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Near-future experiments intend to detect strong-field Breit-Wheeler pair creation from the col-
lision between bremsstrahlung bursts containing GeV-γ quanta and high-intensity laser pulses. In
this theoretical study, we investigate the influence of laser focusing, radiation reaction and a broad
bremsstrahlung γ spectrum on the energy and angular distributions of created pairs. Understanding
the role of these inherent reaction attributes provides relevant insights for experimental detection
strategies and data interpretation. We show that the inclusion of radiation reaction leads to a narrow
energy spectrum of the yielded particles, whose maximum is shifted to substantially lower energies as
compared to the case in which radiative energy losses are ignored. The broad bremsstrahlung spec-
trum also has distinct influence on the particle distributions, whereas the impact of laser focusing
turns out to be rather moderate in the considered parameter regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

The possibility of materializing quantum vacuum fluc-
tuations into an electron-positron pair through the colli-
sion of two photons [1] — a phenomenon known in the
literature as linear Breit-Wheeler process — is among
the predictions of quantum electrodynamics (QED) that
contributed to replacing the classical inert vacuum per-
ception by the modern picture resembling a polarizable,
absorptive dielectric medium. This view was further ex-
tended by subsequent investigations. Noteworthy are
those related to the pair creation process in the field of
a monochromatic plane wave background [2, 3], which
put forward reaction channels ω′ + nω → e+ + e− in
which multiple strong field photons can be absorbed, thus
giving compelling theoretical evidence that the quantum
vacuum mediates nonlinear electromagnetic interactions
at the most fundamental level.

In the context of Breit-Wheeler pair creation, the non-
linear feature is predicted to manifest in both the per-
turbative weak field (ξ ≪ 1) and the nonperturbative
strong-field (ξ ≫ 1) regimes. This classification refers
to the coupling with the laser field, which is measured
by the laser intensity parameter ξ = |eE0|/(mω). Here,
E0 is the laser peak field strength, ω the laser frequency,
whereas m and e < 0 are the electron mass and charge,
respectively.1 In the perturbative case ξ ≪ 1, the rate
linked to a single nonlinear event scales as R ∼ ξ2n and is
thus suppressed as the number of absorbed laser photons
n increases. Laser-induced pair production was experi-
mentally realized at ξ ≈ 0.4 by the SLAC E-144 collab-
oration [4], observing a power-law rate scaling with ξ10

characteristic for a few-photon process [5].

1 Throughout, we use relativistic units with c = ℏ = 4πϵ0 = 1
and denote four-products with Dirac γ-matrices by the Feynman
slash notation.

When a single pair is produced in the nonperturbative
regime for ξ ≫ 1, a very large number of laser photons is
expected to be absorbed [6]. The total production rate
in this regime is proportional to R ∝ exp[−8/(3κ)], pro-
vided κ≪ 1 holds for the quantum nonlinearity parame-
ter. Assuming a counterpropagating beam geometry, the
latter is given by κ = 2ω′E0/(mEc), with the critical field
strength Ec = m2/|e| ≈ 1.3 × 1016 Vcm−1. The strong
exponential damping of the production rate has so far
prevented an experimental observation. The difficulty
arises from the lack of experimental conditions for merg-
ing at the same place a strong-field source with ξ ≫ 1
and a high-energy photon reservoir with photon energies
satisfying ω′ ≳ mEc/E0. Although the field strengths
attainable from even the most powerful laser sources lie
well below the QED characteristic scale E0 ∼ 10−3Ec [7],
when brought into collision with a beam of high-energy γ
photons with ω′ ≥ O(1)GeV, the previous condition can
be fulfilled, rendering the exponent in R of the order of
one and thus enabling an observation of the strong-field
Breit-Wheeler pair creation.
Corresponding experiments are currently under way

in various high-field laboratories worldwide, including
the Extreme Light Infrastructure [8], the E-320 project
at SLAC [9], the Rutherford Appleton Laboratory [10],
the second phase of the LUXE project at DESY [11],
and the Center for Advanced Laser Applications (CALA)
[12]. The latter two collaborations plan to utilize GeV
γ-quanta generated through bremsstrahlung.
Motivated by these experimental prospects, nonlinear,

nonperturbative Breit-Wheeler pair production in colli-
sions of high-intensity laser pulses with bremsstrahlung
γ-photons has been theoretically studied in recent years,
this way further elaborating the original proposal [13].
Total pair yields have been calculated for ξ ∼ 1 [14, 15]
and ξ ≫ 1 [16, 17], in particular in view of the upcom-
ing experiments at DESY and CALA. For the first phase
of the LUXE experiment at ξ ≲ 1, also energy spec-
tra and angular distributions of the produced particles
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have been obtained [14]. In contrast to the traditional
treatments of nonlinear Breit-Wheeler pair production by
monoenergetic γ-photons and a plane laser wave [2, 3],
these recent studies take the broad energy spectrum of
bremsstrahlung into consideration. For ξ ≫ 1, it is also
necessary to account for the laser pulse’s focussing [16–
19], which is experimentally unavoidable as high peak
intensities are required, making the strong field descrip-
tion deviate considerably from a plane-wave model.

