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Kinetic structure of strong-field QED showers in crossed electromagnetic fields
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A complete, kinetic description of electron-seeded strong-field QED showers in crossed electro-
magnetic fields is derived. The kinetic structure of the shower and its temporal evolution are shown
to be a function of two parameters: the initial shower quantum parameter and radiation time. The
latter determines the short and long time evolution of the shower. Explicit solutions for the shower
multiplicity (number of pairs per seed electron) and the emitted photon spectrum are obtained for
both timescales. Our approach is first derived considering showers in a constant, homogeneous mag-
netic field. We find that our results are valid for any crossed fields and we apply them to laboratory
settings for which we obtain fully analytical, predictive scaling laws.

Electromagnetic showers (EMS) are observed when a
high-energy particle, such as an electron or a photon,
interacts with matter. These showers are characterized
by a cascade of secondary particles, primarily electrons,
positrons, and photons, that result from a series of elec-
tromagnetic (EM) interactions, and play a crucial role in
particle physics and astrophysics. EMS were first con-
jectured and studied with the Bremstrahlunng and the
Bethe-Heitler process [1-3]. The article of Landau [3]
was the first to provide a rigorous method to compute the
number of particles as a function of penetration depth as
well as the energy distribution for shower particles at a
given depth. Today EMS are the main candidate to pro-
duce quasi-neutral pair beams using high-intensity lasers
[4], wakefield electron beams [5], and accelerator proton
beams [6]. High multiplicity is necessary to obtain quasi-
neutral pair beams and it can only be obtained with kJ
lasers [4] or ultra-relativistic particle beams [6]. With
several PW laser facilities being functional worldwide,
strong-field quantum electrodynamics (SF-QED) has be-
come a hot research topic [7-9]. In an ultra-intense elec-
tromagnetic field, processes like nonlinear inverse Comp-
ton scattering (nICS) and multiphoton Breit-Wheeler
(nBW) play the analogous role of Bremsstrahlung and
Bethe-Heitler. SF-QED EMS were first speculated to
play an important role in a Neutron star’s polar cap
[10, 11] for coherent emission, which led to several theo-
retical works to estimate the pair multiplicity in uniform
[12] and curved [13, 14] magnetic fields. Akhiezer et al.
[12] tried to apply Landau’s method which was proven
inadequate by Monte Carlo simulations of the SF-QED
process [15]. A generation-splitting method was used in
[13, 14] to integrate the kinetic equations, obtaining esti-
mates of the pair multiplicity for pulsar parameters and
geometry. More recently SF-QED EMS have been inves-
tigated in the context of laser-electron scattering in the
weak quantum regime (x < 1) [16, 17] and the medium
quantum regime (x < 50) [18-21], the later works show-
ing that high-multiplicity can be reached with multi-PW
lasers. Here x is the so-called quantum parameter [22].

Although advanced numerical tools to explore showers
are readily available, a complete theory of SF-QED show-
ers in all quantum regimes is yet to be found and no ex-
plicit solution is proposed in the literature. It is essential
to have reliable analytical results and scaling laws that
offer a detailed understanding of this fundamental QED
process. In this Letter, we use the generation-splitting
method to investigate in depth the kinetic structure and
time-evolution of SF-QED showers. We derive explicitly
the shower multiplicity, a key quantity for the production
of quasi-neutral pair plasmas in the laboratory. We show
that the problem is only a function of two parameters:
the initial shower quantum parameter yo and radiation
time T;.. The latter delimits the short and long time evo-
lution of the shower which correspond to two different
regimes. The maximum number of generations partici-
pating to the process is also found. This analysis being
valid for any crossed EM fields, we conclude with appli-
cations of our results to two different laboratory settings.

As previously stated, EMS develop into several succes-
sive generations defined as follows: a lepton of genera-
tion n creates photons of generation n which decay into
new pairs of generation n 4+ 1, an example is shown in
Fig. 1(a). The temporal evolution of the energy distri-
bution of each generation (n) of electrons (-), positrons
(+) and photons (v) reads [20]:
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where w(v,7,) and @W(yy,7) are the (energy) differen-
tial rates of high-energy photon emission (nICS) and pair
production (nBW), respectively, within the locally con-
stant field approximation, and W(vy) = [dy, w(v,7)
and W(vy,) = [dyw(vy,7), with (y — 1)mc? the lep-
ton kinetic energy and +, mc? the photon energy. Con-
sidering an EMS developing from particles (leptons and
photons) propagating perpendicularly to a (constant and
homogeneous) magnetic field B, the rates depend on B
through the leptons’ and photons’ quantum parameters
X ~ v B/Bg and x = 7, B/B;, with By = m?c?/(eh) ~
4.4 x 10° T the Schwinger magnetic field limit. Details
on the rates and assumptions behind Egs. (1) and (2) are
given in [22].

Let us now focus on an EMS developing from a seed-
electron with initial kinetic energy (yo — 1)mc? as de-
picted in Fig. 1(a). We can define an (initial) radiation
time T, corresponding to the necessary time for the seed
electron to lose a significant part of its energy as it radi-
ates in the magnetic field (see [12] and [22] for details):
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with 7. = A/(mc?), a = e?/(4reghc) and ¢; ~ 8.09
(throughout this work, all constants ¢;, with 7 from 1 to
8, are integration constants whose analytical forms are
explicitly given in [22]).

