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With today’s multi-petawatt lasers, testing quantum electrodynamics (QED) in the strong field
regime, where the electric field exceeds the Schwinger critical field in the rest frame of an electron,
becomes within reach. Inverse Compton scattering of an intense laser pulse off a high-energy electron
beam is the mainstream approach, resulting in the emission of high-energy photons that can decay
into Breit-Wheeler electron-positron pairs. Here, we demonstrate experimentally that very high
energy photons can be generated in a self-aligned single-laser Compton scattering setup, combining
a laser-plasma accelerator and a plasma mirror. Reaching up to the GeV scale, photon emission via
nonlinear Compton scattering exhibits a nonclassical scaling in the experiment that is consistent
with electric fields reaching up to a fraction χ ≃ 0.3 of the Schwinger field in the electron rest frame.
These foolproof collisions guaranteed by automatic laser-electron overlap provide a new approach
for precise investigations of strong-field QED processes.

Multi-petawatt (PW) lasers are emerging worldwide
[1–4], reviving interest for experimental investigations of
strong-field quantum electrodynamics (QED) processes
using all-optical approaches [5–7]. These concepts usu-
ally involve electron beams from laser-plasma accelera-
tors (LPA) [8–11], now capable of reaching electron en-
ergies up to 10 GeV [12–14]), that collide with an intense
counterpropagating laser pulse. They have enabled mea-
surements of radiation reaction [15, 16] and nonlinear
Compton scattering [17], complementing the results ob-
tained nearly three decades ago in the E-144 experiment
with the 47 GeV electron beam from the SLAC linear
accelerator [18–20], withhundred positrons observed and
attributed to the multiphoton Breit-Wheeler reaction. In
these experiments, the high-energy electrons experienced
electric fields up to a fraction χ ≃ 0.46 of the Schwinger
critical electric field ES = m2

ec
3/eℏ ≃ 1.3 × 1018 Vm−1,

where χ = E⋆/ES is the electron quantum parameter
and E⋆ the electric field in the electron rest frame, c the
speed of light, ℏ the reduced Plank constant, e and me

the electron charge and mass.
While these all-optical Compton scattering sources

[21–27], as well as other on-going or planned accelerator-
based Compton scattering experiments [28–30], are re-

quiring a sensitive overlap in time and space of the elec-
tron beam and the colliding laser pulse, the self-aligned
Compton scattering approach has been realized by com-
bining the LPA with a plasma mirror [31, 32]. The
plasma-mirror Compton scattering concept is depicted in
Fig. 1(a). A single intense laser pulse propagates into a
quickly ionized gas jet target and drives a high-amplitude
plasma wave, intense enough to trap and accelerate elec-
trons to high energies over the length of the gas jet. A
thin foil is placed at the output of the LPA. Ionized by
the pedestal of the laser pulse, it turns into a plasma mir-
ror. The laser pulse is backreflected towards the electrons
and the collision results in the emission of high-energy
Compton photons. In this scheme, the normalized vec-
tor potential of the reflected laser pulse, a0 = eEl/mecωl

(El and ωl being the laser peak electric field and cen-
tral frequency), is typically larger than 1 and Compton
scattering occurs in the nonlinear regime. The emitted
radiation has a broadband spectrum, that can be char-
acterized by a critical photon energy ℏωc (see Methods)
scaling as γ2

ea0 in the classical regime [33] (with γe the
electron Lorentz factor), while quantum effects and the
recoil associated with photon emission slow down this
scaling and result in lower photon energies [34].
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FIG. 1. Principle of the plasma-mirror Compton scattering concept and experimental setup. (a) The laser is
focused onto a gas jet to drive a laser-plasma accelerator, and then reflected by a Mylar foil acting as a plasma mirror. The
collision between LPA electrons and the reflected laser leads to the emission of high-energy Compton photons that are measured
with a Lanex scintillator (b, transverse distribution) and a pixelated LYSO crystal array (c, energy deposition profile). (d)
Simulated energy deposition profiles in the pixelated LYSO are shown for broadband photon spectra with critical energy
ℏωc = 10MeV, ℏωc = 100MeV and ℏωc = 1GeV. The LPA electron energy spectrum (e) is measured with a magnet and
Lanex scintillators.

