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ABSTRACT

Spin-polarized positron beams have widely been utilized in applications ranging from fundamental physical studies to material processing.
Preparing highly polarized positron beams for accurate probing is a long-standing issue. Here, we put forward a method to produce ultra-
relativistic polarized positrons with unprecedented purity in a femtosecond timescale employing a few-PW circularly polarized laser pulse.
The fully spin-resolved QED Monte Carlo method is used for simulating the two successive QED processes during the interaction, i.e.,
nonlinear Compton scattering and nonlinear Breit–Wheeler pair production. As the photons emitted in a circularly polarized laser field are
symmetrically polarized, the polarization of the intermediate gamma photon beam averages out to zero, which is advantageous for improving
the polarization of positrons. Meanwhile, the moderate laser intensity suppresses the depolarization of the new-born positrons induced by
radiation reaction effect. As a result, the polarization of the positrons can reach up to � 90%, the highest among the laser-driven polariza-
tion schemes conceived hitherto. Furthermore, our method relaxes the requirement on laser intensity to few-PW level, offering a promising
way of preparing polarized positrons with current-generation laser facilities.

Published under an exclusive license by AIP Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0158256

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-polarized positron beams are a powerful tool in fundamen-
tal physical studies and applications, such as improving the sensitivity
of the two-photon effect experiments,1 unraveling nucleon structures,2

and testing the standard model or searching new physics beyond it.3

In addition, polarized positrons scattered by materials could provide
information on the surface and bulk magnetism of the materials4,5

and, consequently, are applied in material processing.
Generally, there are two available means of obtaining polarized

positrons. In the first method, unpolarized positrons generated by the
Bethe–Heitler process are sent to a storage ring, where the positrons
are polarized as a result of radiation due to the Sokolov–Ternov effect.6

However, owing to the weak magnetic fields (�Tesla), this method
requires a rather long polarization time (from tens of minutes to
hours),3 huge layout scale, and expenses. Alternatively, polarized posi-
trons can be generated directly using beta decays of specific

radioisotopes7 or the Bethe–Heitler process during interactions
between circularly polarized gamma rays with a high-Z target.
Polarized positrons generated from beta decays cannot be used as
beams due to the low density and wide angular divergence. In contrast,
positron beams generated by the polarized Bethe–Heitler process are
more potential for high-energy physical experiments as proposed in
the famous International Linear Collider.8,9 However, this method suf-
fers from high depolarization rates and large angular divergences due
to multiple scattering in the Coulomb field of nuclei (Mott scatter-
ing).10,11 To remedy this, the target thickness has to be less than
0:2Lrad ,

12 which consequently limits the yield of polarized positrons
to � 0:01eþ=e�.10,13,14 The present available highly polarized
(30%–80%) positrons13,15–17 at yield �10�4eþ=e� and angular diver-
gence in the scale of degree still cannot meet the experimental require-
ments, such as for those at linear colliders.8,18 Recently, a large-scale
interconnected-undulator-based positron generation system was
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conceived, which, however, faces a huge challenge and risk mainly
arising from thermal load on the positron production target.19

Therefore, the ability of efficiently preparing highly polarized positrons
is a long-standing issue.

With the rapid development of PW laser technology, schemes
employing ultra-intense electromagnetic fields have been proposed to
generate polarized positrons in a femtosecond timescale,20–24 which
exploit two successive strong-field QED processes, nonlinear
Compton scattering (NCS) and nonlinear Breit–Wheeler (NBW) pair
production. The positrons are polarized at creation due to the asym-
metric creation probability between positrons with opposite polariza-
tion states. However, this polarization effect averages out to zero in a
symmetric oscillating field. Therefore, laser fields with some sort of
asymmetric structures are necessary for preventing the cancelation
from different half-cycles.20,21,23 For instance, polarized positrons can
be obtained using a two-color laser pulse20 or a strong unipolar field
generated by an ultra-relativistic electron beam propagating in a
plasma.23 However, the polarization degree of positrons in the both
methods is limited to � 60%. It has been reported in Ref. 21 that the
polarization degree can reach 90% by adding a specifically tailored
small ellipticity to split two oppositely polarized beams along the
minor axis of the laser field. Unfortunately, an improved simulation
including the polarization effect of intermediate photons reveals that
the average polarization of the positrons in elliptically polarized field is
reduced by 35%.24 Replacing the unpolarized seed electrons with
polarized ones could make a progress at higher polarization.22–24

However, the ability of preparing highly polarized seed electrons (typi-
cally�80%3,13,25) inhibits the polarization of the produced positrons.

