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Growth rate of self-sustained QED cascades induced by intense lasers
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It was suggested [A. R. Bell & J. G. Kirk, PRL 101, 200403 (2008)] that an avalanche of electron-
positron pairs can be triggered in the laboratory by a standing wave generated by intense laser
fields. Here, we present a general solution to the long-standing problem of the avalanche growth
rate calculation. We provide a simple formula that we apply to the case of the standing wave created
by two circularly polarized lasers and demonstrate that it allows to predict the particle yield for the
full range of intensity able to generate an avalanche. We account for the damping of the growth
rate due to pair migration from the region of prolific generation and show that above a threshold in
intensity, this effect is negligible. The growth rate calculation allows us to predict when abundant
pair production will induce a back-reaction on the generating field due to plasma collective effects
and screening. Our model shows excellent agreement with self-consistent PIC simulations and can be
applied to study the generation of electron-positron pair avalanches in realistic field configurations
to plan future experiments at ultra-high-intensity laser facilities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Relativistic electron-positron pair (or QED) plasma is
a state of matter that is believed to be responsible for
multiple striking and yet not fully explained astrophys-
ical phenomena. It can be generated in the vicinity of
compact objects such as black holes [1, 2] or neutron stars
[3] and pulsars [4-6]. Interactions with such QED plasma
can be the source of prominent hard cosmic radiation in
Gamma Ray Bursts and in bright gamma flashes from rel-
ativistic jets [7-10]. Abundant production of e"e™ pairs
can take place in cascade processes developing in polar
caps of a rotating compact star [2, 11]. This mechanism
opens a path to explain the nature of radio-pulsar emis-
sion [12, 13] and the source for plasma populating the
magnetosphere of a star and the magnetic reconnection
layer [14-16].

A laboratory study of dense relativistic electron-
positron pair plasma would facilitate a breakthrough in
our understanding of the impact of QED effects in as-
trophysical phenomena. However, the generation of such
plasma appears to be exceptionally challenging [17, 18].
The first observation of a neutral e~ et plasma state was
reported only a few years ago [19], and the first investiga-
tion of collective behaviour was done very recently [20].
Still, in both cases, the density of electrons and positrons,
generated via the Bethe-Heitler process, barely reached
the value high enough to form a plasma.

A prospective path to obtaining e~”e™ plasma in the
laboratory lies in using super-strong electromagnetic
(EM) fields, for example, generated with ultra-high in-
tensity lasers [21-25]. When interacting with elementary
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particles, such fields can induce a wide variety of non-
linear strong-field QED (SFQED) phenomena by shar-
ing N >> 1 soft photons ~y;, with e* [26-30]. The two
leading order effects are the nonlinear inverse Compton
scattering (for brevity, Compton emission) e + Ny —
e +~ and the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler pair production’
v+ N~r — e~ +et. The strong-field QED treatment of
these processes is essential when the field experienced by
a relativistic particle in its rest frame? is comparable to
the critical field of QED Es = m?c®/(eh), where m and
—e are the electron mass and charge, respectively. Se-
quential Compton emissions and Breit-Wheeler pair pro-
ductions can lead to cascades.

Cascades can be generated as shower-type events by
incident high-energy particles in a strong field [31-33].
According to the estimates [25, 34, 35], the shower parti-
cle yield is defined by the energy input from the incident
bunch. The configuration envisioned in this scheme is
similar to Bethe-Heitler process-based setups [36], with
the only difference that in the former the field is provided
by high-Z nuclei. In the classical limit (namely, in weak
fields or at low particle energy), the Compton emission
describes classical radiation by a charge, while the Breit-
Wheeler process is suppressed [37]. This naturally limits
the shower multiplicity.

Strong EM fields can induce a different phenomenon
originally predicted by Bell & Kirk [38]: electron-seeded
avalanche-type (or self-sustained) QED cascades. They
can be triggered by low-energy electrons injected into the
strong field region (illustrated in Fig. 1). The initial and
secondary charged particles experience ongoing accelera-
tion by the field, which restores their energy in between

1 For brevity, we omit the word ‘nonlinear’ throughout the paper
when referring to both these processes.
2 For a photon of frequency w~ in the laboratory frame, the anal-

ogous frame can be defined as the one where ﬁw,’y = mc2.
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of an avalanche-type cas-
cade. Blue and yellow balls show e® and v, respectively. The
initial electron is injected into the focus of a CP standing wave
formed by two counterpropagating laser beams. The field at
electric antinode accelerates initial and secondary et in the
direction transverse to the optical axis. This acceleration ren-
ders the onset and further development of the cascade with
prolific production of e*e™ pairs.

hard photon emissions, therefore sustaining the cascade.
In an avalanche triggered even by few seed electrons, the
number of produced e~ e pairs can rapidly exponentiate
with time and field strength [39, 40]. The process is ac-
companied by a bright gamma-flash [41]. Such cascades
induced by lasers can hence mimic the processes develop-
ing in the polar caps of rotating neutron stars [2, 11, 12].

The avalanche-type cascades can onset in alternating
electric fields that are strong enough [42]. The suit-
able configurations include electric antinodes of stand-
ing waves formed by two counterpropagating laser beams
of an optical frequency and circularly [39, 43-45] or lin-
early [46, 47] polarized; a multi-beam setup [48, 49] and
a dipole wave as its limiting case [41]; a single ultra-
intense beam focused in vacuum [42] or reflected from a
plasma mirror [50]; irradiation of a solid [51-53], a plasma
slab [54, 55], or a gas target [56, 57], vortex laser pulses
[58] (for a more detailed review see Refs. [26-28]). Sim-
ulations show that an electron-positron plasma can be
generated in a single laser shot and reach a high den-
sity demonstrating collective effects [22, 59-61] or even
screening the field [45, 51, 62—64].

Simulations for the mentioned setups show that
the intensity required for initiating an electron-seeded
avalanche-type cascade is of the order of 102 W /cm? for
a femtosecond optical laser pulse. Intensities approach-
ing this value are anticipated to be within the reach of
the new generation of multi-petawatt laser facilities, such
as Apollon [65], ELI-Beamlines [66], CoReLS [67], and
more worldwide [68-72]. The record intensity of ~ 1023
W /cm? was recently reported [73], and increasing efforts

are invested to reach 1024-10% W/cm? in the near future
[74-7T].

In this work, we address two general questions:
(i) What is the scaling of the particle yield with the field
strength in an avalanche-type cascade developing in a
realistic field configuration? and (ii) What are the re-
quirements to reach plasma densities in such cascades?
Assuming that initial electrons are already injected in
the strong field, the cascade development splits into the
onset and exponential phases, with the majority of parti-
cles produced in the latter. While the general onset con-
ditions seem clear from the theoretical viewpoint [42], a
universal model for the exponential growth rate of parti-
cles is lacking.

Most of the progresses in the theory of avalanche-type
cascades were made for a uniform rotating electric field
(for brevity, we refer to it as ‘rotating FE-field’). This
field corresponds to the electric antinode (FE-antinode)
of a circularly polarized (CP) standing wave formed by
two counterpropagating laser beams. It was initially es-
timated in Refs. [40, 43] that cascades can develop in
fields of the order ~ aFg, which corresponds to inten-
sity ~ 102> W/cm? for an optical laser field. Here,
a = e%/(4meghc) ~ 1/137 is the fine structure constant.
Yet, simulations show [26, 45] that cascades can be trig-
gered at fields lower by an order of magnitude, and the
resulting growth rate of e~ e’ pairs matches the predic-
tion of Refs. [40, 43] only at very high fields. Subsequent
works [45, 46, 63] provide some phenomenological models
improving this estimate in (relatively) low- and high-field
regimes, and Ref. [78] in the mid-range. However, these
results do not provide a general dependence on the field
strength valid in the full range and are limited to the
model of a rotating E-field.

Another effect that is not treated in the above-
mentioned models and will be discussed in this paper, is
particle migration. In realistic field configurations, par-
ticles can escape from the strong field region, e.g. as
observed at the F-antinode in a standing wave [79, 80].
This proves important in the low field regime where mi-
gration can reduce the overall e~e™ pair yield [47].

Under the semiclassic approximation, the kinetic ap-
proach provides a general basis for describing the particle
distribution evolution in cascades [43, 62, 81, 82]. Indeed,
common numerical approaches solve kinetic equations in
the Monte-Carlo scheme or particle-in-cell codes. The
latter allows accounting for plasma effects by consistent
treatment of the Vlasov and Maxwell equations [83]. No-
tably, a kinetic description also allows to account for spin
effects [84-86].

We adopt the kinetic approach for an ab-initio deriva-
tion of the particle growth rate expression in an
avalanche-type cascade and rigorously define the approxi-
mations in use. Moreover, this approach allows us to the-
oretically account for particle migration and highlight its
effect on the growth rate. We focus on cascades develop-
ing in the CP standing wave configuration, however, we
believe that our considerations can be generalised to the



wide class of fields considered in Ref. [42].

We leave aside the nontrivial question of injecting the
initial electrons [87, 88] and assume that they are lo-
cated in the strong field region. Let us mention that
seeding can be implemented by using a high-energy elec-
tron bunch [44, 89], ionizing a jet of high-Z atoms [56],
or solid targets [21, 52]. At extreme fields, seed electrons
can be created due to Schwinger e~e™ pair production,
which can become feasible due to the large volume of the
focal spot [49, 90]. As we aim at finding the field scaling
of the avalanche-type cascade growth rate, for simplicity,
we omit the Schwinger effect, as well as spin contribution
in the current work.

The paper is organized as follows. At the beginning of
Sec. IT we introduce our notations and give an overview
of the approximations in use. In Sec. IT A we present the
probability rates of the basic processes. In Sec. I1B, fol-
lowing Ref. [42], we postulate the semiclassic short-time
dynamics of a single electron in a general accelerating
field. This is then used in Sec. II C to define the charac-
teristic time between Compton emissions for the electron
and to find the key parameters entering in the emission
process. In Sec. IID we discuss the related asymptotic
limits. Section III is devoted to our major result, namely,
the master equations for the particle numbers and the
general formula for the avalanche-type cascade growth
rate (taking into account particle migration) in Sec. IIT A,
the effective model for the growth rate in Sec. III B, and
its low- and high-field limits in Sec. IIIC. In Sec. 1V,
we apply our model to study avalanches developing in a
CP standing EM wave at relatively low- and mid-range
fields and test the model against simulations performed
with the PIC-QED code SMILEI [91]. Section IV A con-
tains details about the numerical setup and data analysis,
while in Sec. IV B discuss the physical results and vali-
date our model. Section V A continues this discussion
for high fields, and in Sec. VB we compare our results
with previous works. In Sec. VI we apply our model to
identify the field parameters at which the plasma state
can be reached in avalanche-type cascades in a rotating
E-field and test the model against PIC simulations. In
Sec. VII we summarise and discuss our results.

II. PARTICLE DYNAMICS IN A CASCADE

The interaction of a relativistic particle (electron,
positron, or photon) with a strong EM field can be
characterized by two parameters. First, by the parti-

J

dWCS('Yea Xe»'}/’y) 1 «

cle Lorentz factor 7. for e* or by the normalized energy
vy = hw,/mc? for a photon with frequency w,. Second,
by the invariant quantum dynamical parameter combin-
ing the electron® or photon momentum Pe,, and the elec-

3 Hereinafter, we treat electrons and positrons identically, and for
brevity refer to both as just ‘electrons’ unless mentioned explic-
itly.

tric and magnetic field components E and B:

1
Xey = Eis \/(’yeﬁE 1 ey X B)2 — (e - E)2’ (1)

where u. 4 = pe,/(mc). For an electron, x. equals the
rest frame field strength in the units of the QED critical
field Eg = m2c3/(eh).

Parameter (1) allows to assess when the quantum ef-
fects in the interaction of a particle with an external EM
field need to be considered. They become important at
Xe,y 2 1. As mentioned in the introduction, we con-
sider two leading order field-induced effects: the nonlin-
ear Compton emission and nonlinear Breit-Wheeler pro-
cess. In this work, we adopt the probability rates for
these processes within the locally constant field approx-
imation (LCFA) [37, 92-94]. It implies that the rates
depend only on the field strength at the local position
of the incoming relativistic particle, and the field is close
to the constant crossed EM field in the particle reference
frame [26, 37]. Furthermore, in a quantum process, the
produced and scattered particles propagate collinearly to
the incoming one.

