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Polarization-operator approach to pair creation in short laser pulses
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Short-pulse effects are investigated for the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler process, i.e. the production of an
electron-positron pair induced by a gamma photon inside an intense plane-wave laser pulse. To obtain the
total pair-creation probability we verify (to leading-order) the cutting rule for the polarization operator in
the realm of strong-field QED by an explicit calculation. Using a double-integral representation for the
leading-order contribution to the polarization operator, compact expressions for the total pair-creation
probability inside an arbitrary plane-wave background field are derived. Correspondingly, the photon wave
function including leading-order radiative corrections in the laser field is obtained via the Schwinger-
Dyson equation in the quasistatic approximation. Moreover, the influence of the carrier-envelope phase and
of the laser pulse shape on the total pair-creation probability in a linearly polarized laser pulse is
investigated, and the validity of the (local) constant-crossed field approximation analyzed. It is shown that
with presently available technology pair-creation probabilities of the order of ten percent could be reached

for a single gamma photon.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In vacuum the decay of a single photon into a real
electron-positron pair is forbidden by energy-momentum
conservation, even if the energy 7w, of the photon exceeds
the threshold 2mc? (m denotes the electron mass). At least
one additional interaction is needed to catalyze the
process, e.g. a second photon (Breit-Wheeler process
[1]) or the Coulomb field of a nucleus (Bethe-Heitler pair
creation [2,3]).

Inside a strong electromagnetic background field the
situation changes, as the field can provide four-momentum
to the reaction. If a constant electric field reaches the critical
field strength E. = m*c3/(hle|) = 1.3 x 10'® V/cm of
QED, even the spontaneous creation of electron-positron
pairs from the vacuum becomes possible (¢ < 0 denotes the
electron charge) [4-7]. Experimentally, spontaneous pair
creation could be observed if an intense x-ray laser is
focused to its diffraction limit [8,9].

However, present and near-future laser facilities will not
reach the critical field strength (10*~10% W /cm? is the
envisaged intensity for optical lasers [10-12] and the
critical field corresponds to an intensity of I, = eycE% =
4.6 x 10* W/cm?). Nevertheless, electron-positron pairs
could be produced if the process is stimulated by a highly
energetic particle. For example, in the E-144 experiment at
SLAC electron-positron pair creation has been observed
during the collision of an electron beam with a relativis-
tically intense optical laser via the trident process [13-16].
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In this paper we consider the nonlinear Breit-Wheeler
process shown in Fig. 1, i.e. pair creation by a single (on
shell) gamma photon inside a strong (optical) laser pulse
with electric field amplitude E, and central angular
frequency . By absorbing multiple low-energy laser
photons, the decay of the photon into an electron-positron
pair, which is forbidden in vacuum, becomes feasible. For
monochromatic laser fields this process has been consid-
ered in detail (see e.g. [17-22]). In the strong-field regime
&> 1, where in general many photons can be efficiently
absorbed from the laser field, the probability depends
nontrivially only on the quantum-nonlinearity parameter
x and is exponentially suppressed for y <« 1. Here, £ =
le|Ey/ (mwc) is a gauge and Lorentz invariant measure of
the laser intensity [23] and y = (2Aw,/mc?)(Ey/E,;) for
the head-on collision between a gamma photon with energy
hw, and the laser pulse. As existing optical petawatt laser
systems reach already & ~ 100 [24] and GeV photons are

FIG. 1. Leading-order Feynman diagram for the creation of an
electron-positron pair by a single photon inside a plane-wave
background field. The fermions are denoted by double lines,
representing the Volkov states (solutions of the Dirac equation,
which take the plane-wave background field into account exactly)
[31]. The four-vectors indicate the four-momenta of the particles;
they are described in Sec. IT A.
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available using Compton backscattering [25-30], the
regime y 2 1 could be entered with available technology.

Due to the experimental progress concerning laser
development during the last years, the nonlinear Breit-
Wheeler process has been recently investigated by several
authors [32-49] (see also the reviews [7,50]). To achieve
the strong-field strengths needed to observe the nonlinear
Breit-Wheeler process, future experiments will probably
use short laser pulses. However, the calculation of the total
pair-creation probability is challenging if the phase-
space integrals are calculated numerically for an arbitrary
plane-wave field [41].

In the present paper we circumvent these difficulties by
applying the optical theorem to the polarization operator
(see Fig. 2) [51-56]. The optical theorem, which relates the
total probability for particle production processes to the
imaginary part of corresponding loop diagrams, reflects
the unitarity of the S-matrix. As probability is conserved,
the total pair-creation probability must be related to the
imaginary part of the forward-scattering amplitude for
photons (i.e. the polarization operator) [22,57]. However,
it is instructive to verify this by an explicit calculation,
which leads to the so-called “cutting” or “Cutkosky rules”
(for QED in vacuum this derivation was first given
in [58,59]).

By applying the cutting rule to the polarization operator
we derive a double-integral representation for the total pair-
creation probability inside a plane-wave laser pulse (for
pair creation in combined laser and Coulomb fields the
same method was used in [60,61], see also [51,54]). The
analysis holds for an arbitrarily shaped plane-wave back-
ground field, in particular we focus on the description of
experiments with short (optical) laser pulses. Similar
methods for calculating analytically the final-state momen-
tum integrals have recently also been applied in [54,62].

Starting from this compact representation of the total
pair-creation probability we investigate various parameter
regimes numerically. It is well known that for £> 1 the
total pair-creation probability can be obtained by averaging
over the corresponding result in a constant-crossed field
[7,22]. By comparing with the exact expression we show
that already for &> 1 this (local) constant-crossed field

q2 < — q1

FIG. 2. Leading-order contribution to the polarization operator
for a photon in a plane-wave background field. The double lines
denote the dressed (Volkov) propagator, which takes the classical
background field into account exactly. The imaginary part of this
diagram is related to the total pair-creation probability via the
optical theorem [indicated by the dashed line, see Eq. (B18)].
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approximation may be applied. However, the importance of
CEP effects is underestimated for £ < 1 (in this regime the
formation region for the pair-production process becomes
large, which is not included in the constant-crossed field
limit). Furthermore, the influence of the pulse shape, length
and CEP on the total pair-creation probability is studied in
the regime &> 1.

If the total pair-production probability becomes of order
unity, the straightforward evaluation of the diagram shown
in Fig. 1 is not sufficient. In this regime one must take into
account that the exact photon wave function decays
exponentially if pair creation is possible. This exponential
decay is naturally obtained by solving the Schwinger-
Dyson equation for the exact photon wave function [6,63].
We show that already for available laser parameters and
photon energies this effect plays an important role (see
also [54]).

The paper is organized as follows. The optical theorem is
discussed in Sec. II (see also the Appendices A and B).
In Sec. III the exponential decay of the exact photon
wave function is derived. In Sec. IV the optical theorem is
used to obtain a double-integral representation for the total
pair-creation probability. Finally, numerical results are
presented in Sec. V. Further details are given in the
Appendices, in particular the double-integral representation
for the polarization operator is discussed in Appendix D
(for other double-integral representations see [52,54]).

From now on we use natural units 2= c =1 and
Heaviside-Lorentz units for charge [a = e*/(4x)~ 1/
137 denotes the fine-structure constant]; the notation agrees
with [53].

II. OPTICAL THEOREM

A. Pair creation with background fields

The leading-order Feynman diagram for the creation of
an electron and a positron with four-momenta p# and p'*,
respectively, by a photon with four-momentum ¢* is shown
in Fig. 1. In vacuum this process is forbidden, as four-
momentum conservation p* + p’* = g cannot be fulfilled
if all three particles are on shell (i.e. p*> = p”? = m?,
g* = 0). However, inside a plane-wave laser field addi-
tional laser photons with average four-momentum &* can be

absorbed [see Eq. (A13)]

pt+ p* = q" + nk* (1)

and the process of stimulated pair creation by an incoming
photon is feasible (as a non-monochromatic plane-wave
laser pulse consists of photons with different four-
momenta, 7 must not be an integer in general).