In this paper, we aim to put forward an efficient method of produc-
ing highly polarized positrons with polarization degree � 90%, higher
than any laser-driven schemes conceived hitherto. We use a circularly
polarized ultra-intense laser pulse to interact with an unpolarized ultra-
relativistic electron beam, as shown in Fig. 1. During the interaction,
high-energy photons emitted by seed electrons are well collimated and
polarized radially, corresponding to a zero-level average polarization.
In the subsequent NBW processes, high-energy photons decay into
electron–positron pairs. As for the photon beam with a vanishing aver-
age polarization, the degradation effect originating from the photon
polarization could be removed. Furthermore, compared with other
schemes, typically with laser intensity �1022 W/cm2, the required
laser intensity here is one order of magnitude less, which makes the

depolarization effect of random radiation reaction suppressed, resulting
in a high positron polarization degree larger than 90%.

II. SIMULATION METHOD

A recently developed Monte Carlo method22 incorporating all
polarization effects in strong-QED processes are employed to calculate
the polarization dynamics of electrons, photons, and positrons, during
the interaction of a circularly polarized ultra-intense laser pulse with
an ultra-relativistic electron beam. This method is based on the fully
spin- and polarization-dependent quantum probabilities derived via
the Baier–Katkov QED operator method under the local constant field
approximation (LCFA), which is valid when the invariant laser field
parameter a0 � jejE0=ðmx0Þ � 1.26–28 In LCFA, the photon emis-
sion probability and pair production probability are determined by the

local value of the quantum parameter, vc;e � jej
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
�ðFl�p�Þ2

q
=m3.

Here, Fl� is the field tensor, p� is the four-momentum of the photon
or electron (positron), E0 is the laser field amplitude,x0 is the laser fre-
quency, and e< 0 and m are the electron charge and mass, respec-
tively. Relativistic units �h ¼ c ¼ 1 are used throughout.

A common stochastic algorithm is employed to describe
mechanically the quantum events of photon emissions and pair pro-
ductions.29–32 At each time step Dt, whether a photon (a pair) is emit-
ted (created) is determined by the quantum probability as follows.

The photon emission probability takes the following form:28,33

d2Wrad

dudt
¼ CR

4
F0 þ n � Fð Þ; (1)

where CR ¼ am=½
ffiffiffi
3
p

pceð1þ uÞ3�, a is the fine structure constant, ce
is the electron Lorenz factor, u ¼ xc=ðei � xcÞ; xc is the emitted
photon energy, and ei is the electron energy before radiation, respec-
tively. The variables introduced in Eq. (1) read

F0 ¼ �ð1þ uÞIntK1
3
ðu0Þ þ ðu2 þ 2uþ 2ÞK2

3
ðu0Þ

� uðSi � ê2ÞK1
3
ðu0Þ � Sf

n
ð1þ uÞ IntK1

3
ðu0Þ � 2K2

3
ðu0Þ

h i
Si

þ uð1þ uÞK1
3
ðu0Þê2 þ u2 IntK1

3
ðu0Þ�K2

3
ðu0Þ

h i
ðSi � êvÞêv

o
;

(2)

FIG. 1. Scenarios of generating polarized
positrons via successive NCS and NBW
processes in an ultra-intense laser field. A
circularly polarized laser pulse propagat-
ing along þz direction head-on colliding
with an unpolarized electron bunch produ-
ces positrons polarized in radial directions
pointing to the center of the beam axis.
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F1 ¼ ðSi � ê1Þuð1þ uÞK1
3
ðu0Þ þ ðSf � ê1ÞuK1

3
ðu0Þ

þðSf � SiÞêv
u2

2
þ u

� �
K2

3
ðu0Þ

� u2

2
ðSi � ê1ÞðSf � ê2ÞþðSf � ê1ÞðSi � ê2Þ
� �

IntK1
3

ðu0Þ; (3)

F2 ¼ �ðSi � êvÞuIntK1
3
ðu0Þ � ðSf � êvÞuð1þ uÞIntK1

3
ðu0Þ

þ ðSi � êvÞ þ ðSf � êvÞ
� �

ð2þ uÞuK2
3
ðu0Þ

�ðSf � SiÞê1
u2

2
þ u

� �
K1

3
ðu0Þ

� u2

2
ðSi � êvÞðSf � ê2ÞþðSf � êvÞðSi � ê2Þ
� �

K1
3
ðu0Þ; (4)

