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As a fundamental QED process, linear Breit-Wheeler (LBW) pair production predicted 90 years
ago has not yet been demonstrated in experiments with real photons. Here, we propose an experi-
mentally advantageous scheme to detect the LBW signal by irradiating a foil target with a single 10
PW-level laser. Our integrated QED particle-in-cell simulations demonstrate that the LBW signal
can be explicitly distinguished from the Bethe-Heitler (BH) signal by comparing positron energy
spectra behind the target at varying target thicknesses. The LBW positrons are created at the front
of the target and subsequently experience both laser vacuum acceleration and sheath field accelera-
tion to gain high energies, while BH positrons, originating within the target bulk, are only subjected
to sheath field acceleration. As a result, the invariance of the high-energy tail of positron spectra
with respect to the target thickness serves as a distinct signature of the LBW process. Notably, this
scheme remains viable even when the BH yield dominates over the LBW yield.

From the perspective of the number of absorbed pho-
tons, QED processes can be broadly categorized into
linear QED processes and nonlinear QED processes [1–
5]. Nonlinear QED processes are the interaction of a
high-energy lepton or photon with strong fields involving
multiple low-energy photons [6, 7], and many of them
have been detected in experiments, like nonlinear Comp-
ton scattering (NCS) [8, 9] and nonlinear Breit-Wheeler
(NBW) pair production [10]. Linear QED processes
describe the collision of two single leptons or photons,
whereas those associated with photon-photon collisions
are significantly more challenging to detect [11–13].

As a basic linear QED process predicted in 1934 [14],
linear Breit-Wheeler (LBW) pair production refers to
that an electron-positron (e±) pair is produced via the
collision of two high-energy photons. Although some ex-
periments [15] have investigated it by quantizing pho-
tons from self-generated electromagnetic fields of ultra-
relativistic charged nuclei [16], its direct detection us-
ing real photons remains experimentally elusive. This
challenge arises primarily from its small cross section
(∼ 10−25 cm2) and high-energy threshold (> 0.511
MeV), which demand a brilliant source of high-energy
photons—a capability that has been unavailable in labo-
ratories for decades.

In recent years, the construction of 10 PW and even

∗ huaihangsong@sjtu.edu.cn
† zmsheng@sjtu.edu.cn

100 PW lasers has surged globally [17–20]. These high-
intensity lasers can be applied to effectively generate
brilliant γ photons through laser-plasma interactions via
NCS [21–28]. Accordingly, many approaches have been
proposed to detect LBW signals with laser-plasma-driven
γ photons [29–35]. Most of these methods require the col-
lision of two collimated and brilliant γ-photon beams in
vacuum, necessitating the use of two independent lasers,
specialized microtargets, and high-precision alignment
for the collision, which imposes considerable technical
challenges. Recently, single-laser setups, offering greater
experimental accessibility, have been numerically demon-
strated to initiate LBW pair production in near-critical-
density plasmas [34, 35]. In these setups, the emitted
photons propagate both in forward and backward direc-
tions, forming a photon-photon collider. An accompa-
nying issue is that, in plasma environments, the Bethe-
Heitler (BH) process [36]—where photons decay into e±

pairs in the Coulomb field of ions—becomes inevitable.
Although simulations have suggested that LBW yields
can exceed BH yields in near-critical-density plasmas,
distinguishing between LBW and BH processes under
these conditions remains a considerable difficulty. This
stems from the similar post-production acceleration ex-
perienced by LBW and BH positrons, complicating their
differentiation based on positron energy spectra.

In this Letter, we propose a method to detect and dis-
tinguish LBW signals from other pair production mech-
anisms using a conventional laser-foil setup, in which a
single 10 PW-level linearly polarized laser irradiates a foil
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic of the proposed scheme. A 10 PW-
class linearly polarized laser pulse irradiates a foil target, with
some preplasmas positioned at the front of the target. The
blue and orange regions indicate the respective creation sites
of LBW and BH positrons. The typical energy spectra of the
total (LBW and BH) positrons detected behind the target for
thin and thick targets are illustrated in the inset, where the in-
variance of high-energy positrons serves as a LBW signature.
(b, c) Simulation results showing the one-laser-cycle-averaged
sheath electric field ⟨Ex⟩ behind the target and the electron
density ne at t = 20T0 (b) and t = 40T0 (c), where the posi-
tions of some LBW and BH positrons are also illustrated at
their creation (b) and t = 40T0 (c), respectively.