It should be noted, that the LCFA breaks if one of the
particles in the process is nonrelativistic or the transverse
field seen by the particle is relatively low [95] (see more
discussions in Refs. [96-103]. However, the LCFA is rea-
sonable for modeling avalanche-type cascades, as under
optimal conditions for their onset, such events are rare
and also do not contribute to the cascade particle growth
rate [42, 95].

A. Photon emission and pair creation probability
rates

The differential probability rate for an electron with
the Lorentz factor v, and quantum parameter y. to emit
a photon with energy within the interval me? x (7,7, +
dvy) is given by

where 7¢ = h/(mc?) is the Compton time, and we defined p = 2£/[3x.(1

=8, &£ =Vy/Ye = Xv/Xe. Kn are the n-th

order modified Bessel functions of the second kind. Note that the x-parameter is conserved, xe = X~ + XL, where x/,
corresponds to the scattered electron. The differential probability rate for a photon with v, and x, to produce a pair



of e~e™, so that either e~ or eT gets energy within the interval mc? x (e, e + d7e), reads:
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where ' = 2(/[3x~(1 — )], { = Ye/7y = Xe/X» and Xy = Xe + x.. Here, x. and x., correspond to the electron and

positron.

The total probability rates Wes (e, Xe), Waw(X~,7+) are
obtained by integrating out the final particle energies or,
equivalently, & and (:

! AWes(Ves Xes
Wcs(’YeaXe) = /0 (Vdgx Vy)dfa (4)
b AW (Xy Y3 Ve
WBV\'(X'Y”Y’Y) = /0 (E’Z ’V’Y i )dg (5)

In the asymptotic case, they can be simplified:

« 1'44X67 Xe K 1;
WCS(’YE?XE) ~ TC’Y X 1 46 2/3 (6)
€ . XE I Xe >> 17
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X~ > 1.

The probability rates and the product spectrum width
grow with the x-parameter of the incoming particle (if
the Lorentz factor is fixed). On the other hand, the x-
parameter is shared among the products in each quantum
event, so its value decreases for subsequent particle gen-
eration. As a result, if a high-energy particle in a laser
field triggers a cascade, at some point it will stop unless
the x-parameter increases again during the particle prop-
agation in between the quantum events [33, 44]. For this
reason, the multiplicity of shower-type cascades is de-
fined by the energy of incident particles, as x decreases
for each generation of secondary particles.

B. x. time dependence in accelerating fields

The key idea of the avalanche-type cascade mecha-
nism is that in between emission events electrons are
re-accelerated by the field, which restores a high value
of xe. Then the cascade will be sustained as long as par-
ticles experience a strong field. The mean free path time
of an electron or a photon in an external EM field can
be estimated as the inverse total probability rate W3k, .
Let w™! be the time scale of the field variation. For a
particle in a prolific cascade, we expect that wW L, <1
[38, 40], i.e. multiple quantum events take place during
a field cycle. The cascade overall properties, such as the
particle number growth rate and spectra, are defined by
the single-particle x. evolution at the time scale wt < 1.

Let us consider an electron (seed or secondary) in a
strong accelerating field. The evolution of 7. and x. at

(

wt < 1 can be written explicitly as proposed in Ref. [42]:

eet
e(t) >~ —, 8
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€2weff 2
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Xelt) = Gt ©)

where, in simple terms, ¢ x E can be regarded as the
electric field strength E experienced by the electron at
its initial position, and the effective frequency weg o< w
represents the time and length scale of the field varia-
tion. The full expressions for € and weg are presented in
Appendix A. Let us note here that € is Lorentz-invariant
and defined as the electric field in the frame where the
electric and magnetic components are parallel or one of
them vanishes [37, 104]. The effective frequency weg is
defined via the local field derivatives and vanishes for a
constant field. The combination wegt? is also invariant.
Equations (8) and (9) are general for a wide class of
EM fields, and are valid under the following assumptions:

(i) the particle dynamics is semiclassic, namely, pho-
tons propagate along straight lines and electron
motion satisfies the Lorentz equations. This holds
for subcritical fields, £ < Eg, which is relevant for
laser beams and astrophysical applications;

(ii) the field components at the initial position of the
electron satisfy the condition £ > c¢B. We refer to
such configurations as to fields of electric type.

(iii) by the time moment of emission W ! < w™!, the
energy gained by the electron from the field is high
compared to its initial energy (i.e. particles rapidly
‘forget’ their initial conditions).

Then the electron trajectory can be approximated and
substituted in Eq. (1), which results in Eqs. (9). We
provide some details about the derivation in Appendix A,
which follows Ref. [42].

It is important to note that fields with £ = ¢B or
E < ¢B (so-called null and magnetic-type fields) do not
fulfil the conditions for sustaining the cascade. In both
cases, X. does not increase as the electron propagates,
and therefore they are not favourable for the avalanche-

type cascade development?.

4 A remarkable exception is cascading in pulsar polar caps where
curved magnetic lines extend over very large distances. The
photons resulting from curvature radiation experience increasing
transverse magnetic field as they propagate, and hence x~ grows,
which in turn can supply the cascade development [11-13].



One of the suitable configurations is the electric
antinode of a standing wave formed by two counter-
propagating circularly polarized (CP) laser beams [39,
40, 43, 45, 46, 52, 53, 62], where the magnetic field is
absent and the electric component is close to a uniform
rotating electric field:

E = Ej [cos(wt)E + sin(wt)F], (10)
with £, = 0, B = 0. In this case, one has ¢ = Ej,
wer = w/2, and Egs. (8)-(9) read [40, 43, 62]:

eFot ngtz

t) >~ t) >~ .
’-Ye( ) me 9 X@( ) QE%TC

(11)

C. Characteristic 7. and x. at emission

Once the evolution of y. for the accelerated electron is
determined, it can be used to calculate the time instant of
photon emission and the corresponding values of v, and
Xe at this moment. These quantities identify whether the
electron-seeded cascade can onset [42] and the particle
growth rate (as we will show in Sec. III).

In a prolific avalanche-type cascade, the number of par-
ticles rapidly exponentiates with time and therefore is
sensitive to small variations of the parameters that en-
ter in the growth rate. For this reason, in our model,
we go beyond the simple estimate for the electron mean
free path time as the inverse emission rate, W;'. Let us
introduce the characteristic time of electron propagation
between photon emissions tep:

tem
/ Wes(t)dt := 1, (12)
0

where Wes(t) = Wes(Ve(t), xe(t)), and v, (f) and x. () are
given by Egs. (8)-(9). It is convenient to introduce the
corresponding characteristic values:

Yem = Ve(tem)v Xem = Xe(tem)a (13)

obtained by substituting te,, into Egs. (8)-(9). As we will
show, the cascading regime is characterised by Xem. Let
us stress here, that ten, Yem, and xem depend only on the
field parameters via € and wef:

€, Weff H> {tcma VYem Xcm}~ (14)

In view of Egs. (8)-(9), Xem can be chosen as an in-
dependent variable instead of t.,, (assuming that e and
wer are nonzero). In particular, by inverting Eq. (9) and
passing to the corresponding variable in Eq. (12), we can
rewrite the latter in the Lorentz-invariant form:

/Xem dX TCWCS(]-7X) _ € (15)
0 2arx aEg’

where we moved the physical parameters to the RHS,
and the integrand in the LHS is a dimensionless special
function of x (note that the dependence on « cancels in
the LHS as Wgs o< «). This expression defines xenm (that
is Lorentz invariant) in the electron reference frame. As
one may notice, Yem is independent of weg.

10° / laEyg Eg
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Figure 2. The emission characteristic time ten, and the corre-
sponding values Yem and xem [see Egs. (12)-(13)] as functions
of Fy for an electron-seeded cascade in a uniform rotating
electric field (solid lines). The dot-dashed lines show the low-
and high-field asymptotic behavior. The short-time dynam-
ics model given in Egs. (8)-(9) is valid in the unshaded area,
where wtem < 1. Thin dashed lines in the bottom panel show
the field strength at which yem = 1 and 10. The vertical
green line Fy = aFEg corresponds to eEy/(mcw) == 2400 and
the vertical red line Ey = Es — to eEy/(mecw) =~ 3.3 X 10°.
The field rotation frequency w corresponds to the wavelength
A = 0.8pm.

D. Weak and high field regimes of photon emission
by accelerated electrons

Formula (15) establishes the general functional depen-
dence Xom = Xem(€/@Fg). At Xem < 1 or > 1 Eq. (15)
simplifies, as we can use the asymptotic expressions (6)
for W¢s to approximate the integral. The result sets the
direct correspondence

Xem S 1 < €S aFjg, (16)
so that
€
139?’ e K O[Es,
«
Xem = SG 3/2 (17)
0.87 <> , €>alg.
OzES

Relation (16) defines the weak and strong field regime of
an avalanche-type cascade, with aFg being the thresh-
old.

Analogously to Eq. (17), we can also calculate the
asymptotic behavior of fey, and Yen. The resulting ex-
pressions with the full numerical coefficients are pre-
sented in Appendix B.

For illustration, in Fig. 2, we show the dependence of
tem, Yem, and Xem on the field strength for an electron
accelerated by a uniform rotating electric field [Eq. (10)].
As tom and yem are defined via the full expression (4) for



Wes [see Egs. (12), (15)], we calculate them by numeri-
cal integration. We confirm that our initial assumption
witem < 1, required in Egs. (8)-(9), is met in a wide range
of Fy and improves with a growing field strength. We
also plot the asymptotic expressions for Xem [given in
Eq. (17)], as well as for tey, and Yem (see Appendix B).
As expected, the low and high field asymptotics set in at
Fy < aFEg and > aFg, respectively. Finally, let us note
that in the transition regime Ey ~ aFg, Xem takes the
value 1 < yem < 10. This interval will also correspond to
the transition between the models for the cascade growth
rate, which we present in the following Section.

III. STEADY-STATE PARTICLE GROWTH
RATE OF A CASCADE IN A GENERAL FIELD

Let us now address the evolution of the particle num-
ber in an avalanche-type cascade and its scaling with the
field strength, which is the central question of this work.
We consider a field that meets the validity conditions for
Egs. (8), (9) in a localized region. In the context of a
standing EM wave, this can be an electric antinode, with
the limitation that particles can be expelled (or 'migrate’)
from the region of strong electric field. In this section,
we derive the master equations for the particle number
evolution and take this effect into account.

We show explicitly by an ab initio calculation that
the master equations, proposed phenomenologically in
the absence of migration in Ref. [46] and later used in
Refs. [45, 61], are exact if the photon emission and pair
creation rates entering in the equations are calculated
by averaging over the particle distributions. However in
general the analytic expression for the distribution func-
tions and hence the rates are unknown. Here, we propose
an approximation for the latter based on the small-time
electron dynamics discussed in the previous Section. As
a result, this allows us to solve the master equations and
find the explicit scaling of the cascade growth rate with
the field strength.

A. Growth rate in the steady state

The onset stage of the avalanche-type cascade is highly
nonstationary. The seed particle distribution rapidly
evolves as new e eT pairs and photons are produced.
Provided that the particle yield is high at the scale of
field duration, the particle energy quickly averages out
as the cascade develops. The cascade can enter the so-
called (quasi-)steady state, in which the energy distri-
bution relaxes to a stationary function [43, 45]. We as-
sume that the system quickly reaches this state (which
we further confirm with numerical simulations), in which
the particle number grows exponentially at a constant
rate. However, depending on the field strength, the re-
laxation can take up to multiple field periods in time.
Hence, particles can migrate from the strong-field area

due to the field gradient at a rate v, which in turn can
reduce the overall particle production rate. This should
be accounted for in the cascade models when applied to
realistic field configurations such as standing EM waves
or focused laser pulses.

The steady-state master equations for the number of
generated pairs IV, and photons N, can be derived by
using the kinetic approach, as we show in Appendix C:

dN,
—L = W,N, —vN,, (18)
dt
dN.
—dlﬁ = —WeNy + 2WyiaaNp, (19)

where Wiaq,cr are the effective constant rates of photon
emission and pair creation, respectively, and the migra-
tion rate v represents the average stationary flow of par-
ticles leaving the cascading region. These equations are
ezact, and Wiaq o result from averaging Wes pw (77, x) over
the steady-state particle distributions f, (7, x):

Wiad,er = <WCS,BW('V>X)>~ (20)

In the derivation of Eqs. (18)-(20), we rely only on the
semiclassic approximation and the LCFA.