In this paper, we demonstrate experimentally that the
photon energy produced using this plasma-mirror Comp-
ton scattering concept can be scaled up from the sub-
MeV range of the seminal result in Ref. [31] to the GeV
range, making it very relevant for the study of strong-
field QED. Using Apollon 1 PW and ELI-NP 10 PW laser
facilities, we respectively measured critical photon ener-
gies of ℏωc = 0.14± 0.03 GeV and ℏωc = 0.55± 0.1 GeV.
Remarkably, this successful scaling over 3 orders of mag-
nitude (MeV to GeV) slows down as we approach the
GeV range and enter the moderately quantum regime, as
evidenced by the deviation of the measured critical pho-
ton energies ℏωc at Apollon and ELI-NP with respect to
the classical γ2

ea0 scaling. The results show that strong-
field QED processes such as nonlinear Compton scatter-
ing can be probed in a single-laser setup with self-aligned
collisions and 100% collision success rate, free from the
misalignment errors and fluctuations of usual multibeam
approaches [17].

The experiments were carried out at the Apollon [35]
and ELI-NP [36] laser facilities, that respectively de-
liver laser pulses with an on-target energies of 15 J and
180 J and a pulse duration of 25 fs (full-width-at-half-
maximum, FWHM). The experimental setup is presented
in Fig. 1 and its components are described in detail in
the Methods section. The laser pulse is focused with a
spherical mirror with a f-number of 40 (Apollon) and 60
(ELI-NP) onto a gas jet (2-cm / 6-cm long, respectively),
operating with nitrogen-doped helium to trigger ioniza-

tion injection in the LPA [37, 38]. The laser strength pa-
rameters in vacuum are respectively a0 ∼ 3 and a0 ∼ 6
at Apollon and ELI-NP. The plasma mirror consists in
a 250µm-thick Mylar foil that can be moved along the
propagation axis and its position is denoted Zf . We use
a fresh surface for each shot. Electrons from the LPA
are deviated by a meter-long magnet and detected with
scintillating screens, so as to measure the electron en-
ergy spectrum in the GeV range. Typical electron en-
ergy spectra obtained are shown in Fig. 1(e) for Apollon
and for ELI-NP. The Apollon electron beam has a max-
imum energy of about 1.6GeV, a charge of 90 pC above
1GeV and a divergence along the vertical axis (Y axis)
of 3.7mrad (FWHM). The ELI-NP electron beam has a
maximum energy of about 5GeV, a charge of 1 nC above
2GeV and a divergence along the horizontal axis (X axis)
of 1.6mrad (FWHM). Additional electron spectra are
shown in Supplementary Figs. S1 and S2 for Apollon
and ELI-NP LPAs respectively. Compton gamma rays
are detected after the electron spectrometer using two
diagnostics located 2.5 meters (Apollon) and 7.4 meters
(ELI-NP) from the source. A 2.5-mm-thick Cu converter
foil immediately followed by a scintillating Lanex screen
is used to measure the angular distribution and total flux
of the Compton gamma-ray beam [Fig. 1(b)]. The Cu
converter enhances the sensitivity to high-energy photons
(above the MeV), while blocking lower-energy photons, in
particular betatron radiation from the LPA [39]. A pixe-
lated LYSO:Ce crystal array oriented in the Z−X plane
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FIG. 2. Evidence of Compton gamma rays and col-
lision success rate. (a) Gamma-ray signal in the Apollon
experiment, obtained by integrating the signal on the gamma-
ray Lanex [(b) in Fig. 1], and measured as a function of the
foil position Zf using fresh foil (with plasma mirror, Comp-
ton shots taken after rotating the foil) and by shooting in a
hole (without plasma mirror, reference shot taken just after
a Compton shot without rotating the foil). (b)-(c) Angular
distribution of the Compton gamma-ray beam for successive
shots around the optimum for the Apollon (b) and ELI-NP
(c) experiments, as well as bremsstrahlung background shot
(shot in a hole, marked as “w/o PM”).

is used to capture the spectral properties of the Comp-
ton gamma-ray beam [Fig. 1(c)]. The simulated energy
deposition profiles, depicted in Fig. 1(d), show the sen-
sitivity of this gamma-ray detector to different critical
photon energies ℏωc.

