arXiv:2204.00483v4 [hep-ph] 17 May 2022

Highly Radiating Charged Particles in a Strong Electromagnetic Field

P. Sasorov,^{1, ∗} M. Jirka,^{1, 2} and S.V. Bulanov^{1, †} 1Institute of Physics ASCR, v.v.i. (FZU), ELI-Beamlines Project, 182 21 Prague, Czech Republic 2Faculty of Nuclear Sciences and Physical Engineering, Czech Technical University in Prague, Brehova 7, 115 19 Prague, Czech Republic

We consider highly radiating ultra-relativistic electrons in a strong external electromagnetic field. High intensity radiative losses and consequent e^+e^−-pair production, appearing in the frame of quantum electrodynamics, determine indirectly an effective mass of electrons in the strong field. We calculate a leading term of the mass at asymptotically high energies of electrons in a strong constant field. We do not use any perturbation theory based on a low ratio of the effective mass correction to the electron mass me, but only the original small parameter of quantum electrodynamics, the fine structure constant, α. The analogous result is obtained for an effective mass of photons. These results resolve at least partially a very long-lasted controversy originating from traditional and straightforward application of perturbative approaches for description of highly radiating ultrarelativistic charged particles in a very strong electromagnetic fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Cascading creation of γ-quanta and electron-positron pairs by highly energetic electrons (positrons) and γquanta in a strong electromagnetic field in a vacuum attracts a lot of attention [1–3] (see also references therein). This process can lead to formation of ultra-relativistic plasma composed of e^±-pairs and γ-quanta. The cascades were described theoretically [2–6, 9] and with computer simulations [3, 7–9]. Possibilities of investigation of such processes in forthcoming experiments are considered in Refs. [3, 10]. High attention to these problems is caused at least partially by modern astrophysical problems related to the physics of pulsars [11, 12], magnetars [13] and of possible sources of fast radio bursts [14].

Regardless of a lot of interesting physical problems, mentioned above and concerning strongly radiating particles, we are interested here in a more fundamental problem relevant to such the particle dynamics in a strong electromagnetic field. There is a long-lasted fundamental problem of Quantum ElectroDynamics (QED) in a strong external electromagnetic field. Most results obtained in this area are obtained really with a special version of perturbation theory adjusted especially for investigation of QED effects in a strong external field. The perturbation theory, based on the Furry picture [16], is being developed for more than a half of century and is widely used. For the references see Refs. [17–29] and literature cited therein. It is widely accepted that the previously formulated theory will not be applicable for ultra-relativistic particles with sufficiently high energies in a sufficiently high intensity electromagnetic field.

This limitation can be expressed as

αχ^{2/3} < 1 and ακ^{2/3} < 1 . (1)

∗Electronic address: pavel.sasorov@eli-beams.eu †Electronic address: sergei.bulanov@eli-beams.eu

Here α = e^2 is the fine structure constant, and the dimensionless relativistic invariants χ and κ, describing intensity of interaction of electrons and photons with the strong external electromagnetic field, are defined as

χ^2 = e^2F_{νμ}F^{μλ}p^ν p_λ m^6_e

; κ^2 = e^2F_{νμ}F^{μλ}k^ν k_λ m^6_e

; (2)

where p^μ and k^μ are 4-momenta of electrons and photons, respectively, F_{μν} is tensor of the electromagnetic field, and e is electric charge of electrons [15].

There are two related to each other reasons of appearing the constraints (1) on the applicability of the pertubative QED in a strong field. Calculations [17, 18] of the mass operator for electrons give a correction to the electron mass of the order of αm_eχ^{2/3} at χ ≫ 1. The correction becomes of the order of the electron mass at αχ^{2/3} ∼ 1. As a result, authors of these papers expressed reasonable concern that higher correction cannot be obtained with the perturbation theory. An analogous situation takes place for the polarization operator for photons [17, 19]. Investigations [20–22] of higher order terms in the perturbation theory series show that indeed a small parameter of the QED perturbation theory in a strong field is equal to αχ^{2/3} or ακ^{2/3}, starting from a certain order of the perturbation theory. These results mean that the perturbation theory for polarization and mass operators breaks really at αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3} ∼ 1. It is even more or less widely accepted [23–26, 30] that a real, physical peculiarity in QED in a strong external field could be possible at αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3} ≳ 1. However, recent results [27, 31, 32] indicate that resummation of a class of diagrams of the perturbation theory, giving formally divergent result at αχ^{2/3} ∼ 1 for the electron mass operator, may give a finite result at high αχ^{2/3}. These findings inspire us to explore a simpler way for extension of known results for the effective electron and photon masses to higher αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3}.