As shown in Appendix A, the total pair-creation prob-
ability is given by [see Eq. (A18)]
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and 7(q’) describes the (normalized) momentum distribu-
tion of the photon wave packet [see Eq. (A1) and Eq. (A3)
for details]. We point out that the interpretation of W
changes if it becomes of order unity, see Sec. IIL

The reduced matrix element reads (to leading order, see
Fig. 1)

M(p,p'sq) = €,4,3"(p,q,—p")vy (3)

where ¢* denotes the polarization four-vector of the
incoming photon, u, and v, the Dirac spinors of the
electron and the positron, respectively and G# the non-
singular part of the dressed vertex [see Egs. (A13), (A15)
and (A19)].

Thus, W is the average of W(gq) over the momentum
distribution of the incoming photon wave packet.
Assuming that the matrix element is sufficiently smooth
and that the wave packet is peaked around ¢* = ¢#, we
obtain W~ W(q) [see Eq. (A3)]. We point out that the
average over the momentum distribution of the incoming
gamma photon may hide substructures in the spectrum,
especially if the energy spread of the incoming gamma
photon (~MeV) is much larger than the energy of the
colliding laser photons (~eV).

B. Cutting rule

We obtain the differential pair-creation probability by
inserting the pair-creation matrix element given in Eq. (3)
into Eq. (2). To determine the total pair-creation proba-
bility, the phase-space integrals must be evaluated, which is
numerically rather demanding [41]. If one is only interested
in the total pair-creation probability (and not in its differ-
ential structure), these integrals can be taken analytically by
applying cutting rules to the polarization operator, as shown
in Appendix B (for the application of cutting rules see also
[51,54,57,60,61,64] and [62] for an alternative method to
solve the final momentum integrals analytically).

Finally, we obtain the following relation between the
total nonlinear Breit-Wheeler pair-creation probability W
[see Eq. (2)] and the imaginary part of the photon forward-
scattering amplitude [see Eq. (B18) and also [51,60,61]]
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1

W(q) = Es[eﬂem"”(q’ q)l (4)

(¢*> =0, kg > 0).

C. Generalization

The optical theorem given in Eq. (4) holds for the
decay of a real photon into a lepton pair. We will now
generalize this result to the case where the pair-creation
process represents only a part of a more complicated
Feynman diagram. The most prominent example is the
trident process shown in Fig. 3 [14-16]. After squaring
the matrix element and summing over the final spin
states, one has to consider the expression [see Egs. (B1)
and (B17)]

d3pd3p/
mw%qu/—————uw+mwwqu»
(27)%2¢,2¢,
x (P —=m)l™(p, g, —p') (5)

(p? = p"* = m?), which is in general not simply contracted
with e,¢; and ¢} # ¢5. Nevertheless, it can be related to the
polarization operator by considering the following linear
combinations:

Y 1
2’W(ti)(cll,clz) = E[EUZ"”(ql,qz) + M (g2, q1)],  (6)

where EDZ?i)(ql ,q») is purely real and W?f)(ql ,q») purely

imaginary, as [ (q,, ¢»)]* = M (q», ¢, ) [compare with
Eq. (B11)]. After similar manipulations as in Appendix B
we obtain

M) (q1.92) = S[P"(q1.92) + P*(q2.41)):
M (q1.q2) = —iR[P*(q1.q2) = P*(q2.q1)]  (7)

for g7 > 0 (which is necessary if the electron and the
positron are real, i.e. for p~, p'~ > 0).

FIG. 3. Leading-order Feynman diagram for the creation of an
electron-positron pair by an electron or a positron inside a
background field (trident process). The intermediate photon is
in general not on shell (time axis from right to left).
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III. EXACT PHOTON WAVE FUNCTION

It is shown in Sec. V that the quantity W(q) [see Eq. (2)]
may become larger than unity for next-generation laser
parameters. Correspondingly, in this regime the common
interpretation of W(q) as pair-production probability must
be modified. The reason for this at first sight unphysical
result is the fact that we neglected the exponential decay of
the photon (and of the electron) wave function during the
evaluation of the Feynman diagram shown in Fig. 1. As the
photon is unstable in the external field, the phase of its
exact wave function must contain an imaginary part to
ensure a unitary time evolution. In the realm of quantum
field theory unitarity leads to the optical theorem [see
Eq. (4)] and the decay of the wave function is obtained
naturally from radiative corrections to the exact external
photon line [6,63]. As we will show now, the decay of the
exact photon wave function must be taken into account
self-consistently for the calculation of the pair-creation
probability if W(g) =1 (see [54] for an equivalent
approach).

In vacuum the wave function of an incoming (outgoing)
photon with four-momentum ¢* is given by [63,65]

(I)inﬂ (x) _ €/j{e—iqx’

*outy KM igx
4. ¢ (x) = €;e 1 (8)

q.j

(j = 1,2 labels the polarization state). However, inside a
background field radiative corrections affect also the
external lines (even after renormalization [66]) and
the exact wave function obeys the Schwinger-Dyson
equation [6,63]

~P0y" (x) = / dyPr (x, y)®in (y),
—PDM(x) = / dyBion() Py x),  (9)

where P**(x,y) denotes the polarization operator in posi-
tion space. It is related to the polarization operator in
momentum space (see Appendix D) via

dq\dq, _, .
P (x,y) = /Me"q”??””(—q2,—ql)e’qu,

(27)®
Pr(qy,q2) = / d*xd*ye™i Pr(y, x) et (10)

[note that we use for P**(x,y) = P*(y, x) the Schwinger
notation (particle propagation from y to x) [6], while in
P (g1, q2) = P*(—q,, —q;) the incoming momentum is
denoted by ¢;]. As the vacuum part does not change the
photon wave function (after renormalization is carried out),
we will consider only the field-dependent part of the
polarization operator in the following.

We point out that now even for a plane-wave field the
states for incoming and outgoing particles are not
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equivalent anymore, as the quantum loop enters differently
into the equations (the corresponding Schwinger-Dirac
equation for an electron is discussed in [67]).

To solve the Schwinger-Dyson equations [see Eq. (9)]

iny _ . inu
we use the ansatz % (x) = exp(—igx)&,”;

J
photon) and @;f’;“” (x) = 5;?}“” (kx) exp(igx) (outgoing
photon) and the boundary conditions Ei;”;- (—o0) = €
and £, (400) — €} (with a suitable choice for the
constant polarization four-vectors e’;). We note that the
quantum numbers are left unchanged, as they denote
the asymptotic momenta (i.e. ¢> = 0). However, we
obtain Qf # 0, where the effective four-momentum Qj’
is defined as the derivative of the total wave-function phase
[54], i.e. for in states

(kx) (incoming

Q= —orS, ;(x).  BM(x) ~expliS,;(x)] (1)
(R = ¢* to leading order).

From Eq. (9) we obtain now the following integro-
differential equations

kg™ () = / AP (. §)ED ().

~2kaE ) = [ApEBBPLG 0. (12)
where we defined the quantities

Py (kx, ky) = / dy*dytel 1) P (x, y),

P (ky, kx) = / dy*tdyte "0 P(y. x)  (13)

(we use the same notation for light-cone coordinates as
in [53]).

From now on we focus on the in states and assume that
the background field is strong (£> 1), i.e. we use the
leading-order quasistatic approximation for the polarization
operator [53]. To determine the leading-order corrections in
ay*® <1 [22], we can apply a perturbative approach [6]
(i.e. assume that Dﬁf = ¢ to leading order) and obtain the

following differential equation:

P2kgE™ () = - {m(@A’fAi T p (@AY
() W} £n (). (14)

m2

where [53]
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—a—/ dv(w— 1))

pz(qﬁ)—a— dv(w+2)f/;)
Pal ——o:—/+1 e (15)

G =3 (1=0%), % = /(@7 x(h) = xy'(¢) and the
Ritus functions are defined in Eq. (30)]. As the incoming
photon is initially transversely polarized (i.e. in the plane
spanned by A%, j =1,2), the term proportional to p;(¢)
can be ignored.

Finally, we obtain for the exact incoming photon wave
function the solutions

(I)in;{ (X)

_AH
q.J - Aj CXp

1 kx
—ign-iz [ d¢/p,<¢’>] (16)

(j = 1,2, valid for &£ > 1 and as long as ay?/> < 1[22], the
same calculation can also be applied for the outgoing
photon wave function). From Eq. (16) we conclude that the
effective photon four-momentum is given by [see Eq. (11)]

[ (9) —q"+k"—¥’j(¢) (17)

and the well-known expression for the square of the photon
mass Df is recovered [68-71] (for other discussions of
refractive indices and birefringence see e.g. [51,54,72-75]
and the reviews [7,76]).