To demonstrate the generation of Compton gamma
rays with this plasma-mirror scheme, the experimental
evidence is based on two measurements: the variation
of the gamma-ray signal with the plasma mirror posi-
tion (as the Compton radiation depends on the electron
energy and the intensity of the backreflected laser) and
the comparison to the signal observed without plasma
mirror, as shown in Fig. 2. We start with the Apollon
experiment. When the foil is located at a distance be-
tween Zf ∼ 10mm and Zf = 15mm from the beginning
of the gas jet (defined as Zf = 0), the gamma-ray signal
increases with Zf as expected from the increase of the
LPA acceleration length that leads to higher electron en-
ergies and charges. Beyond Zf = 15mm, electrons no
longer evolve substantially and the gamma-ray signal

drops, suggesting that the laser pulse starts to diffract
and does not efficiently drive the LPA after 15 mm. This
specific dependence of the gamma-ray signal with the foil
position [Fig. 2(a)], characteristic of the plasma-mirror
Compton scheme [31], is the first evidence that Compton
gamma rays have been generated and observed in our
experiment.

Second, one can compare Compton shots with plasma
mirror to reference shots without plasma mirror. The ref-
erence shots are taken with the foil inserted at a given Zf

position, but with a hole along the laser axis generated by
the previous Compton shot. This allows to have a simi-
lar LPA gas profile for reference shots. Without plasma
mirror, one expects a Zf -independent background signal
from bremsstrahlung radiation generated by the electron
beam passing through foils before being deflected by the
magnet, which is indeed observed in the experiment. Fig-
ures 2(a)-(b) show that Compton shots around the op-
timum Zf = 15mm position are much brighter than the
bremsstrahlung background in the Apollon experiment,
and a similar result is observed for the ELI-NP experi-
ment in Fig. 2(c). The bremsstrahlung background was
found to be sufficiently small to not impact the spectral
analysis discussed below. With the higher laser energy
and the longer cm-scale Rayleigth length in the ELI-NP
experiment, Compton gamma-ray generation was better
optimized by having the plasma mirror after the gas jet
exit, at a distance of 2 to 3 cm. As anticipated from
this self-aligned concept, all shots with a plasma mirror
resulted in a successful collision, as depicted in Figs. 2(b)-
(c) showing five successive shots with 100% success rate
for each experiment.

Figures 3(a)-(b) present experimental images of the
pixelated LYSO detector at Apollon and ELI-NP. The
maximum of the 1D energy deposition profile [Fig. 3(c)]
clearly shifts from Z = 1.5 cm (Apollon) to Z = 2.7 cm
(ELI-NP), which reflects the difference in the photon en-
ergy spectra. This detector indeed encodes spectral infor-
mation of the gamma photons via energy-dependent de-
position [see Fig. 1(d) and Methods] that we have charac-
terized with Monte-Carlo simulations using the FLUKA
code [40–42]. With the measured energy deposition pro-
file and known detector response, gamma-ray photon
spectra can be unfolded and reconstructed by an iter-
ative method using the Maximum Likelihood Expecta-
tion Maximization algorithm (see Methods). The exper-
imental energy deposition profiles and the unfolded pho-
ton spectra obtained from the reconstruction method are
shown in Figs. 3(c)-(e). Figures 3(d)-(e) also show the
results of QED simulations of the laser-electron collision,
as well as synchrotron fits to the experimental unfolded
photon spectra, yielding ℏωc = 0.14 ± 0.03 GeV (Apol-
lon) and ℏωc = 0.55±0.1GeV (ELI-NP). The simulations
use the strong-field QED code Ptarmigan [43] and deter-
mine the incoming electron energy spectrum to match
the outcoming spectrum to the experimental one. The
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FIG. 3. Energy deposition in LYSO and Compton photon spectrum. Experimental 2D profiles of the energy deposition
in LYSO by a Compton gamma-ray beam at Apollon (a) and ELI-NP (b). (c) 1D depth profiles obtained by integration of (a)
and (b) along X, as well as depth profiles from spectral reconstructions. (d)-(e) Experimental photon spectra from iterative
spectral reconstructions, from synchrotron fits with critical energies ℏωc = 0.14GeV (Apollon) and ℏωc = 0.55GeV (ELI-NP)
and from QED simulations. Simulated photon spectra in classical (including continuous radiation reaction) and QED regimes,
for Apollon (f) and ELI-NP (g) conditions.