In Fig. 1(b), the shower multiplicity (red) and the av-
erage energy of the seed electrons (blue) are shown as a
function of the normalized time ¢/T,.. These curves are
extracted from MC simulations that integrate Eqs. (1)
and (2). The shower multiplicity exhibits two different
behaviours, associated to two different regimes of evolu-
tion for the shower. At short time scales (t < T,.) the
multiplicity grows quickly [x (¢/T})?], but the overall
number of produced pairs is small: the charged particles
are likely to emit few photons and as a first approxima-
tion their energy cooling can be neglected. This regimes
holds as long as the shower multiplicity is less than or
of order 1. On longer time scales, the leptons have con-
verted all their energy into photons and only the low
energetic ones still contribute to the shower, the multi-
plicity shows a slow [ In(¢/T;.)] asymptotic increase.

In the short-time limit (¢ < T;.), photon emission does
not impact the overall lepton dynamics and radiation re-
action, i.e. the first two terms in Eq. (1), can be ne-
glected. The integration of Eqgs. (1) and (2) gives the
recursive form for the distribution functions of genera-
tion n > 1:
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The pair spectra fin) obtained from Eq. (5) is plotted in
Fig. 1(c) at t = T;./1000, for 79 = 105 and B = B,/100.
The black solid lines represent the theoretical prediction
Eq. (5) for the three first generations. The results of the
MC simulations for the three first generations are shown
in blue, red and green which are in excellent agreement
with the theoretical predictions.

The number of pairs of the (n) generation is obtained
by integrating Eq. (5) in energy. Since the contribution
of the (n)!" generation scales as (t/7;.)?", in the short-
time limit (¢ < T;.) the total shower multiplicity (sum
over all generations) is dominated by the first generation.

For Ny initial electrons at (yo — 1)mc? the multiplicity
N1 /Ny at t is given by
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The solution Eq. (9) at xo > 1 is plotted in black
solid line as a function of time (for xo = 10%) in Fig. 1(b)
and as function of xo (for ¢ = T7,./1000) in Fig. 1(e).
In both cases, an excellent agreement is found between
MC and Eq. (9). It is worth noting that, as visible in
Fig. 1(b), the agreement is very good up to times ¢t < T;..
In addition, we want to stress that; in Fig. 1(e), for each
MC simulation (red point) we considered two different
couples of B and 7 for a given xg. The same results are
obtained in both cases confirming that the parameters
Xo and t/T, are sufficient to describe the problem.

Let us now turn to the long-time limit (¢ > T;.). On
such timescales, the leptons have already lost most of
their energy to radiation and mainly low energetic pho-
tons remain that slowly decay in the magnetic field. The
photons that decay have been created at a much earlier
time ¢’ with respect to ¢ and their probability to have
decayed at time ¢ is well approximated by taking ¢’ = 0.
The number of pairs of generation n then writes [22]:

N(t) ~ / dy (s t) Plyant)  (10)

where F.gnfl)(%,, t) stands for the energy distribution of
all emitted photons of generation n — 1 at time ¢, and
P(v4,t) = 1 — exp[—W (7,)t] denotes the probability for
a photon of energy v, to decay into a pair over a time t.

To compute F§”_1) (7, t), we first construct the energy
spectrum I,(7,7,) of all photons emitted by a lepton
with initial energy « from its time of creation to a (much)
later time ¢ at which the lepton has lost all its energy
to photons. As derived in [22], this defines the transfer
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FIG. 1. Electron-seeded SF-QED shower in a constant uniform magnetic field. (a) Particle trajectories in the plane perpen-
dicular to the magnetic field for an EMS seeded 5 seeded electrons. Leptons are shown in color, each color corresponding to a
generation. Photon trajectories are in grey. (b) Temporal evolution of the shower multiplicity (red) and average seed-electron

energy (blue) from MC simulations. The time is in unit of T;. [Eq. (3)].

Predictions derived in this work [Egs. (9) and (17)]

are shown as black lines. (c) Pair spectra at early time t = 107® T} as a function of «/vo for the three first generations. Color
lines stand for MC simulations and black ones for our theoretical prediction Eq. (5). (d) Total photon spectrum at late time
t = 10®T, as a function of ~~/70. Blue and red lines represent the total and decayed spectra from MC simulation. The black
solid line is obtained by summing Eq. (14) over all generations. The black dashed line is x;(t)/xo from Eq. (13). For panels
(b-d), 70 = 10° and B = Bs/100 (xo = 10*). (e-f) Shower multiplicity as a function xo at t = 1073 T;. (e) and ¢t = 10° T, (f)
obtained (red dots) from MC simulations and (black solid lines) predicted by Eq. (9) (at xo > 1) in (e) and Eq. (17) in (f).
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for v, < v and 0 otherwise, and where g(x’) is the Gaunt
factor of quantum radiation reaction and x’ = v'B/Bs.