The master Eqgs. (18)-(19) implicitly incorporate the
emission and pair creation spectra without additional ap-
proximations about their shape. The analytical descrip-
tion of the particle distribution evolution in a cascade re-
quires convoluting the differential probability rates from
Egs. (2), (3) with the distribution functions in the mo-
mentum space fp, (p,t). However, when we consider the
particle numbers N, - (t), the cascade yield is determined
only by the effective total rates (20). We present our
derivation in Appendix C for a cascade developing in the
E-antinode of a CP standing wave-like configuration, but
it can be generalized to other field configurations that al-
low a steady state.

Egs. (18)-(19) can be solved by the substitution e, re-
sulting in two eigenvalues A. As one of them, denoted by
T, is positive, the particle number increases exponentially
with time, N, ,(t) ~ €', and the growth rate reads:

r [WradaWcr] =

We +v
2

_ 21
Ly We@Weaa —v) 1 (1)
(Wcr + V)2

For a given EM field configuration, Wya4,or and v depend
on the field parameters, and hence the growth rate I'.

A calculation of the effective rates Wiaq,er and v re-
quires averaging over the particle distribution functions
fp,y- As their analytic expressions are unknown even in
the simplest case of the rotating electric field configura-
tion, they can be extracted from numerical simulations.
Alternatively, they can be estimated under additional ap-
proximations, as, for example, was done for Wiaq cr in
Refs. [40, 43, 45, 46, 63]. The rate of migration from a
region of size ~ 2wc/w can be estimated as v ~ w/(2m).
For higher precision calculations we use the numerical



data. Anticipating further discussion in Section IV, let
us note here that v weakly scales with the field strength.
In contrast to this, Wiag,cr strongly depend on the field
parameters. In what follows, we propose a refined ana-
lytical model for Wyaq,cr, which is valid in a wide class of
EM field models.

B. Effective emission and pair creation rates and
model for I

Let us approximate the effective rates of photon emis-
sion W;.q and pair creation W,,. We adapt the general
idea of Ref. [40], where it was proposed to estimate W;,q
at the characteristic . and x. gained by e~ in a uniform
rotating field before the instant of emission. We go be-
yond this simple estimate as we (i) consider a general ac-
celerating field [in the context of Eqs. (8)-(9) validity], (ii)
use the refined expressions for ey, and Yem to describe
the radiating e~, which we propose in Section II C, and
(iii) treat electrons and photons differently depending on
the field strength.

To evaluate the effective emission rate W,,q by an elec-
tron contributing to an avalanche-type cascade, we plug
the characteristic values for v ~ Yom and Xe ~ Xom
at the time of emission [see Egs. (12)-(13)] into the full
probability rate for the Compton emission [Eq. (4)]:

Wrad ~ Wcs(’}/ema Xem)~ (22>

Note that in a strong field such that yen > 1, the field
dependence of the emission probability rate can be writ-
ten explicitly [see also Eq. (B6) in Appendix BJ:

v (e \V! 23
TC (aES> ' (23)

The estimate for the effective pair creation rate We,
is less straightforward. Unlike for electrons, x. can vary
only at the scale ~ w™! as the photon traverses through
the field. In a cascade, the emission and pair creation
processes happen successively. To select the photons con-
tributing the most, we should consider the interplay be-
tween two factors: (i) the pair creation is exponentially
suppressed for x, < 1 but contributes at x, 2 1 [see
Eq. (7)], and (ii) in the emission spectrum, softer pho-
tons with x, < x. dominate over the hardest ones with
X~y ~ Xe. Furthermore, one should note that «, and x,
are related, since 7. and y. of the emitting electron are
mutually dependent in view of Eqs. (8)-(9).

In Fig. 3, we show examples of the emission spectra
for two cases: for electrons with fixed 7. and x., and for
electrons accelerated by a uniform rotating electric field
so that Yem and Xem are consistent with Egs. (11) and
(12). We compare these curves to the probability rate
of e~e™ pair creation by a photon in a rotating electric
field. For this, we estimated x, ~ 7v,¢/Eg. The result
suggests that at relatively low and high fields the dom-
inating contribution to pair production is rendered by

Wes(Xem > 1) =~ 1.43

101 4

1004555

Rate x 1057

10! 102

Figure 3. The spectrum of photons emitted by an electron
AWes(Yey Xe» Xv)/dXx~ [Ed. (2)] and the total probability rate
of e”e™ pair creation by a photon Wiw(vy, xy) [Eq. (5)] as a
function of x,. Solid lines stand for emission by an electron
with v, = 10% and different values of Xe- Dot-dashed lines cor-
respond to emission by an electron accelerated by a uniform
rotating electric field, so that 7 = Yem and Xe = Xem [see
Egs. (11), (12)]. Dashed lines show Wgyw for a photon emitted
in a uniform rotating field, so that v, and x, are consistent,
vy ~ XyFs/Eo. The dashed and dot-dashed lines are plot-
ted at the following values of eEy/(mcw): 2550 (purple), 9436
(black), and 51581 (orange), which gives Xem = 2, 10, and 100,
respectively, for the field wavelength A = 27¢/w = 0.8um. In
the grey-shaded area x., < 1, the pair creation probability is
suppressed [see Eq. (7)].

different parts of the emission spectrum. Let us discuss
these cases one by one.

At a relatively low field, such that xem barely exceeds
1, only the rightmost edge of the photon x. distribution
can contribute to the cascade (see the y. = 2 line in
Fig. 3). Then the pair creation rate can be estimated as

Wcr|Xem<x ~ WBW(V'y = Yem; Xy = Xem), (24)

where 1 < X < 10 sets the effective applicability range
of the formula. We discuss it at the end of this sub-
section. Note that this is consistent with the (rough)
cascade threshold condition proposed in Refs. [40, 42].
Namely, Xem 2 1 is the necessary requirement ensuring
that the emitted photon can have x, ~ 1 and, hence,
create a pair in a successive quantum event.

In a high field, electrons emit at Xem > 1, as we dis-
cussed in Section IID. All of the photons with 1 < x, <
YXem Can contribute to pair production, which represents
a wide part of the distribution (see the orange lines in
Fig. 3 corresponding to Xem = 100). Furthermore, the
fraction of photons with x, ~ 1 significantly exceeds
that of Xy ~ Xem, which is not compensated for by the
(slower) increase of the pair creation rate. Therefore, we
evaluate the pair creation rate as

Es
Wcr|X0m>X NWBW('Y'Y = TaX’y = 1)
) (25)
== FSWBW(17 1)



Here, we estimated v, from x, ~ v,¢/Eg := 1. In the
second line, we used that Wy, depends on v, ~ Eg/e
only in the prefactor [see Eq. (3)].

Summarising, I' depends on the (invariant) field
strength € entering the effective rates parametrically via
Yem(€), Xem(€). This dependence can be written for a
general field by plugging the effective rates into Eq. (21):

F|Xem<X (€) ~ F[ch (Yems Xem)s Waw (Yem, Xem)]v (26)

S W(L 1)) (27)

F|ch1>X (€) = T'[Wes(Yems Xem)s Es

In these expressions, the rates W.s and W4y can be cal-
culated numerically by using Egs. (2)-(5), and v can be
extracted from simulations. We require that Eqgs. (26)
and (27) match at Xem ~ X. This condition can be reex-
pressed in terms of the field strength in view of Eq. (15).

It is important to note that the crossover region for
Egs. (26)-(27) is finite, which is due to the following rea-
son. The transition between the approximations for W,
in Egs. (24) and (25) is smeared, as for the electrons ra-
diating with 1 < xem < 10 the relative decrease of the
number of emitted photons with x, ~ 1 and Xy ~ Xem
can be comparable [see the black curves in Fig. 3, corre-
sponding to Xem = 10]. The photons with x, ~ 1 start to
dominate in the spectrum at relatively high xem = 10. As
a result, we can estimate the transition point X by pick-
ing a value from the interval 1 < & < 10. Alternatively,
it can be evaluated with higher precision by extracting
Egs. (26) and (27) from simulations and matching them.

C. Asymptotic behavior of I' at low and high fields
and the particle orbit dimensionality

Let us discuss the behavior of the growth rate in the
limiting cases of a low and high field. We define a
low/high field by the correspondence given in Eq. (16).
In a weak field ¢ <« aFg, i.e. at xem < 1, the emitted
photons are soft, x, < 1, and the pair creation rate is
exponentially small, see Eq. (7). At the same time, the
probability for an electron to emit a soft photon stays fi-
nite. Assuming that v ~ w/(27), let us expand Eq. (26)
at small W, < v, W;,q to the leading order:

[f,o0 (e < als) ~

28
W X)) ] e, 2

If v = 0 (e.g. for a cascade developing in a uniform
rotating electric field), the expansion results in a different
scaling for the leading term (c.f. Eq. (8) in [45]):

F|u:0 (€<<OKES)2 (29)
__4
\/2WCS (7em7 Xem)WBW ('Yemv Xem) X e Sxem .

Hence, the particle migration leads to significant suppres-
sion of the cascade growth rate in the low field regime. It
can be viewed as a topological effect: v = 0 corresponds

to an effective reduction of the particles’ degrees of free-
dom as if they are confined in the strong field region (e.g.
the center of the E-antinode of a standing wave). This
naturally amplifies the growth rate. The field depen-
dence at low e can be found explicitly by using the low-x
asymptotic of Egs. (6), (7) and the low-¢ expansion for
Yem (€) and xem(€) [see also Egs. (B4), (B5)]:

F(e < aES) ~ g EWeff TC

TC aFg
0.44 [3.400‘ el TG _ 1} em1925EE S )
% v aFg
1.23 ¢~096°25 v =0.
(30)

The asymptotic expressions with full numerical coeffi-
cients are relegated to Appendix B, see Eq. (B7).

At high field € > aFg, namely, in the regime when
Eq. (27) for T applies, the probability rates increase as
Wiad o €/% and W, o € [see Egs. (23) and (25)]. The
migration rate is bounded, v < w, hence, as the field
grows, we can neglect it compared to Wy,q and W, in
Eq. (27):

I'(e > aEg) ~

eWiw(1,1) -
2B

It means that at high €, regardless of the global field
structure in space, the cascade will be effectively confined
to the strong field region, where the particle production
is the most efficient. Put differently, only the local struc-
ture of the field, where the conditions are optimal, affects
the cascade growth rate. This effect should be universal
for the fields, in which avalanche cascades can onset and
reach a steady state.

By substituting in Eq. (31) the asymptotic expressions
for the rates given by Egs. (23), (25), we obtain the ex-
plicit field dependence of the growth rate in the high-field
regime:

8ESWCS<'Yem7Xem) 1 (31)
EWBW(L 1) )

I'(e >aEg) ~
Es\ >/ 32
ac \/1+C2\/weff7'0 (a S) -1], (32)
TcFEg €

where the numerical coefficients ¢; ~ 0.52 x 1074, ¢y ~
1.1 x 10° are defined in Eqs. (B8), (B9) in Appendix B.
Here, we note that their magnitude is determined by
TeWaw(1,1) 2 1.03 x 107

Since Wyag o< €l/4 grows slower with € as compared
to Wer o €, at asymptotically high fields the latter will
become so large that 8W,aq/Wer < 1, and Egs. (31), (32)
simplify even further:

F(G > OéES) ~ 2Wcs(7ema Xem)

o a2 e\ (33)
7« \aFEg ’




For the rotating electric field configuration [see Eq. (10)]
this corresponds to the scaling proposed by Fedotov et.
al. [40] (recall that for this case € = Ey, weg = w/2):

o/ By \V*
Trot-E(E Eg)~ay/— | — . 34
& E( 0>« 5) « - (aEs) ( )

The condition W, > 8W,,q gives the estimate for the
field at which this asymptotic starts to set in. By plug-
ging in the explicit high-field expressions (23) and (25)
for the rates, we arrive at the condition Ey > 3.35 X
1O6a(w7’c)2/3. For the optical wavelength A = 0.8um,
this corresponds to the field strength Ey > 5FEg, which
is beyond the applicability range of the semiclassic ap-
proach. Notably, the scaling (34) was never confirmed
by simulations in past works [43, 45, 46], as this range of
field strengths was not studied.