target, as depicted in Fig. 1(a). Some low-density pre-
plasmas, naturally formed by laser prepulses in real ex-
periments, are introduced at the front of the target. The
laser interacts strongly with these preplasmas, accelerat-
ing electrons to hundreds of MeV and generating high-
energy γ photons through NCS both in forward and back-
ward directions. These near-isotropically emitted γ pho-
tons can facilitate photon-photon collisions near the front
surface of the target, resulting in substantial LBW pair
production [37]. Meanwhile, forward-directed photons
can also decay into pairs via the BH process as they prop-
agate through the bulk plasma and collide with ions. The
distinct generation locations of LBW and BH positrons
give rise to differences in their final energy spectra and
dependence on the target thickness. The LBW positrons
experience both laser vacuum acceleration (LVA) at the
front of the target and sheath field acceleration (SFA) be-
hind it, while the BH positrons undergo SFA only. Con-
sequently, increasing the target thickness leads to a rise
in intermediate-energy positrons, which serves as the BH
signature, whereas the number of high-energy positrons,
indicative of the LBW process, remains unchanged [see
the insert of Fig. 1(a)].

We have validated our scheme through a series of two-
dimensional (2D) particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations using

our yunic code [38]. To our knowledge, this is the first
time to self-consistently simulate LBW, BH and NBW
pair production with weighted macroparticles that are
commonly used in modern PIC codes [39]. In our QED
module, two nonlinear processes—NCS and NBW pair
production—are modeled with a standard Monte-Carlo
method under the locally constant field approximation
[38, 40–43]. Both LBW and BH processes based on pair-
wise collisions fully account for angle-resolved e± emis-
sion, with implementation details and benchmarks pro-
vided in [37] and the supplemental material [44]. A 2D
PIC simulation with an independent implementation of
the LBW process in the epoch code [45] successfully re-
produced our LBW results [44]. Moreover, a fully three-
dimensional PIC simulation with the yunic code has also
confirmed our 2D results [44]. The bremsstrahlung is ne-
glected here, as we found through additional simulations
conducted with the epoch code that its intensity is 2 to
3 orders of magnitude lower than that of NCS under our
representative parameters. Other pair production mech-
anisms related to the Coulomb field also do not affect the
high-energy LBW signal, as they are generated within
the target and contribute only to low- and intermediate-
energy positrons.

In a representative simulation, a fully ionized carbon
foil target (Z = 6) is placed at x = 7.5 µm with a thick-
ness of 3 µm. The bulk plasma has an electron density of
400nc, where nc = meω

2
0/4πe

2 is the critical plasma den-
sity, ω0 is the laser angular frequency, me is the electron
mass, and e is the elementary charge. The preplasma in
front of the target features an exponential density pro-
file with a scale length of Lfront

0 = 0.5 µm. A linearly
polarized laser pulse, polarized in the x-y plane, is inci-
dent from the left boundary (x = 0) at an angle of 20◦

relative to the target’s normal direction. The laser has a
central wavelength of λ0 = 1 µm, a normalized amplitude
of a0 = eE0/mecω0 = 140 (corresponding to a laser in-
tensity of 2.7× 1022 W/cm2), a FWHM duration of 6T0,
and a waist radius of 3λ0, where T0 = λ0/c ≈ 3.3 fs and
c is the light speed in vacuum. The simulation domain
measures Lx × Ly = 36λ0 × 36λ0 and is resolved with
1440× 1440 cells. Each cell contains 64 electrons and 64
carbon ions. To reduce Monte-Carlo noise, we performed
the simulations three times for each case using different
random seeds and averaged the results to ensure statis-
tical accuracy. The positron energy spectrum and yield
discussed throughout this Letter consider only positrons
detected behind the target. The real positron number is
obtained by assuming the missed dimension length along
the z direction to be 1 µm. At this laser intensity, no
NBW positrons are observed in simulations; therefore,
our analysis first focuses on LBW and BH positrons.

Our simulation results in Fig. 1(b) confirm that LBW
positrons are predominantly created at the front of the
target, while BH positrons are primarily generated in the
bulk plasma. This distinction arises from the different
particle species involved in two processes. In the LBW
process, positrons are produced by photon-photon col-



3

0 100 200 300 400

ε+ (MeV)

0

1

2

d
N

+
/d
ε +

(M
eV
−

1
)

×103

(a) LBW

0 100 200 300 400

ε+ (MeV)

0

1

2

d
N

+
/d
ε +

(M
eV
−

1
)

×103

(b) BH

after SFA

after LVA

at creation

0 10 20 30

x/λ0

0

200

400

ε +
(M

eV
)

(c)