In the present paper, we extend the previous studies
of strong-field [ξ ≫ 1] Breit-Wheeler pair production in
laser-bremsstrahlung collisions by investigating the en-
ergy and angular distributions of the created particles.
This kind of information is relevant for the design of up-
coming experiments. Apart from the impacts of tight
laser focusing and broad bremsstrahlung spectrum, there
is another important aspect to be considered: The parti-
cles are created with high energy (∼ GeV) and, directly
after their creation, still subject to the high-intensity
laser pulse (ξ ∼ 102, κ ∼ 1). Their dynamics is therefore
strongly affected by radiation reaction forces exerted by
the laser field [20–27], whose relevance can be estimated
in the present scenario by the parameter R ≈ 1

4ακξ ∼ 1,

with the fine-structure constant α = e2. These effects
have to be taken into account in order to predict the
particles’ spectra, as can be measured at a detector. The
planned experiments, e.g. at CALA, on nonperturbative
Breit-Wheeler pair production will therefore inherently
probe, as a byproduct, radiation reaction effects as well.
In connection, we note that such effects have recently
been observed in dedicated studies by colliding a beam
of relativistic electrons with high-intensity laser pulses
[28, 29].

Our paper is organized as follows. We first briefly re-
view the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler process, caused by a
γ-photon colliding with a plane laser wave. Then, in
Sec. IIA, we describe Di Piazza’s treatment in Ref. [18],
which incorporates a focused pulse as the strong-field
background. The effect of bremsstrahlung γ-photons’
broad frequency spectrum on the pair production process
is covered in Sec. II B. Afterwards, in Sec. II C, we put for-
ward how the radiation reaction effects of the produced
particles can be taken into account within the resulting
energy spectrum. Section III is devoted to the results.
We first examine, in Sec. III A, the energy distribution re-
sulting from the collision between bremsstrahlung quanta
and a high-intensity laser pulse, taking into consideration
the effect due to the laser’s focusing. The impact of the
radiation reaction on the spectrum is then discussed in
Sec. III B. Next, in Sec. III C, the angular distribution
of the created pairs is investigated. Finally, we give our
conclusions and an outlook on future research in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL CONSIDERATIONS

The S-matrix element for the strong-field Breit-
Wheeler process with a high-energy γ-photon of fre-

quency ω′, wave vector k′µ = (ω′,k′) and polarization
vector ϵµk′,l is given by

Sfi = −ie
√

4π

2ω′

∫
d4x e−ik′·xΨ̄p,s/ϵk′,lΨ−p′,−s′ . (1)

Here, pµ = (ε,p) denotes the the electron four momen-
tum, whereas p′µ = (ε′,p′) is the positron four momen-
tum. Using this, the number of pairs per γ-photon is
obtained as

dN(ω′) =
1

2

∑
l,s,s′

|Sfi|2
d3p

(2π)3
d3p′

(2π)3
, (2)

where we have averaged over the photon polarization
and have summed over the lepton spins s and s′. The
S-matrix in Eq. (1) is formulated in the Furry picture,
where the lepton states Ψp,s and Ψ−p′,−s′ are dressed by
the laser field. If the latter is of plane-wave shape, the
laser-dressed states are given exactly by the well-known
Volkov states [30], which are quasiclassical wave func-
tions [31] of the form Ψ±p ∝ exp(iS±), with the classical
action S± in the laser field. The coupling of the dressed
lepton states to the γ-photon field is described in the
first order of perturbation theory. The latter is applica-
ble when ακ2/3 < 1 holds [32], which is fulfilled for the
parameters under consideration.

A. Pair creation in a tightly focused laser field

To calculate the S-matrix element of the Breit-Wheeler
process in a focused laser field, one can consider general-
ized Volkov states which are obtained by the quasiclassi-
cal WKB method. Following the treatment developed in
Ref. [18], we shall assume that the high-energy γ-photon
and the laser pulse counter-propagate, and describe the
latter by the four-potential

A⊥(x) =
∫ ∞

T

dT̃
[
E⊥(T̃ ,x⊥) + ez ×B⊥(T̃ ,x⊥)

]
(3)

in lightcone coordinates x = (T,x⊥). In our calculation
the laser pulse propagates in the negative z direction, so
that T = (t+ z)/2 and x⊥ = (x, y). The electric field is
taken in paraxial approximation as [33]

E⊥ = E0exe
− r2

w2(z)
e
−
(√

2 ln(2) Φ
ωτ

)2√
1 + ζ(z)2

× sin

(
Φ− ζ(z)

r2

w2(z)
+ arctan (ζ(z))

)
.

(4)

The nontrivial magnetic field component linked to this
field configuration shares the magnitude of the electric
field [By = Ex]. In the expression above, Φ = ω(t + z)
is the laser phase, E0 refers to the field amplitude, z is

the longitudinal component, and r =
√
x2 + y2 denotes
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the transversal component. The parameter w0 gives the
beam waist size at the focal point z = 0. Due to the fac-
tor ζ(z) = z/zR, where zR = πw2

0/λ denotes the Rayleigh

length, the general beam width w(z) = w0

√
1 + ζ(z)2

depends on the longitudinal component. When the z de-
pendence that comes together with zR is ignored, a field

with solely transversal focussing ∼ e−r2/w2
0 results (infi-

nite Rayleigh-length approximation). For finite Rayleigh
length, the field features in addition longitudinal fo-
cussing. Besides, the temporal extension of the pulse
τ is taken at FWHM from the intensity.