IV. CASCADES IN A CP STANDING WAVE AT
LOW AND MODERATE FIELDS (Xem < &)

We apply our model to study the development of e~ -
seeded cascades in a CP EM standing wave and test the
model against simulations. This field configuration can
be formed by two counterstreaming CP EM plane waves
(with the opposite sign of polarization) so that the total
electric and magnetic field components read:

E = Ey [cos(kz) sin(wt)& + cos(kz) cos(wt)g] , (35)

B= f% [sin(kz) sin(wt)& + sin(kz) cos(wt)g] , (36)
where k = w/¢, z is the axis of propagation, and Fj is the
electric field amplitude. The distribution of the electric
and magnetic field strength along the longitudinal axis is
illustrated in Fig. 4. At the electric antinode center, the
magnetic field vanishes, and the electric field corresponds
to the rotating F-field given in Eq. (10). The values of
€ and wer depend on the longitudinal coordinate. At
the E-antinode centre (z = 0 in Fig. 4), ¢ = Ej and
weff = w/2 as in a rotating E-field, and the combination
€2we is maximal. In the B-antinodes (e.g. A\/8 < z <
3)\/8), 2w vanishes, hence, electrons do not gain .
[see Eq. (9)], and the cascade cannot be sustained in these
regions.

A. PIC simulations

We study the electron-seeded cascade development nu-
merically in both the standing wave and the uniform ro-
tating E-field configurations. The calculations are per-
formed with the PIC-QED code SMILEI [91] in 1D3V ge-
ometry. For further comparison, we also run full 3D PIC-
QED simulations in a realistic setup where the stand-
ing wave is formed by two counterpropagating Gaussian
beams.

1.0 E i cBI/EO’
Migration —— E/E
0.8 2,
Zo6{ [i\ (Rotating E-field i / \
— 1 ] 1
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=04
e
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Figure 4. The longitudinal structure of the electric £ and
magnetic B field amplitude of a CP standing wave [see Egs.
(35) and (36)]. At the E-antinode center (shown by the thick
vertical line), the magnetic field vanishes and the electric
field rotates in the transverse plane [described by Eq. (10)].
The black line represents the longitudinal coordinate depen-
dence of the e*wes value entering the expression for x.(t), see
Eq. (9). In the grey-shaded areas delimited by red dashed
lines, it is zero, therefore, x.(t) for e* is not restored in be-
tween the emission events. Electrons and positrons migrate
from the F-antinode to the grey-shaded areas at characteris-
tic time t ~ 27 /w (shown by arrows), as the B-antinodes are
the spiraling attractors for charged particles [79, 80, 105-107].

The numerical setup is detailed in Appendix E, though,
let us mention some important points. The seed elec-
trons are injected at time ¢ = 0 into the electric antin-
ode centers in the simulations with a standing wave, and
distributed homogeneously in the simulation box for the
rotating F-field configuration. We fix the field frequency
so that it corresponds to the optical laser wavelength
A = 0.8um, and we study the development of avalanches
with time at varying Ey. We keep the particle density
low during the whole simulation so that collective effects
are insignificant.

In the discussion of our model for I' [given in Eq. (21)]
in the standing wave configuration, we use the migration
rate field dependence v(Fy) calculated as follows. We in-
ject the initial electrons in the vicinity of the F-antinode
center z = 0, where e2weg is maximal and the cascade
onset is optimal (see Fig. 4). As the cascade develops,
particles migrate to the B-antinodes, which are the spi-
raling attractors for charges [79, 80, 105-107]. When
an electron reaches a spatial region at |z| > A/8 where
e2weg = 0, we consider this e~ is dropped out of the cas-
cade. We define v as the average inverse time at which
initial particles propagate at distance A/8 from the origin
and extract it from simulations (for more details, refer to
Appendix E).

In each simulation, we ensure that the cascade reaches
a steady state so that it exhibits exponential growth of
the particle number. We extract the growth rate by us-
ing the two following methods. First, we directly calcu-
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Figure 5. Top panel: the growth rate of an avalanche-type
cascade as a function of the field amplitude Ey in different
field configurations. We plot the results of simulation ob-
tained with SMILEI PIC for: CP standing wave [see Egs. (35),
(36)] (1D3V simulation), a uniform rotating electric field [see
Eq. (10)] (1D3V simulation), CP standing wave formed by
two Gaussian beams (full 3D simulation). Empty circles and
squares correspond to I' extracted directly from the particle
numbers [see Appendix E]. Small filled circles and squares cor-
respond to Eq. (21) with Wiad,er = (Wes,sw(7, X)) averaged
over the particle distributions reached at the end of each simu-
lation. We compare the numerical data to our model given in
Eq. (26) both with and without accounting for the migration
effect and to the corresponding asymptotic expressions from
Eq. (30). Bottom panel: migration rate v in a CP standing
wave extracted from 1D3V PIC simulations, and estimated
pair production rate [see Eq. (24)]. For reference purposes,
we put a secondary horizontal axis at the top in the intensity
units of a single laser beam of the amplitude Ey/2, implying
that the standing wave is formed by two of such laser beams
[c.f. Egs. (35)-(36)]. For all the curves, the field wavelength
is set to A = 0.8um.

late T by fitting the e~e™ pair number time dependence
N, (t) with the exponential function e (the full proce-
dure is described in Appendix E). Second, as discussed
in Section IIT A, the exact growth rate given in Eq. (21)
with the effective rates Wyaq,or evaluated as prescribed by
Eq. (20). We extract the steady-state distribution func-
tions fe (Ve,ys Xe,y) from the numerical data and cal-
culate the corresponding values (Wes nw (7, X)) [see also
Egs. (C21)-(C22) in Appendix C]. Then we plug this
result and the migration rate v(Ey) (calculated as ex-
plained above) in Eq. (21) to obtain T'.

The simulation results and the comparison with the
theoretical models for the described field configurations
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are presented in Fig. 5. We plot the extracted cascade
growth rate for Ey varied from a (relatively) low value,
when the cascade multiplicity is exponentially small, to
a strong field with high particle yield. The migration
rate field dependence v(Ep) is also shown in the bottom
panel.

We confirm the full consistency of the numerical data
for I' obtained directly from Np(¢) (shown in Fig. 5 with
empty circles and squares for the rotating F-field and
standing wave configurations, respectively) with formu-
las (20)-(21) (depicted with small filled round and square
markers). This result substantiates our argumentation
from Section III A and Appendix C that the master equa-
tions and their solution, given in Eqgs. (18)-(21), are ex-
act. It also validates our method of accounting for parti-
cle migration by using the rate v(Ey). Let us note that
a small discrepancy between the two methods for I' ex-
traction is explained by the unideal determination of the
steady state due to the limitations of our numerical ap-
proach in the low field regime.

B. Validation of the analytical model

We plot our model for T' given in Eq. (26) and
test it against simulations (see solid lines in Fig. 5).
Recall that in this case, we calculate the rates as
Wrad,er = Wes,pw (Yems Xem)s Where Yo and Xem are eval-
uated by combining Egs. (11) and numerically integrated
Eq. (12). Apart from the high field region (which we
discuss in the next Section), the model shows excellent
agreement with the simulation results for both configura-
tions: the standing wave (compare the purple curve and
empty squares in Fig. 5) and rotating E-field (compare
the orange curve and empty circles ibid). In the former,
we take into account the particle migration by using the
numerical data for v(Ey). However, we note here that by
using a simple estimate v = 1/T = w/(27) we obtain a
very close result (refer to the purple line).

Among the cases we studied, the uniform rotating FE-
field provides the highest pair yield. As compared to it, I'
for a cascade in a standing wave is substantially smaller
at low Ey, which is due to e~e™ migration. The expo-
nential decay of the rate for the asymptotically low fields
is faster for the standing wave configuration, which cor-
relates with the prediction by our model, see Eqgs. (28)-
(30) (also plotted in Fig. 5 with thin dot-dashed lines).
The effect of migration is even stronger in the field of
two Gaussian beams, as particles can also escape in the
direction transverse to the optical axis.

At low Ej, the growth rate can be small as compared
to the inverse field period, I x 27 /w < 1, meaning that

5 We assume that the main contribution to the cascade growth
rate comes from the particles the F-antinode center of a standing
wave, therefore, when calculating vem and xem, we set € = Ey
and weg = w/2 as in a rotating F-field.



the setting time for the steady state can be also much
larger than 27/w. In this case, the growth rate can be
limited not only by migration but also by the finite pulse
duration. In this case, our model can be used for an esti-
mate of the average particle yield during the interaction.

With growing Ej, the simulation results and the model
predictions for I' in the standing wave configuration ap-
proach the optimal case of a rotating FE-field. More-
over, the growth rate of a cascade in the field of Gaus-
sian beams also shows the same behavior. At the same
time, the migration rate decreases and becomes small
compared to the effective pair creation rate by photons,
as shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 5. In effect, the
cascade develops at the F-antinode center. The model
of a uniform rotating FE-field becomes universal for all
CP standing wave-like configurations. Notably, the or-
bits of individual particles become 2-dimensional. This
illustrates the discussion in Section III C.

The transition to the reduced dynamics takes place at
Ey ~ aFEg, therefore, at higher fields it is enough to
consider only the rotating electric field model for calcu-
lating the particle growth rate. Moreover, as the field
increases the growth rate given by Eq. (26), as expected,
deviates from the numerical results (see Fig. 5) and has
to be replaced by Eq. (27). This will be addressed in the
following Section.

V. CASCADES IN HIGH CP FIELDS (Xem > X)

A. DModelling the cascade growth rate in the full
range of field strength

Let us discuss the growth rate of avalanches at very
high fields focusing specifically on the uniform rotating
electric field configuration.® We extend our simulations
with SMILEI to higher Ey using the setup presented in
Section IV A and Appendix E. In addition, we perform
independent 3D simulations with a semiclassic Monte-
Carlo code [44]. In the latter case, the external field
is described by Eq. (10), and the results are averaged
over ~ 102 runs, where each run is initialized with one
seed electron at rest. The results are presented in Fig. 6.
The data obtained with both codes matches with high
precision.

In Fig. 6, we plot the previously discussed Eq. (26) and
present the growth rate model developed for high fields,
namely, Eq. (27). The latter expression matches the data
points in the high field region, which is not covered by
Eq. (26). The curves overlap in an extended interval of
Ey at Ey 2 aFEg. The full model is rendered by linking
both expressions (highlighted with green in Fig. 6). Let
us point out here, that at the overlap xen varies from
~ 3 to 10 (also shown in Fig. 2). This corresponds to

6 Throughout Section V, we assume that v = 0.
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Figure 6. Cascade growth rate dependence on Ey in a uniform
rotating electric field obtained in simulations (circles and cross
markers). The solid curves represent the model proposed in
this work. The full model (highlighted in green) is obtained
by switching from Eq. (26) [in orange] to Eq. (27) [in black]
when they overlap (marked by the black diamond). Note that
we partially duplicate the data from Fig. 5, keeping the same
notation. Here, A = 0.8um.

the matching condition for Egs. (26) and (27), which we
considered in Section ITI B.

We also plot in Fig. 6 the asymptotic expressions for
I' at low and high fields, given in Egs. (30) and (32),
respectively. The latter fits the black curve at Fy > aFEg
with high precision, namely, almost in the whole region
of Eq. (27) applicability. The two asymptotic expressions
cross at By ~ aEg. As a result, when combined, they
provide a simple yet robust explicit formula for the field
dependence of the avalanche growth rate.

Recall that our model in (27) for high fields Ey >
aFg incorporates the pair creation rate by photons at
Xy ~ 1, as we expect them to dominate in the emis-
sion spectrum. We confirm this assertion with simula-
tions. We extract the steady-state photon distribution
function f, (74, x), which is normalised by the condi-
tion [ dvy dx~fy(Vy,Xy) = 1. We then weight it with
the rate Wy to identify the photons that contribute to
the process of pair creation. The weighted distribution
in x is defined by

(Waw * f5] (xy) = /d% W (Vs X)) fy (V5 X) - (37)

We plot this expression for different Ey in Fig. 7. As we
anticipated in our model, the weighted distribution peaks
at x4 ~ 2 for £y > aFg. At the same time, yem of emit-
ting electrons increases with the field (see also Fig. 2).
In the example of a lower field, Fy ~ 0.4aFEg, the curve
maximum is shifted to the left as compared to the oth-
ers, and the corresponding Yen is shifted leftwards even
further. Thus only the exponential tail of the photon dis-
tribution can contribute to pair creation, so the avalanche
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Figure 7. Distribution of photons f(x~) in a cascade in the
steady state weighted with the probability rate of pair cre-
ation Waw for different values of field strength [for the defini-
tion, see Eq. (37)]. The data is extracted from Monte-Carlo
simulations. The vertical dashed lines represent the charac-
teristic value of Xem for electrons at the emission event [as
defined in Eq. (15)]. For each of the dashed lines, Xem is cal-
culated at Ey respective to a We, fy graph of the same color.

development is suppressed (see the corresponding growth
rate in Fig. 6). At Ey =~ 0.8aEg, the value of yem &~ 1.4
is close to the peak of the corresponding weighted distri-
bution. Hence, both the emission and pair creation rates
are far from their asymptotic given in Egs. (6), (7), and
we can associate the region Ey ~ aFg to the transition
between the low and high field regimes.