LVA

SFA

10 15

x/λ0

20

25

30
t/
T

0

(d)

LBW

BH

0

5

10

15

20

eE
x
/m

e
cω

0

FIG. 2. (a, b) Energy spectra of LBW positrons (a) and
BH positrons (b) recorded at three stages: at creation, after
LVA (but before SFA), and after SFA (also after LVA). (c) The
energy ε+ versus the position x of some tracked LBW and BH
positrons, with the gray-shaded region indicating the target
location. (d) The spatialtemporal evolution of the sheath
electric field Ex and the tracked LBW and BH positrons.

lisions, i.e., γ + γ → e− + e+, which is most efficient
when the photons collide head-on with each other, and
less favorable when they tend to copropagate. As a re-
sult, LBW positrons are mainly created at the front of
the target, where photons are emitted in both forward
and backward directions with a wide angular distribution
[37]. When forward-propagating photons travel through
the bulk plasma, LBW pair production is suppressed due
to the nearly collinear photon propagation. In contrast,
BH pairs are predominantly produced in the bulk plasma
through collisions between forward photons and nearly
rest carbon ions, i.e., γ + Z → e− + e+, thus away from
the influence of the laser field.

In later times, a large number of both LBW and BH
positrons appear behind the target, as shown in Fig. 1(c).
After being generated, LBW positrons are pushed for-
ward into the bulk plasma by the strong laser field via
LVA and subsequently escape from the back surface of the
target. On the other hand, BH positrons are unaffected
by the laser field as they are primarily produced in the
bulk plasma; they move forward because their initial mo-
menta, inherited from the photons, is directed forward.
Although some BH positrons can pass through the target,
a portion of them are captured due to their low energies.
It is hard to distinguish LBW and BH positrons based
on their angular distribution, as both of them predom-
inantly propagate in the forward direction. Behind the
target, a strong sheath field composed of quasistatic elec-
tric fields along the +x direction [Figs. 1(b) and 1(c)] is
excited by the escaping of fast electrons from the target
plasma. We will demonstrate that positron acceleration
by the laser field and sheath field play the crucial role in

the LBW detection.

The LBW and BH positrons undergo distinct acceler-
ation processes, as evident by their energy spectra shown
in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b). Initially, both LBW and BH
positrons have low energies, typically below 20 MeV, seen
from the at-creation spectra. This is because the photon
decay probability in both LBW and BH pair production
is only weakly dependent on the photon energy, in con-
trast to the NBW process that will be discussed later.
Thus, most of positrons are generated by relatively low-
energy photons, as they are predominantly radiated in
NCS. The LBW positrons generated at the front of the
target undergo strong LVA, whereas BH positrons, cre-
ated in the bulk plasma, do not. Following LVA, LBW
positrons are accelerated to high energies, with a broad
spectrum and a maximum energy exceeding 450 MeV, as
indicated by the after-LVA spectrum in Fig. 2(a). The
LVA does not result in a clear peak feature in the LBW
positron spectrum. Both LBW and BH positrons then
experience SFA behind the target, resulting in an energy
peak of 100–200 MeV, as shown by the after-SFA spec-
tra. The acceleration dynamics is further illustrated by
the position-energy evolution of some tracked positrons
in Fig. 2(c). It clearly shows that the LBW positrons ex-
perience two acceleration stages: LVA at the target front
(x ≲ 6 µm) and SFA in the target back (x > 9 µm),
while the tracked BH positrons only undergo SFA. The
spatialtemporal evolution of the longitudinal electric field
and the trajectories of tracked positrons are illustrated
in Fig. 2(d). The generation of positrons and the exci-
tation of quasistatic electric fields occur synchronously.
The positrons appear as a bunch passing through the
sheath field, gaining energy to achieve a quasimonoen-
ergetic peak. This contrasts sharply with the expo-
nentially dropping energy spectrum of ions via thermal
plasma-vacuum expansion (target normal sheath accel-
eration of ions [46]). An energy peak at several MeV
for BH positrons has been observed in experiments us-
ing 1019–1020 W/cm2, ps lasers [47, 48]. Our findings
demonstrate that quasimonoenergetic positrons acceler-
ated by the sheath field remain feasible with 10 PW-level,
fs lasers, achieving peak energies exceeding 100 MeV.