Due to the imaginary part of the polarization operator the
photon wave function decays exponentially (as expected
for an unstable particle). During the calculation of the pair-
creation probability (see Appendix A) the exponential
decay of the wave function must be considered as soon
as W(q) [see Eq. (2)] becomes of order one.

The total probability that a photon with polarization four-
vector ef; = A;’ does not decay inside the laser pulse is
obtained by evaluating the square of the exact wave
function at kx — oo, it is given by (see also [77])

Wi =eo{i [ Capsm@rf. s

As the imaginary part of the polarization operator is related
to the pair-creation diagram (without radiative corrections)
via the optical theorem [see Eq. (4)]

Wilq) = = S[Au AT (g, 9)], (19)

Jutjy

the survival probability can be expressed as
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Woj=exp[=W;(g)]~ 1 -W;(q) (20)

[the last relation holds only if W;(g) is much smaller than
unity]. Thus, W;(g) must be interpreted as the decay
exponent for the photon wave function if it becomes large
[nevertheless, we call W;(q) the probability for pair
creation in the following].

IV. PAIR-CREATION PROBABILITY

In order to obtain a compact expression for the total
nonlinear Breit-Wheeler pair-creation probability W(q)
[see Eq. (2)], we apply the optical theorem [see Eq. (4)]
to the double-integral representation for the field-dependent
part of the polarization operator given in Eq. (D14). For a
single on-shell photon with four-momentum ¢* and polari-
zation four-vector €, colliding with a plane-wave laser
pulse described by the field tensor [see Eq. (A9)]

Fr (@) = fwi (@) + £5'vi(9) (21)

the result is given by

+oo
=-_—_ dg/ dy~ e e [P N A

kq 271
+ leA’;A1 + P AfAY 4 Py ASAY), (22)
where
v Hv
A;]t: flql/z7 Ag: quzz’
kg+/—ay kq\/—a;
kg1 — qikq kg3 — ghkq
4 1 H 2 2
=+ 17 =—=_"= (23
o =~ )=~ ()

and the coefﬁcients [see Eq. (D15)] are evaluated at
q) = q2 =q, ¢¢=0 (Pp does not contribute for
ge = q> =0, which can be seen from the definition of
the four-vectors Q).

The dependence of the pair-creation probability on the
external field is determined by the classical intensity
parameters &; and the quantum-nonlinearity parameters y;

le] > _lelv/afiq
=\ ~a; Xi=— >3 —
m m

where 7 = +/(kq)?/m?. Note that in the general case of
elliptic polarization & and y given in the Introduction
represent the characteristic scale of &; and y;, respectively
(see [53] for details).

=né, (24)

A. Linear polarization

We consider now the special case of a linearly polarized

background field [=¢), & =0; v (¢) =y (), w2(¢) =0;
=y (¢)f*, ¥ =Ka" —ka", Pp=Py=0]
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It is then useful to introduce the following two polarization
four-vectors [see Eq. (23)]:

=AM, &= AL (25)

They are real, obey e = €7 = —1, ¢je, = 0 and represent
the direction of the electric and the magnetic field of the
laser, respectively (in the frame where the incoming photon
and the laser pulse collide head-on).

Accordingly, we obtain for the total pair-creation prob-
ability in a linearly polarized laser pulse by an on-shell
photon with polarization four-vector €| and ¢ [see

Eq. (22)]
+oo
W”(q) k 271_ / _‘SPH?
+oo
Wi(g) =~ E% / L3P, (26)

where [see Eq. (D15)]

5 I kq —idx —idx,
Py = —g—z[Wz(xl)e =W, (xg) e 0]

+ & [ VWo(x1) +2XW, (xl):| e~

ik ) .
Py = _ikg 5 [Wa(xy) e — W, (xg) e~ %]
om?

1 .
+ SZEVWO (xp)e~ 0 (27)

[V=V,, X=X, seeEq. (D19); xy and x; are defined in
Eq. (D17) and W;(x) in Eq. (D4)].

B. Strong fields

As the integrals in Eq. (26) are oscillatory, it is useful
to derive non-oscillatory representations for important
limits. In this section we consider a strong (&> 1),
linearly polarized background field. In this case the
field-dependent contribution to the polarization operator
can be written as [53]

iP*(q1.492) — 173%”:0(6111 )
+oo S R
—i(20)0 gy - ) [ T deloia

, (f)!(fq)” (S (fe9)f o,
| (fa)* (f*q)* ‘Il‘lzG ’

/
+ 75

(28)

where [ =1emrof and
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o = ol / ] i)
/3
Ty = ag d (w+2) P)((vlf}z”r I'(p),
7y = —a% _:rl dvflvf}p) (29)
with £ =3(1-2%), p= [zl =280, x(ke) =

xv'(kz) and G* = ¢bq" — q19,¢". Furthermore, the
Ritus functions are defined by [22,53,68]

flx) = ilm dtexp[—i(tx + £2/3)] = zGi(x) + izAi(x),
(30a)

£1(x) = A m%exp (—itx)[exp(—i/3) — 1], (30b)

where Ai and Gi are the Airy and Scorer function,
respectively [78]. Note that in Ritus’ work the normaliza-
tion of the Airy function is different and also changes [see
[22], Appendix C and [18], Eq. (B5)]. In Eq. (29) the
integration variable can be changed using

+1 I 4
dv—2/ dv = dw ———
/—1 0 wy/w(w —4)

(valid for integrands which are even functions of v).

The expression given in Eq. (28) was obtained by
applying suitable approximations to the triple-integral
representation given in Eq. (92) of [53]. It is tempting to
apply the same approximations now to the double-integral
representation in Eq. (D14). However, the functions W;
change over the formation region (JV, even has a loga-
rithmic singularity at the origin), which means that this is
not possible.

To determine the pair-creation probabilities we apply the
optical theorem given in Eq. (4) to Eq. (28) and note the
identities [see Eq. (23)]

_9)r(fq)” (9" q)"
-~ (fo? (f*a)*
Finally, we obtain for the total probability that a single on-

shell photon with four-momentum ¢* and polarization four-
vector e‘l‘l or €| creates an electron-positron pair inside a

strong (£ > 1, y < &), linearly polarized laser pulse with
field tensor F* (kx) = f*y/'(¢) the following expressions:

+oo +1 _1 A
Wilq :_a_/ / 1( ),
+oo +1

WJ_(CI):_a_ / W+2 ( )

(31)

MNAY = AL = — (32)

(33)

013009-6



POLARIZATION OPERATOR APPROACH TO PAIR ...

where L =7(1-0%), ¥=[w/lx(¢)]"? and x(¢)=
2y (¢) (due to ge = ¢> =0 the coefficient 7} does not
contribute). We point out that Eq. (33) holds for an arbitrary
shape of the plane-wave background field (y should be such
that ay?/? < 1, otherwise perturbation theory with respect
to the radiation field is expected to break down [7,22]). As
the formation region is small for &> 1, the total pair-
creation probability given in Eq. (33) consists essentially of
the probability to create a pair inside a constant-crossed
field [see [68], Eq. (64) and [22], Chap. 5, Eq. (60); see
also [79]], integrated over the pulse shape [y(¢) represents
the instantaneous value of the quantum-nonlinearity
parameter] [22].

For comparison with the literature we consider now the
monochromatic limit of Eq. (33), i.e. y/(¢p) = sin(¢p) and a
counterpropagating photon. As the wave is periodic, we can
split the integral in ¢» and consider only a single half-cycle
(i.e. ¢ €10,x]). As the photon is counterpropagating, it
passes this half-cycle in the time 7/4, where the laser
period is given by T = 2z /w. Correspondingly, the rate for
pair creation by a single photon inside a strong (£ > 1),
linearly polarized, monochromatic plane wave is given by

W||(‘I)_—a——/ dtl)/H _IAI( ),

xm
R Y W”)Alx(m AT (a4
where 0w 5, = 09/l ( )P, 1u(d) = 15in(@)

[L =1(1-v?)]. Equation (34) coincides with the result
obtained in [22] [Chap. 3, Eq. (35) and Chap. 5, Eq. (60)]. It
is also in agreement with the results obtained in [51].