B. Comparison to the growth rate models
proposed in past works

Let us discuss how our model compares to the results
of previous works. The available growth rate models for
the uniform rotating electric field configuration are sum-

marised in Table I. The scaling I' ESM at Eyg > aFg
was first obtained by Fedotov et al [40, 43]. The coeffi-
cient for this scaling can be refined by using the result
of Bashmakov et al [46], where it was initially proposed
to use the analog of Eq. (21), which, however, does not
account for the migration effect and implies using Wiad,cr
estimated in the spirit of Refs. [40, 43]. Both results are
plotted in Fig. 6. Although they give the right order of

magnitude estimate at high Ejy, the Eé/ 4 scaling sets in
only beyond Eg (for a laser field of the optical frequency),
as we mentioned at the end of Sec. III C. In contrast to
that, our formula (32) provides reliable high-field scaling
at Eg > aFg.

In our notations, the scaling of Fedotov et al [40, 43]
is based on the assumption that x, ~ Xem, therefore, it
does not account for the emission spectrum shape. For
instance, the probability rate of two successive events
of photon emission and pair creation by this photon (in
the steady state) would be proportional to P,— _,,— .+

12

WriadWer ~ W2,. Grismayer et al [45, 63] proposed a
phenomenological model improving on that front. Put
concisely, it is achieved by expressing this probability as

Xe dW S 767 767 !
Pe_—>e_e+ X /O dX/ WWBVV(gla Xl) (38)

where 7., X, are the characteristic values at the moment
of emission, which depend on the field and are kept gen-
eral in this step. We re-derive the formula for the growth
rate proposed by Grismayer et al using the kinetic ap-
proach, see Appendix D, where we also clarify the ap-
proximations needed to get the result. It results in tran-
scendental equation (D7) for T', which can be solved nu-
merically once the expressions for 7., X. are known. In
Ref. [45], this calculation was carried out at asymptoti-
cally low and high fields.

Recall that in Section IITA we argue that our model
based on Egs. (18)-(21) incorporates the emission spectra
without additional approximations. Let us compare our
results against the model of Grismayer et al.

For a low field, Grismayer et al propose setting 7,
Eo, Xe o E2 (see Table I) extracted from classical
dynamics of an electron averaged over the field cycle.
The thin dashed line in Fig. 6 illustrates the result-
ing growth rate. Notably, the asymptotic decays as
x exp[—8/(3xe)], which is steeper than in our model
Eq. (29) [see also Table I]. Though, the numerical data
falls in between the two asymptotes.

In the high field regime, Grismayer et al use the Fy-
scaling for 7., Y. derived by Fedotov et al from the
short time dynamics [we write the corresponding expres-
sions valid for a general field in Egs. (B4), (B5)] with
one additional modification, such that Y. is defined as
Xe = A[Ey/(aEs)]*/?, where A := 1.24 is a free pa-
rameter used to fit the numerical data. The fit allows
matching the data by the asymptote at very high Ejy, as
shown in Fig. 6. The results of of Grismayer et al are
close to our predictions. The advantage of our model is
that it does not require fitting parameters.

The study in Ref. [45] did not cover the intermediate
regime due to the lack of the corresponding expressions
for ., Xe- As we propose them in Section II C, namely,
Yem and Xem, we tested the model of Grismayer et al
in the full range. The result is shown in Fig. 6 (the
sparse-dashed line).” Unfortunately, the result signifi-
cantly underestimates the particle growth rate, which is,
presumably, because of the overall pair production rate
undercount. The radiation and pair creation events are
coupled in Eq. (38): x’ of the emitted photon also en-
ters Wyyw, namely, the photon supposedly decays into a
pair shortly after the emission event. In our model, these
processes are decoupled, as rates Wi..q, We, are calculated
independently. The possible variation of x.  in between

7 We assigned Je := Yem, Xe := Xem Without the fitting parameter
used in Ref. [45].
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Table I. Summary of the particle growth rate models in avalanche-type QED cascades developing in a uniform rotating electric

field. The table collects the results of Refs. [40, 43, 45, 46, 63],

and this paper.

Reference Xe Ye X~ Wrad Wer r
) 3/4 o 3/3 aul/4
[dQ]Fedetev | [4g)Blkina - ;3/2 a K = ~xe > 1 ~ %v Wrad ~ K —
A/ e CcV
[46]Bashmalkov 057132 =~ i 1 W nk w 1 Eq. (21) at v =0
BT N = ~ Xe > cs(xe > 1) sw (X~ > 1) q. (21) at v =
2 2 *
is 4, i _ 8w
[45]Grlhmayer low Ey (O;li) Wié)li 0< X~ < XeL — WBW(X»y < 1) 4 ye Safp ’d
C
_ 3/4
[45]Grlsmayer high EO 124.“'3/2 % 0< X~ S Xec WCS(Xe > 1) WBW(X'}/) Root of Eq. (D7)
This work NoTe i o/t -t
is work Eo < aEs Copu 2Co e ~ Xem Wes(Xem € 1) Waw(Xem < 1) Cs Te w
Thi 3/2 o 12 aap [/ % ,3/4
1S WOrk EO > OéES C4,U/ 204 F ~ 1 WCS (Xen) > 1) W]’;\V(l) ? 1 + CQ\/(J.T/.,L —1
w

a For brevity, we define the dimensionless quantities p = Eo/(aEg)

, w* = wro = hw/(mc?).

P To keep the table concise, we omit e, in the argument of Wes gw [see Egs. (4), (5)]; for the asymptotic expressions see Eqgs. (6)-(7).

¢ The x distribution is given by dWcs/dx~, see Eq. (2).

d The numerical constants: C; = 73/2/(20 - 61/4) =~ 0.18, C2 = 4v/3/5 ~ 1.39, C3 = 3%/6/5T2 (2/3) /(v/147) ~ 0.87,

Ca4 = 9(2/[7T(2/3)])>/? ~ 0.87, for c1 2 see Eqgs. (B8), (B9).

the quantum processes is taken into account implicitly.
As a result, we were able to reproduce the numerical data
with Egs. (26) and (27) in the full range of Ey without
using free parameters (apart from the model matching
point choice).

VI. FORMATION OF ELECTRON-POSITRON
PLASMA IN AVALANCHE-TYPE CASCADES

We apply our model to estimate the threshold for
electron-positron plasma formation in a cascade in terms

J

of field parameters. Let us assume that a cascade is trig-
gered in a uniform rotating electric field by electrons with
initial density ng. At time ¢ the particle density will reach
n(t) = ngexp(l't). For a field of an optical frequency, T’
is well estimated by the asymptotic expressions (30) and
(32) matched at their crossing point. By using them, we
can calculate the time required to reach density n:

1000\ (A A
C10-2 . /1000 A
gt e o0 (29) (2] o como (12
n
t~Tln () x o (1000 (39)
" a2 (50) a >3000< >
4 1000 3 A ’ i pm
142785/ (10)7 (121) -1

where we used the notation ag = eEy/(mcw).

Eq. (39) allows to identify two characteristic times.
First, the time ¢. at which the produced particles reach
the critical electron plasma density, n(t.) = n. =
gomw? /€2, and second, ty., corresponding to the time mo-
ment when the plasma starts to screen the external field,
N(tser) = apn.. The field dependence for these quantities
is plotted in Fig. 8. The time needed to reach an e~e™

(

plasma state is exponentially large at low field, but for
ag = 103 it can be reached in several or even one field
cycle depending on the initial density ng. Backreaction
from the produced plasma should become noticeable af-
ter one field cycle at ag > 5 - 103 (for optical lasers) if
no 2 1073n,.. Note that the corresponding field strength
is Ey 2 aFs.

We calculated the characteristic screening time tg.; in



the rotating E-field configuration through PIC simula-
tions with SMILEI. The numerical setup is the same as
for the previous simulations in Sections IV, V and is de-
tailed in Appendix E. Here, we extended the time of each
simulation so that the produced plasma could generate a
noticeable field.

To identify the significance of the plasma-generated
field, we used the following convenient technical feature
of SMILEI. We generated two sets of simulations under
the same input parameters: with so-called test and real
particles. The formers do not generate self-fields, there-
fore, a corresponding simulation is equivalent to a semi-
classic Monte-Carlo computation.® The particle growth
rate in such simulations remains constant in time once
the steady state is reached. In contrast, when the den-
sity of real particles becomes high, the external field is
screened, and the cascade growth rate can be reduced.
The magnitude of screening can be guessed from the rel-
ative difference in the particle numbers obtained in the
two simulations, 0N = (Niest — Nreal)/Ntest- As ON in-
creases with time, ts., can be associated with the time
moment when J N reaches a prescribed threshold value.

The results of PIC simulations are presented in Fig. 8.
Each of the (square) points corresponds to a time mo-
ment tg, such that dN(tsr) = 0.15. The inset illus-
trates our method for extracting ts., for one of the plot-
ted points. Note that variation of the threshold value for
0N does not lead to a significant change in the results.
The simulation results show good correspondence to the
prediction of our model. Let us remark that we did not
account for the migration. For ¢y, at lower fields, that re-
quire several field revolutions to generate dense plasma,
migration will lead to even longer times. However, at
Ey 2 aFEg, ts; becomes comparable to the field period,
and at the same time the effect of migration becomes
negligible (as we discussed in previous sections).

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In the present work, we considered electron-seeded
avalanche-type (or self-sustained) QED cascades develop-
ing in the field of a strong circularly polarized standing
EM wave. Cascades in this configuration were investi-
gated in past works including [38-40, 43, 45-47, 62, 63]
mainly relying on numerical simulations. Our major goal
was identifying the analytical time- and field-dependence
of the particle numbers produced in such a cascade.

For optimal particle yield in such a configuration, it is
useful to inject seed particles into the electric antinodes,
where the acceleration of charged particles is maximal.
However, charges can migrate to the magnetic antinodes
at rate v reducing the cascade efficiency. Our work high-
lights that this effect is important below a certain field

8 Technical details can be found in the SMILEI code manual
https://smileipic.github.io/Smilei/.
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Figure 8. The field strength dependence of the time required
to reach the electron critical plasma density n. (blue) and the
relativistically opaque regime agn. (orange) in a cascade in
a uniform rotating electric field. The time depends on the
initial electron density no, which is depicted as color bands:
the lower bound corresponds to ng = 10~°n., and the upper
to no = 10" n.. Solid lines correspond to ng = 1073n.. The
inset shows two sample simulations in SMILEI: with real and
test particles. Squares in the main plot correspond to a time
point when 0N = (Ntest — Nrea1)/Ntest reaches the value of
0.15. For reference purposes, we put a secondary horizontal
axis at the top in the intensity units of a single laser beam of
the amplitude Ey/2. The wavelength is set to A = 0.8um.

threshold since it raises the field strength necessary to
trigger a cascade. Understanding the impact of migra-
tion is critical to make the optimal choice of field config-
uration in upcoming experiments at ultra-high-intensity
laser facilities, in particular because the first tests will
take place near the cascade onset threshold.

At the onset stage, the cascade evolution is highly non-
stationary. Nonetheless, the system can rapidly relax to
the so-called steady state, in which the effective rates
of photon emission W;,q, pair creation W, and migra-
tion v are constant and depend only on the field param-
eters. The steady-state master equations for the particle
number can be cast in a simple form: Egs. (18)-(19).
We derive these equations by using a rigorous kinetic
approach (detailed in Appendix C) relying only on the
LCFA. We demonstrated that the values for Wiaq cr, that
enter the master Eqgs. (18)-(19), are obtained by averag-
ing the total emission and pair creation rates given in
Egs. (4) and (5) over the particle distributions. The so-
lution to the steady-state equations shows an exponential
growth N+ , ~ et where the growth rate I' is given by
Eq. (21).