F3 ¼ ð1þ uÞK2
3
ðu0Þ � uð1þ uÞðSi � ê2ÞK1

3
ðu0Þ þ ðSi � Sf Þ

� u2

2
þ uþ 1

� �
K2

3
ðu0Þ � uðSf � ê2ÞK1

3
ðu0Þ

� u2

2

�
ðSi � êvÞðSf � êvÞK2

3
ðu0Þ þ ðSi � ê1ÞðSf � ê1Þ

�
�ðSi � ê2ÞðSf � ê2Þ�IntK1

3
ðu0Þ
�
; (5)

where u0 ¼ 2u=3ve; IntK1
3
ðu0Þ �

Ð1
u0 dzK1

3
ðzÞ; Kn is the nth-order

modified Bessel function of the second kind, ê1 is the unit vector along
the direction of the transverse component of electron acceleration,
ê2 ¼ êv � ê1, where êv is the unit vector along the electron velocity,
and Si and Sf are the electron spin-polarization vectors before and after
radiation, respectively, jSi;f j 	 1.

When a photon is emitted, its energy is determined by the Monte
Carlo algorithm,31 and its movement direction is assumed to be along
the electron velocity, given the smallness of the emission angle �1=ce
for an ultra-relativistic electron. The Stokes parameter n ¼ ðn1; n2; n3Þ
for the emitted photon with respect to the axes of ê1; ê2 is taken as
n ¼ F=F0.The electron final spin is determined by Eq. (1) with photon
polarization summed over34

d2Wrad

dudt
¼ CR

2
ða1 þ a2 � Si þ b � Sf Þ; (6)

with

a1 ¼ �ð1þ uÞIntK1
3
ðu0Þ þ ðu2 þ 2uþ 2ÞK2

3
ðu0Þ; (7)

a2 ¼ �ê2uK1
3
ðu0Þ; (8)

b ¼ �ð1þ uÞ IntK1
3
ðu0Þ � 2K2

3
ðu0Þ

h i
Si � uð1þ uÞK1

3
ðu0Þê2

�u2 IntK1
3
ðu0Þ � K2

3
ðu0Þ

h i
ðSi � êvÞêv: (9)

After a photon emission, the electron spin jumps to a mixed state
SRf determined by Eq. (1) as

SRf ¼
b

a1 þ a2 � Si
: (10)

If a photon-emission event is rejected, then the electron spin also
changes according to the no-emission probability,22,32,35 which is
explained as the interference of the incoming electron wave function
with that of the forward scattered one,36 or in the QED language as radi-
ative correction effect of the one-loop propagator (self-energy).37–39

A detailed interpretation of this effect is discussed in Ref. 35. The proba-
bility for no-emission reads

WNR ¼
1
2

cþ SNRf � d
	 


; (11)

where

c ¼ 1�
ð
CR

h
�ð1þ uÞIntK1

3
ðu0Þ þ ðu2 þ 2uþ 2ÞK2

3
ðu0Þ

�Si � ê2uK1
3
ðu0Þ
i
duDt; (12)

d ¼ Si
n
1�

ð
CR

h
�ð1þ uÞIntK1

3
ðu0Þ

þðu2 þ 2uþ2ÞK2
3
ðu0Þ
i
duDt

o
þ ê2

ð
CRuK1

3
ðu0ÞduDt: (13)

The final spin vector of the electron is

SNRf ¼
d
c
: (14)

Similar to the algorithm of photon emission, we use the photon-
polarization- and electron (positron)-spin-resolved pair production
probability to determine whether a pair is created or not, and then
determine the pair’s spin states. The pair production probability is27

d2Wpair

deþdt
¼ CP

2
hþ Sþ � jð Þ; (15)

h ¼
x2

c

eþe�
� 2

 !
K2

3
ðqÞ þ IntK1

3
ðqÞ � n3K2

3
ðqÞ; (16)

j ¼ �n1
xc

e�
K1

3
ðqÞê 01 � K1

3
ðqÞ xc

eþ
� n3

xc

e�

� �
ê02

þ n2
xc

eþ
IntK1

3
ðqÞ þ eþ2 � e�2

eþe�
K2

3
ðqÞ

� �
ê0v; (17)