QED simulation includes the effects of discrete photon
emission and of the electron energy loss and recoil for
multiple photon emissions from the same electron. A
reasonable agreement is found between the experiment
and the QED simulation using a laser strength parame-
ter a0 = 8 for the Apollon Compton shot in Fig. 3(a)
and a0 = 5 for the ELI-NP Compton shot in Fig. 3(b).
The larger a0 in the Apollon case is consistent with the
sensitive foil positioning inside the gas jet, and with the
laser self-focusing in the plasma resulting in smaller spot
size and Rayleigth length. In the ELI-NP case, the foil
positioning after the gas jet exit and the long cm-scale
Rayleigh length lead to a more moderate value for a0.

The increase in the critical photon energy, from ℏωc =
0.14GeV at Apollon to ℏωc = 0.55GeV at ELI-NP, is ex-
pected from the increase in electron energy from a maxi-
mum of about 1.6GeV to 5GeV. However, the observed
increase in ℏωc by a factor of nearly 4 exhibits a substan-
tial deviation from the classical γ2

ea0 scaling predicting
a ×6 increase. This is due to quantum effects and to
the recoil associated with photon emission that become
important, especially for the ELI-NP experiment. In-
deed, our experiments are entering the moderately quan-

tum regime with χ ≃ 0.15 (Apollon, corresponding to
1.6 GeV electron energy and a0 = 8) and χ ≃ 0.3 (ELI-
NP, corresponding to 5 GeV electron energy and a0 = 5)
where the quantum nature of the interaction needs to be
taken into account [34] and clearly deviates from classi-
cal theory, as shown in Figs. 3(f)-(g). Simulated photon
spectra are compared for classical and QED regimes (see
Methods), showing that the classical-quantum deviation
is more prominent for ELI-NP [Figs. 3(g)] than for Apol-
lon [Figs. 3(f)], slowing down the growth in ℏωc.

Finally, using the measured electron charge and the re-
sults from the ELI-NP QED simulation, we estimate the
number of Compton gamma photons produced at ener-
gies beyond 1GeV to be of the order of 108 in the ELI-
NP experiment. This is similar to the estimated num-
ber of photons at energies beyond 10MeV in multibeam
Compton experiment [17], while benefiting from auto-
matic alignment and foolproof collisions with a critical
energy ℏωc about four times larger.

In conclusion, Compton gamma-ray beams have been
produced with photon energies exceeding 1 GeV in a
simplified single-laser Compton scattering geometry and
with 100% collision success rate, that compares favor-
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ably with respect to usual multibeam approaches. For
this scheme, the photon energy of the Compton radiation
has been increased by about three orders of magnitude as
compared to the initial seminal result in Ref. [31], enter-
ing the moderately quantum regime with χ up to ≃ 0.3
and exhibiting a nonclassical scaling for the photon en-
ergy. The results open the way to strong-field QED inves-
tigations with Compton collisions free from shot-to-shot
fluctuations associated to laser-electron overlap, benefit-
ing from automatic alignment and synchronization pro-
vided by the plasma mirror. They also pave the way to
pure light-by-light scattering experiments by deflecting
electrons away and colliding GeV photons with an addi-
tional multi-PW laser.