An explicit calculation of I" would provide the desired
N+ ., field dependence, however, the analytic expressions
for the distribution functions and, hence, for the average
rates Wiad,er and v are unknown. Therefore, we devel-
oped a refined model for the rates. Simple relations for
the short-time semiclassic electron dynamics in the cas-


https://smileipic.github.io/Smilei/

Table II. Single CP laser beam intensity [W/cm?] required to
produce (on average) one e e’ pair per seed electron during
one field period in an avalanche-type cascade triggered in the
CP field of two such counterpropagating lasers. Here, we
assume that the laser wavelength is A = 0.8pm.

Rotating E£ CP standing wave Gaussian beams

Model 6.5 x 1023 8.8 x 10?3 —

Simulation 5 x 1023 8.5 x 10?3 1.1 x 10*

cade allow defining the characteristic values of the key
parameters X. ., at which the photon emission or pair
creation events are likely to happen (see Section IIC).

As a result, we were able to calculate the effective rates
as given in Eqgs. (22), (24), and (25). These expressions
allowed us to identify the growth rates Eqgs. (26), (27) and
their asymptotic forms, (30) and (32). Let us emphasize,
that Eqs. (26), (27) for I are valid for a wide range of
field models and parameters, with the major requirement
that a cascade can onset and then reach the steady state.

To test the model, we performed extensive numerical
simulations with the PIC-QED code SMILEI [91] and a
Monte Carlo code [42, 44]. We considered three field con-
figurations: the electric antinode of an infinite standing
CP wave, the uniform rotating electric field (migration is
absent in this case), and two counterpropagating tightly
focused CP Gaussian beams representing a realistic laser
field (the setup parameters are detailed in Appendix E).
First, we demonstrated that the steady state equations
(18)-(19) describe the evolution of the particle numbers
precisely when the effective rates are calculated as av-
erages over the particle distributions. Second, we con-
firmed that our model for the growth rate [Eqgs. (26)-(27)]
is in excellent agreement with the numerical data.

As we expected, at lower fields the migration of par-
ticles significantly suppresses the cascade growth rate as
compared to the best-case scenario of a uniform rotating
E-field. Notably, this happens in the parameter range
of the upcoming experiments at the new generation of
multi-petawatt laser facilities. We provide sample data
for the threshold intensity in Table II for reference. In
a certain sense, the growth rate suppression is related
to the dimensionality of the particle trajectories in the
cascade. Thus, the migration of charges in auxiliary di-
rections from the cascading region reduces the cascade
multiplicity. However, if it was possible to confine the
particle motion in the plane where the electric field is
maximal, the particle yield would become higher or, al-
ternatively, the cascade threshold would lower. This as-
pect can be useful for designing future experiments, e.g.
to find the optimal setup, geometry, and/or targets that
allow to trap particles (e.g. by using plasma shutters
[108]).

At fields as high as Fy 2 aFg, migration becomes

~
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negligible for both the infinite standing wave and fo-
cused Gaussian beam configurations. The correspond-
ing growth rates match the result for a uniform rotating
E-field (see Fig. 5). First, this is simply because the cas-
cade reaches the exponential phase at a sub-cycle time
before particles can escape, as W T > 1. Second, the
migration rate decreases as the field strength increases,
meaning that the particles are trapped in the antinode
center, where the electric field is maximal. This resem-
bles the anomalous radiative trapping effect found for
electrons moving in a linearly polarized standing wave
[109] and in dipole waves [41, 110]. As a consequence, at
a high field, the model of a cascade in a rotating uniform
electric field is universal for all the CP standing wave-like
fields.

Our model provides the explicit scaling of the particle
number growth rate with the field strength [see Eq. (32)].
It significantly improves the previous findings of [40, 43,
45, 46, 78] (summarized in Table I). The scaling I' «

Eé/ * proposed in Ref. [40] reappears in our formula (32)
at Fy > aFg, however, we showed that it sets in only
beyond the critical field of QED FEg, namely, where the
applicability of the cascade model is debatable.

With our model, we also estimate the threshold at
which plasma effects and backreaction become relevant.
At the single laser intensity I ~ 2 x 10** W/cm? (in a
two-beam setup) the produced electron-positron plasma
can reach the critical density in one field cycle, meaning
that some collective effects could be observable. At in-
tensities I > 102> W/cm?, the external field can be fully
screened after one cycle. In general, the density of the
produced plasma is well-controllable by tuning the laser
intensity. Once available in the laboratory, avalanche-
type cascades will open a path to studying relativistic
e~ et plasma, relevant to astrophysical phenomena.

In this work, we focused on the case of a circularly
polarized standing wave, as this field is favorable for the
cascade onset and formation of the steady state. The
cascades in such a field are also tractable with a theo-
retical approach. However, linearly polarized fields are
easier to access experimentally. Also, it was proposed
that using the linear polarization can be more beneficial
at lower field strength near the cascade onset threshold
[47]). This is due to the properties of particle motion
at the time scale of the field period. However, in lin-
early polarized fields, the cascade steady state cannot
extend for longer than one field period, and hence cir-
cular polarization should provide higher particle yield at
higher fields. The full comparative study for both po-
larizations, as well as the generalization to single and
multiple tightly focused laser beams and structured laser
pulses (e.g. Laguerre-Gauss modes), is under progress
and left for future work.

Finally, let us make some additional remarks. Our
goal was to derive the cascade growth rate scaling with
the field strength, therefore, we disregarded the Sauter-
Schwinger pair creation from vacuum for the sake of
clarity, which might be important in the high-field limit



[26, 40, 90]. For a realistic simulation at ultra-high in-
tensities, this effect should be accounted for in future
studies. Nevertheless, the cascade growth rate should
not be affected by the spontaneous pair production as
long as the field is not screened. Hence, we believe that
the presented results are physically relevant and, more-
over, can be used to refine the threshold for attainable
laser intensities [40].
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Appendix A: Small-time dynamics of et in a cascade

Let us discuss the motion of electrons in between emis-
sions of photons in a cascade developing in a general field,
which varies in time and space with the characteristic fre-
quency w and the corresponding wavelength A. We follow
Ref. [42] and provide only the details necessary for the
current work.

Consider an electron that is initially located at the ori-
gin at time ¢ = 0 in an external field. The electric and
magnetic fields at the initial position are characterized by
the EM field tensor F*¥ = F*¥(0) combining the electric
E and magnetic B components. As mentioned in Sec-
tion II, we assume that the electron motion is semiclassic,
meaning that it is governed by the Lorentz equations:’

dpl_ € v — (0)
dr mcF V(Z‘(T))p, pl‘(o)_p“ ’ (Al)

where p* and z* are the 4-momentum and time-space

coordinate of the electron and 7 is the proper time.'® To
solve this equation we impose the following assumptions:

9 The discussion of positron motion will be the same except the
change of sign in the RHS of Eq. (A1l).

10 In our notations, after every quantum event, an electron is as-
signed new initial conditions (this includes scattered electrons in
the Compton process).
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(i) the time between photon emissions is small, hence,
we consider time intervals t < w~!. The electron
propagates almost as in a constant field F},,,(0), the
corrections are provided by the field derivatives,

Fiu.0(0) = 0F,,(0)/0x7;

(ii) due to acceleration by the field, e~ rapidly becomes
ultra-relativistic at time scale mec/eE < t;

(iii) energy gained by e~ during acceleration is much
higher than the initial energy, eEt/mc > v.(0);

(iv) The field is of electric type, namely, E > B (this
is a wide class of fields, and the field of the electric
antinode of a CP standing wave belongs to it).

When solving the equations of motion, it is convenient
to use the proper reference frame of the field, where the
electric and magnetic fields are parallel (or at least one
of them vanishes), and their magnitude is given by the

invariants:
€ = \VVF2+G2+F, (A2)
n = VPG -F (A3)

where F = (E2 — ¢?B?)/2 and G = ¢B - E are the field
invariants. Mathematically, ay, = {€, —¢, in, —in} are the
eigenvalues of the field tensor F*, (0) with u} being the
corresponding eigenvectors:

F(O)uk = — Uk, k= 1,...,4. (A4)
The solution to Eq. (A1) at the Oth order in wt < 1 can
be expanded in four terms o u,ec®*™/™¢ However, in
the field of electric type € > 0 and € > 7. At 7 > mc/ee,
the dominating contribution corresponds to o uqe®™/ ™,
and the solution simplifies (see Ref. [42] for more details).
The eigenvector u; can be expressed in terms of the lab-
oratory frame field components:

L 1 Z(E-B)B + ¢c[E x B] + ¢2E
uf = .
! ’ e(c?B? 4+ €2)

(A5)

It is worth noting that, although € represents the electric
field strength in the proper frame of the field, in the lab-
oratory frame this quantity depends both on the electric
and magnetic components.

Under the above listed conditions, we solve Eq. (Al)
to the order O((wt)?) to find the key parameters:

eet
2t ~ < (A6)
he2e2weg 2
e = 2o+ (SRt @

where x.(0) = eh —(pLO)FW(O))Q/m:SC‘l, and weg is de-
fined by

ngf = FHVJ’(O)u,fu({(J_l)V)\F)\n,p(o)’ugu’f’ (AS)



2
J= (221 - F(0)) (A9)
The initial value of the y-parameter in Eq. (A7) can be
omitted too as the second term rapidly becomes domi-
nating at the time scales of interest for us. As a result, we
get Egs. (8), (9). We remark here that the combination
wesrt? is Lorentz invariant, and hence Eq. (A7).

Appendix B: Electron dynamics and cascade growth
rate in asymptotically weak and strong fields

For reference purposes, we collect all the asymptotic
expressions in the low- and high-field regimes with full
numerical coefficients for the quantities introduced in the
main text.

The full probability rates of photon emission and e~e™
pair creation are given by:

5 axe

o /5 ) Xe < ]-7
Wes(yes xe) = § 2V37C%e (B1)
cs\Ves Xe 14F(2/3) axz/ﬁi -
37/3 TC’YE ’ Xe 9’
\/gf)(;%e—s/3xw7 Xy K 1,
~ TCY
WBW(’Y’Y? X”/) - 35/351-‘4(2/2;) O(XZ/S (BQ)
5 —, Xy > 1
287 TCY~

We used Eq. (B1) to calculate the asymptotic values for
tem, Yem, and Xem as described in Section II C. Thus, the
time of emission reads:

2-v3 [tcaFE
V3 [roaBs Xem < 1,
~ \/506 Weff €

tem —_—

3 9 3/4 = [ aEs 1/4 .
a \T0(2/3) werr \ € ) Aem = 2

(B3)
|
V5 [WenTc
\4/5 OzES ’

«
W“ ems Aem ~— X
es(Yem Xem) o V2

1/4
5 [14T(2/3))** /werre (afEs) , €> aFs.
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Here, ¢ is the invariant field strength as defined in
Eq. (A2), and weg is given by Eq. (A8). The values for
Yem and Yem are obtained straightforwardly by substitut-
ing tem to Egs. (8)-(9):

2.3 €

I m << 17
- V5 \ wegTcaEs Xe
Yem = 3/4
3 2 € > 1
Jowre |T0(2/3) aBs|  Xm T
(B4)
4
$%7 €K aES7
(0%
Xem = 9 S ¢ 132 (B5)
9| ——— FEg.
{7r(2/3) aES] ) € > ks

Note that in the last equation, we express the asymp-
totic conditions in terms of the invariant field €, so that
they are consistent with the initial hypothesis xem < 1 or
Xem > 1, respectively. The threshold e = aFg =~ Eg/137
separates the regimes of the avalanche-type cascade de-
velopment.