The recursive derivation of Fv(n_l) (74, t) is given in [22]
and can be understand as follows. The generation (n—2)
of photons create pairs, and each of these pairs creates
the generation (n—1) of photons according to the transfer
function I, (v, y). The spectrum of pairs at the moment
of their creation is obtained from Egs. (1) and (2) re-
moving the radiations operators and can be expressed as
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This equation can be simplified noting that, in the
asymptotic regime (¢ > T)), mainly low energy pho-
tons remain which decay equally splitting their energy
between the two resulting leptons so that wW(vy,,vy) =~
W(vy)8(y — 74/2). In addition, P(v,,t) can be rep-
resented with high accuracy (see [22]) as an Heaviside
function © (v, —(t)) with x;(¢) = v(¢t) B/ B, the photon
quantum parameter below which pair production is negli-
gible. In previous works [12, 19], x;(¢) ~ 1 was intuitively
considered. Here, we introduce a general, time depen-
dent condition by defining x;(#) such that W (~;(t))t = 1.

Considering x; < 1, we obtain:
B 8
3 ln(czxé/gt/Tr) 7
where ¢g ~ 1.86. It follows that Eq. (12) simplifies to:
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Equation (14) represent accurately the the total spec-

trum of emitted photons as shown in Fig. 1(d). When

injected into Eq. (10), it leads for the number of pairs of

the n'" generation [22]:
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with cg ~ 4.22) ¢4 ~ 4.58, ¢5 ~ 4.74, ¢¢ ~ 1.56 and
c7 ~ 1.68. It follows that the generation n of pairs exists
only if:

n<l+ cgl In(xo/x1(t)). (16)

This demonstrates one of the main characteristics of
the shower-type cascades: only a finite number of gen-
erations contribute to the shower, and this number
o In(xo In(xy/ °t/T,)) evolves slowly with the govern-
ing parameters. This differs from avalanche-type cas-
cades [24, 25] in which leptons can be constantly accel-
erated and where the number of generations should at
minima evolve linearly with time.
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FIG. 2. Multiplicity of SF-QED showers for laboratory experiments. (a) Collision of two electron beams of energy &y, as a
function of the beam charge. Dots are particle-in-cell (PIC) simulation results from [23] and solid lines theoretical predictions
from Eq. (18). (b) and (c) Collision of an electron beam with a multi-petawatt-class laser pulse (with duration 73, = 150 fs):
(b) as a function of the electron beam energy for two laser intensities Io, (c) as a function of the laser intensity for two electron
beam energies . Dots are the results of one-dimensional PIC simulations and solid lines theoretical predictions from Eq. (17).

Finally, the shower multiplicity is obtained summing
Eq. (16) over all contributing generations leading for

Xo/xi(t) > 1 [22]:

N1 (t)/Ngy =~ cg xoln (CQX(IJ/?’;). (17)
T
with ¢g ~ 0.26. This result can be rewritten as Ny (t) x
Xo/x1(t) o< v0/7(t). The slow logarithmic time depen-
dence is related to x;(t) while the leading dependency
X Xo, 18 consistent with previous findings [12, 19, 26, 27]
and easily recovered considering x; ~ 1.

The long-time predictions are tested against MC sim-
ulations in Figs. 1(b), (d) and (f). In panel (d), the
total photon spectrum emitted up to ¢t = 103 T} is shown
for B = B,/100 and 7y = 10°. The spectrum extracted
from a MC simulation (in blue) is found to be in excellent
agreement with the prediction of Eq. (14) (summed over
all generations, in black). The spectrum of all decayed
photons; in red, is found to lay beyond the energy (%)
(vertical black dashed line) predicted using Eq. (13), as
expected from our derivation. As a result, our solutions
accurately describe the shower multiplicity at £ > T, as
shown in panel (b), which can not be computed from the
work of [12]. Finally, in panel (f), the shower multiplicity
is shown as a function of yg. Again, excellent agreement
is obtained between results from MC simulations (red
dots) and the theoretical prediction of Eq. (17), but for
a slight overestimate, also visible in panel (b), which fol-
lows from the saddle point approximation used to derive
Eq. (15).

The solutions derived in this work apply to any crossed
EM fields for which particle re-acceleration is negligible
and where the (possibly time-dependent) EM field can be
associated to an equivalent constant magnetic field [28,
29]. Here we apply our results to two laboratory settings
that have recently attracted much interest.

First, we discuss the collision of two uniformly charged,
cylindrical electron beams of density ng, radius R,
length L and energy &. As the electric field in
this cylinder increases linearly with the distance r
from its center, both the quantum parameter x(r) =
Xo7/R and the radiation time T}(r) = T.(R)(R/r)*/?

are functions of r, and we have introduced yo =~
26.8 x [£9/(10 GeV)] [ng/(10**cm™2)] [R/(0.1pm)] and

T (R) ~ 3.12 fs x [€/(10 GeV)]'/® [ng/ (1024 cmn—3)]

[R/(0.1 ,um)]_2/ ®. Under conditions relevant to currently
envisioned experiments [23], one finds that xo < 1 and
L/(2¢) < T-(R) [with L/(2¢) the maximum interaction
time]. Hence, the resulting multiplicity can be obtained
by integrating in space the short-time prediction Eq. (9),
computed in the small-yo limit leading:

L 2 ~10/3 16
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with cg ~ 1.01 - 10 and T the upper incomplete gamma
function. This prediction is compared to the numerical
results from [23] in Fig. 2(a), using the equivalent cylin-
der approximation [30], showing excellent agreement.