C. Small quantum parameter

For y < 1 the pair-creation probability is exponentially
suppressed. This becomes obvious from the asymptotic
expansion of the Airy function [78]

]/4 _2 3/2
PAVZ I

In this regime we can approximately evaluate the integrals
in Eq. (33), resulting in a compact expression for the pair-
creation probability. As the pair-creation probability is
exponential suppressed, only the region around the peak
of the field strength contributes to the integral in ¢.
Furthermore, using Eq. (31), we see that the integral in
w is formed around w = 4. Correspondingly, we can use

/ood 1 —xw —4x\/;
w e =e —
4 vw—4 X

(assuming x > 0) to evaluate the integral in w approxi-
mately. Assuming that |y/(¢)| = |sin(¢)| close to a field

AV (x) ~ — (35)

(36)
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peak, the contribution from this peak can be approximately

taken into account using
/ T dpe/D) 5 / T dper1H ) — o, /2” (37)
0 —00

(assuming x > 0; for different peak shapes this relation
must be modified accordingly). Combining everything, the
pair-creation probability within a single peak of a linearly
polarized, plane-wave laser field is in the regime &> 1,
x < 1 given by

Wy(q) = o M3VE <2> me—g/@f), (38)

kg 8

W, (q) =2W,(g). From Eq. (38) the pair-creation rate
inside monochromatic fields can be obtained similar as
above [see Eq. (34)]. To this end we consider again
a photon counterpropagating with a monochromatic wave.
A counterpropagating photon passes four field maxima
during the time of one laser period T =27/w.
Correspondingly, the pair-creation rate for a single photon
is given by (linear polarization, £ > 1, y < 1)

2 3/2
o3 (V2 s,
q° 87 \2

W (q) =2W)(q). The result agrees with [22], Chap. 3,
Eq. (33) (see also [17]).

W(q) = (39)

V. NUMERICAL RESULTS

For the numerical calculations we considered a linearly
polarized laser pulse with one of the following pulse shapes
[see Fig. 4 and Eq. (A9)]:

1.2 T T T
§ 0.6
=
- 0
=
= 06
—1.2 | I I |
0 2 47 6 8 107
¢
FIG. 4. In the numerical calculations we considered either a

laser pulse with sin? (solid line) or with sin*-envelope (dotted
line), plotted here for N = 5 cycles and a CEP of ¢y = —n/2 [see
Eq. (40)]. As the sin® pulse falls off faster at the edges, it must
have a higher peak strength in comparison with a sin” envelope in
order to describe a pulse with the same total energy.
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1.0
0.5
= 00
=
—0.5
—1.0 ' '
0 2 47 61
¢
FIG. 5. Laser pulse with sin’-envelope [see Eq. (40)] for

different carrier-envelope phases [¢py = 0 (solid line) and ¢, =
—r/2 (dotted line), N = 3 cycles]. Depending on the CEP we
obtain either one strong peak or two peaks with slightly less
strength. In the regime where pair creation is exponentially
suppressed the first situation is favorable.

w'(¢) = sin*[p/ (2N)] sin(¢b + ¢bo).
/' (¢) = Rsin*[¢p/(2N)] sin(¢ + o) (40)

for ¢ €[0,2zN] and zero otherwise [if not specified
explicitly, we use y'(¢)]. Here N characterizes the number
of cycles in the pulse and ¢, the carrier-envelope phase
(CEP, see Fig. 5). The scaling parameter R is chosen such
that

2xN 2xN
/ APl () = / ap DR (41)
0 0

as in most experiments the total energy in the pulse is fixed
and only the pulse shape itself may change (see Fig. 4). As
long as N is an integer and N > 2 for y/ and N > 3 for y/,
the above shape functions describe a laser pulse without dc
component, i.e.

[ = [T ar@ -0 @)

and the energy in the pulse is independent of the CEP.

Beside the pulse shape parametrized by N and ¢, we
have to chose the classical intensity parameter £ and the
quantum-nonlinearity parameter y = né [n = \/(kq)*/m?,
see Eq. (24)]. For a laser pulse with central angular
frequency @ and peak field amplitude E, we obtain
& =|e|Ey/(mw). The quantum-nonlinearity parameter is
given by y = 2(w,/m)(E,/E,,) if the photon and the laser
pulse collide head-on (@, denotes the energy of the
incoming photon).

As the pair-creation probability is exponentially sup-
pressed for y < 1 [see Eq. (38)], we are mainly interested
in the nonlinear quantum regime where y 2 1. Existing
optical petawatt laser systems reach already & ~ 100 [24]
and photon energies ~1 GeV are obtainable via Compton

0~ 1
.- 5“ X 1 | | I I I I I I
. .
| | | I | | I I

W [%]
L B e
Ll

T
|

FIG. 6. Total pair-creation probability for a single photon inside
a linearly polarized laser pulse (¢pg = 0, N =5, y = 1). The full
numerical calculation [black dots, see Eq. (26)] is compared with
the constant-crossed field approximation [valid for £ > 1, dotted
line, see Eq. (33)].

backscattering either at conventional facilities like SPring-8
[30] or by using laser wakefield accelerators [25-29].
Hence, it is possible to reach the regime y 2 1 with
presently available technology.

In the following we will not consider the influence of the
incoming photon wave packet and set W = W(q), see
Eq. (A18). For £> 1 the total pair-creation probability
can be calculated using Eq. (33) without further numerical
difficulties, as the integrals are non-oscillatory. To verify the
validity of Eq. (33), we have compared it with the general
expression given in Eq. (26) (the oscillatory integrals have
been evaluated numerically as explained in Appendix F).
The result is shown in Fig. 6. Already for £ <10 both
equations are in good agreement. However, for &~ 1
the constant-crossed field approximation fails to predict
the CEP dependence of the probability (see Fig. 7). As the

-2
55 x10 |

5.0E o~
45
4.0 F -
35 B =
30 —— 4
25 F -
2.0 '

W) [%]

FIG. 7 (color online). Comparison between the full numerical
calculation of the pair-creation probability [solid lines, see
Eq. (26)] and the constant-crossed field approximation [valid
for £ > 1, dotted lines, see Eq. (33)] for different values of & (1.0,
1.25, 1.5, 1.75 and 2.0, lower to upper curve, N =5, y = 1).
Besides underestimating the probability, the strong-field approxi-
mation fails to reproduce the correct CEP dependence. This is
expected, as the formation region is large for £ ~ 1 and nonlocal
properties of the pulse play an important role.
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102 ¢ e

Eo i e
10-1 10° 10
X

FIG. 8 (color online). Dependence of the pair-creation proba-
bility on & and y (¢p9 =0, N =5). For £ = 1 the pair-creation
probability increases linearly with & (we plotted the values
¢ =10, 20, 50, 100 and 200, lower to upper curve). In the
regime y < 1 pair creation is exponentially suppressed [pulse
shape y/(¢) (solid lines) and y'(¢) (dotted lines), see Eq. (40)].

formation region scales as 1/¢&, the global structure of the
pulse within the formation region itself [which is not
included in the constant-crossed field approximation, see
Eq. (33)] becomes important at & ~ 1.

From now on we consider the experimentally interesting
regime & > 1 and use Eq. (33) to determine the total pair-
creation probability. Furthermore, we compare the two
different pulse shapes given in Eq. (40) (solid lines are
calculated using the sin’-envelope, dotted lines using the
sin*-envelope). In general, the results do not depend
strongly on the pulse shape. However, in the regime where
pair creation is exponentially suppressed (y < 1), the
sin*-envelope is favorable, as it implies a higher peak field
strength (see Fig. 4).

In Fig. 8 we plot the total pair-creation probability as a
function of the parameters £ and y. For £ 2 1 it scales linear

102 ¢
X
= 10t
~=
=
10°
0

FIG. 9 (color online). Comparison between the photon-decay
probability Wﬁ (solid lines) and the pair-creation probability W),
obtained from the leading-order Feynman diagram shown in
Fig. 1, i.e. without including radiative corrections (dashed lines).
As long as the probability is small, both quantities agree.
However, for W) ~ 1 it is important to note that W represents
the decay exponent of Wﬁ [see Eq. (20), the parameters are as in

Fig. 8, the pulse shape is given by y'(¢)].