where Cp ¼ am2=
ffiffiffi
3
p

pxc


 �
; xc; eþ, and e� are the energies of the

parent photon, new-born positron, and electron, respectively, with
xc ¼ eþ þ e�; q ¼ 2x2

c=ð3vceþe�Þ; n ¼ ðn1; n2; n3Þ refers to the
photon polarization vector with ni (i¼ 1, 2, 3) the Stokes parameters
defined with respect to the axes of ê 01 and ê02 [also ê1 and ê2 in Eq.
(1)].11 Note that here ê 01 is the unit vector along the direction of the
transverse component of positron acceleration, ê 02 ¼ ê 0v � ê 01 with ê0v
the unit vector along positron velocity. The spin state of the new-born
positron is set as

Sþ ¼
j
h
: (18)

The spin state of the new-born electron is also obtained in Eq. (15) by
replacing eþ; e�, and Sþ with e�; eþ, and S�, respectively.

28

Between quantum events, the electron (positron) dynamics in the
ultra-intense laser field are described by Lorentz equations, dp=dt
¼ qðEþ v � BÞ. The spin precession is governed by the Thomas–
Bargmann–Michel–Telegdi equation:40

dS
dt
¼ q

m
S�

�
� g

2
� 1

� �
c

cþ 1
v � Bð Þv

þ g
2
� 1þ 1

c

� �
B� g

2
� c

cþ 1

� �
v� E

�
; (19)
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where E and B are the laser electric and magnetic fields, respectively,
and g is the electron gyromagnetic factor: gðveÞ ¼ 2þ 2lðveÞ; lðveÞ
¼ a

pve

Ð1
0

y
ð1þyÞ3 L1

3

2y
3ve

	 

dy, with L1

3
ðzÞ ¼

Ð1
0 sin ½3z2 x þ x3

3

	 

�dx. As

ve 
 1; g � 2:00232, q is e and – e for electron and positron,
respectively.

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A typical numerical result for positrons polarization in our scheme
is shown in Fig. 2. The peak laser intensity of the circularly polarized
tightly focused Gaussian laser pulse41 is I0 � 2:5� 1021 W/cm2

(a0 ¼ 30), pulse duration (the full width at half maximum) s ¼ 6T0

with T0 being the period at the wavelength of k ¼ 1l m, and focal
radius w0 ¼ 5k. The electron bunch is considered as a cylindrical form
at a length of Le ¼ 6k and radius of we ¼ 1k, with Ne ¼ 1� 107 elec-
trons uniformly distributed longitudinally and normally distributed
transversely. The initial kinetic energy is 10GeV, the energy spread is
10%, and the angular divergence is 1 mrad. With the present available
laser intensities up to 1� 1023 W/cm2 and electron energy close to
10GeV (Ref. 42) generated by laser wakefield accelerators and hundreds
of GeV by traditional accelerators, we choose the laser and electron
parameters above to keep the quantum parameters vc;e > 1 for substan-
tial high-energy photon emission and pair production. Here,
vmax

c;e ¼ 4:11.
The produced positrons concentrate around the center of the

angular momentum distribution, and the number density decreases

with the increase in the deflection angles jhxj and jhyj, with a total
yield of 8:9� 105 (corresponding to 0.089 eþ=e�) [see Fig. 2(a)]. The
positrons are polarized radially pointing to the beam-center axis, with
the polarization degree increasing with the increase in the deflection
angle [see Figs. 2(b) and 2(c)]. The profile curves in Fig. 2(d) show
more intuitive features of polarization Py and the density with respect
to the deflection angle. It can be seen that the positrons polarization is
opposite for 6hy , respectively, with Py > 0 at hy > 0 and Py < 0 at
hy < 0. Meanwhile, the polarization degree jPyj increases with the
increase in jhyj and the maximum value of jPyj can be as high as 91%.
The average polarization degree is 46.8% for positrons with hy > 0
(hy < 0), while it is nil for the total positrons due to the symmetric
angular distribution of polarization. For experimental applications, it
is applicable to utilize post-selection techniques to purify the polariza-
tion degree through collecting positrons within a certain angle range.
We calculate the polarization of post-selected positrons and their rela-
tive fraction as shown in Fig. 3. It can be seen that it is feasible to get a
high polarization degree with a sizable positron number proportion.
For instance, if we collect positrons within [9.4 mrad, 30 mrad], then
corresponding to 1% of the total, we would obtain a polarization of
77%. Higher polarization degree could also be achieved by selecting
positrons within a smaller angle range. By collecting the positrons
with hy > 26:5 mrad, we obtain highly polarized positrons with
Py > 90%, much higher than the existing schemes based on ultra-
intense lasers. Indeed, the relative fraction for positrons with polariza-
tion �90% is low. It could still be enhanced by collecting positrons in