In the present paper we consider a way for calculation of the mass and polarization operators at arbitrary αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3}, avoiding as much as possible argumentations based on the perturbation approaches. We consider different processes in a constant electromagnetic field, when F_{μν} does not depend on space-time, with both Poincaré invariants vanishing: F_{μν} F^{μν} = ε_{μνλρ}F^{μν} F^{λρ} = 0. Here, ε_{μνλρ} is the Levi-Civita symbol in four dimensions with ε_{0123} = 1. Such kind of the electromagnetic field is called as a ‘crossed’ field and approximates locally a plane electromagnetic wave with a very low frequency. This approach is called also as ‘constant field approximation’.

II. RADIATION CORRECTION TO ELECTRON MASS AT χ ≫ 1

We consider for convenience an ultra-relativistic electron in the crossed field with E ≪ E_s = m^2_e/e. Here E is absolute value of the electric field of the crossed field. We restrict ourselves only to the case χ ≫ 1.

Differential probability to emit one photon per one electron and per unit time averaged over spin orientation of the initial electron is calculated in [17, 22, 33, 34]. It is equal to dP = α m^2_e p^0 ( u 2χ )_{1/3} du dτ (1 + u)^3

× { [ u^2 + τ^2(u^2 + 2u + 2) ] Ai^2(y)

+ ( 2χ u )_{2/3} (u^2 + 2u + 2) Ai^{′ 2}(y) } , (3)

where u = κ χ^′ ; τ = eF^∗_{λμ}k^{′ λ}p^μ m^4_e κ

; y = ( u 2χ )_{2/3} (1+τ^2); (4)

p^λ, p^{′λ} and k^λ are 4-momenta of incoming and outgoing electrons and emitted photons respectively. Here F^{μν} is covariant tensor of the constant electromagnetic field, and F^∗_{μν} = ε_{μνλρ}F^{λρ}/2 is its dual version. χ^′ differs from χ by the substitution p → p^′ in the definition of χ. Meanwhile, χ = κ+χ^′. Hence, u describes redistribution of initial ‘energy’ of incoming electron between outgoing photon and outgoing electron.

When χ ≫ 1, and we neglect relatively small contribution from the emitted photons with almost κ → χ and χ^′ ∼ 1, so that both χ and χ^′ ≫ 1, then the expression (5) for dP can be simplified to dP = α m^2_e p^0 ( 2χ u )_{1/3} (u^2 + 2u + 2) du dτ (1 + u)^3

× [ ỹ Ai^2(ỹ) + Ai^{′ 2}(ỹ) ] + . . . , (5) where ỹ = (u/2χ)^{2/3} τ^2. Before the averaging over spin state of the initial electron, the expression (3) should be completed by adding a term, which depends on the spinstate of the incoming electron [17, 22, 28]. However at the limit χ ≫ 1, when Eq. (5) is valid, this additional spin-dependent contribution becomes much less than the leading term presented in Eq. (5) [35].

Integrating the latter expression over τ, we obtain the following differential probability for emission of a photon [17, 22]: dP = −α m^2_e p^0 χ^{2/3} (u^2 + 2u + 2) du u^{2/3}(1 + u)^3

Ai^′(0) + . . . . (6)

Integration of the latter expression over u gives the total probability rate of photon emission at χ ≫ 1 [17, 22]: P = α m^2_e p^0 χ^{2/3} 14 Γ(2/3) 3^{7/3} + · · · = α p^0

14 Γ(2/3) 3^{7/3} f^{2/3}_p + . . . , (7) where

f^2_p = m^6_eχ^2 = e^2 (F_{νμ}p^ν ) ( F^{μλ}p_λ ) . (8)

The dots “. . . ” in Eqs. (5)-(7) designate residual terms that do not give contributions to the leading term in Eq. (7).