Along the lines of Ref. [18], which uses the condition
ω′ ≫ mξ > m, we obtain the angular distribution

d2N(ω′)
dϑdφ

=
ργα√
3πω′2ω

∫
dε

∫
dΦ

∫
dr ε2r sin(ϑ)

× f(x)b(x)

[
1 +

ε2 + ε′2

εε′
f2(x)

]

×K1/3

(
2

3
b(x)f3(x)

) (5)

and the energy spectrum

dN(ω′)
dε

=
ργα√
3ω′2ω

∫
dΦ

∫
dr r

[
ε2 + ε′2

εε′

×K2/3

(
2

3
b(x)

)
+

∫ ∞

2
3 b(x)

dv K1/3(v)

] (6)

Here, K1/3(x) and K2/3(x) are modified Bessel functions

[34], whereas f(x) =
√
1 + [p′

⊥ + eA⊥]2/m2, and b(x) =

ω′2/(εε′κ(x)) with κ(x) = ω′

mEc

∣∣∂A⊥
∂T

∣∣ referring to the
local value of the quantum nonlinearity parameter. In
the formulas above ργ stands for the density of incoming
γ photons, and the angle ϑ should be understood relative
to its direction of propagation. It should be mentioned
that, in line with Ref. [35], the approximation z ≈ t ≈ T
was made for the use of Eq. (4).

We note that the limit w0 → ∞ in Eq. (4) makes the
field background a plane wave pulse

E⊥(Φ) = E0exe
−
(√

2 ln(2) Φ
ωτ

)2

sin (Φ) . (7)

This strong field model will be used in the following for
assessing differences from the outcomes associated with
a laser pulse that is tightly focused [see Eq. (4)]. For
this, we shall suppose that both types of backgrounds
carry the same energy, which is the case provided an
effective transversal area Σeff = πw2

0/2 for the plane wave
is introduced [16].

B. Inclusion of bremsstrahlung

In the forthcoming analysis, we shall suppose that
bremsstrahlung gamma quanta from the interaction be-
tween a monoenergetic few-GeV electron beam and a

high Z-target, whose thickness is much smaller than the
characteristic radiation length Lrad of the material, are
firstly generated. This is primarily motivated by the on-
going setup at CALA, which aims to produce electron-
positron pairs from the collision between this highly en-
ergetic photon source and a tightly focused laser pulse.
Fig. 1 shows a sketch of the corresponding experimen-
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FIG. 1: Experimental outline for the strong-field nonlin-
ear Breit-Wheeler pair production process from the collision
of bremsstrahlung gamma photons and a high-intensity laser
pulse. The bremsstrahlung burst used in the setup will be pro-
duced as a consequence of the interaction between a monoen-
ergetic electron beam and a thin high-Z target. A magnet
behind the target will be used to deflect incoming electrons
away from the region where the photon-photon collision takes
place [12].

tal configuration. In the proposed scenario the elec-
tron beam is expected to undergo almost no spatial di-
vergence along the interaction with the target owing
to both the ultra-relativistic nature of its constituents
(E0 = 2.5GeV) and the fact that its extension would be
comparable to the target thickness. It is therefore rea-
sonable to assume that the emission of bremsstrahlung
photons occurs inside the electron beam volume, within
a spreading angle determined, to a large extent, by the
inverse electron Lorentz factor Θγ ≈ 1/γ0 ∝ O(1) mrad.
As a result, the vast majority of bremsstrahlung photons
would be emitted in the direction of propagation of the
incident electron beam and a head-on collision with the
laser pulse, as required by the formulation outlined in
Sec. II A, can be assumed.
In the present scenario, the angular and energy distri-

butions associated with the produced electron-positron
pair are obtained by integrating Eqs. (5) and (6) over the
photon energy ω′, weighted by the Bremsstrahlung spec-
trum dNγ/dω

′ of a radiating electron of incident energy
E0 calculated within the complete screening approxima-
tion [36]. Consequently,

d2N

dϑdφ
=

∫ 1

fmin

df Iγ(f, ℓ)
d2N(ω′)
dϑdφ

∣∣∣∣
ω′=fE0

,

dN

dε
=

∫ 1

fmin

df Iγ(f, ℓ)
dN(ω′)
dε

∣∣∣∣
ω′=fE0

,

(8)
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where we have gone over to the normalized energy vari-
able f = ω′/E0. From now on, we will use the thin target
approximation, in which case

Iγ(f, ℓ) =
dNγ

df
≈ ℓ

f

(
4

3
− 4f

3
+ f2

)
. (9)

The expression above applies for a normalized target
thickness ℓ = LT /Lrad < 1. Due to the energy con-
servation in the process, the minimum value of f must
be fmin = ε/E0 for a given energy ε of the created elec-
tron. Note in this regard that, for the parameters used
in Sec. III, the energy of the pair is essentially given by
the γ photon energy, i.e. ω′ ≈ ε+ ε′.
We further note that, in our parameter regime, the

main contribution to the pair creation stems from the
region close to f ≈ 1 (see Ref. [16]). Therefore, the con-
dition ω′ ≫ mξ is safely met in Eq. (8) for ξ ≲ 102.
While the broad spectrum of bremsstrahlung contains
apart from high-energy photons also a large fraction of
low-energy photons, the latter effectively do not lead to
pair production.