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 013009 (2015)

X

FIG. 10 (color online). The scaling of the pair-creation prob-
ability is roughly linear in the pulse length (we plotted N = 3, 5,
7,9 and 11, lower to upper curve; ¢y = 0, £ = 10) [pulse shape
w'(¢p) (solid lines) and ' (¢) (dotted lines), see Eq. (40)].

in & due to the phase-space prefactor m?/kq [see Eq. (33)]
and only the dependence on y is nontrivial [22]. Around
x ~1 we leave the region of exponentially suppression
[see Eq. (38)] and the pair-creation probability becomes
sizable [22].

As explained in Sec. III, the quantities W) ; only
represent the total pair-creation probability as long as they
are much smaller than unity. In general, one has to consider
the total probability for the decay of a photon with a given
polarization [see Eq. (20)]

Wﬁ,l =1- |S|’J_ =1- CXP[—W”J_] ~ W”J_ (43)

In Fig. 9 we have compared both quantities to show when
this difference becomes relevant. We point out that the
decay of the photon is necessarily accompanied by the
creation of at least one electron-positron pair.

The dependence of the total pair-creation probability on
the pulse length N is shown in Fig. 10. As expected, the

50 T T T T T T
40 -
X
<5 30 -
~= 20
=
10 -
= I I I I I
05 1.0 15 20 25 3.0 35 40
w~[GeV]
FIG. 11. Total photon-decay probability during the head-on

collision between a gamma photon with energy w, and a linearly
polarized laser pulse with the following parameters: ¢, = O,
N =5, w=155¢eV, £=100 [pulse shape y’(¢) (solid lines)
and ' (¢) (dotted lines), see Eq. (40)]. For parallel polarization
( Wﬁ ) the probabilities are smaller than for orthogonal polarization

(WD).
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FIG. 12. The total pair-creation probability as a function of the
quantum-nonlinearity parameter y averaged over the CEP phase
[see Eq. (44), £ = 10 and N = 3]. The solid and the dotted line
correspond to the pulse shape yw'(¢) and y'(¢), respectively
[see Eq. (40)].

scaling in the pulse length is roughly linear in the
regime y ~ 1.

In Fig. 11 we have plotted the parameter regime
accessible by combining a petawatt laser system
(¢ = 100) with a GeV photon source. Accordingly, it is
possible to obtain a large pair-creation yield even with a
limited number of highly energetic photons. As expected
from Eq. (38), the pair-creation probability for perpen-
dicular polarization (W ) is roughly twice as large as for
parallel polarization (W)). Correspondingly, W can be
considered as a lower bound (which is the reason why we
mainly focused on this polarization).

Due to the fact that the pair-creation probability is
exponentially suppressed for y <« 1, it depends very
sensitively on the maximum field strength in this regime
and large CEP effects can be expected. To investigate them,
we introduce the CEP-averaged pair-creation probability

1

2
(W)= %/0 dpoW ) 1 (o) (44a)

(a) sin? envelope

0
0.2 03 04 05 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9
X

FIG. 13 (color online).
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and the relative deviation

Wy (o) — (W) 1)
(W) '

AWH,J_ (¢0) = (44b)

They are plotted in Fig. 12 and Fig. 13, respectively, for a
short pulse (N = 3) of moderate intensity (¢ = 10). For
x ~ 0.2 the relative CEP effect is of the order of 10%, but
many photons are needed to produce a sufficient amount of
electron-positron pairs. In the regime where pair creation is
likely (y ~ 1), the CEP effect for the total pair-creation
probability is very small (we point out that this prediction
could be changed by higher-order corrections).

VI. CONCLUSION

In the present paper we have verified (to leading order)
the cutting rule for the polarization operator in general
plane-wave background fields by an explicit calculation
[see Eq. (B18) and also [22,57]]. Furthermore, we derived a
double-integral representation for the leading-order con-
tribution to the polarization operator [see Eq. (D14) and
also [51,54,80]]. By combining both results we obtained a
compact double-integral representation for the total photon-
decay probability within an arbitrarily shaped plane-wave
laser pulse and for an arbitrary wave function of the
incoming photon [see Egs. (A18), (22) and (26)]. For a
relativistically intense background field the result simplifies
and one obtains the well-known average of the probability
in a constant-crossed field over the laser pulse shape [see
Eq. (33) and also [22]]. Our numerical calculations show
that already for & < 10 it is sufficient to apply this so-called
(local) constant-crossed field approximation (see Fig. 6).
However, it underestimates the dependence of the proba-
bility on the CEP if the formation region becomes large, i.e.
for £~ 1 (see Fig. 7). In this regime the pair-production
probability shows an oscillatory behavior with respect to
the CEP and the oscillation period depends on &. Similarly,

(b) sin* envelope

0
0.2 0.3 04 05 06 0.7 0.8 0.9
X

The relative pair-creation probability [see Eq. (44)] as a function of the quantum-nonlinearity parameter y and

the CEP ¢, (¢ = 10 and N = 3, for the CEP-averaged probability see Fig. 12). We used the pulse shape y'(¢) for the left and ' (¢) for
the right plot [see Eq. (40)]. The dependence on the CEP is quite pronounced for y < 1, where, however, the total probability is strongly
suppressed (the intermediate color levels are located at 10~'/2 ~ 0.32, 10"/2 ~ 3.2 and 10%/2 ~ 32).
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the CEP and other parameters of the pulse shape become
important in the tunneling regime (see Fig. 8 and Fig. 13).
Moreover, we have highlighted that the exponential decay
of the photon wave function [see Eq. (16)] must be taken
into account if the total pair-creation probability becomes
of order unity [see Eq. (20) and Fig. 9]. This is important
for future experimental studies, as already with available
laser technology (£ ~ 100) a total pair-creation probability
of the order of ten percent could be reached for a single
GeV gamma photon (see Fig. 11).
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APPENDIX A: BREIT-WHEELER
PAIR CREATION

To calculate the pair-creation probability, we describe the
incoming photon by a wave packet

d3 q/

[®.m) = / (27[)326 1
where ey \/7 This has the advantage, as shown in
[65,83, 84], of avoiding the appearance of squared delta
functions and ambiguities in interpreting volume factors. In
Eq. (A1) we suppose that all components of the wave
packet have the same polarization (the polarization indices
are suppressed) and are on shell, i.e. ¢’> = 0. Furthermore,
|®,) denotes a momentum eigenstate of the photon field
with relativistic normalization

(4")|®q), (A1)

<(I)q|¢)q’> = 2€q (2”)353 (q - q/)- (AZ)
The wave-packet state describes a single particle
[(®, n|®,n) = 1] if the envelope function obeys the covar-
iant normalization condition

d3q/
———n(g )P =1
/ (2m)32e,

(this is assumed in the following).

The probability that a single photon decays into an
electron-positron pair inside a plane-wave background field
is now given by

(A3)

d3 d3/

W= Z/ 27)%2¢,2€,

where |®, , s ) describes an electron and a positron with
momenta p* = (¢,,p) and p" = (ey.p’), respectively

p,a,p’,oJ|S|q)7 77> 2, (A4)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 013009 (2015)

(6,6/ €[1,2] label the different spin states, €, =

i

Vm? +p?, €y =+/m*+p”?). Equation (A4) holds if
the one-particle momentum eigenstates for the electron
and the positron are relativistically normalized [see
Eq. (A2)] [85],

(Bpo| Py o) = 26,(20)°8 (p —P')0pp.  (A5)
as the identity operator (in the one-particle subspace) is
then given by

1= Y [ e B0yl

=12

(A6)

In the following we drop the spin labels and write |®, /) =
|®p p ) for simplicity. Note that W is a probability (not a
rate), as the duration of the process is naturally limited if the
background field has only a finite extend.

Using Eq. (A1) we rewrite the squared matrix element in
Eq. (A4) as

d36]1d3CI2
(@, ]| )2 = / Aad D ()
pe (27)02¢,, 26,

xM(p, p'sq)[M(p, p'sq2)]", (A7)

where

im(p, p/;Q) = <(I)p,p’|S‘(I)q>
[for simplicity we often suppress some of the labels,
ie. M(p,o.p'.0'sq) = M(p, p'sq) = M(q)].