We see that the definition of f_p does not contain electron mass, m_e. Thus, particle mass dropped from the expression (7) [37], if it is considered as function of electron 3-momentum p at |p| ≫ m_e and χ ≫ 1. This expression for P remains valid for any particles of the spin 1/2 with electric charge e, once

m^6 ≪ f^2_p , (9)

where m is its mass. This conclusion is very important for our further reasoning. It is why we repeated though very shortly main steps of known derivation of the 1st part of Eq. (7).

The statement in the previous paragraph is very important and provides a basis for main results of this paper. We give here a sketch of our further consideration based on the conclusion of the previous paragraph.

Let m̃_e be an exact electron mass, that takes into account all radiation corrections to electron mass in the crossed field. It defines in particular the exact phase of electron wave function in the strong field. The statement of the paragraph, containing Eq. (9), can be expressed in the following way. If

|m̃^6_e | ≪ f^2_p , (10)

then the leading order for probability rate of photon emission by electron can be expressed as in Eq. (7). Thus Eq. (7) takes exactly into account radiation corrections to incoming and outgoing states of electron for the process: e → e^′ + γ. To avoid misunderstanding, we note once again that it concerns only the leading term of Eq. (7). We will explain in the next section that this statement remains valid for corrections of the photon mass in the outgoing state of the electromagnetic field, if additionally

|μ^6| ≪ f^2_p , (11)

when μ^2 is exact radiation correction to the square of the photon mass in the strong field. We will explain in the next section also that analogous statement is valid for the probability of the process γ → e^+ + e^−, if

|μ^6| , |m̃^6_e| ≪ f^2_k , (12)

where f_k is defined for the photon analogously to (8), with evident replacement of p by the wave 4-vector of the photon. We will present in the next paragraph arguments in favor, that radiation correction to the vertex for the reaction e → e^′ + γ does not destroy the asymptotic behavior of P .

This P will define an imaginary part of m̃^2_e in this limit and, hence, the whole asymptotics of m̃^2_e. Analogously the probability rate of the process γ → e^+ + e^− will define μ^2. It s very important that m̃^2_e and μ^2 determined by this way automatically obey the conditions (10)-(12) under condition that f^2_k and f^2_p ≫ m^6_e. This conclusion finalizes logic structure of derivation of main results of this paper.

The differential probability rate (3) of the reaction e → e^′ + γ is calculated [17, 22] via a matrix element of the operator proportional to jÂ, where Â is a vector potential operator of emitted photon, and not the external field. The matrix element is calculated between the Volkov states [38, 39] with momenta p and p^′ in the external crossed field. The matrix element is determined mainly by integration over space-time domain with the size along the external low frequency wave of the order of the formation length [17, 22]: ℓ_c ∼ p^0f^{−2/3}_p (f_p′ /f_k)^{1/3} for χ, χ^′ and κ ≫ 1. It means that probability of the reaction on the formation length is of the order of α O(χ^′/χ) [40], and it does not contain at all the parameter αχ^{2/3}. The Volkov states do not take into account their radiative decays during the reaction. This neglecting correspond to relative uncertainties in Eq. (3) of the order of α. Thus the leading order, presented in Eq. (7), corresponds to the limit α ≪ 1, χ ≫ 1, regardless of any relationship between α^{−1} and χ.

We assume for convenience that p^0 ≫ |m̃_e|. In this case, a coefficient of damping rate of amplitude of the wave function can be written as ℑ(−m̃^2_e)/(2p^0), which should be equal to P/2 as obtained previously in Eq. (7). Here ℑ(z) is an imaginary part of the complex number z. Hence, we have

ℑ(m̃^2_e) = −p^0P = −α

14 Γ(2/3) 3^{7/3} f^{2/3}_p + . . . . (13)

Analytic continuation of m̃^2_e on the whole physical part of the complex space of f_p, using the restriction (13), gives

m̃^2_e = m^2_e + C_e α f^{2/3}_p + . . . (at f^2_p ≫ m^6_e) , (14) where the complex numerical coefficient C_e is defined as

C_e = 28 Γ(2/3)e^{−iπ/3} 3^{17/6} . Typical ways of such analytic continuation of analogous functions in QED were considered in Refs. [22, 28]. To be shorter, we assume actually that analytic properties of the expression (14) do not depend on the relationship between two additive terms in Eq. (14), while χ ≫ 1. Then we are able to use the results of the papers [17, 18] at χ ≫ 1. We may emphasize once again that the second term in the right hand side of Eq. (13) does not depend at all on the unknown yet effective mass of the electron under condition (10). We mean here a leading order of m̃^2_e at f^2_p ≫ |m̃_e|^6.