Finally, we consider the head-on collision of a beam
of electrons of energy & and a laser pulse with peak
intensity Iy (peak electric field Fy), duration Ty, (full-
width at half-maximum in intensity) and sin® time en-
velope (in intensity). Further considering T}, > A/c
(with X\ the laser wavelength), the characteristic quan-
tum parameter and radiation time can be computed
at the average electric field (E) = 4FE,/7?, leading
Xo = 5.17[€/(10 GeV)] [Io/(10°* W /em?)]V/? and T, ~
9.35 fs x [£o/(10GeV)]*/? [TIy/(1022 W /em?)]~1/3. Consid-
ering pulses as the ones delivered by the L4 ATON laser
at ELI Beamlines, we have T, ~ 150fs > T,. for a wide
range of parameters so that one can compute the final
shower multiplicity using the long-time-limit Eq. (17) at
time ¢ = T},. A comparison with particle-in-cell [31] simu-
lations as a function of & in Fig. 2(b) and I in Fig. 2(c).
An excellent agreement is found for x;(7;,) < xo as ex-
pected from the domain of validity of Eq. (17).

In conclusion, a complete, kinetic description of
electron-seeded SF-QED showers in crossed fields is de-
rived. It provides us with the time-dependent photon
spectrum and compact analytical solutions for the shower
multiplicity in short and long-time regimes. Our results
are in remarkable agreement with MC simulations, while

Ni/NO >~ Cg (



providing an explicit answer for short time, overlooked
before. This work allows to derive simple scaling laws for
SF-QED showers in various environments, as illustrated
here by two laboratory examples.
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I. GENERALITES
A. Units and definition

SI units and standard notations for physical constants will be used throughout the paper: ¢ stands for the speed
of light in vacuum, m for the electron mass, e for the elementary charge, a = e?/(4meghc) for the fine structure
constant, €y for the permittivity of vacuum and 7. = i/(mc?) for the Compton time. The value Bs = m2c?/(eh) and
E, = m?2c/(eh) corresponds to the magnetic and electric Schwinger limit. The quantum parameters for leptons is
define by x = vy/(E +v x B)2 — (v - E)2/c2/E; with B and E the magnetic and electric field vector, v the Lorentz
factor and v the velocity of electrons. In a constant and uniform magnetic field perpendicular to the initial direction of
the lepton, the quantum parameter simply writes x = \/7? — 1B/B,. Similarly, for photons, we have x, = v, B/Bs.

B. Photon emission and pair production rates

The processes of high-energy photon emission (nonlinear inverse Compton scattering) and electron-positron pair
production (Breit-Wheeler process) are described by their (energy) differential rates computed in the locally constant
cross-field approximation (LCFA):

dw a Q(x,
w(y,vy) = R :TW’ (1)
X (&
_ dw a Q(x+:7/
W(Yy,7) = &y :TW’ (2)
X~ ¢ v

where w, (v,7,) dt dv, denotes the probability for an electron (equivalently positron) of energy ymc? and quantum
parameter y to emit a high-energy photon with energy in between v,mc? and (7, + dv,)mc* between times ¢ and
t + dt, while W, _ (v, 7) dt dy denotes that of a photon to decay into a pair with the electron carrying an energy in
between ymc? and (v + dy)mc?. The functions F(x, &) and G(x,,() are

Q) = | g K+ [ Kealan] ®)
Qrd) = —= o Kl - [ Kaalan] @
Xvs = 3 lca-0 2/3\1 ., 5/3\Y)ay|

with & = v, /v, v =2¢/[3x(1 = &)], ¢ =~/vy and p = 2/[3x¢(1 — ()], and where K, (z) denotes the modified Bessel
function of the second kind.

Integrating these differential rates over all possible daughter particle energy [photons for Eq. (1) and elec-
trons/positrons for Eq. (2)] leads to the photon emission and pair production rates

Wi =2 “(f , (5)
(o x) = & 200) (©)



where the functions a(x) and b(x~) are

1
ai x, for y <1
a = d¢ F(x, &) — )
(X) /0 '3 (X 5) {a2 X2/3’ for y > 1

_.8
by xye v, forx, <1

ngi/:ﬁ, for x, >1 .

1
Mm)béﬁﬂmﬂ%{

with a; = 5v/3/6 =~ 1.44, ay = 14T'(2/3)/37/3 ~ 1.46, by = 3/16(3/2)'/% ~ 0.23, by = 3°/35T*4(2/3)/(2872) ~ 0.38.

C. Radiation time: derivation of Eq. (3) of the manuscript

The radiation time corresponds to the necessary time for an electron to lose a significant amount of energy, ie to
emit a photon at the average energy [1]:

Yo d’y
T, = / . )
v S dyryrw(r, )
In the limit of x > 1 and v > 1 we have:

Iy dyyw(y,v,) 16

Jo dnwlv,vy) 63
corresponding to the average energy of a photon emitted by an electron at v. We also have:
o a /3 a (B\*?
dyyw(y,vy) X ag— =—— =as— | = 18, 11
|tz et e —w (4 (1)
Injecting into the definition of 7T, we obtain:
2/3
_ Te 1/3 B, _ Te -2/3
T, =c . Yo (B) = E’YOXO (12)

where ¢; = 3'%/3/[32'(2/3)] =~ 8.09.