FIG. 2. (a)–(c) Distribution of positron
number density log ½d2Neþ=ðdhxdhyÞ�
(mrad–2), average transverse polarization

degree jPj ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
S2x þ S2y

q
, and average

polarization in y direction Py vs deflection
angles of hx ¼ px=pz and hy ¼ py=pz ,
respectively. (d) Polarization Py ¼ �Sy

(red-solid) and positron number density
Nþ ¼ log10ðdNeþ=dhyÞ (mrad–1) (black-
dotted) vs hy, respectively, with hx
2 [�1.2 mrad, 1.2 mrad]. The laser and
other electron-beam parameters are given
in the text.
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different radial directions and rotating their polarizations to a same
direction via spin-rotators.43 The relatively wide angular distribution
of polarization is advantageous for using angle-selection technique to
improve the polarization, compared with that in the elliptically polar-
ized laser scheme. The angle-dependent polarization of positrons is
connected with their spatial positions. Even though the splitting angle
is small (�10 mrad), the spatial separation of positrons with different
emission angles would be notable after a long propagation distance.
For instance, a 10-mrad angle separation corresponds to a 5-cm spatial

separation at a propagation distance of 5 m. Therefore, the positrons
with different spins are well-separated in space and can be split.

The reasons for the production of highly polarized positrons are
elucidated in Figs. 4 and 5. Two typical QED processes in strong fields
are: the emission of photons by electrons by NCS, and the production
of pairs by high-energy photons via the NBW process. Let us start
with the photon-emission process during NCS. The angular distribu-
tion of the photons emitted during the NCS process is shown in Fig. 4.
The high-energy photons are well collimated with a small polar angle
range within 3 mrad [see Fig. 4(a)]. The angular spread of photons is
one order of magnitude less than that of the positrons in Fig. 2, indi-
cating that the contribution of parent c-photons to the final transverse
momentum of positrons is negligible. From Figs. 4(b)–4(d), it can be
seen that the photons are transversely polarized as n2 u 0, and n1;3
(ranging from �0.6 to 0.6) centrosymmetrically distributed around
the beam-center axis. For the whole photon beam, the average polari-
zation becomes zero due to the cancelation from different parts of the
beam.

Let us proceed to the analysis of the angle-dependent polarization
of positrons generated during NBW. The final transverse momentum
of a positron can be estimated as Pf

? � Pi
? � eAðgþÞ, where Pi

? is the
momentum inherited from the parent photon, andAðgþÞ is the vector
potential at the creation point with gþ ¼ x0tþ � k0zþ being the crea-
tion phase of the pairs. Comparing the angular distribution of Figs. 2
and 4, it is clear that Pi

? 
 Pf
? and consequently Pf

? � �eAðgþÞ,
indicating that the final transverse momentum of a positron is deter-
mined by the laser field where the positron is created. From Eqs.
(15)–(18), the spin state of a positron at the creation phase can be
derived as

Sþ ¼
�n1
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: (20)

In the case �n1;2;3 � 0, one obtains

Sþ ¼
� xc

eþ

� �
K1

3
ðqÞê2

x2
c

eþe�
� 2

 !
K2

3
ðqÞ þ IntK1

3
ðqÞ

: (21)

Equation (21) shows that the created positron is polarized anti-
parallel to ê2, which is roughly the opposite direction of the
instantaneous magnetic field at gþ. In a circularly polarized
laser field, the magnetic field is parallel with �AðgþÞ for arbitrary
gþ and, consequently, �Pf

? k SþðgþÞ with SþðgþÞ being the
polarization of the positron at the creation phase. Thus,
h � �Pf

?=ce k SþðgþÞ. The positrons could undergo radiation
reaction effect in the laser field, which may beak the correlation
between polarization and final transverse momentum built when
the pair is created. However, thanks to the moderate laser

intensity employed in our scheme, the influence of radiation reac-
tion effect on the angular distribution of polarization is negligible
(see Fig. 5). Therefore, the positrons keep radically polarized even
after moving out of the laser field.