The condition of applicability of Eq. (14), f^2_p ≫ m^6_e, is necessary, but in accordance to our previous consideration of the result (7), we should demand more restrictive on the 1st glance condition (10) for Eq. (7) would be valid. However, in view of Eq. (14), the strong inequality (10) is valid automatically if f^2_p ≫ m^6_e, because of entering the small parameter α into Eq. (14). It is a crucial point of the present work.

Thus, modified effective electron mass in the strong field can be presented as

m̃_e = √ m^2_e + C_e α f^{2/3}_p + . . . . (15)

The dots indicate here subleading terms at f^2_p ≫ m^6_e. The leading term in m̃_e − m_e determines asymptotics of diagonal, spin-independent term of electron mass operator. We noted above that spin-dependent part of P is much less than the leading ‘scalar’ term at f^2_p ≫ m^6_e. Hence, we may set the same for the spin-dependent part of the mass operator, as well. It is much less than the leading order term, at least close to the mass shell.

We saw that Eq. (6) is valid under two separate conditions α ≪ 1 and f^2_p ≫ m^6_e, regardless of any relationship between χ^2 = f^2_p /m^6_e and α^{−1}. Hence, we say the same about Eq. (15). In particular, it remains valid at α^3f^2_p ≫ m^6_e , when the 2nd term under the square root is much larger than the 1st one: m̃_e | |_{α3f 2p ≫m6e} = √ C_e √ α f^{1/3}_p + . . . . (16)

In the opposite case, when α^3f^2_p ≪ m^6_e (and, hence, αχ^{2/3} ≪ 1), but still f^2_p ≫ m^6_e (or χ ≫ 1), the expression (15) can be expanded in a Taylor series. Thus, this case can be investigated with a perturbation theory. Note, that perturbation methods in QED [39] are developed for the mass operator and not for the effective mass square. The Taylor series becomes divergent at αχ^{2/3} ≳ 1. It is why the result (15) cannot be derived straightforwardly by a regular perturbation method.

III. INVARIANT PHOTON MASS IN A STRONG FIELD AT κ ≫ 1

Turning now to the effective mass of photons, we are able to be very short, because our derivation will reproduce almost completely the derivation of the previous section. We start from probability rate of the reaction γ → e^+ +e^− in the strong crossed field. It was calculated in Refs. [22, 33, 34], and it can be presented at κ ≫ 1 in the way that is quite similar to the set of equations (3)- (7). Again the final result will be quite similar to Eq. (7) with the obvious substitution f_p → f_k and with other numerical coefficient. The most important feature of this expression is that it does not contain again m_e. Hence, it remains valid for the process of production any particleantiparticle pair, when the particle has the charge e and spin 1/2 under condition that the mass m of the particle fulfills the following strong inequality

m^6 ≪ f^2_k . (17)

In particular, considering e^+e^−-pair production in the strong electromagnetic field, we assume

|m̃^6_e| ≪ f^2_k . (18)

Hence, we may conclude that it remains valid for e^−e^+- pair production, when we take into account modification of the electron mass in the same electromagnetic field. We may again neglect production of e^− or e^+ with f_p ∼ |m̃_e|^3 or with parameter f_p′ ∼ |m̃_e|^3, respectively, because such reactions will give only a subleading contribution to the probability rate. As a result, we may conclude that the known result [17, 19, 22] for the invariant mass of photons in the strong field remains valid regardless of any relationships between κ and α^{−1}. Thus, μ^2_{‖, ⊥} | |_{f 2k ≫m6e} = C_{γ ‖, ⊥} αf^{2/3}_k , (19)

where C_{γ ‖, ⊥} = (5 ∓ 1) 3^{7/6}

14π^2

Γ^4(2/3) e^{−iπ/3} . (20)

Here ‖ and ⊥ designate polarization of the incoming γphoton in a special reference frame, where external high intensity low frequency wave and the photon are counterpropagate to each other.

