole et al., Experimental Evidence of Radiation Reaction in the Collision of a High-Intensity Laser Pulse with a Laser-Wakefield Accelerated Electron Beam, Phys. Rev. X 8 (2018) 011020.

[34] C. Liu et al, Generation of 9 MeV γ-rays by all-laser-driven Compton scattering with second-harmonic laser light, Opt. Lett. 39 (2014) 4132.

[35] F. Del Gaudio, T. Grismayer, R. A. Fonseca, and L.

O. Silva, Compton scattering in particle-in-cell codes, J. Plasma Phys. 86 (2020) 905860516.

[36] A. Venkatesh and F. Robicheaux, Simulation of nonlinear Compton scattering from bound electrons, Phys. Rev. A 101 (2020) 013409.

[37] F. Mackenroth and A. Di Piazza, Nonlinear Compton scattering in ultrashort laser pulses Phys. Rev. A 83 (2016) 032106.

[38] A. Di Piazza, M. Tamburini, S. Meuren, and C. H. Keitel, Implementing nonlinear Compton scattering beyond the local-constant-field approximation, Phys. Rev. A 98 (2018) 012134.

[39] A. Ilderton, B. King, and D. Seipt, Extended locally constant field approximation for nonlinear Compton scattering, Phys. Rev. A 99, (2019) 042121.

[40] F. Mackenroth, N. Kumar, N. Neitz, and C. H. Keitel, Nonlinear Compton scattering of an ultraintense laser pulse in a plasma, Phys. Rev. E 99 (2019) 033205.

[41] U. Hernandez Acosta, A. Otto, B. Kämpfer, and A. I.

Titov, Nonperturbative signatures of nonlinear Compton scattering, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 116016.

[42] T. Heinzl, B. King, and A. J. MacLeod, Locally monochromatic approximation to QED in intense laser fields, Phys. Rev. A 102 (2020) 063110.

[43] D. Seipt and B. King, Spin- and polarization-dependent locally-constant-field-approximation rates for nonlinear Compton and Breit-Wheeler processes, Phys. Rev. A 102 (2020) 052805.

[44] A. Di Piazza, Unveiling the transverse formation length of nonlinear Compton scattering, Phys. Rev. A 103 (2021) 012215.

[45] B. King, Interference effects in nonlinear Compton scattering due to pulse envelope, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 036018.

[46] S. Ahrens and C-P Sun, Spin in Compton scattering with pronounced polarization dynamics, Phys. Rev. A 96 (2017) 063407.

[47] T. G. Blackburn, D. Seipt, S. S. Bulanov, and M. Marklund,Benchmarking semiclassical approaches to strongfield QED: Nonlinear Compton scattering in intense laser pulses, Phys. Plasmas 25 (2018) 083108.

[48] Y.-F. Li, R.-T. Guo, R. Shaisultanov, K. Z. Hatsagortsyan,and J.-X. Li, Electron Polarimetry with Nonlinear Compton Scattering, Phys. Rev. Applied 12 (2019) 014047.

[49] A. Ilderton, B. King, and S. Tang, Toward the observation of interference effects in nonlinear Compton scattering, Phys. Lett. B 804 (2020) 135410.

[50] B. Kämpfer and A. I. Titov, Impact of laser polarization on q-exponential photon tails in nonlinear Compton scattering, Phys. Rev. A 103 (2021) 033101.

[51] N Ahmadiniaz, V. M. Guzmán, F. Bastianelli, O. Corradini, J. P. Edwards and C. Schubert, Worldline master formulas for the dressed electron propagator. Part 2. On-shell amplitudes, Journal of High Energy Physics. 01 (2022) 050.

[52] E. G. Gelfer, A.M. Fedotov, A. A. Mironov, and S.

Weber, Nonlinear Compton scattering in time-dependent electric fields beyond the locally constant crossed field approximation, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 056013.

[53] N. Ahmadiniaz, M. Bussmann, T. E. Cowan, A. Debus, T. kluge and R. Schützhold, Observability of Coulombassisted quantum vacuum birefringence, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) L011902.

[54] M. I. Krivoruchenko, Transitional currents of spin-1/2 particles, Physics-Uspekhi 37 (1994) 601.