The effective emission probability rate Wi.q =
Wes(Vems Xem) at tem at asymptotically low and high
fields can be expressed as (see the corresponding discus-
sion in Section III B):

€ < aFg,
(B6)

Finally, we collect the asymptotic expressions for the particle growth rate derived and discussed in Section IIIC



and the used numerical coefficients:

9\/5F4 (2/3) EWeff TC
14 ¥/372 aBs

35/6\/5
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25 a EWef TC < lans)
— —1|lexp|— , e akg, v>0,
V3 v\ aEs 1 P83 5

E
7 2 (2/3) 6‘«;5;70 ex <_ Z(f/gs’ e als, v=0,
T(e) ~ 2 x T S € (B7)
TC € aFEg 3/4
c1 1+ co/wegTe <> -1, aFg <e< 03a(weff7'c)2/3,
aEs €
/D 1/4
2v2 1412/3)* Vo — | csa(wenrTe)?® < e
9 aFg
(1,1
e = %() ~ 0.516 x 1074, (BS)
8V2 (141'(2/3))*" ;
— ~1.107 x 10 B9
T T 9 W (1, 1) A (B9)
2\%%  2241(2/3)
=(=z ~5.31 x 10° B10
e (3> 9(rc Waw(1,1))3/3 S (B10)
TeWaw(1,1) = 1.0318068870 x 10~%. (B11)
Appendix C: Particle number equations in quasi-steady state
Cascade equations in general form read
0 c®p. 0O 0
=t : - * 'FL fi(rvpeat):/dpvwrad(pe+p7—>p'y)fi(r;pe+p'yvt)
ot €e Or Ope (C1)
= Woaa(Po)fx(v.est) + [ dpy Woslp, = P, (5.5, 0)
o py 0O
. ' A t) = de cr\Pe —aevt 7e7t
L,% + - 61} fr(r, Py 1) / Pe Wer(Pe = Py) [f-(x, Pe, t) + [ (T, Pe, 1)) (2)

- Wcr(Pv)fv(r’ Py, 1),

where f,(r,p,t), a = {£,7}, are the electron, positron,
and photon distribution functions. The LHS of the equa-
tions describes the continuous dynamics of particles with
momenta pe ., and energies e, for et and 7, respec-
tively; +F;, = =e (E+02pe X B/se) is the Lorentz
force acting on a charged particle. In the RHS, we col-
lect the source terms corresponding to the stochastic
processes of photon emission and pair creation, where
Wiad(Pe — P) is the differential probability rate for an
electron or positron with momentum p. to emit a pho-
ton with momentum p,, and We,(py — pe) is the dif-
ferential probability rate for a photon with momentum
p, to create a pair such that e~ or e’ gets momentum
pe. Equations (C1) and (C2) provide a starting point
to model QED cascades in various scenarios, including
electromagnetic air showers [31], shower-type cascades
in interaction of high-energy beams with laser pulses
[33], and avalanche-type cascades [43, 62]. Let us point

(

out here that the probability rates depend on the field
strength, which in turn can depend on r and ¢, namely,
Wcr,rad(pa — pb) = Wcr,rad(pa — pb;E(r,t),B(r, t)),
Werrad(Pa) = Werrad(Pa; E(r,t),B(r,t)). Within the
LCFA, the fields enter through the quantum parameter
Xe,y of the incoming particle [see Eq. (1)]. For brevity,
we omit the explicit field dependence in our notation.
Let us consider an avalanche-type e~ -seeded cascade
developing in an electric antinode of a standing wave,
formed by two circularly polarized waves propagating
along the z-axis. We assume that e~ is injected close to
the E-antinode centered at the origin r = 0. In the trig-
gered cascade, the number of produced pairs can grow
exponentially with time, N, ~ e*. As the mean free
path time of e* and « in the cascade is small (see Sec-
tion II), the majority of particles will be created in the
small vicinity of the E-antinode centre, which we denote
as domain D. To identify the dependence of I' on the
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field parameters, it is therefore enough to study the par- almost homogeneous in D, let us integrate out the coor-
ticle distributions within D. Assuming that the field is dinate dependence r. For Eq. (C1), we obtain:

J

2
C"Pe

€e

9] 0
af:l:(pmt)—’— "/aDdeﬂ:(rvpmt)j:aipe"/DdrFLf:t(rvplﬂt)

= / dpy Wiad(Pe + Py = Py)f+(Pe + Py t) (C3)

— Whad(Pe) f+(Pe, t) +/dp7 Wer(Py = Pe) fr (P 1),

where we introduced

fi,’y(p€7t):/Ddrfi,"/(rap€7t)'

Here, to simplify the RHS, we approximate the field dependence of the probability rates by a uniform field that
corresponds to the field at the E-antinode centre, Wy rad(Pa — Pb) = Worrad(Pa — Pb; E(0,1),B(0,%)). For the
second term in the LHS, we used the divergence theorem to cast it into the surface integral. It accounts for the
particle flux through the surface 9D. The flux can be caused by the migration of charged particles in the direction
of the electric field gradient, in our case to the B-antinodes (see Fig. 4). As we consider waves that are infinite
in the transverse plane, particles migrate only in the longitudinal direction. However, Eq. (C3) can be generalised
straightforwardly to account for migration in other directions for other field configurations, e.g. focused laser fields.

In the events of emission or pair creation, the incoming and outgoing particles are ultrarelativistic, thus e, = c|pe|.
Following [43, 62], we assume that in each quantum process the momenta of the initial and secondary particles are
collinear:

dWrad (pea g’y)
de

dWer(py, )
de’,

)
ey=Aee

1
Wrad(pe — p’y) = / d>\5(p’y - /\pe)ge
0

1
Wer(Py = Pe) = / dAO(p — APy )ey
0

el=Ne,
Note that within the LCFA, the probability rates explicitly depend only on the particle energy and x parameter:

dWrad(peagw) _ dWrad(&—&XeygA/) dwcr(pwage) _ dWcr(E'vaﬂEe)
de,, de, ’ de. de. ’

(C4)

[c.f. Egs. (2) and (3)].'' By applying this to the RHS of Eq. (C3), we can integrate out the angular dependence in
p,. After repeating the same steps for Eq. (C2), we get:

0 2p.
et P [ as fulrpn) £
oD

~/DdI‘FL fi(r,pe,t) = *Wrad(pe)f:t(pe,t)

e Ope
o C5)
2 dWyaa (P, e4) dWer (p', €0) (
de’ S | @rad(PsEy) 'y Werpee) oy
+/€E = l . L J+ (P, 1) + i f (' 1) C
v e p/zsl%ce
0
afv(pwt) == Wcr(Pv)fv(Pwt)
< e dWraa(p'se (C6)
b [ S TR (g s g (90 .
€ny 57 67 plzs/ﬂ

&y

For a uniform field, for example, if F; = eE(t) (this includes a uniform rotating electric field), the flux term in
Eq. (C5) vanishes and we recover the equations used in Refs. [43, 62].

11 We use particle energy Ee,y = ’ye,,ymc2 as the argument for the

L A . S ! The transition to the notation used in Egs. (2), (3) is straight-
probability rates to simplify the notations within Appendix C.

forward.
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As we aim to obtain the equations for particle numbers, we integrate out the particle momenta from Eqgs. (C5)-(C6):

0 B < e AW (p',ee) ,
R O o s L S| ()
d 2 dWiaa(p', e
SN ()= / 0Dy { ~Wer (Do) o (P 1) + / de'S MunaP20) (o vy 4 p (1) C(os)
€y E’Y dE'Y p’:e'c:%
where
Na(t) = / dp fu(p,1), (C9)
. ’pe
jar.t) = [ dp. P fulr et (c10)
1
ve(t) = dSj+(r,t Cl11
0= 5o [, dSI=) (c11)

are the particle numbers, flows, and effective migration rates, respectively. As the electric field is symmetric around
the E-antinode center, we put v_(t) = v4(t) = v(t). Note that in Eq. (C7) we used that

° 5/2 dWrad(p/a5 )
Javed [ oS ld
€ e vy

which can be shown by interchanging the integrals in the first term and noticing that dWyaq(p’, ey — €e)/dey =
—dWyada(p', €4 — €c)/de. under the integral. Physically, it corresponds to the balance of radiation.
To simplify the equations further, let us consider the following term in the RHS of Eq. (C8):

[o'e) 6l2 dWra I)l’é_
/dpw/ dé';# f=(P'1)
€y o ol

- Wrad(pe>f:t(pe;t) = 07

f:l: (pla t)]

—e!
Ey=E —Ee /! —1 CPe
y p'=¢ co

(C12)

r—gt EPY
=g’ —
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It is convenient to pass to spherical coordinates in momentum space, p, — {€4/¢, .}, where n, = p,/|pa| is the
unit vector. The emission collinearity condition p’ = ¢’ C:J simply means that the integration over n, in the outer
Y

integral can be replaced by n’:

1 * 2 o EI2 dWrad (5/1 Xla g’y)
0—3/0 de~dn’ €7 /86 delngi (e,n',t), (C13)

Note that we wrote the argument of dW,aq/de,, so that it corresponds to Eq. (C4), and x’ depends on n’ (e.g. in the
reference frame co-moving with the electric field component [62]). Now we can interchange the de., and de’ integrals:

dWrad(Elv le g’y)

1 oo E/
6—3/ de'dn’ € fy (5/,n',t)/ de,, I (C14)
0 0 v
The rightmost integral gives Wi.q(g’, X’), and the whole expression can be written in a compact form:
[ 0 Wasa 0129 (C15)

After repeating the same steps for the RHS of Eq. (C7), we can rewrite the particle number equations as follows:

0

O NL(t) = Vi) + W ()N, 1), (C16)
Ny (1) = Weaal) [N- (1) + No (1)) — Wer 0V, (1), (c17)

where we introduced time-dependent effective rates:

1

Whaa(t) = N O+ N

/ D' Weaa(p') [/ (0", ) + £+ (0. )] (C18)
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1

Wer(t) = AO]

/ dp' Wer(p') o (0. ). (C19)

Recall that, here, the probability rates also depend on time, Wiad et (P’) = Wrad,er (P’ E(0,1), B(0,¢)). For a cascade
developing at the E-antinode center of a CP standing wave, the probability rates are independent of time in the
frame co-rotating with the electric field. Transition to such the frame can be done for Egs. (C1), (C2) (see Ref. [62]),
however, does not change the form of Egs. (C16), (C17).

To advance, we assume now that the cascade rapidly reaches the (quasi-)steady state, and that the time dependence
in f, factorizes in the frame co-rotating with the electric field: f,(pa,t) = fu(Pa)ga(t) [anticipating that g, (t) ~ ef].
We use the probabilities in the LCFA, so Wiaq(P') = Wiada(€', X)), Wer(P') = Wer(€',X'), hence, x’ can be used as
an independent integration variable in Egs. (C18), (C19). Passing to the new variables p’ — {&’,x’,0'} casts the
distribution function to

fr () dp' = fu(e',x,0")de' dx sin ' de’, (C20)
where —7/2 < ¢’ < /2 is the azimuthal angle in the system such that the electric field rotates in the plane 8’ = 0. As
a result of the distribution function factorisation g,(t) cancels out in Eqgs. (C18), (C19) [with N, (¢) written explicitly,
see Eq. (C9)], and the effective rates become stationary:

de'd sin 0/ d0’ Wraale', ') [ (€' X.0) + o (/. X 0)]

Wiad = , (C21)

/ 4=/ sin0'dd’ [F_ (' x.0) + (X0

Wcr =

We can apply the same reasoning to the migration rate,
v(t) — v, see Eq. (C11). By using these expressions
in Egs. (C16), (C17), we finally arrive at the particle
number equations in the steady state:

%it(t) = Wy (t) = v N (1), (C23)
dJ\ZZt(t) - Wrad[Nf (t) + N+ (t)} - WcrN'y(t). (C24)

By introducing N, = (N_+N,)/2 we cast these relations
into Egs. (18)-(19). At v = 0, we get the equations of
the form used in Refs. [45, 46, 61].

The effective rate of photon emission given in
Egs. (C21) can be simplified further if we take into ac-
count the electron dynamics. Let us consider the integral:

/ de’dx' sin0'd0’ Wiaa(e', X' ) fo (', X', 0)

The short-time expressions (8)-(9) relate £, and x. as
they are parametrised. We can express . in terms of e,:
Xe(ge) = (€2 /mc?)?weg 7o, meaning that the distribution
function can be written as

fe(E X 0) = fr(€,0)8(X — xe(€)).

Notably, in the uniform rotating electric field con-
figuration, we can make an additional simplification:

(C25)

/ de'dy' sin0'do' W (', xX') (', X', 0)

/ds’dx’ sing'dd’ f,(e',x',0")

(C22)

[
fi(e,0") = fL(e")6(0")/sin@’. Then the integral reads

/ de’ sin 0'd0' Wiaa (€', xe(€')) f(€,0").

In Section IIIB, we propose to approximate the rate
in this integral by a constant Wi.a(e', xe(¢')) =
Wes(Yems Xem), Where  Yem Xe(Yemmc?).  Then
the effective rate in Eq. (C21) simplifies to Wig =
Wes ('Yem7 Xem)-

Developing a similar line of reasoning applied to
the RHS of Eq. (C22), requires coupling e, and
X~ Since photons propagate along straight lines, and
their energy is not altered, let us estimate x.(e) ~
sin(6.,)ee,/(Esmc?), where 6. is some characteristic
angle between the photon momentum and the elec-
tric field direction. Then we can rewrite the pho-
ton distribution function as in Eq. (C25), substitute
it into the effective rate (C22), and obtain W, =
Wew(e4/(mc?),sin(6, e, /(Esmc?)). Here, sin(d,,) can
be used as a fitting parameter when comparing the re-
sulting growth rate expressions to numerical data.