We note that, though the expression in the right hand side of Eq. (19) coincides with the result [17] of the perturbation theory, it remains valid in the region, where the perturbation theory does not work, especially because we use the result (15) that, rigorously speaking, cannot be obtained in the the perturbation theory.

There is an attractive question. What happens, if we take into account radiative correction (19) of the photon mass in the calculation of probability rate (3) of the reaction e → γ + e^′? We may check, that this procedure will result mainly in appearing a contribution

∼ μ^2_{‖, ⊥}χ^2/(m^2_eκ^2) ∼ μ^2_{‖, ⊥}/m^2_e to the term 1 + τ^2 in the definition (4) of y. An origin of the term ∼ μ^2_{‖, ⊥}/m^2_e is quite similar to the origin of the term 1 in the expression 1 + τ^2. The latter one comes from the phase rate imbalance i(k^x − p^x + p^{′x})(x + t) in potentially highly oscillating exponent, when we calculate the matrix element of the interaction e → e^′ + γ . The imbalance is caused by finite electron mass. We use here a special frame of reference where emitting electron exactly counter-propagates the strong wave (that is actually constant crossed field). These contributions appear generally even when 3-momenta of photon and electron after emission are parallel to the initial 3-momentum of the electron. Applying conservation laws, the phase rate imbalance becomes equal to i(p^{′0} + k^{′0} − p^0)(x + t). Combining these imbalance phase rate with potentially highly oscillating phase rate contribution, caused by influence of the strong field on the electrons that is proportional to (x + t)^3, and taking in mind mass of electrons and photons, we obtain the term 1 in the definition of y and the term ∼ μ^2_{‖, ⊥}/m^2_e, caused by finite photon mass. The correction ∼ μ^2_{‖, ⊥}/m^2_e gives contribution ∼ α to y and will get lost at the transition from Eq. (3) to Eq. (5) and then to Eq. (7). The same conclusion can be drawn for the process γ → e^+ +e^− at κ ≫ 1, if we take into account finite μ^2_{‖, ⊥} for the incoming photon.

The arguments of the previous paragraph means that the leading order corrections to propagators of electrons and photons, described by corrections (15) and (19) to their masses are self consistent at the limit κ, χ ≫ 1. It means in particular that they are self consistent for arbitrary large ακ^{2/3} and αχ^{2/3}.

IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

We derived Eqs. (15) and (19) for modification of effective electron and photon masses in a strong crossed electromagnetic field. We argued that they remains valid for arbitrary high χ ≫ 1 and κ ≫ 1. Our arguments come from the observation that invariant probability rates of the processes e → e^′ + γ and γ → e^+ + e^− in their leading orders does not depend at all on the masses, if κ ≫ 1 and χ ≫ 1, and the masses are determined by Eqs. (15) and (19). The leading orders are determined by a range of parameters, where f^2_k and f^2_p are much larger than |m̃^6_e| and μ^2 for outgoing particles also. However, if we would be interesting especially for example the process e → e^′ + γ^′, when | f^′_k′ | ≲ |m̃^3_e|, that represents in particular the SCCR process [41], then the partial probability of this process may be strongly modified at αχ^{2/3} ≳ 1 and unlikely could be considered with a standard perturbation theory.

These results are based on the expression (7) for asymptotics of the probability rate, P , of the process e → e^′+γ in the strong field and on the analogous asymptotics of probability rate of the process γ → e^− + e^+.

We argued that that they remain valid as asymptotics when f^2_p ≫ m^6_e and f^2_k ≫ m^6_e regardless of values of the ratios |m̃_e − m_e|/m_e and μ^2/m^2_e. We did not use any perturbation theories based on smallness of these ratios, using standard QED perturbation theory based on smallness of the fine structure constant, α. We may say that the Furry picture was only a starting point for evaluation of asymptotics of the probabilities of the processes mentioned above, whereas our final interpretation of the expression is not based on the Furry picture.