C. Inclusion of radiation reaction

The previous description neglects the effect of radia-
tion reaction on the created particles because the classi-
cal action S± in the Volkov states only accounts for the
interaction between the electron (or positron) and the
external field in terms of the Lorentz equation of motion.
However, directly after their creation, the electron and
positron are still exposed to the very strong electromag-
netic fields of the laser pulse. In the parameter regime
of interest, their classical dynamics is not properly de-
scribed by the Lorentz equation. Because of the strong
forces exerted by the laser field, the particles experience
violent acceleration, which causes energy losses by emis-
sion of radiation. These radiation reaction effects on the
particle dynamics have to be taken into account, in order
to obtain reliable predictions for the momentum distri-
butions that can be measured on a detector (which is
placed far outside the region where the γ-quanta and the
focused laser interact).

We shall address the analytically solvable radiation re-
action problem in a plane-wave background field [23].
Depending on the electron quantum nonlinearity param-
eter χe = (1 − cos θe)γeE0/Ec, with γe = ε/m and θe
giving the angle between the laser propagation direction
and the electron momentum, the radiation reaction must
be treated appropriately. For χe ≪ 1, the electron’s
motion—interacting with an external background and
the field it radiates—can be described by the Landau-
Lifshitz equation (LL), which is given by [20]:

m
duµ

ds
= eFµν(x)uν +Rµ, (10)

with the radiation reaction force

Rµ =
2

3
α

[
e

m
(∂δF

µν)uδuν

− e2

m2
FµνFδνu

δ +
e2

m2
(F δνuν)(Fδλu

λ)uµ
]
.

(11)

Here, u denotes the four-velocity of the electron and s its
proper time. Moreover Fµν is the electromagnetic field
tensor linked to the strong field background.

If χe is not small, which is the case in our parameter
regime (χe ≈ 1 for ε ≈ 1GeV), the loss of energy of
the electric charge is overestimated by Eq. (10), as there
is no classical upper limit for the energy of the continu-
ously emitted radiation. However, in quantum terms, the
energy of an emitted photon is bounded by the kinetic
energy of the electron. This results in a sharp quan-
tum cutoff in the emitted radiation spectrum, reducing
the amount of emitted energy. To take this cutoff into
account Rµ is multiplied by a weighting function g(χe),
called Gaunt factor g(χe) = IQ/IC , which is defined by
the ratio between quantum radiation intensity in a con-
stant crossed field IQ and the classical radiation intensity
IC . Approximately one finds [28]

g(χe) ≈
[
1 + 4.8(1 + χe) ln(1 + 1.7χe) + 2.44χ2

e

]− 2
3 .
(12)

This Gaunt factor makes a further analytical solution
of the modified LL equation difficult and a numerical
consideration is generally necessary. However, one way
to proceed analytically is to assume that γe changes only
slowly compared to the phase of the laser field, which
implies g (χe(Φ)), where χe(Φ) takes the field variation
into account. This enables us to follow the steps out-
lined in Ref. [23] and, as a result, approximate the LL
equation’s solution using the one found on a plane-wave
background:

uµ(Φ) =
1

h(Φ)

[
uµ0 +

1

2ρ0
[h2(Φ)− 1]nµ

+
1

ρ0
I(Φ)

efµν

m
u0,ν +

1

2ρ0
ξ2I2(Φ)nµ

]
.

(13)

In the expression above, u0 denotes the initial veloc-
ity, ρ0 = nµu

µ
0 , n

µ = kµ/ω the four-wave vector of
the strong pulse, the four-potential of which Aµ(Φ) =
aµψ(Φ) is modulated by the function ψ(Φ), with aµ re-
ferring to its amplitude. In this context, the electro-
magnetic tensor linked to the strong field Fµν(Φ) =
fµνψ

′(Φ)ω with fµν = nµaν − nνaµ and ψ′(Φ) =

− exp

[
−
(√

2 ln(2)Φ/(ωτ)
)2

]
sin (Φ) (see Eq. (7)). The

expression above depends on the functions

h(Φ) = 1 +
2

3

ρ0ω

m
αξ2

∫ Φ

Φi

dΦ̃ g(χe(Φ̃))ψ
2(Φ̃) (14)
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and

I(Φ) =

∫ Φ

Φi

dΦ̃
[
h(Φ̃)ψ′(Φ̃)

+
2

3

ρ0ω

m
αg(χe(Φ̃))ψ

′′(Φ̃)
]
.