From now on we consider only plane-wave external
fields (we use the same notation as in [53], see also
[7,22,57,72,76,80,86-88] for more details). In a plane-
wave field the field tensor,

(A8)

Fr() = F9h () + 1595 ().
depends only on the laser phase ¢ = kx, where f** =
kta¥ — k*a!! (k" characterizes the four-momentum of the
background-field photons and the prime denotes the
derivative with respect to the argument). This implies that
the dressed vertex

(A9)

I’(p,q,—p') = —ie/d4xe"“1pryxy/’E_p/_x, (A10)

ekA(kx)| .
E. =1 zSp(x)’
" [ "k ]e
- A(kx)k| _.
Ep’x _ |:1+€ ( .X') :|€_ZS”(X), (All)

2kp

with
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e ’ 2 204/
Cp— d¢,[ pA;m fzskg/))

(A12)

(see Sec. II.D of [53] for more details) contains three
momentum-conserving delta functions

2r)38=Y(p' —q—p)G(p'.q.p).

(A13)

'(p'.q.p) =

Here we introduced light-cone coordinates [80,89,90]

v = ve,

(A14)

vt = ok, V! = vey,

(v* is an arbitrary four-vector, I and II are also summarized
as 1), where we require that the four-vectors k*, kH, e’l‘ and
¢, form a light-cone basis [see Appendix C and Eq. (32) of
[53] for more details).

Thus, the S-matrix contains three overall momentum-
conserving delta functions [see Eq. (A13)] and it is useful
to define the reduced matrix element M by

= (27)38=Y (p+ p' - q)iM(p.p': q).

(A15)

iM(p,p'sq)

To exploit the light-cone delta functions, we note the
following relation between on-shell momentum integrals:

dp 1 d*p ) ,
/ @ef2e, P = / 2 00"~ )0 ()
dp~dp*t6(p”)
—/ 2nF 2p ——f(p). (A16)

Here m is the particle mass (p> = m?), ie. p’=¢, =

P
\/m?* + p? in the first line and p* = (ptpt +m?)/(2p7)
in the last line. We note that p° = €, corresponds to p~ > 0
and p° = —€, to p~ <0 (p~ =0 is only reached in the
limit €, — o0).
Hence, we can rewrite Eq. (A7) as follows:

(D S|P, 1) |
[ dqidgy 6(q7) )

1
X5 = IM(p.p'sq1))*(2m)350+
q

J(p+p —q).

(A17)

Finally, the total probability for pair creation is given by
[see Eq. (A4)]

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 013009 (2015)

L9 )Pwig) (A8
Wz/inq’ W(q'), Al8a
(27)*2e,
where
d3pd3 /
SZPH;/ 27) 626 26‘ 2q_ |./\/l(p P’ q>|
x (2z)36H (p + p' - q). (A18b)

Using the Feynman rules for QED with plane-wave
background fields (see [53] for details), we obtain the
following matrix element for the diagram in Fig. 1:

im(p, o, P/, 5/;Q) = 6;4”1) A" (pv q,—p )vp’ o> (Alg)

where ¢, is the polarization four-vector of the incoming
photon (eq =0, €e;, = —1). The four-spinors of the
electron (u,,) and the positron (v, ) obey [63,65]
(p—m)u,, =0, (P’ +m)v, g =0. (A20)
We point out that the matrix element in Eq. (A19)
represents only the leading-order contribution to the pair-
creation process. Furthermore, W(g) can only be inter-
preted as the probability for pair production as long as it is
small. In general, it represents the decay exponent of the
exact photon wave function (see Sec. III for more details).

APPENDIX B: CUTTING RULES FOR THE
POLARIZATION OPERATOR

In this Appendix we will explicitly derive the optical
theorem for pair creation (to leading order) in the pre-
sence of a plane-wave background field (see also
[51,54,57,60,61,64] and e.g. [58,59,65,91] for the corre-
sponding proof in vacuum QED). To this end we consider
the squared matrix element [see Eq. (A19)], which appears
in Eq. (A7)

M(p.o.p'.0 q)[M(p.o.p'.0':q,)]*
= €;4€Ztrp';7,ﬂrﬂ<p’ q1, _p/)p;})/.o‘/l:‘y(p7 q2, _pl) (Bl)

[see Eq. (B8) for the bar notation used]. Here we have
introduced the density matrices

u o 7 v
Ppo = Upslpo ,Dp/ o = Up, a’vp’ o' (Bz)

To obtain the total pair-creation probability we have to sum/
integrate over final spins and momenta [see Eq. (A4)]

d3pd3 !
Z/ 27) 62€ 2ey

spin

M(q,)[M(q2)]". (B3)

The sum over different spin states yields [63,65]
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> o Zp/ , =P —m.

o=1.2 =12

=p+m, (B4)

Thus, we see that Eq. (B3) resembles the leading-order
contribution to the polarization operator (see Fig. 2 and
Appendix D)

iP‘”’( )/d4p1d4p2 tr["']w
T T @n (pF-m - i0) (93— 4 0)°
(BS)
where
trf-- [ = trT*(py, g1, p1)(Py + m)
xTY(p1.=q2. p2) (P2 + m). (B6)

To match the two expressions even further, we introduce
two more integrations in p° and p” in Eq. (B3) together
with appropriate delta and step functions to bring the
momenta on shell [see Eq. (A16)]. After applying the
identity

’(p'.q.p) = -I"(p.—q.p'). (B7)
which follows from
i=1. F=-y 7=
(ir'y) = =ir'y>, (i) = io", (B8)

using the cyclic property of the trace and the change of
variables p* — ph, p* — —p{ we obtain

d3 d? /
Z/ 27)%2¢,2€,

spin

d4P1d4P2
[ oo

x e e tr- -1

M(q)[M(q2)]

— m?)5(p3 — m*)0(=p?)0(p3)
(B9)

To prove the optical theorem we have to relate the
imaginary part of the forward photon scattering amplitude
to the total pair-creation probability. Therefore, we extract
the nonsingular part of the polarization operator by defining

= (2z)36=)(q,

P (q1,q2) (B10)

- )11 (q1, 92)

and consider J[e,e;11"(q,q)]. We point out that the
contracted trace €,e;tr|- - - [see Eq. (B6)] is purely real
if evaluated at ¢} = ¢5 = ¢* (strictly speaking, after the
singular part is factorized out). This can be deduced from

(e[ J)" = trl-- (B11)

1#(q1<>q2)
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[note that (trM)* = trM' = trM]. Using the Sokhotski-
Plemelj identity [91,92]

1
_ : 2 _ 2
pz—mz—i—iOisz—mz_mé(p -m*), (B12)

we obtain the symbolic relation [see Eq. (B5)]

Sle 11" (q. q)) = —R[e el (q, q)] ~ 7°65 — PP.

(B13)

It is shown in Appendix C that the two principle value

integrals are related to the on-shell contribution.
Symbolically, the result can be written as
PP = sign(py)sign(p3)7255, (B14)

implying

Sle e (g, )] ~ [1 = sign(py)sign(py)]|7*85.  (B1S)
On the other hand, the momentum-conserving delta
function 6~)(p, — ¢, — p;) contained in the vertices in
Eq. (B9) ensures that only the region p; — p7 > 0 con-
tributes to the integral (assuming g; > 0, i.e. we exclude
the trivial case of a photon which is copropagating with the
laser). Thus, in Eq. (B9) we can apply the replacement

20(—p))0(pY)— (B16)

[1 = sign(py)sign(p3)]-
Finally, we obtain
23[e, 11 (q. q)]
i / d3pd3pl
=€ | ——
g (27)%2¢,2¢,
x (27)36=H) (p + p' — g)te(p + m)G(p.q.—p')
x (P —=m)G(p.q.—p') (B17)

(for g~ > 0), where G* denotes the nonsingular part of the
dressed vertex [see Eq. (A13)]. By combining everything,
we obtain the following relation between the total nonlinear
Breit-Wheeler pair-creation probability W and the imagi-
nary part of the photon forward-scattering amplitude (see
also [51,60,61]):

1
W(g) = . Sle e (q. q)] (B18a)
(¢> = 0) and [see Eq. (A18)]
d3 !
W= [ e, MW (B18
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[W =~ W(q) if the wave packet of the incoming photon is
sharply peaked around ¢ = ¢*, see Eq. (A3)].