D. Kinetic equations: Egs. (1)-(2) of the manuscript

As presented in the manuscript we split each species into successive generations: a lepton of generation (n) emits
a photon of generation (n) that can in turn decay into leptons of generation (n 4+ 1). We assume that all particles
participating in high-energy photon emission and pair production are ultra-relativistic (y > 1) at all times. This
allows us to approximate electron and positron velocity as that of light and to consider that high-energy photons and
electron-positron pairs are emitted/created with a momentum aligned with that of the particle they originate from.
We consider that the field created by the charged particles is negligible in front of the external magnetic field and
finally, we describe the two processes by their energy differential rates computed in the locally constant cross-field
approximation (LCFA) (Sec. IB).

With these approximations, we obtain the following set of equations:

AL (v,t) = /0 Ay (Y + Yy V) LS (Y 4 Y t) — /O dyy w(v,7y) £ (7,8)
+ / d’Y’y E('V'yv '7) f'sn_l) (’Y’W t) , (13)
0

amwww[3wwwﬂﬁww+MMM}wwmwmw. (14)



Equation (14) admits a general solution of the form:

£ (v, 1) / dy w(v, ) /Odt’ [ffn)(% Nt £ ()| e Wl (=), (15)

In contrast, it is not possible to give a general solution for Eq. (13). Nevertheless, integrating it over all energies, the
first two terms give a vanishing contribution (photon emission conserves the number of leptons). Remembering that
the magnetic field is constant, we obtain - using Eq. (15) and after some algebra - the number of pairs:

N / d%/ dt’ / ay [0 0, + £V )| wiy ) [L= e T
+ / d%,f,y’“1 (vy,t=0) {1 — eftW(W)} . (16)
0
The first term of this equation corresponds to the convolution of the spectrum of photons emitted by the lepton of

generation (n —1) by the photon decay probability. The second term corresponds to the pairs generated by the initial
photons, and this second term is non-zero only for the photon seeding case for which f,so) (74, =10) #0.

II. CALCULATION FOR SHORT TIMES
A. General solution: derivation of Eqgs. (4)-(9) of the manuscript

Over short time scales (¢t < T,.), the leptons of generation (n) have not interacted enough with the field to lose a
significant part of their energy and we can neglect the radiation operator in the dynamics of leptons. The system to
solve simply write:

A (1) = /0 dyy Wy, 7) £ (1) (17)
Ofy () = / dyw(y, 1) 17008 + 17 (8] = W) £ (.. (18)

Where the solutions are given by:
1) = / Ay (75,7 / dt' "D (o, 1), (19)
1 t) = 00 [~ ity [T (1000, + 500,81 (20)
Considering ¢ < 7T, meaning that Vv, W(v)t < 1 we also have V~,, W(7y,)t < 1 because Vz, W(z) > W(z).

We are now in position to consider that the probability for a photon to decay is low and then exp (—W (v,)t) ~
1 — W(yy)t + o(t). It follows that f&o)(*y, t) = A (v,t = 0) and the solutions writes:

FD001) = o6 ) (£) o ([H) , @
00 = G ()" (13]7)
with
66 = [Tt ), (23)
L"M(y) = /O "ty T, )GV (), (24)

LO®%) = Dy, t=0). (25)



The first generation dominated the pair production at short times and the number of total pairs can be estimated by
the first pairs generation only. Thus, for Ny incident electron at 7y the shower multiplicity N1 /No write:

22 o 2 2/3 — 16
t\°T — t 1.25x5 e 3xo for xo $'1
Ni(t)/No=| =) = dy, W w(Yo, — =] x 0 ’ ~T 26
o= (7) 3 [ e Weutnn — (1) {6.11H(X0>_13.6’ peslo e

B. Estimate with reduced rates

In the literature [1, 2] we can find some solutions for the average rate. In this section, we show how to link the
general solution with the average rate approximation. The rates in the limits of x, x4 > 1 can be estimated as:

a y2/3

w(y,7y) ~ W(v)5(7/4—%)”—vaz; (/4 —y), (27)
1— 1 ax2/3

W) = W) [8(y =) +8(7)] = b2 p % [0(y = y) +(M)], (28)

where we have considered that when a lepton of energy 7 emits a photon, this one is at the average energy ie at
16/63 v ~ /4 and when a photon decays into pairs it gives all his energy to one lepton and nothing to the other one.
To simplify the calculation we consider that the particle with all the energy is always the positron. This assumption
does not influence the number of pairs. It follow that the solution (21) and (22) can be rewrite as:

D000 = G GO (;) to ([ﬂ) , (29)

P00 = ) (1{)2+0<m2> (30)

G (yy) = AmTI 24ty — a0) [T W (@) TTW (4%9), (31)
i=0 =1

where

n

LW (y) = 4"T"5(4"y =) [[ W@y [TWE ). (32)

=1 i=1

Integrating fi") over all energies we obtain the number of pairs:

N = VI (1 )"ﬁw( 9w (). (53)

Finally using the expression of the rate in the limits x, x, > 1 we obtain:

N (t) = 22773 (11869\/E> B ﬁ (£>2n +o <[;,J 2n> (34)

where 189/161/bs/as ~ 6.026. These solutions give a good estimate for the number of pairs but the full integration
of Eq. (26) should be used for a precise prediction.