(15)

If we set g(χe) = 1, we arrive at the same solution as in
[23]. The upper integration limit is chosen as the one at
the end of the pulse i.e., the limit Φ → ∞ is taken at the
end of the calculations.
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FIG. 2: Normalized phase distribution 1
N

dN
dΦ

of the Breit-
Wheeler pair production process from the collision of a single
gamma quantum with energy ω′ = E0 = 2.5 GeV and a
strong laser field. While the curve colored in blue is linked to
the case in which the background is a focused pulse, the one
in red corresponds to the situation in which it is described by
a Gaussian plane wave. The benchmark parameters in Tab. I
have been applied in order to produce this picture.

The unspecified parameter Φi gives the phase point
from which onwards the radiation reaction has to be
taken into account. Approximated values for it can be
found by investigating the behavior of the normalized
phase distribution. This dependence is shown in Fig. 2
for the cases in which the strong field background is ei-
ther considered a Gaussian plane wave (red curve) or a
focused laser pulse (blue curve). Within the phase in-
terval ∆Φn = [nπ, (n+ 1)π], both results are typified by
prominent peak formations near Φn = (2n + 1)π/2. As
at these locations, the probability of producing electron-
positron pairs is higher, they represent an appropriate
estimate for the parameter Φi. We note that the use of
this choice in Eq. (13) is consistent with the intuitive pic-
ture where pairs formed early in the pulse are exposed
to radiation reactions for a longer period of time than
those created at the ending pulse tail. It is also worth
noting that the peaks associated with each strong field
model have similar heights at Φn = (2n + 1)π/2. This
indicates that each phase interval contributes nearly the
same amount to the total number of produced pairs in
both strong field models. Therefore, the outcomes linked
to the radiation reaction impact in the situation where

the background is a Gaussian plane wave may be con-
sidered as close approximation to the realistic scenario
driven by a tightly focused laser pulse. It is worth men-
tioning that the initial parameters uµ0 can be determined
from the spectra per phase interval obtained by Eq. (5)
by taking into account Eq. (7).
The outlined procedure enables us to incorporate the

radiation reaction into the particles’ momentum distribu-
tions. First, for each phase interval, the momenta (inside
the field) of the particles created at phase Φn are deter-
mined. Then these initial values are propagated through
the remaining laser pulse with the help of Eq. (13). By
summing over all phase intervals, weighted by the re-
spective production probabilities, the momentum distri-
butions outside the field, including the radiation reaction,
are obtained.
We note that the semiclassical approach to radiation

reaction based on the LL equation combined with the
gaunt factor provides good agreement with the experi-
mental energy spectra obtained in Ref. [28]. Collisions of
electrons with a maximum initial energy of ≈ 2GeV and
an intense laser pulse with ξ ≈ 10 were studied there.
While including the electron recoil effect, the semiclassi-
cal model does, however, not account for the probabilistic
nature of the photon emissions. To include such stochas-
ticity effects, a fully quantum description of the radiation
reaction would be required.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

This section is devoted to analyze the results obtained
for the energy spectra and the angular distributions of
the created particles. We start from the two cases of
a plane laser wave with either bremsstrahlung γ-rays or
with a single γ-photon as references, in order to reveal
via comparisons, on the one hand, the impact of laser
focusing effects and, on the other hand, the influence of
radiation reaction. With respect to laser focusing, we
consider both the transversal as well as the longitudinal
focusing. We point out that most of the curves in the fol-
lowing figures have been normalized to a height of unity
to facilitate their comparison.
For the analysis we use the values given in Tab. I, un-

less otherwise stated. These benchmark parameters fulfill
the condition ω′ ≫ mξ ≫ m.

Incident electron energy E0 2.5 GeV
Normalized target thickness ℓ 0.015
Distance travelled by bremsstrahlung L 0.5 m
Wavelength of the strong pulse λ 0.8 µm
Pulse waist size w0 2 µm
Pulse length τ 30 fs
Laser intensity parameter ξ 70

TABLE I: The parameters for the experiment to be performed
at CALA, applying a linearly polarized, tightly focussed laser
pulse (see Ref. [12]). These values are assumed in our numer-
ical calculations.
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A. Energy spectra without radiation reaction

with trans. focusing

with trans.+long. focus.

Gaussian PW

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

ε/E0

N
o
rm
a
li
z
e
d
E
n
e
rg
y
S
p
e
c
tr
u
m

FIG. 3: The normalized energy spectrum for a single γ pho-
ton with ω′ = 2.5GeV = E0 is shown for the focused laser
field with transversal focusing as a solid blue curve and with
transversal and longitudinal focusing as a dashed blue curve.
The spectrum for a laser field as a pulsed plane wave is shown
as a solid red curve.