Methods
Apollon laser system. For the experiment carried out at
the Apollon facility in October 2023, the Ti:sapphire laser sys-
tem delivered pulses with 15 Joules on target, 25 fs (FWHM)
duration, at a central wavelength of 810 nm, with a linear po-
larization (along the horizontal X axis) and with a repetition
rate of one shot per minute. The laser pulse with a diame-
ter of 14 cm is focused with a spherical mirror with a focal
length of 6m onto the gas jet, with a vacuum spot size of
40µm (FWHM). The laser strength parameter in vacuum is
estimated to be a0 ∼ 3.
ELI-NP laser system. For the experiment carried out at
the ELI-NP facility in October 2024, the Ti:sapphire laser sys-
tem delivered pulses with 180 Joules on target, 25 fs (FWHM)
duration, at a central wavelength of 810 nm, with a linear po-
larization (along the horizontal X axis) and with a repetition
rate of one shot per minute. The laser pulse with a diame-
ter of 50 cm is focused with a spherical mirror with a focal
length of 30.5m onto the gas jet, with a vacuum spot size of
57µm (FWHM). The laser strength parameter in vacuum is
estimated to be a0 ∼ 6.
Targets. The laser-plasma accelerator consists of a gas jet
operated with a solenoid valve at backing pressures of 15 bar
(Apollon) and 40 bar (ELI-NP). The gas jet nozzle has a
1mm-wide slit-shaped exit, that is 2 cm long at Apollon and
6 cm long for ELI-NP along the laser Z axis. The laser axis is
2.5 mm (Apollon) and 6 mm (ELI-NP) above the top of the
gas jet nozzle. Electron injection in the LPA is obtained by us-
ing ionization injection [37, 38] with an helium gas doped with
nitrogen (1% and 2% doping, respectively for Apollon and
ELI-NP). The plasma density is estimated to be ≈ 1018 cm−3

in the Apollon experiment and ≈ 7×1017cm−3 in the ELI-NP
experiment. A 250µm-thick Mylar foil is used for the plasma
mirror. The foil is mounted on a rotating wheel so that a
fresh surface can be used to trigger a Compton collision for
the next shot by rotating the wheel. The foil can be moved
along the Z axis, above the gas jet as well as after its exit.
After a Compton shot where the high-energy laser hits the
foil, the foil has a hole with a typical diameter ranging from
one millimeter to a few millimeters. Sending the next shot
without rotating the wheel results in a shot in the hole, a
reference shot where Compton gamma rays are not present.
Reference shots (in the hole) have a similar LPA gas profile to
the Compton shots because the foil is inserted in both cases.
Electron and gamma-ray diagnostics. The electron spec-
trometer consists of a permanent dipole magnet, with 1.4T
over 1.2m (Apollon) and 0.95T over 0.8m (ELI-NP), that

deflects electron depending of their energy towards scintil-
lation screens imaged onto CDD and CMOS cameras. The
energy calibration is obtained by calculating electron trajec-
tories through the measured magnetic field distribution in the
dipole and by using the measured position on the screen of the
gamma-ray centroid, corresponding to the non-deviated (in-
finite electron energy) axis. Compton gamma rays are char-
acterized, spatially and spectrally, using two dedicated detec-
tors. The first gamma-ray detector [Fig. 1(b)] consists of a
Lanex screen oriented at an angle of 45 degrees with respect
to the gamma axis and imaged onto a 16-bit visible CCD cam-
era. A 2.5mm-thick copper converter is placed immediately
before the Lanex screen to improve its sensitivity to Comp-
ton gamma rays and block lower-energy photons, in particular
betatron radiation from the LPA. The second gamma-ray de-
tector [Fig. 1(c)] consists of a pixelated LYSO:Ce (cerium-
doped lutetium-yttrium oxyorthosilicate) crystal array ori-
ented along the horizontal Z − X plane, with dimensions
10.8 cm (X) × 4mm (Y ) × 16.2 cm (Z), and imaged from the
top by a scientific 16-bit CDD camera. The LYSO pixels
have dimensions 1mm (X) × 4mm (Y ) × 1mm (Z) and are
separated by 0.08mm-thick reflective films. The generation
of background bremsstrahlung radiation by the LPA electron
beam traversing foils is minimized as much as possible. At
Apollon, the magnet of the electron spectrometer is isolated
from the interaction chamber by a 0.5-mm-thick aluminum
foil. At ELI-NP, a 50µm Al foil is used to block the laser
followed by 100µm C + 100µm Kapton to separate the vac-
uum chamber from the electron and gamma detectors located
outside the interaction chamber.
Spectral analysis. The energy deposition along the Z
axis in the LYSO detector encodes spectral information
by the photon-energy-dependent depth deposition profile.
Using the 3D Monte-Carlo code FLUKA [40–42] and the
experimentally-measured gamma-ray divergence, the depth
deposition response of the LYSO detector has been simulated
for mono-energetic photons with energies ranging from 1 MeV
to 5 GeV. This detector response is then used in the recon-
struction of the photon spectrum using an iterative method
based on a Maximum Likelihood Expectation Maximization
algorithm, commonly used in tomography [44–46]. Without
any assumption on the final spectral shape, a least square re-
gression approach starts from a flat spectrum and iteratively
unfolds the photon spectrum, minimizing the residual sum of
squares (RSS) in the 1D depth deposition profiles of Fig. 3(c).
The RSS is defined as