APPENDIX C: POLE STRUCTURE OF THE
VOLKOV PROPAGATOR

To prove Eq. (B14) we have to investigate the pole
structure of the Volkov propagator

d*p pLtm -
iG(x,y) =1 E, . E, .,
l ()C y) l/ (271.)4 P p2 _ m2 + i0 Py

(C1)

which describes the propagation of a fermion from y to x
(and correspondingly the propagation of an antifermion
from x to y), taking the plane-wave background field into
account exactly. This is most conveniently carried out in
light-cone coordinates, where the integral in dp™ has a
simple structure [68], as the phase of the propagator
depends on p* only via [see Eq. (A12)]

exp [—ip" (x™ —y7)] (€2)
(A~ = k= = 0). For p~ # 0 we can evaluate the integral in
p* using the residue theorem [93].

In general, the point p~ = 0 (which corresponds to the
so-called light-cone zero mode) must be treated with care
(for more details about light-cone quantization and the
light-cone zero mode see e.g. [89,94,95]). As long as no
singularities [e.g. a delta function §( p~)] are encountered, a
single point can always be excluded from the integration
range. In the absence of external fields such a delta function
appears in QED only in diagrams without external legs and
for all other diagrams the light-cone zero mode can be
ignored (see Sec. II.C in [96]). Like in vacuum QED, the
light-cone zero mode does not contribute to the leading-
order diagram for the polarization operator in a plane-wave
background field if the incoming photon is on shell and
does not propagate collinearly with the laser field. This can
be seen explicitly from the final expression of the field-
dependent part of the polarization operator given in [53]
[see Egs. (92)-(97) there]. In fact, the integrand of the
polarization operator vanishes at the points 7 =0 and
v = *+1, corresponding to vanishing values of at least
one of the proper-time variables ¢ and s. Thus, the delta
function used to take the p~-integral [Eq. (55) in [53]]
implies that p~ # 0 as long as kg = ¢~ # 0. In conclusion,
for the discussion of the optical theorem we can ignore
subtleties arising from the light-cone zero mode and
assume that p~ # 0 in the following.

To take the integral in p* we have to close the contour in
the lower complex plane if x~ —y~ > 0 and in the upper
complex plane if x~ —y~ < 0. The pole of

1 1
pr—m?4+i0 2ptp —plpt—m?+i0

(C3)
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is located at

L ptpt4+m—i0
pr= = : (C4)
i.e. in the lower complex plane for p~ > 0 and in the upper
complex plane for p~ < 0, in agreement with the Feynman
boundary condition.

Following [91], we have to consider also the retarded and
advanced propagators, defined by the pole prescriptions

1 1
p? —m? +sign(p7)i0’ 2 —sign(p)i0’
(C5)

pP—m

respectively. The pole of the former is always located in the
lower, the pole of the latter always in the upper complex
plane. Correspondingly, the propagators vanish for x~ <
y~ and x~ > y~, respectively.

The polarization operator diagram [see Eq. (B5)] con-
tains both G(x, y) and G(y,x) or in other words the phase
factor contains

exp [=ipy (x~ —y7)]exp [ip; (x —y7)].

(Co)
Correspondingly, the contour integrals in p;” and p3 must
be closed differently. If both propagators of the polarization
operator are either replaced by advanced or by retarded
propagators, such that for x~ — y~=0 one propagator is
always zero, the contribution of the total diagram vanishes.
Using the relation [see Eq. (B12)]

1
p* —m? £ sign(p7)i0
= sz — Fisign(p™)xs(p? —m?), (C7)
we can now prove the identity [see Eq. (B14)]
PP = sign(p7)sign(p;)n>56 (C8)

for Je,e;11"(q. q)].

APPENDIX D: POLARIZATION OPERATOR

For plane-wave background fields the polarization oper-
ator was first considered in [51,52] [see Eq. (BS), Fig. 2 and
also [53-56] for a recent discussion]. Starting from Eq. (92)
in [53] [there the notation iP*(q,,q,) = T"(q,q>) is
used], a double-integral representation for the polarization
operator can be derived (for other double-integral repre-
sentations see [52,54]). To this end we apply the change of
variables from 7=puw=ow/kq to o =ukq [u=
(1 =0?), L =2(1-+?)] and from v to w
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+1 co +o0
[ [T e
-1 0 7T J-w
© 4 /aoodg/-‘roo
= AW ————— — dz=, (D1
/1 wyww—4)Jo @ J-w (B1)

where ¢ = sign(kq) [we assume that the integrand is an
even function of v, see Eq. (31)]. As in [53] we simply write
g" if ¢} and ¢ can be used interchangeably due to the
momentum-conserving delta functions.

The new variables have a clear physical meaning, as the
phases of the creation and the annihilation vertex are given
by kx = kz —¢ and ky = kz + ¢, respectively, and the
variable w is related to the momenta p# and p’* of the
created electron and positron, respectively, by w =
(kq)?/(kpkp') [the momenta p* and p’ here differ from
those denoted by the same symbols in [53], see Eq. (BS)].

In terms of the new variables the phases [see Eq. (93) and
Eq. (95) in [53]] can be written as

® = (q3 —qi)z +e(q192/kq) — w(m?/kq)e.
) = (g5 —q{)z" + 0(q192/kq) —w(m?/kq)D(e. kz).
(D2)

where ®; = ® 4 ¢ and we defined [see Eq. (96) in [53]]

Do, kz) = 0[1 + > 8 —I?)}

i=12

1= [ dpy)
i 2@ kim0 Wi s
1 kz+eo )
Ji= 2% doy; <¢) (D3)
Q Jkz—o

Thus, after the change of variables given in Eq. (D1), the
phases have a very simple dependence on w and the integral
in w can be calculated analytically.

To this end we define the functions W,(x) (I =0, 1,2,
x >0, see Fig. 14)

—iwx _ e_i4XW1(X), (D4)

oo 4
dw——— ¢
4 why/w(w — 4)

which are non-oscillatory and scale asymptotically as

2\/mi . 1
W (x) ~ _4—\/’_6”[/47}

[note that W, (x) has a logarithmic singularity at x = 0].
Using the following integral representation for the Hankel
function [97]

(Ds)

2 X o0 .
HY (2) = i 2 evmil? / dte==cM cosh(vr)  (D6)
T 0
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FIG. 14. The function W, (solid line) has a logarithmic
singularity at the origin; W, (dashed line) and WV, (dotted line)

are regular. For large values they behave as ~x~'/2,

(valid for —1 < Rv < 1, z > 0), we finally obtain

Wo(x) = (—Zni)eiszéz)(Zx),
Wi (x) = (=2zx)e[HY (2x) + i (2)],

W,(x) = %xeizx[4ixH(()2)(2x) — (4x+ )HY (21)). (D7)

The representation for the polarization operator given in
[53] [see Eq. (92) there] depends on the external momenta
via the scalar ¢, ¢g,. However, for real incoming or outgoing
photons it is more convenient to use a representation which
depends only on g7 or q%. To obtain such a representation,
we use the three momentum-conserving delta functions and
write

g5 = ¢ + nk*,
n=gq;—qi,

9192 = q; + nkq = g3 — nkq, (D8)
where n denotes the amount of four-momentum k*
exchanged with the background field (n > O corresponds
to absorption, n < 0 to emission, n is in general not an
integer). Thus, the integral in z~ represents a Fourier
transform that determines the probability amplitude to
absorb nk* four-momentum from the background field.
Correspondingly, the phases [see Eq. (D2)] can now be
rewritten using

_ 9192
(a3 —4a7)z o
9192 ‘]% Q%
nkz + o kg ny+gkq nx+gkq (D9)

Thus, by changing the integration variable from z~ to either
x~ (real outgoing photon) or y~ (real incoming photon) the
phase of the polarization operator simplifies in these cases.

013009-15



MEUREN et al.