In Fig. 3, the dependence of the normalized energy
spectrum on the scaled electron energy ε/E0 is shown.
This picture includes the results obtained from the colli-
sion of a single gamma quantum and a strong laser back-
ground, for which the following models were adopted:
a plane wave in red, a focused pulse with solely trans-
verse focusing (solid blue), and a pulse with both trans-
verse and longitudinal focusing (dashed blue curve). The
maximum of all curves is located at ε/E0 ≈ 0.5, which
is due to the fact that the absorbed energy mainly stems
from the γ-photon, implying ω′ ≈ ε + ε′, and that this
energy is distributed approximately equally between the
electron and positron. Both curves linked to the focused
field models lie on top of each other in the normalized
case, which indicates, that accounting for the transver-
sal focusing is sufficient to predict the energy spectrum.
We have checked numerically, that the number of created
pairs in the case without longitudinal focusing is about
≈ 1% higher than in the scenario where it is included.
Compared to the focused laser field models, the spec-
trum resulting for a plane-wave pulse (red curve) is sig-
nificantly broader. Therefore, the spectrum of the parti-
cles that are produced is narrowed as a result of the laser
focussing (see also [18]). This phenomenon can be un-
derstood by looking at the field intensity. While for the
pulsed plane wave the intensity is kept constantly high
within the whole transverse interaction plane, the inten-
sity for a focused Gaussian profile changes from its max-
imum at the center to the minimal values at the edges.

We now consider the energy spectrum taking into ac-
count the bremsstrahlung spectrum, which is shown in
Fig. 4. In all cases we see clear differences compared to
Fig. 3. While the total energy of a pair satisfies again
the relation ω′ ≈ ε+ ε′, the maxima of the spectrum are

not located at half the value of E0 anymore, but some-
what below. This is because, while γ frequencies close to
E0 are most relevant [16], also less energetic quanta with
frequencies ω′ > 0.2E0 give sizeable contributions to the
pair yield. In Fig. 4a we see the comparison between the
focused laser field and the pulsed plane wave. The solid
blue curve shows the case with purely transverse focus-
ing, and the dashed curve the case with additional lon-
gitudinal focusing. Again, practically no difference can
be seen for the two laser field models in the normalized
energy spectrum.
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FIG. 4: The normalized energy spectrum including
bremsstrahlung is shown for the focused laser field without
longitudinal focusing as a solid blue curve. In panel (a), com-
parisons with an also longitudinally focussed laser pulse and
with a plane-wave laser pulse are shown. The intensity pa-
rameter is choosen as ξ = 70 for all curves. The same color
coding and normalization as in Fig. 3 applies. In panel (b) the
normalized energy spectrum for the focused laser field without
longitudinal focusing is shown for different pulse waist sizes
w0, where the pulse energy WG ∝ ξ2w2

0 is kept constant. The
resulting different diffraction angles and intensity parameters
are indicated in the legend.

If we now compare the focused case with the plane-
wave case, which is shown as a red solid curve, we see
that the maximum, considering the focusing, is at higher
energies. In direct comparison, the maximum for the
laser field as pulsed plane wave is at ε/E0 ≈ 0.26 and



7

for the focused laser wave at ε/E0 ≈ 0.3. The difference
in the spectra is caused by the intensity gradient of the
focused laser field, previously discussed. For an increas-
ing intensity parameter ξ the maximum shifts towards
smaller energies. In the focused case, pair creation pro-
cesses that occur outside the laser focus in regions, where
the local intensity has decreased, require larger ω′ values
(approaching E0) than in the case of a plane wave to
reach a sizable probability. As a result, the typical pair
energy is upshifted when the laser focusing is taken into
account.

In Fig. 4b, we compare the normalized energy spec-
trum for different focusing keeping the laser pulse en-
ergy WG ∝ ξ2w2

0 constant. For reference, we compare
w0 = 2µm with values w0 = 1µm and 3µm, respectively,
with the diffraction angle ϵL = 2/(w0ω). For the chosen
values we get ϵL = 0.1275, 0.2551 and 0.085. Now, in
Ref. [16], it has been shown that for this benchmark pa-
rameters, the total number of produced pairs increases as
the laser focussing becomes tighter. Our findings comple-
ment and further extend this previous study by showing
that, relative to the original parameter choice, weaker
laser focusing causes a distribution in the energy spec-
trum that moves the maximum towards higher energies.
The position of the rate maximum shifts to lower elec-
tron energies with tighter focussing and correspondingly
greater laser intensity parameters. With larger ξ, corre-
spondingly more photons can be absorbed from the laser
field (and the local value of the quantum nonlinearity pa-
rameter is larger), so a smaller ω′ is sufficient to produce
a pair.

From our analysis we may conclude that, for the pa-
rameters of the planned experiment at CALA [12], the
transversal laser focusing has only very minor impact on
the shape of the energy spectra of the created particles.
The longitudinal laser focusing exerts practically no ef-
fect at all. This indicates that the pairs are mainly pro-
duced in the innermost focal region where z ≪ zR. By
integrating over the (non normalized) energy spectrum
we obtain the total number of produced pairs. Assuming
the same collision geometry as was discussed in [16] we
obtain a total number of ≈ 4.4 × 10−8 pairs per radi-
ating incident electron for the benchmark parameters in
Tab. I. This result agrees well with the prediction which
was made in [16] (see Fig. 7 therein), where it was calcu-
lated by using the locally constant field approximation.