Our results may help to resolve very long-lasted controversy of the perturbation theory for QED in a strong external electromagnetic field. It was reviewed briefly in our Introduction. The result cannot be obtained straightforwardly from this perturbation theory. We may hope that it could be obtained, maybe more rigorously, by the following way: i) by using of the perturbation theory at small αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3}, and ii) by means of summation of infinite number of diagrams, giving most contribution to the divergence at finite αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3}, and iii) by consequent analytic continuation of the result of summation to higher αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3}. See for example [27, 32] and references therein. We believe that our derivation of Eqs. (15) and (19) may help to insight into this problem.

Our main result can be expressed also as follows. Expressions for electron and photon mass squares, modified due to creation of virtual electron-positron pairs and photons in strong crossed electromagnetic field, and obtained in the frame with regular perturbation theory (in strong external field) in the limit 1 ≪ χ and κ ≪ α^{−3/2} remain actually valid in its leading order for arbitrary large χ and κ, where the perturbation theory breaks actually.

Main ‘practical’ consequence of our results is that the expressions (5)-(7) for the rate of reaction e → e^′ + γ^′ in a strong electromagnetic field that are valid at χ ≫ 1 remain valid at arbitrary high values of αχ^{2/3} if we neglect rare events of low energies of the secondary particles, e^′ and γ^′. This process is actually multi-photon Compton scattering with complete accounting for radiation corrections. This consequence was used for simulation of highly energetic electron achieving of extremely strong electromagnetic field generated by optical lasers and of radiation of such electrons [42]. Experimental confirmation of the predictive simulations of Ref. [42] may confirm absence of a physical peculiarities at αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3} ∼ 1. A quite analogous conclusion can be drawn for the rate of pair production by a photon (γ → e^− + e^+) with κ ≫ 1 in a strong electromagnetic field. This process is actually the multi-photon Breit-Wheeler process.

Present experimental techniques move gradually but permanently to achieving the region, where αχ^{2/3} and ακ^{2/3} will become higher than 1. Modern standard accelerators and high intensity lasers may be used to reach this region [23, 42, 43]. Then our results may be checked experimentally. Acknowledgments

We acknowledge our financial support from the project High Field Initiative (CZ.02.1.01/0.0/0.0/15 003/0000449) from the European Regional Development Fund.

[1] A. R. Bell, J. G. Kirk, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 200403 (2008).

[2] A. Di Piazza, C. M. Muller, K. Z. Hatsagortsyan, and C.

H. Keitel, Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1177 (2012).

[3] A. Gonoskov, T. G. Blackburn, M. Marklund, S. S. Bulanov, arXiv:2107.02161v1.

[4] S. V. Bulanov, T. Z. Esirkepov, M. Kando, J. Koga, K.

Kondo, and G. Korn, Plasma Phys. Rep. 41, 1 (2015). [5] I. V. Sokolov, N. M. Naumova, J. A. Nees, and G. A. Mourou, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105, 195005 (2010).

[6] S. S. Bulanov, C. B. Schroeder, E. Esarey, and W. P. Leemans, Phys. Rev. A 87, 062110 (2013).

[7] A. S. Samsonov, I. Yu. Kostyukov, and E. N. Nerush, Matter Radiat. Extremes 6, 034401 (2021).

[8] K. Qu, S. Meuren, and N. J. Fisch, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 095001 (2021).

[9] J. Magnusson, A. Gonoskov, M. Marklund, T. Zh. Esirkepov, J. K. Koga, K. Kondo, M. Kando, S. V. Bulanov, G. Korn, C. G. R. Geddes, C. B. Schroeder, E. Esarey, and S. S. Bulanov, Phys. Rev. A 100, 063404 (2019).

[10] P. Zhang, S. S. Bulanov, D. Seipt, A. V. Arefiev, and A. G. R. Thomas, Phys. Plasmas 27, 050601 (2020).

[11] D. B. Melrose and R. Yuen, “Pulsar electrodynamics:

An unsolved problem”, J. Plasma Phys. 82, 635820202 (2016).

[12] B. Cerutti and A. M. Beloborodov,“ Electrodynamics of pulsar magnetospheres”, Space Sci. Rev. 207, 111 (2017).

[13] V. M. Kaspi and A. M. Beloborodov, “Magnetars”, Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 55, 261 (2017).