III. CALCULATION FOR THE LONG TIME SCALE
A. Photon decay probability: derivation of Eq. (13) of the manuscript

In a long time scale (¢t > T,) we can consider that the majority of the surviving photons admit low quantum
parameters because all photons emitted at high energy have already decayed into pairs. Thus we consider that the
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FIG. 1. Photon decay probability as a function of photon energy. On the top panel the probability after ¢ = T, and on
the bottom one after t = 10°T,. with T, calculated using B/Bs = 0.01 and vy = 108. In black solid line the approximation

P(vy,t) = ©(yy —7(t) and in red solid line the exact calculation P(vyy,t) =1 — e tWhmt)

probability of a photon which has interacted with the field during a time ¢ is equivalent to an Heaviside function
evaluated at v(t): P(y,t) = 1 — e WOt ~ ©(vy —7(t)). This ~; physically corresponds to the minimal energy
for a photon needed to decay and should, in our condition, correspond to a low quantum parameter. We define this
quantity by the solution of tW (v;(¢)) = 1, a condition meaning that the probability of a photon to decay is equal to
0.63. Using the asymptotic expression of W function we have:

8Bs . _ t B 8Bs , _ t
y(t) = 3B In~* <b1a7_B> =35 In~! <02TX(1)/3> . (35)

where c; = ¢13/16(3/2)/2 ~ 1.861. In the next we denote x;(t) = B/Bsv(t). A comparison of the Heaviside

approximation (black solid line ©(y, —v;(t)) and the exact photon decay probability (red solid line 1 — e~ W1 js
given in Fig. 1 as a function of photon energy for two different times of interaction. As shown, the Heaviside function
well represents the photon decay probability for ¢ > T..

B. Recurrence relation for the photon spectrum: derivation of Egs. (10)-(12),(14) of the manuscript.

In the long time limit (¢ > T..), the leptons have already lost most of their energy through radiation, and mainly
low energy photons remain that slowly decay through their interaction with the magnetic field. When computing the
number of pairs N(i”) (t), one can thus consider that the photons from which the pairs originate have been created at
a time ¢’ < ¢ and formally take ¢ = 0 in Eq. (16). This leads:

N0 = [ BP0, 0 Py, (36)
where we have introduced:
t [e'e]
Fr 0t = [at [ dywinn) [£0 000 + 10000 (37)
0 1

Recognizing that Fv(n_l)('y,y,t) satisfies Eq. (14) without the second term (photon decay) in its right-hand-side,
F,(7y,t) denotes the energy distribution of all emitted photons of the previous (n — 1) generation.

In order to compute the spectrum of pairs fi"_l)('y, t') and obtain a recursive form for Eq. (37), we assume that
the average energy is sufficient [3] to estimate the photon spectrum emitted by the leptons. The energy at time ¢ > t,
of one particle created at a time ¢, with energy =, is noted (¢, 7., t.) and is compute with it’s equation of evolution
[4]:

2a ,

d



where g(x) is the so-called Gaunt factor of quantum radiation reaction. By introducing the function w;n_l) (te,v.) to

describe the pairs created at time t, with energy 7, by photons of generation (n — 1), i.e. the creation term of Eq.
(13), we have:

FED () = / dt. / Ayl Y (8, 908y = Yt Yo t)). (39)

Since most of the leptons still contributing to the shower are created at ¢, < t in this long-time regime, we neglect
the explicit dependence on ¢, in 7(t,7.,t.), and obtain:

(D, ) / .50y — (8,7 ™D (1, 1), (40)
1

where we have introduce cp("—l)(fyc, t) = fot dtcw(infl)(tc, 7.) the total energy distribution of n — 1 leptons created at

energy 7, before time t. Injecting Eq. (40) in Eq. (37), and assuming that, in this long-time limit, ga(in_l) (7., t) varies

very slowly in time (all pairs have been created long ago), we get an approximate form for F§"_1) (", 1):

[e’e] t
Fw("’”(%t)=/ d. [w(_”*l)(%,t)+<ﬂf71)(%,t)} /dt’w(v(t’,%),%)- (41)
1 0

Further assuming that we look at very late times over which the leptons have radiated all their initial energy into
photons and replacing the integral over time as an integral over energies, we finally get:

o0
FirD (1) = /1 dr. [w(f*l)(%,t) + wffl)(%,t)} L(Yes 74) (42)
where we have introduced the transfer function:

37 [ whh)
I =—-— dy ——* th =~vB/B;. 43
vy (Vcﬂ’Y’Y) 2 a /1 ’7 XQg(X) I Wi X ’y / ( )

This transfer function returns the final energy distribution of all photons emitted by a lepton created at an energy
~.. Thus, equation (42) can be understood as follows, the generation (n — 2) of photons create pairs according to the

distribution function go(i” -b (7.,t) and each of these pairs creates photons according to the transfer function I, (., 7).
By construction the function <p(in 71)(%, t) satisfies Eq. (13) (for generation n — 1) without accounting for the radiation

reaction terms:

B (1) = / o B 7) £ () (44)

Integrating in time and using Eq. (15), we get after some algebra:

P (e t) = /Oood% W /1de w(¥,7) /Od"” T2+ 87000 [1 = exp (T OR) (e = ) | (45)

We see that go(i"_l)(%, t) depends on the distribution of leptons of the previous (n — 2) generation. As we have done
earlier to derive Eq. (36), we now consider that these leptons were created at a time ¢’ < ¢, so that we can formally
take ¢ = 0 in the previous equation. Using Eq. (37), we then obtain:

n— W (Y Vo) afm
A0 = [, 0:%) pe2) (o 1) P, ). (46)
0 W('Y’v)

Injecting in Eq.(41) leads the recursive relation:

n_ L w(YYe)
FO (1) = 2 / . L7 74) / dyt, D) pn=2) (1 ) Py 1), (47)
0 W)



that is Eq. (12) of the Manuscript. Following Sec. IITA, i.e. using P(v,,t) ~ O(v}, — 7(t)), and considering that, in
the long-time limit, photons decay into two pairs with identical energies [i.e. taking w(v},".) = W(WQ) 5(ve =75 /2)],
we finally get:

() =2 [ S FI L) 1 (/29 (48)
Yi

This form, Eq. (14) of the Manuscript, is in excellent agreement with Monte Carlo simulations as shown in Fig. 1(d)
of the Manuscript.

C. Calculation for the number of pairs: derivation of Eqs. (15)-(17) of the manuscript

We are now in a position to obtain a recursive form for Nj(EnH) and Nj(tn). We have:
Nj(zn+1)(t) = 2/ d'YW/ d’YIW('Y"/a V/Z)Fnsn_l)(% t)
Yi(t) Y1 (t)
=2 [ aEr IGO0 (19)
27.(%)

with J,, (v, ) fw dyyIy(vy,7/2). The lower integration bound in Eq. (49) is now 2v(t) since J,,(7y, vi) is non zero

only if v/2 > (). Integratmg by part and defining N‘in)('y, t) = fvoo d’va(”*l)('yv,t) and J! (v, ) = dJ (v, m)/dvy
we obtain:

NETY() =2 / T R (). o
27.()

The function J) admits a sharp maximum at ,,(x;). We can thus use with very good approximation the Laplace
method for the integration, leading to:

N () 2 2v2m N (i (1), )T (i (1), 1) 21 T3 (i (), )| =72, (51)

The goal now is to obtain an estimate for the function J; by considering the asymptotic expression of the low energetic
part of the non-linear Compton Scattering differential rate, given by:

o ( B\Y? Coja oy
wi =k () et - ) (52)

where k; = I'(—1/3)/[3'/3T(~2/3)I'(2/3)] ~ 0.517. By taking the asymptotic value of the Gaunt factor at x > 1 [5],
g(x) =~ kax~*3, with ky = 2.44=%/3 we obtain:

ok, 5 1/3

17(7W37> = ﬁ%l [1 - <,}7) 6(77’77)7 (53)
9y ( 1/3

(., xi) = ﬁv ! [1 —2!/3 Cyl) Oy — 2m). (54)

The maximum of J/ is located at v, = 128v;/27 so equation Eq. (51) become:

n 9 k1 =(n 128
N0 = YRR (gt ) (59

which gives the simple solution:

NG (1) = (szrZ) R <w(t) (12278) ﬂf) | (56)



For an initial electron we simply have FASO) (74,t) = Iy (75, v0) and it follows from Eq. (?7):

B 1/3
MO, = 32 [ln (25) +3(252) " 3| @0 it 57)
By using x;(t)/x0 = vi(t)/70 and combining Egs. (56) and (57) we have:
1/3
Nin)(t) ~ 3 X 02_1 x [In (Xlx((;f)) —cg(n—1) + 36?_1 (X;(;)) - 3]e [XO - Xl(t)cg_l] . (58)

with 3 ~ 3%/32.442/31(—1/3) /(21 (=2/3)['(1/3)) =~ 4.22, ¢4 = 3/4\/27/3¢c3 ~ 4.58, c5 = 128/27 ~ 4.74, ¢ =
In(128/27) ~ 1.56 and ¢; = (128/27)/3 ~ 1.68.
This equation allows to find a solution for the maximum number of generations, n,,.,, in the shower. Since Nin)(t)

n—1

is non zero only if £ ™" < xo/x:(t) we find:

We are now in a position to obtain the shower multiplicity created by Ny monoenergetic electron initially at energy
(70 — 1)mec? by summing the solution Eq. (58) over all accessible generation:

Mmax

Ne(t)/No = Y N{(@). (60)
i=1
In the limit x; < xo we obtain the asymptotical expression for the shower multiplicity:

3t
S (61)

. _ 9 cacy C4C6 _ _C4 ~
with cg = gc3 (045771 + 3012 C4—1) ~ (.26.