B. Energy spectra with radiation reaction

Next, we consider the energy spectrum after the radia-
tion reaction has acted on the created particles. In light
of the very moderate impact of the laser focusing, we
perform our corresponding analysis within a plane-wave
model for the laser pulse. This has the advantage that we
can apply in our analysis the exact analytical solution to
the LL equation from [23], corrected by the Gaunt factor
from Eq. (13).
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FIG. 5: Normalized energy spectrum dN
dε

as a function of
electron energy ε/E0 in a pulsed plane-wave background, in-
cluding radiation reaction effects. In panel (a) the solid yel-
low curve shows the spectrum when bremsstrahlung is taken
into account and the solid green curve shows the spectrum
when bremsstrahlung is not taken into account (ω′ = E0).
For comparison the spectra without radiation reaction are
given as dashed curves. In panel (b) the contributions from
different laser phase intervals to the energy spectrum with
bremsstrahlung, normalized to the height of the black curve
are shown (compare with Fig. 2). Which phase intervals are
taken into account are displayed in the legend.

Fig. 5a shows the energy spectrum including the radia-
tion reaction with either a single γ-photon (green curves)
or when the bremsstrahlung spectrum is included (yellow
curves). While the green dashed curve for the single-
photon case without radiation reaction is symmetric
about the point ε = E0/2, the energy spectrum is shifted
to substantially smaller energies and becomes asymmet-
ric, when radiation reaction is included (green solid
curve). A similar effect occurs, when bremsstrahlung is
taken into account, as a comparison between the yellow
dashed and yellow solid curves shows. In both cases, the
shift can be explained by the fact that radiation reac-
tion leads to energy loss, which is quite substantial in
the considered scenario. Meanwhile the total number
of pairs remains unchanged by inclusion of radiation re-
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action, which is only active in our treatment after the
particles have been created.2

Our approach allows us to analyze the influence of ra-
diation reaction in dependence on the laser phase interval
where a pair has been created (similarly as was done for
Fig. 2). Fig. 5b shows how the energy spectrum for the
case with radiation reaction and bremsstrahlung is com-
posed of the individual contributions of the phase. For an
origination of the pair in the middle phase range, shown
as a black solid curve, the contribution is the largest and
significantly shapes the entire spectrum. The pairs which
are formed at the beginning of the pulse, shown as dashed
curves, are hit most strongly by the subsequent radiation
reaction and their maximum is shifted furthest to smaller
energies. The further the pairs are formed towards the
end of the laser pulse, the less the radiation reaction af-
fects them and their spectrum, which can be seen as dot-
ted curves, becomes more and more similar to the one
without radiation damping.

Before moving on, it is interesting to note that the
energy loss of the particles due to radiation reaction, be-
ing associated with a corresponding amount of photon
emissions, has some similarity with the generation of the
bremsstrahlung photons by the incident beam of elec-
trons. While the incident electrons are scattered and de-
celerated upon photon emission by their interaction with
the strong fields of the atomic nuclei in the converter foil,
the created particles radiatively lose energy due to their
interaction with the intense laser pulse.

It is also worth mentioning at this point that for pair
production in laser-electron collisions, radiation reaction
effects have been considered theoretically [37, 38]. In this
case, not only the created particles, but also the incident
beam of electrons is subject to radiation reaction.

C. Angular Distributions

We now consider the angular distribution of the cre-
ated particles, referring to the angle ϑ between the elec-
tron momentum p and the direction of the incoming γ
photon k′. Since the transverse electron momentum is of
order p⊥ ∼ mξ, while its longitudinal momentum is much
larger and about pz ≈ p0 ≈ ω′/2 ≈ E0/2, one expects
emission angles in the range of ϑ ∼ mξ/E0 ≈ 14mrad.
Fig. 6a shows the normalized angular distribution

dN/dϑ of the created electrons, comparing focused and
plane-wave laser pulses. We analyze both, the case driven
by a single γ photon and the scenario in which the
bremsstrahlung spectrum is included. The blue solid line
shows the distribution for the focused laser field without
longitudinal focusing. The maximum of this distribu-

2 We note that, in principle, the radiation reaction may also affect
the pair creation step itself. However, this is beyond the scope
of the present study.
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FIG. 6: The normalized angular distribution including
bremsstrahlung is shown for the focused laser field without
longitudinal focusing as a solid blue curve. In panel (a) the
comparison with a laser field as a pulsed plane wave is shown
in red. The blue dotted curve displays the spectrum with
longitudinal focusing. The dashed curves show the angular
distribution without bremsstrahlung. The laser intensity pa-
rameter ξ = 70 is kept constant. In panel (b) the normalized
differential number for the focused laser field without longi-
tudinal focusing is illustrated for different beam waist sizes
w0, where the pulse energy WG ∝ ξ2w2

0 is kept constant. The
legend shows the corresponding diffraction angles and laser
intensity parameters.