The correlation between polarization degree and deflection angle
h is explained below, by means of the relation of polarization Sþ and
pair-production probability with respect to the energy ratio eþ=xc as
illustrated in Fig. 6. The dependence of polarization and probability on
the positron energy eþ=xc are plotted for vc ¼ 1:7 and 4.1, which are
the maximum and average value of vc, respectively. In both the
cases, the positron spin component Sþ decreases from 1 to 0, as
eþ=xc increases from 0 to 1 [see Fig. 6(a)], with a wide energy spec-
trum, ranging from 0 to xc [see Fig. 6(b)]. It results in that the posi-
trons with lower energies tend to show larger deflection angles
h � jPf

?jm= eþ / 1=eþ and higher polarization. In addition, for the
low energy part, i.e., eþ � 0, the positron polarization could be close
to 1. However, it is hard to get 100% polarized positrons in a realistic

FIG. 3. Polarization Py of the selected positrons with hy 2 ½~hy ; 30mrad� and hx 2
½�1:2mrad; 1:2mrad� (left axis) and their relative fraction with respect to the total
positron number (right axis) vs the collection angle ~hy .
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FIG. 4. Distribution of number density log
½d2Nc=ðdhkxdhkyÞ� (mrad

–2) (a) and three
components of the Stokes vectors n
¼ ðn1; n2; n3Þ (b)–(d) of the photons
emitted during NCS vs the photon deflec-
tion angles hkx ¼ kx=kz and hky ¼ ky=kz ,
respectively.

FIG. 5. Simulation results of positron dis-
tributions with positron radiation effect is
removed artificially. (a)–(c) Distribution of
positron number density log ½d2Neþ=
ðdhxdhyÞ� (mrad–2), average transverse
polarization degree jP?j, and Py vs the
deflection angles hx and hy, respectively.
(d) Polarization Py (red-solid) and positron
number density Nþ ¼ log10ðdNeþ=dhyÞ
(mrad–1) (black-dotted) vs hy, respectively,
with hx 2 [�1.2 mrad, 1.2 mrad]. The
laser and other electron-beam parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 2.
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scenario (Fig. 2), due to the overlapping of positrons with different
energies but with the same deflection angles.

The polarization schemes employing linearly or elliptically polar-
ized lasers perform badly in obtaining highly polarized positrons. In
the former case, the kinetic motion of particles is roughly in the x–z
plane, resulting in a negligible angular spread over hy [Fig. 7(a)]. With
the quantization axis along the magnetic field direction, Sx¼ 0 is
obtained [see Fig. 7(b)]. In the laser field, the magnetic field By has a
p=2 phase delay with respect to vector potential Ax. The positrons cre-
ated at By > 0 and Sy > 0 (By < 0 and Sy < 0) could have final
momentum Pf

x > 0 or Pf
x < 0. Consequently, the created positrons

with Sy > 0 or Sy < 0 are mixed together, resulting in an unpolarized
beam (Py¼ 0) [see Fig. 7(b)].

The elliptically polarized laser cases are discussed in detail in
Refs. 21 and 24. To ensure a sufficient deflection angle for post-
selection, one has to employ lasers with high intensities. The typical
amplitudes along major and minor axes of the ellipse are ax � 100
and ay � 10, respectively, corresponding to a laser intensity of
� 1022 W/cm2. Such a high laser intensity would enhance the depolar-
ization effect for positrons due to the radiation recoil effect.21 In addi-
tion, the influence of photon polarization (�n3 � 0:5) in positron

polarization is not trivial, causing the average polarization to be
degraded by 35%.24

The impacts of laser and electron-beam parameters on the posi-
tron polarization are studied in Fig. 8. When the laser intensity a0
increases from 20 to 40, the gradient of the curve declines due to
h / a0 [see Fig. 8(a)]. The maximum polarization degree for a0 ¼ 20
and a0 ¼ 30 are similar, but reduces to 84% for a0 ¼ 40 due to the
nontrivial radiation reaction. The polarization curve remains stable
when the laser pulse duration changes from 4T0 to 8T0, except for a
more intense fluctuation appearing at large hy region for shorter s [see
Fig. 8(b)]. The fluctuation arises due to the reduction in the positron
yield. The polarization degree is proportional to the initial seed elec-
tron energy [see Fig. 8(c)]. For a certain deflection angle, hy / 1=eþ,
the larger e0 corresponds to lower energy ratio eþ=xc as xc / e0 and
larger polarization as shown in Fig. 6(a). Thus, larger e0 is preferred

FIG. 6. Positron spin Sþ (a) and pair-production probability (b) calculated by Eqs.
(21) and (15) vs the energy ratio eþ=xc, with vc ¼ 1:7 (red-solid) and 4.1 (blue-
dotted), respectively.