Let us make several remarks. First, our derivation
shows that the steady-state hypothesis is equivalent to
taking the limit Wiaq cr (f = 00) = Wiad er. The solution
of the steady-state equations for the particle numbers
is exponential in time, as we discuss in Section III. In
the derivation, we showed that the steady-state naturally
arises if the distribution function time dependence fac-



torizes at large times, namely, we can replace the steady-
state hypothesis with the latter statement.

Second, the particular time required for this limit to
set in, i.e. the steady state formation time, depends on
the particular field configuration and its parameters. As
of now, the formation of the steady distribution has to
be confirmed with numerical simulations for each field
configuration, which was done in the past works [42, 43,
45, 47, 48] and the present study. A rigorous proof of the
steady state existence would be very interesting, as well
as the calculation of the relaxation time, and a systematic
classification of the field configurations allowing such a
state.

Third, Egs. (C21)-(C24) are derived in the context of
the CP standing wave configuration, and particularly the
cascade development at the E-antinode center, where the
field simplifies to a rotating E-field. However, these ex-
pressions can be generalized to cascades in other field
configurations that allow a steady state.

And last, to calculate the cascade particle growth rate
T, it is enough to solve Eqgs. (C23)-(C24). However, the
effective rates Wiaq,cr and the migration coefficient v are
defined via the distribution functions, which are unknown
a priori. While solving the full distribution function an-
alytically is intricate, the rates can be estimated under
additional approximations, as we propose in Sec. III B,
or extracted from numerical simulations, as we do in
Sec. 1V.

Appendix D: The model of Grismayer et al [45]

The cascade growth rate model proposed by Grismayer
et al [45] [see Eqgs. (9)—(10) therein] for the rotating E-
field was advancing the models of Fedotov et al [40] and
Bashmakov et al [46]. The improvement was achieved
by reconsidering the assumption that almost all of the
energy of a radiating electron is transferred to a photon.
Instead, the electron radiation spectrum dWes/dx~ with
0 < x4 < Xe was fully accounted for in Ref. [45]. At the
same time, Grismayer et al follow the preceding works by
assuming that the electron mean free path time is given
by te ~ Wr;i:

xe dW _8) _67
Wrad = Wes (e Xe) = / dy, Weslles Xes )
0 Xy

)
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where 7. and Y. are the characteristic values of 7. and
Xe at the moment of emission, which depend only on
the field parameters. The corresponding model for the
number of produced pairs was introduced in Refs. [45, 63]
by using a phenomenological approach. We show, how
this model arises from the kinetic approach and discuss
the approximations that are required to obtain it.

Let us take Eq. (CT7) coupled to Eq. (C6) as the starting
point. We set the migration term to zero in the context
of the uniform rotating electric field model. As in Ap-
pendix C, we assume that the cascade reaches the steady
state. For Eq. (C7), we repeat the steps proposed in
Appendix C, and arrive at:

0

9 Nu(t) = / dp'Wer(e' X' )f, (0 ). (D1

ot

We aim at obtaining a closed equation on Ny (t). For
this, we will use Eq. (C6) to express fy (e, Xe,t): we
approximate the integral over ¢’ in the RHS in order to
pass to the particle numbers Ny (t), and then integrate
the whole equation in time.

As we aim at keeping the differential rate in the ex-
pression, dWhaa/dx, = dWes/dx~, the second integral in
the RHS Eq. (C6) can be simplified only by imposing
an additional assumption for the distribution functions
f1(pPe,t). In the steady state, the normalized electron
spectrum does not change with time and has a promi-
nent peak, as was noted by Grismayer et al [45] and con-
firmed in the current work with numerical simulations.
We rewrite the steady-state distribution function in the
form:

FiPert) = Na (1) 167, (D)

where N normalizes the electron spectrum, N =
[ deced=e). Let us assume for the moment that g(s.)
has a single maximum located at &, (see also the discus-
sion below). Therefore, we can use the Laplace method
to approximate the integral:

Nj: (t) dW(‘,s (:Yev XSW S’Y)

e’} 5/2 dW. d(P/ e )
de! - — 2= f (p’7t) ~ ; (D3)
/E7 2 de, dre? de,
where we used that N = 4rc=382e9(e) /210 /]g"(.)|. As a result, we get the equation
9 [N-i-(t) +N—(t)] dWcs(We’Xe@w)
il = _ D4
atfv(pwt) Wer(Py) f+ (v 1) + dme2 de., ) (D4)
which can be solved explicitly:
A dWes(Fe, Xes € ¢ _ _y
Fr(Pyt) = “(d 7) / dt' [Ny (') + N_(t')]e™ Wer(Er2a) ), (D5)
7'[’5‘,y €’y 0
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Here, we used the initial condition f,(p,,0) = 0. Finally, after substituting f,(p,,t), putting W, = Wy, into

Eq. (D1) and rearranging the expression we get:

8 t Xe
—N,(t) =2 / dt' N,(t") dy’
ot 0 0

where we passed to the number of pairs N, = N_ + N,
changed the integration variable ¢/ — x’, and put the
upper limit of the x’ integral as dWes(e, Xe, X')/dX’ =
0 for x' > X.. Following Ref. [45], we formally solve
Eq. (D6) by using the Laplace transform

Ny(s) = /000 dt Np(t)e ™.

When Eq. (D6) is rewritten in the image space, one can
show that the function NNV, (s) has poles at

dWes (7Ye »Xe 7X/) W

0 s+ WBW‘(6/7 X/) .

(D7)

A positive solution s; > 0 of this equation provides
the cascade growth rate in the steady state, Np(t) =~
N,(0)el*, T = s;. Eq. (D7) can be solved numerically.
For more details, see Refs. [45, 63].

Equations (D6) and(D7) reproduce the model of Gris-
mayer et al [see Eq. (9) in Ref. [45]]. It should be noted
that in our derivation, we had to assume that the position
of the electron spectrum coincides with &., namely, at the
characteristic energy of the electron at the time of emis-
sion. This particular supposition (i) allowed decoupling
f+ and dWyaq/de~ under the integral in Eq. (D3), and (ii)
naturally cuts off the y/-integral in Eq. (D7) at X.. How-
ever, our simulations show that for ¢, 2 &, the spectrum
decays exponentially, fi(ge,t) x exp[—(ec/&.)"]. Such
behavior is expected as according to the initial hypoth-
esis electrons emit photons as they reach such energies.
Therefore, accounting for this feature may result in a re-
fined version of Eq. (D7).

Let us point out here, that we demonstrated in Ap-
pendix C that Egs. (18)-(19) for N ,(t) are ezact in
terms of the particle spectra, as we integrate them out
without additional approximations (except the LCFA).
The approximations that were applied in past works
[40, 43, 46] and the new model that we propose in this
work in Section III, also inexplicitly account for the parti-
cle spectrum precisely. The uncertainty of the mentioned
models is contained in the approximation of &, Xe,~,
that are used to estimate the emission and pair creation
rates.

Appendix E: Simulation setup

For the numerical study, we use the PIC code SMILEI
[91] and perform simulations in the 1D3V geometry (1

dWes (:Yev Xe) X/)

T Xen Xy (e, e Wi € tet) (D6)
X
[
102<
+
§101<
=
100<
104
35 54 <Xe>st
0 T T T T T
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
wt

Figure 9. Example of one simulation in a rotating electric
field. Top panel: the time dependence of the e~ e pair
number. Bottom panel: the average x. value of the elec-
trons in the cascade. In the steady state, the growth rate
I' and (x.) become stationary (see the corresponding hori-
zontal line (xe)st in the bottom panel). The growth rate is
extracted by using the exponential fitting of the dependence
N,—+(t) o« e at the data points depicted with the thick
dashed line. The plot results from a simulation at ag = 5275.

spatial dimension in the direction transverse to the field
and 3 momentum projections). The code consistently
solves the equations of motion for particles and Maxwell’s
equations for EM fields, and includes the quantum pro-
cesses of photon emission by electrons and positrons and
pair creation by photons within the LCFA as given by
Egs. (2)-(5).

For the standing wave configuration, we pick the sim-
ulation box of length 4\, and preliminary fill it with the
field, so that the box is centered at the electric antinode.
We initialize ~ 100 seed electrons at rest in the vicinity
of the center. The spatial and temporal resolution is set
to A/128 and min(7/500,7T/ag), respectively. We per-
formed the convergence checks to validate the choice of
temporal resolution. For the rotating field configuration,
we use a 6\ simulation box. The field is prescribed by
Eq. (10), and seed electrons are distributed in the mid-
dle 2\-waist. For both configurations, we pick the initial
electron density of 0.01n., where n, = gomw?/e? is the
critical plasma density. Since our aim is testing the cas-
cade growth model presented in Section III, we stay in the
regime of relatively low particle densities when plasma ef-
fects are not significant (we discuss the field screening by
the produced plasma in Section VII).

In addition, we performed several full 3D PIC simula-
tions in a realistic configuration, when the standing wave



is formed by two focused Gaussian laser beams of circular
polarization and with the waist wg = 3A. The seeding
conditions are the same as for the standing wave config-
uration, however, in this case, we start the simulation by
injecting the beams from two opposite sides of an empty
box, and seed electrons later, when the standing wave is
formed. The EM field is calculated consistently in the
PIC loop. We keep the total field amplitude at Ey to
match simulations in the other field configurations.

Extraction of the growth rate. In each simula-
tion run, we observe an avalanche exhibiting exponen-
tial growth of the particle number, see an example in
Fig. 9. We continue each run for a long enough time
to ensure that the cascade reaches a steady state. The
data collected in the steady state can be used to extract
the growth rate I'. The corresponding time points can
be found by studying the time-dependence of the aver-
age electron Lorentz factor (v.) and y-parameter (x.).
When the cascade reaches the steady state, (x.) relaxes
to the constant value (x.)ss, as illustrated in Fig. 9. No-
tably, the characteristic relaxation time depends on the
field strength and decreases for higher Fy. We select the
steady-state time points by the following procedure: (i)
equate value of (x.) reached at the end of the simulation
to (Xe)st, and (ii) pick time points from the data set tail
that satisfy the condition |(x.)(t) — (xe)st|/{Xe)st < 0.02.
The growth rate I' can be extracted by fitting the data
for N,-.+(t) with the exponential function A exp(T't) for
the selected points, where A and I" are the fitting param-
eters.

Evaluation of the migration rate v. Let us con-
sider seed electrons in the field of a standing wave. If
they are injected in spatial regions where x.(t) grows
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fast, they can trigger a cascade. Recall that x.(t) is pro-
portional to the value of eweg [see Eq. (9)], which we
plot in Fig. 4. It peaks in the electric node centers and
rapidly falls off near the magnetic antinodes, where it
vanishes. It is therefore beneficial to seed particles near
the electric field peak, however, they will migrate to the
magnetic antinodes, as the latter are spiraling attractors
for charges [79, 80, 105-107]. Let us calculate the mi-
gration rate v of e~et from the E-antinode center as a
function of Fj to evaluate its effect on the cascade growth
rate.

The motion of an electron in a standing wave is known
to be chaotic already in the classical regime. In our case,
it is also affected by radiation. As general analytic ex-
pressions for the trajectories for this case are unknown,
we perform statistical simulation of particle migration us-
ing SMILEI PIC code [91]. The simulation setup is the
same as described above for the standing wave configu-
ration, except that we seed ~ 10° macro-particles in the
vicinity of the E-antinode and switch off pair creation
for the photon species in the code, as we are interested
particularly in the trajectories of the seed particles. Nev-
ertheless, we fully account for the recoil due to photon
emissions by the electrons. We define v as the inverse
time at which half of the particles propagate at distance
A/8 from the origin, meaning that they reach the spatial
region where e2weg = 0 (one of the shaded regions in Fig.
4). The resulting dependence v(ag) is presented in the
bottom panel of Fig. 5. At low intensities, the migration
rate is close to v &~ T~ = w/27, which is consistent with
the analytical study in Ref. [106]. However as the am-
plitude grows, radiation effects become important and v
slowly decreases.
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