Depending on this choice one of the following representa-
tions is convenient [see Eq. (D3)]:

1 1
I, = / dlyi(ky —204) = / dAy;(kx 4 204),
0 0

1 1
J = / Ay (ky — 207) — / A (kx +202).  (DIO)
0 0

Similarly, we can rewrite the preexponent using the
following identity:

k +oo . .
o deeter -
kq [+ . 0 .
— (2L dz~ n’ﬂ_l_tq)
(5[ e -1 e
+ o
:2m21 oodz_e’q)enﬂz«f%(yi—zi)a (D11)
4 J-co i=12
where

Yi = [I; =y (ky)][yi(kx) — y;(ky)]. (D12)

To prove Eq. (D11) we used integration by parts and

% - —;—Q[y/i(kz —0) —w;(kz+0)],
w: —i[y/?(kz—e) —yikz+g).  (DI3)

Furthermore, it is useful to define V;, =27, - Y,.

By applying the above relations to the symmetric
representation given in Eq. (92) of [53], we immediately
obtain the representation given in Eq. (109) of [53], which
is equivalent to the one in [51]. Moreover, using Eq. (D4)
we obtain for the field-dependent part of the polarization
operator inside a plane-wave background field the follow-
ing double-integral representation:

iP*(q1,42) = iPg_o(q1. 92)
= —i(27)*6 (q1 - ¢2)

o 600 dQ +o0 _ B )

Xﬂ A z/;oo dy [PlelfAz +P21A§Al

+ Py NfAY + Py ASAS + P Q1 Q5. (D14)

o = sign(kq), where the coefficients are now given by
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2
Py, = n g;léz {Wo(x1)X 1,
+ [ (xy) - Wo(xl)]le}ei(i)l,
2
Py = ” §1§2 {Wo(x1) X2y

AW (1) = Wo(x)]X o Y,

i kq ai B
Py =-m? [EWWZ(XI) +2—sz1(x1) e
2

i q7
2m?

k =
+ m2 |:§m—q2W2(X()) + W] ()CO):| el(bo

1
-+ mz |:§ (é:%vl + §%V2>W0(X1)
+28X, W), (m} e,

i kq qi i
Py = —m? [EWWZ(XI) +2—ni2W1 (xl)] e
2

i q1
2m?

k -
+m? {——‘éwzoco) + 9y, <xo>}
om
1
+ mz |:§ (§%V1 + f%V2>W0(X1)

+ 2§%X22W1(x1):| ei&",

Py = =2[W,(x))e® — W, (xg)ei™] (D15)

with the phases [see Eq. (D2)]

o = (g5 — qi )y~ + o(q}/kq) — 4x,,
(g5 — qi)y™ +o(q3/kq) — 4x,.

o
[

(D16)
Here we have introduced

xo = (m*/kq)o,  x; = (m*/kq)D(e.ky), (D17)

where [see Eq. (D3) and Eq. (D10)]

D(o. ky) = Q[l + > &3 —I?)}

i=1,2
1
I; =/ diyi(ky —204),
0

1
Ji:/ day?(ky — 204). (D18)
0

Furthermore, [see Eq. (97) in [53]]
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Xij = [Ii - w,-(ky)}[lj - Wj(ky - 2@)],

Vi= [l —wi(ky = 20)llwi(ky) — wi(ky — 20)]. (D19)

Having taken the w-integral analytically, we are left with
the integrals in y~ and ¢. To evaluate these integrals, the
precise shape of the background field has to be known. It is
therefore reasonable to use numerical methods (see
Appendix F).

APPENDIX E: DRESSED MASS

It is well known that inside a linearly polarized, mono-
chromatic field the square of the dressed electron (positron)
mass is given by [22]

m2 =m?(1+ £/2), (El)

which corresponds to the square of the average (classical)
electron four-momentum. This definition of the dressed
mass may be generalized to an arbitrary plane-wave field
by noting that the classical four-momentum of an electron
(charge e and mass m) is given by [7,98]

Ph e, (9. o) Py n *F*, (¢, do)Ph
0

P(¢) = kP, 2(kPy)>

, (E2)
where Py = P*(¢y) and [see Eq. (A9)]

(. o) = / Ly ey = S (@) - vildo)

bo i=1,2

(E3)

[we also use the notation " (¢) = F* (¢, —0), see [53]].
For an electron which propagates from ¢ to ¢ we define
the dressed momentum by [63]

1 ¢ I DU
= G=gu ], @@ E

Correspondingly, the square of the dress mass is in general
given by [80]

Qﬂ(¢v ¢0)

m3(ky, kx) = Q*(ky, kx) = m? {1 + Zé%(‘li - Izz):|’

i=12

(ES)

where /; and J; are defined in Eq. (D3). As it depends only
on e, the positron has the same dressed mass. For
wi(¢p) = sin(¢), w, =0, kx =0, ky = 2z we obtain the
above monochromatic result.

Thus, the nonlinear phase of the polarization operator
[see Eq. (D2)] can be interpreted in terms of the mass

dressing in the laser field [52,54].

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 013009 (2015)

APPENDIX F: NUMERICAL CALCULATION OF
OSCILLATORY INTEGRALS

The double-integral representation for the polarization
operator given in Eq. (D14) contains oscillatory integrals in
the variables ¢ and y~. The integral in y~ can be calculated
using the fast fourier transform (FFT) [99,100]. The
integral in @, however, is more complicated. While the
phase @, oscillates regularly, the phase @, is nonlinear [due
to the appearance of the field-dependent function D(g, ky),
see Eq. (D16)]. However, the derivative

P S by 200 e P ()

is always positive (this has also been observed in [54]) and
therefore the change of variables u = D(g) can be applied
to obtain an regularly oscillating integral [101]

/°° @g(g)e—m(mz/kq)p(g) _ " D‘IZ(” )@e—iﬁl(mz/kq)u,
0o © 0 e) e
(F2)

where the inverse function ¢ = D~'(u) is calculated
numerically [due to D'(¢) > 0 the map is one-to-one].
Having applied this change of variables, we obtain an
ordinary Fourier integral, which can be evaluated with
standard methods.

Fourier integrals (with finite limits) can be calculated
very fast using Chebyshev series expansions [102—-104]. To
this end we write

b e
/ dxe’“’xg(x)—ée"‘”/ dte®f(t),  (F3)

1
where we used the change of variables x(¢) = ¢ + 6t with
c=(a+b)/2,5=(b—a)/2 and defined (1) = g[x(1)],
Q = dw. If the function f(¢) is slowly varying, its expan-
sion into a Chebyshev series is rapidly converging [78,105]

[Se]

£ =3 e,T(0),

n=0

T,(t) = cos(n0), t = cos 9,

(F4)
where

2 T,(0f() 2 [7
Cn =~ g dt Vi —”A df cos(nd)f(cos 0)

(F5)

(the prime at the sum symbol indicates that the first
coefficient in the sum is halved). The Chebyshev series
coefficients can be calculated using FFT. The absolute error
due to the truncation of the Chebyshev series can be
estimated from the last series coefficients [105].
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Having computed the series coefficients, the Chebyshev
moments

+1 ) +1 .
Cu(z) = / 1 diT,(1)e™, S, (z) = i / 1 ATy, (1)e™
(F6)

must be calculated in order to evaluate the integral in
Eq. (F3). To this end we note that they obey the following
three-term recurrence relations [103]:

2(n=1)2n=1)C,14(2)
—(n+ 1) (n—=1)[4z> = 8(2n +1)(2n —1)]C,(z)
+22(n+1)2n+1)C\i(2)

= —16(n —1)(n + 1) cos(z) + 12zsin(z), (F7a)

PHYSICAL REVIEW D 91, 013009 (2015)
22(2n = 1)nS,1(z)
- (2n+3)2n=1)[z> = 8n(n+1)]S,(2)
+22(2n43)(n+1)8,1(2)

=4(2n —1)(2n + 3) sin(z) + 12z cos(z). (F7b)
For certain parameters (e.g. for very large frequencies) the
Chebyshev moments can be calculated by applying the above
relations in the forward direction (e.g. S,, can be calculated by
starting from S, and S;). However, this procedure is in
general numerically unstable and Olver’s algorithm must be
used [106,107]. By calculating C,, and S,, independently, we
can estimate the numerical error of the calculated Chebyshev
moments by evaluating the relation [103]

sin
< ‘e (z) +

Sn(z> :m_ﬂ n

Z
mcnﬂ(z)-
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