FIG. 7. Simulation result of the laser-electron interaction with a linearly polarized
(along x axis) laser pulse. (a) Average transverse polarization degree jPj vs the
deflection angles hx and hy, respectively. (b) Polarization Px ¼ �Sx (red-solid),
Py ¼ �Sy (blue-dashed-dotted) and positron-number density Nþ ¼ log10ðdNeþ=
dhxÞ (mrad–1) (black-dotted) vs hx. The other laser and electron-beam parameters
are the same as those in Fig. 2.
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for higher polarization and positron yield but it cannot be too large for
the suppression of the radiation reaction effect.

Conclusively, we have investigated the production of highly
polarized positrons via successive nonlinear Compton scattering and
nonlinear Breit–Wheeler processes during the interaction between a
circularly polarized few-PW laser pulse and an ultra-relativistic
electron beam. Taking advantage of the correlation of the final
momentum and the polarization of the positron created in a circularly
polarized field and the suppression of the depolarization effect origi-
nating from radiation recoils, the positron polarization can reach up to
91% with a laser intensity of �1021 W/cm2. Compared with the exist-
ing schemes of producing polarized positrons with lasers, our scheme
provides the highest polarization degree but with the lowest laser
intensity, which makes it an attractive method for preparing highly
polarized positrons in a femtosecond timescale. The highly polarized
positrons could be used for applications, such as experiments in high-
energy physics, nuclear physics, and material physics.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 12075187, 12074262, and
12222507), and the Strategic Priority Research Program of Chinese
Academy of Sciences (Grant No. XDA25031000).

AUTHOR DECLARATIONS
Conflict of Interest

The authors have no conflicts to disclose.

Author Contributions

Bing-Jun Li: Data curation (lead); Formal analysis (equal);
Investigation (lead); Methodology (equal); Writing – original draft
(equal). Yanfei Li: Conceptualization (lead); Formal analysis (equal);
Funding acquisition (equal); Methodology (equal); Project administra-
tion (lead); Supervision (equal); Writing – original draft (equal);
Writing – review & editing (lead). Yue-Yue Chen: Conceptualization
(supporting); Formal analysis (equal); Investigation (equal); Validation
(equal); Project administration (equal); Writing – original draft (equal);
Writing – review & editing (equal). Xiufeng Weng: Data curation
(equal); Formal analysis (equal). Xinjian Tan: Conceptualization

(supporting); Investigation (equal); Supervision (supporting). Xinjie
Ma: Data curation (supporting); Formal analysis (supporting);
Investigation (supporting). Liang Sheng: Funding acquisition (support-
ing); Supervision (equal). Huasi Hu: Funding acquisition (equal);
Project administration (equal); Supervision (lead).

DATA AVAILABILITY

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

REFERENCES
1L. Elouadrhiri, T. A. Forest, J. Grames, W. Melnitchouk, and E. Voutier, in
Proceedings of the International Workshop on Positrons at Jefferson Lab, AIP
Conference Proceedings (AIP, 2009), Vol. 1160.

2A. V. Subashiev, Yu. A. Mamaev, Yu. P. Yashin, and J. E. Clendenin, “Spin
polarized electrons: Generation and applications,” Phys. Low Dimens. Struct.
1, 1 (1998), [SLAC PUB 8035 (1998)]; available at https://www-public.slac.-
stanford.edu/sciDoc/docMeta.aspx?slacPubNumber=SLAC-PUB-8035.