tion forms a characteristic peak shape located at about
ϑ0 = 0.3mrad. The distribution remains practically un-
changed when the longitudinal focusing is included (blue
dotted line). Both distributions differ only minimally in
absolute height (approx. 1%), but not in the shape of
the distribution. The blue dashed curve shows the distri-
bution with bremsstrahlung for the focused pulse with a
single γ-photon. The maximum shifts to smaller angles
and lies at ϑ0 ≈ 0.2mrad. The width decreases signifi-
cantly because for a single γ-photon the ratio between the
energy of the γ-quantum and the absorbed laser photons
is the largest. The red curves show the spectrum for the
pulsed plane wave. Here, the solid curve indicates the dis-
tribution including bremsstrahlung and the dashed curve
for a single γ-photon. Compared to the focussed case, the
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distributions here are much broader. This is due to the
fact that in the case of the pulsed plane wave the inten-
sity in the interaction volume is the same, whereas in
the case of focusing, the intensity decreases towards the
edges. However, a larger intensity leads to the fact that
more photons are absorbed from the laser field whereby
also the transversal momentum becomes larger and ac-
cordingly the spectrum becomes broader. Also in case of
the pulsed plane wave, omitting the bremsstrahlung leads
to a more narrow distribution. Overall, the emission an-
gles are close to the forward direction (ϑ = 0) because
the energy of the bremsstrahlung photons is much larger
than the energy absorbed from the counterpropagating
laser wave.

In Fig. 6b, we compare the normalized angular spec-
trum including bremsstrahlung for different focusing
strengths at constant laser pulse energy WG ∝ ξ2w2

0.
For reference, we compare w0 = 2µm with the values
w0 = 1µm and 3µm, respectively, with the diffraction
angles ϵL = 0.1275, 0.2551 and 0.085. The differential
number behaves in such a way that the weaker focus-
ing leads to a distribution that shifts the maximum from
ϑ ≈ 0.3mrad towards smaller angles (ϑ0 = 0.2mrad)
compared to the initial choice of parameters. In con-
trast, a stronger focusing leads to a broader distribution
and a slight shift of the maximum towards bigger angles,
because as the laser intensity increases, the transverse
particle momentum grows and the width of the angular
distribution is enhanced.

In all angular distributions, the peak-shaped maxi-
mum at small angles is very peculiar. If we look at

the twofold angular distribution function d2N
dϑdφ , keeping

the azimuthal angle (measured with respect to the laser
polarization direction) fixed at φ = 0, the maximum
would shift significantly and be around ϑ0 = 1mrad. For
the azimuthal angle, the largest contributions come from
φ0 = 0, π, 2π, but the intermediate angles for very small
polar angles ϑ contribute just as much, while for increas-
ing polar angles almost only very small areas around φ0

contribute. This behaviour can be seen in Fig. 7. There,
d2N
dϑdφ including bremsstrahlung is shown as a color-coded

density plot depending on φ and ϑ.
We saw in Sec. III B that radiation reaction effects ex-

ert a pronounced impact on the energy spectra of the
created particles. In principle, also the angular spectra
can be modified by the radiation reaction. However, it
was shown by simulations in Ref. [39] that the semiclas-
sical model of Sec. II C is not well suited to this end.
By considering electrons of around 1GeV energy collid-
ing head-on with high-intensity circularly polarized laser
pulses of ξ = 100 it was found that stochasticity effects
need to be included to predict the final electron angular
distributions. While simulations based on the LL equa-
tion yielded pronounced deflections to the side, a QED
treatment led to aggregation of the electrons in forward
direction. Since in our scenario the created particles are
emitted under very small angles (see Fig. 6), we may
therefore expect that the radiation reaction will not mod-
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FIG. 7: The normalized angular distribution d2N
dϑdφ

including
bremsstrahlung and transversal focusing is shown as a density
plot depending on φ and ϑ. The magnitude of the number is
colour-coded according to the color bar on the right side.

ify their angular spectra qualitatively. However, a more
rigorous QED investigation similarly to Ref. [39] would
be required to quantify the influence of radiation reaction
on the particles’ angular distributions. Such an analysis
is nonetheless beyond the scope of the present paper and
shall be addressed in a future study.

IV. CONCLUSION

Energy spectra and angular distributions of the parti-
cles created by the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler process in the
nonperturbative regime have been calculated, taking ef-
fects from laser focusing, bremsstrahlung γ-photons with
broad frequency spectrum, and radiation reaction into
account.
Considering parameters of an upcoming experiment,

we have found that the energy spectra of the particles
shift to slightly higher energies when the laser focusing
is included, as compared with the plane-wave case. This
effect is caused by the transverse focusing, whereas the
longitudinal focusing has turned out to be immaterial.
However, when radiation reaction on the particles in the
strong laser pulse is taken into account, their energies—
measurable at a detector—are shifted to substantially
smaller values. This effect largely exceeds the moderate
upshift due to laser focusing.
The angular distribution has a pronounced peak at

low angles in all cases. This is due to the fact that for
small polar angles ϑ the complete width of azimuthal
angles contributes to the differential number, while for
larger ϑ only a small range of azimuthal angles con-
tributes. Compared to the plane wave, the considera-
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tion of focusing leads to a narrower angular spectrum.
With constant pulse energy, a stronger focus, by contrast,
leads to a broadening of the spectrum. The inclusion of
bremsstrahlung has broadened the spectrum in all cases.

In further studies it would be interesting to improve
the description of radiation reaction effects by a QED
treatment, which would also be applicable to the angu-
lar distributions of the created particles. A fundamental
open question is, moreover, to which extent radiation re-
action effects can directly affect the pair production step
itself.
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