The difference in acceleration processes between LBW
and BH positrons is crucial for distinguishing them,
particularly through the comparison of positron spec-
tra detected behind the target at varying target thick-
nesses, as illustrated in Fig. 3. When the target thick-
ness increases from 2 µm to 8 µm, high-energy positrons
(> 250 MeV) remain unaffected, whereas intermediate-
energy positrons (100–200 MeV) exhibit a strong sensi-
tivity to the target thickness. As previously discussed,
LBW positrons undergo both LVA and SFA, achieving
higher energies than BH positrons. These high-energy
positrons, whose yield remains unaffected with the target
thickness, serve as a definitive signature of LBW pair
production. The influence of target thickness on the low-
energy positrons (< 90 MeV) appears somewhat irreg-
ular, as they are highly sensitive to the sheath field,
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which is in turn affected by the target thickness. The
inset of Fig. 3 illustrates the yield of LBW positrons,
BH positrons, and the total (LBW and BH) positrons as
functions of the target thickness. The number of LBW
positrons remains nearly constant across the scanned tar-
get thicknesses, while the number of BH positrons in-
creases approximately linearly, as BH pair production is
driven by photon-ion collisions. From an experimental
perspective, isolating LBW signals based solely on the
total positron yield is challenging, as the total yield al-
ways increases with the target thickness. For ultrathin
targets, the LBW positron yield is also influenced by the
target thickness, as the intense laser can drive the target
plasma into relativistic transparency. Importantly, our
approach does not require LBW positrons to dominate.
Even for targets much thicker than 8 µm, high-energy
LBW positrons remain distinguishable, enabling effective
identification of LBW signals.

The influence of laser intensities on the LBW and BH
positrons is summarized in Figs. 4(a) and 4(b). At laser
intensities of a0 > 120, the LBW process surpasses the
BH process [Fig. 4(a)]. This can be attributed to the
dependence of the positron yield on particle densities:
dNLBW

+ /dt ∝ n2
γ for LBW positrons, and dNBH

+ /dt ∝
nγni for BH positrons, where nγ and ni are the photon
density and ion density. As the laser intensity increases,
nγ rises significantly, finally leading to a higher LBW
yield compared to the BH yield. Figure 4(b) illustrates
the peak and maximum energies of the total positrons as
functions of laser intensities. By such a typical laser-foil
setup of the normalized laser amplitude a0 = 100–200,
quasimonoenergetic positrons with peak energies of ap-
proximately 100–200 MeV and maximum energies rang-
ing from 200–600 MeV can be generated. The maximum
positron energy is about three times higher than the peak
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energy, indicating that the high-energy LBW signal can
be maintained across a broad range of laser intensities.

Another important pair production mechanism—the
NBW process—becomes increasingly significant at high
laser intensities of a0 > 300. The dominant relation-
ship between LBW and NBW processes has been thor-
oughly discussed in the previous work [37]. Since NBW
positrons are also generated at the front of the tar-
get, they are likewise unaffected by the target thick-
ness. Here, we clarify that LBW signals can be distin-
guished from NBW signals through relatively low-energy
positrons. The LBW positrons are primarily generated
by relatively low-energy photons, resulting in their low
initial energies. In contrast, NBW positrons require suf-
ficiently high photon energies, as low-energy photons are
exponentially suppressed in their NBW pair production.
This results in a Gaussian-shape NBW spectrum with
negligible low-energy positrons. To minimize the influ-
ence of subsequent SFA, some additional preplasmas with
a scale length of Lback

0 = 5 µm are also placed at the
back of the target to suppress the sheath field, which is a
widely used experimental technique [49]. Since no signif-
icant NBW pair production is observed at a0 < 200, we
demonstrate it at a high laser intensity of a0 = 400 and
a corresponding thick target thickness of d0 = 6 µm. As
shown in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d), LBW positrons are domi-
nated by low-energy positrons, while NBW positrons con-
tain only a small fraction of low-energy positrons when
Lback
0 = 5 µm. In comparison, if there are no back-target

preplasmas, i.e., Lback
0 = 0, LBW positrons will be accel-
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erated by the sheath field to high energies with a peak
at about 350 MeV, displaying a similar Gaussian-shape
spectrum to that of NBW positrons.

In conclusion, we have proposed a straightforward
scheme to detect LBW signals in experiments by irra-
diating a foil target with a single 10 PW-class laser. The
distinct production locations of positrons in the LBW
and BH processes lead to dramatically different accel-
eration dynamics and, consequently, to distinguishable
positron spectra. The invariance of the high-energy tail
of positron spectra with respect to the target thickness
serves as a unique signature of LBW pair production,
whereas BH positrons primarily occupy the intermediate-
energy range and show a strong dependence on the target

thickness. Additionally, in the presence of more intense
lasers, LBW signals can also be separated from emerg-
ing NBW signals by introducing some preplasmas at the
back of the target.
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