3G. Moortgat-Pick, T. Abe, G. Alexander, B. Ananthanarayan, A. A. Babich, V.
Bharadwaj, D. Barber, A. Bartl, A. Brachmann, S. Chen, J. Clarke, J. E.
Clendenin, J. Dainton, K. Desch, M. Diehl, B. Dobos, T. Dorland, H. K.
Dreiner, H. Eberl, J. Ellis, K. Fl€ottmann, H. Fraas, F. Franco-Sollova, F. Franke,
A. Freitas, J. Goodson, J. Gray, A. Han, S. Heinemeyer, S. Hesselbach, T.
Hirose, K. Hohenwarter-Sodek, A. Juste, J. Kalinowski, T. Kernreiter, O. Kittel,
S. Kraml, U. Langenfeld, W. Majerotto, A. Martinez, H.-U. Martyn, A.
Mikhailichenko, C. Milstene, W. Menges, N. Meyners, K. M€onig, K. Moffeit, S.
Moretti, O. Nachtmann, F. Nagel, T. Nakanishi, U. Nauenberg, H. Nowak, T.
Omori, P. Osland, A. A. Pankov, N. Paver, R. Pitthan, R. P€oschl, W. Porod, J.
Proulx, P. Richardson, S. Riemann, S. D. Rindani, T. G. Rizzo, A. Sch€alicke, P.
Sch€uler, C. Schwanenberger, D. Scott, J. Sheppard, R. K. Singh, A. Sopczak, H.
Spiesberger, A. Stahl, H. Steiner, A. Wagner, A. M. Weber, G. Weiglein, G. W.
Wilson, M. Woods, P. Zerwas, J. Zhang, and F. Zomer, “Polarized positrons
and electrons at the linear collider,” Phys. Rep. 460, 131–243 (2008).

4D. W. Gidley, A. R. K€oymen, and T. Weston Capehart, “Polarized low-energy posi-
trons: A new probe of surface magnetism,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 49, 1779–1783 (1982).

5J. Van House and P. W. Zitzewitz, “Probing the positron moderation process
using high-intensity, highly polarized slow-positron beams,” Phys. Rev. A 29,
96–105 (1984).

6A. A. Sokolov and I. M. Ternov, “On polarization and spin effects in the theory
of synchrotron radiation,” Sov. Phys. Dokl. 8, 1203 (1964).

7P. W. Zitzewitz, J. C. Van House, A. Rich, and D. W. Gidley, “Spin polarization
of low-energy positron beams,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 43, 1281–1284 (1979).

8T. Behnke, J. E. Brau, B. Foster, J. Fuster, M. Harrison, J. M. Paterson, M.
Peskin, M. Stanitzki, N. Walker, and H. Yamamoto, “The international linear

FIG. 8. Impacts of laser and electron-beam parameters, including laser intensity (a), pulse duration (b) and initial seed-electron energy (c), on the positron polarization.

Physics of Plasmas ARTICLE pubs.aip.org/aip/pop

Phys. Plasmas 30, 083103 (2023); doi: 10.1063/5.0158256 30, 083103-8

Published under an exclusive license by AIP Publishing

 07 Septem
ber 2023 12:31:44

https://www-public.slac.stanford.edu/sciDoc/docMeta.aspx?slacPubNumber=SLAC-PUB-8035
https://www-public.slac.stanford.edu/sciDoc/docMeta.aspx?slacPubNumber=SLAC-PUB-8035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2007.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.49.1779
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.29.96
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.43.1281
pubs.aip.org/aip/php


collider technical design report - volume 1: Executive summary,”
arXiv:1306.6327 (2013).

9H. Aihara, J. Bagger, P. Bambade, B. Barish, T. Behnke, A. Bellerive, M.
Berggren, J. Brau, M. Breidenbach, I. Bozovic-Jelisavcic et al., “The interna-
tional linear collider. A global project,” arXiv:1901.09829 (2019).

10A. P. Potylitsin, “Production of polarized positrons through interaction of lon-
gitudinally polarized electrons with thin targets,” Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys.
Res., Sect. A 398, 395–398 (1997).

11W. H. McMaster, “Matrix representation of polarization,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 33,
8–28 (1961).

12V. A. Baskov, “Radiation length of the oriented crystal,” Bull. Lebedev Phys.
Inst. 42, 144 (2015).

13D. Abbott, P. Adderley, A. Adeyemi, P. Aguilera, M. Ali, H. Areti, M. Baylac, J.
Benesch, G. Bosson, B. Cade, A. Camsonne, L. S. Cardman, J. Clark, P. Cole, S.
Covert, C. Cuevas, O. Dadoun, D. Dale, H. Dong, J. Dumas, E. Fanchini, T.
Forest, E. Forman, A. Freyberger, E. Froidefond, S. Golge, J. Grames, P. Guèye,
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