IV. APPLICATION TO BEAM-BEAM SCATTERING

We consider the collision of two uniform beams of electrons at energy & (Lorentz factor vp), density ng and spatially
contained in a cylinder of radius R and length L. We used the cylindrical coordinates. The field of one electron beam
in its referential is perpendicular to its propagation direction and is given by:

eno
Ey,=——r 62
L Seq (62)
for r < R. A magnetic field is also present, perpendicular to the electric field and its value is given by B, =
V1 —1/vE, ~ E, for high energetic beams. It follows that for a perfect head-on collision, the quantum parameters
of one electron of energy mc?(vy — 1) located at in r is:

x(r) = Xo g (63)

with

EL(R) (90 o R
— 20 22V L 9. . 4
Xo==90p 0.8 x (10 GeV) (1024cm—3> (0.1,um> (64)

From this simple analysis, it is possible to calculate the analogue radiation time and B/Bs in order to use the
multiplicities of this work. The radiation time is define as T,(r) = c17/ayox(r)"?/3 so the minimal (at r = R)
radiation time is:

80 % g 7% R _%
T, ~ 3.12 f; .
r(R) =312 (10 GeV) (1024 cm*3) (0.1um> (65)



For a beam of length L the interaction time is L/2/c. For L = lum it corresponds to an interaction time of 1.7
fs and it follows that the short-time solutions Eqs. (22), (21) and (26) can be used for a beam with laser-wakefield
parameters (ng ~ 10?2 em ™3, & ~ 10 GeV, R ~ 1uym) .

In cylindrical coordinates [3], the number of pairs generated by one beam is:

2m R L
Ni(t) :no/ d9/ rdr/ dzM(r, z,t,70)- (66)
0 0 0

The multiplicity M(r, z,t,70) is calculated using Eq. (26) for the first generation and corresponds to the number
of pairs produced at a time ¢ by a single electron initially at z. Considering a time for which the interaction is
over, all electrons have interacted during a time L/2/c so in a regime xo < 1, M(r, z,t,7) = [L/(2cT}(r))]? x

~
16

1.25x(r)?/3e73x( . It follows that the final multiplicity reads:

L ? ~10/3 16
= (-4 =2
CTT(R)> Xo ’ 3XO ’

with cg = 1.25(16/3)* ~ 1.01 - 103, and T the upper incomplete gamma function. For cases where xo > 1 the same
integration should be perform using the multiplicity M (r, z,t,7v0) = (¢t/1)* x (6.11n(x(r)) — 13.6).

Ny /No ~ ¢ ( (67)

V. APPLICATION TO LASER SCATTERING EXPERIMENTS

104 ° PIC for Iy = 5.7 x 10?2 W/cm? e PIC for £, =2.8 GeV
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FIG. 2. Shower multiplicity in typical laser scattering experiments with a laser-like-ELI (71, = 150 fs and A = 1.057 um). In
the left panel the multiplicity as a function of the incident electron’s energy for two laser intensity Ip = 5.7 x 10?2 W/cm? and
In=1.2x10* W/ cm?. In the right panel the multiplicity as a function of the laser intensity for two incident electron’s energy
2.8 GeV and 20 GeV. Blue and red points are extracted from 1D3V PIC simulations, solid black line corresponds to Eq. (60)
while the dashed black line stands for Eq. (61).

We consider the head-on collision of electrons beam at energy £ = (vo — 1)mc? with a linearly polarized laser. The
electric field profile of the laser is set to be:

t —
E(z,t) = Fy sin(w (t — z/c)) sin <7r Z/C) § for 0 <t—z/c < 2T, and 0 otherwise, (68)

2 T,

with T}, the full-width at half-maximum in intensity duration, w = 27¢/\ the pulsation and Ey the maximal electric
field corresponding to an intensity Iy. Considering T;, >> A/c and that particles penetrate through the laser field at a
velocity ¢, the average field seen by a particle is:

(69)
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during a time 7;.. Considering the average electric field, the equivalent quantum parameter read:

1/2
(E) &o Iy
~ 27— =5.1
X0 Lo 517 ( o aev 10 W o (70)

and the equivalent radiation time:

~1/3
T, =cia™ ' 'YOX(T)_Q/g =9.35fs x £o v o (71)
r c 10GeV 1022 W /cm®

Considering pulses as the ones delivered by the L4 ATON laser at ELI Beamlines, we have T3, ~ 150fs > \/c and
T, ~ 150fs > T, for a wide range of parameters so that one can compute the final shower multiplicity using the long-
time-limit Eq. (61) at time ¢t = T;,. In Fig 2 we show the shower multiplicity in typical laser scattering experiments with
a laser of Ty, = 150 fs and A = 1.057 um. Red and blue points are obtained from 1D3V PIC simulations while black
solid lines represent Eq. (60) and the dashed line corresponds to Eq. (61). As shown, there is excellent agreement on
the shape but also the order of magnitude between full 1D3V PIC simulations and the long-time solution for all the
probed parameters. The differences mainly occur at low multiplicity regimes and are due to the consideration of an
average field Eq. (69), even if Eq. (60) follow more closely the trend. As expected at low multiplicity the processes of
pairs and photon emission are rare and the shape of the field strongly impacts their occurrence as opposed to when the
multiplicity is sufficiently high and when a lot of particles are created quasi-everywhere. It is also worth mentioning
that the solution Eq. (60) shows slow oscillation due to the contribution of a new generation.
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