RSS =

n∑
i=1

(Dc
i −Dm

i )2 ,

with Dc
i and Dm

i the calculated (from the reconstruction
method) and measured value of the 1D depth deposition pro-
file at pixel i along the Z axis. While the general spectral
shape at high energies is robust, the reconstruction at small
photon energies (≲ 100MeV) is sensitive to small imperfec-
tions or errors in the deposited energy profile and can result
in unphysical oscillations at these low photon energies. To
retrieve a critical photon energy ℏωc, the unfolded photon
spectra are fitted with a synchrotron spectrum of the form
dW/d(ℏω) ∝ S(ω/ωc), where dW = ℏω dN is the radiated
energy and dN the photon number in the energy band d(ℏω),
S(x) = x

∫∞
x

K5/3(y)dy is the synchrotron function and K5/3

is the modified Bessel function of the second kind.
Numerical modeling. In order to reproduce the process
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of nonlinear inverse Compton scattering, we have used the
strong-field QED code Ptarmigan [43]. Ptarmigan is equipped
with modules that calculate the radiation in the QED regime
with the local constant-field approximation (LCFA) or with
the locally-monochromatic approximation (LMA), and ac-
counts for the discrete recoils associated to the emission of
Compton photons. In Apollon and ELI-NP conditions, the
LCFA and LMA simulations are in excellent agreement ex-
cept at low photon energies where they slightly deviate (be-
low 50MeV for Apollon and below 300MeV for ELI-NP). The
QED simulations shown in Figs. 3(d)-(g) use LCFA. Ptarmi-
gan can also calculate classical synchrotron radiation includ-
ing continuous radiation reaction, and these classical results
are shown in Figs. 3(f)-(g). The simulations of nonlinear
Compton scattering are performed assuming a counterpropa-
gating (reflected) laser pulse colliding with the electron beam
in free space. The laser has Gaussian spatial and temporal
profiles, a central wavelength of 810 nm, a waist of 50µm (ra-
dius at 1/e2 in intensity), a pulse duration of 25 fs (FWHM),
and the laser strength parameter a0 is varied to obtain a rea-
sonable agreement between the QED simulations and the ex-
perimental measurements. The electron bunch being much
smaller than the laser, its longitudinal and transverse profiles
have no effect on the radiation properties, and we have con-
sidered a Gaussian bunch with 1µm size (root-mean-square,
RMS) in all directions. The measured electron energy spec-
trum is used in the simulations by determining an input spec-
trum in the form of a Gaussian beams combination, such
that the output spectrum of the QED simulation matches
the experimental electron spectrum. The QED and classical
simulations in Figs. 3(f)-(g) use the same input parameters,
corresponding to Apollon [Fig. 3(f)] and ELI-NP [Fig. 3(g)]
conditions, and only differ by the physics (QED with LCFA or
classical including continuous radiation reaction) being mod-
eled. The ELI-NP QED simulation uses the experimentally
measured charge to obtain an order-of-magnitude estimate of
the number of Compton photons generated above 1GeV in
the ELI-NP experiment.

Data availability
The data that support the findings of this study are available
from the corresponding authors upon reasonable request.

Code availability
FLUKA and Ptarmigan codes have been used to gener-
ate results presented in Figs. 1(e) and 3. The FLUKA
code is described in Refs. [40–42] and is available open
source at https://fluka.cern. The Ptarmigan code is de-
scribed in Ref. [43] and is available open source at
https://github.com/tgblackburn/ptarmigan.
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