[14] J. M. Cordes and S. Chatterjee, “Fast radio bursts: An extragalactic enigma”, Annu. Rev. Astron. Astrophys. 57, 417 (2019).

[15] We use throughout the whole paper a Gaussian system of units with ℏ = c = 1.

[16] W. H. Furry, Phys. Rev. 81, 115 (1951). [17] V. I. Ritus, Sov. Phys. JETP 30(6), 1181 (1970). [18] V.I. Ritus, Ann. Phys. 69, 555 (1972). [19] N. B. Narozhnyi, Sov. Phys. JETP 28, 371 (1969). [20] N. B. Narozhny, Phys. Rev. D 20, 1313 (1979). [21] N. B. Narozhny, Phys. Rev. D 21, 1176 (1980). [22] V. I. Ritus, “Quantum effects of the interaction of elementary particles with an intense electromagnetic field”, J. Russ. Laser Res. 6, 497 (1985).

[23] V. Yakimenko, S. Meuren, F. Del Gaudio, C. Baumann, A. Fedotov, F. Fiuza, T. Grismayer, M. J. Hogan, A. Pukhov, L. O. Silva, and G. White, Phys. Rev. Lett. 122, 190404 (2019).

[24] A. Fedotov, Journal of Physics: Conf. Series 826, 012027 (2017).

[25] A. Ilderton, Phys. Rev. D 99, 085002 (2019).

[26] A. Di Piazza, and M. A. Lopez-Lopez, Phys. Rev. D 102, 076018 (2020).

[27] A. A. Mironov, S. Meuren, and A. M. Fedotov, Phys.

Rev. D 102, 053005 (2020).

[28] V. I. Ritus, “Issues in Intense-field Quantum Electrodynamics”, Proc. Lebedev Phys. Inst. Acad. Sci. USSR, Vol. 168, Nova Sci. Pub., Commack (1987).

[29] A. Fedotov, A. Ilderton, F. Karbstein, B. Kingf, D. Seipt, H. Taya, G. Torgrimsson, arXiv:2203.00019.

[30] T. Heinzl, A. Ilderton, and B. King, “Classical Resummation and Breakdown of Strong-Field QED”, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 061601 (2021).

[31] G. Torgrimsson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 111602 (2021). [32] A. A. Mironov, and A. M. Fedotov, Phys. Rev. D 105, 033005 (2022).

[33] A. I. Nikishov, and V. I. Ritus, Sov. Phys, JETP 19, 529 (1964).

[34] A. I. Nikishov, and V. I. Ritus, Sov. Phys, JETP 25, 1135 (1967).

[35] Meanwhile, this term at χ ≪ 1 describes famous Schwinger’s anomalous magnetic moment [36].

[36] J. Schwinger, Phys. Rev. 73, 416 (1948); 76, 790 (1948). [37] Meanwhile, already Eq. (5) can be rewritten in the form that demonstrates evidently that total invariant probability does will not contain me: dP = α p^0

(2fp)^{2/3} {[ ψ^2 Ai^2(ψ^2) + Ai^{′ 2}(ψ^2) ] dψ }

× (u^2 + 2u + 2) du u^{2/3}(1 + u)^3 ,

where ψ = (u/2χ)^{1/3}τ .

[38] D. M. Volkov, Z. Phys. 94, 250 (1935).

[39] V. B. Berestetskii, E. M. Lifshits, and L. P. Pitaevskii Course of Theoretical Physics by L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshits, Vol. 4: Quantum Electrodynamics (1982, Blutterworth-Heinemann, Oxford, US, 2nd ed. (3rd?)).

[40] To be more rigorous, we may express this statement in the following way: ℓc(χ, χ^′) u [dP (χ, χ^′)/du] = α O(χ^′/χ). [41] S. V. Bulanov, P. Sasorov, S. S. Bulanov, and G. Korn, Phys. Rev. D 100, 016012 (2019).

[42] M. Jirka, P. Sasorov, and S. V. Bulanov “On the new and old physics in the interaction of a radiating electron with the extreme electromagnetic field”, arXiv:2204.02203.

[43] L. Fedeli, A. Sainte-Marie, N. Zaim, M. Thévenet, J. L. Vay, A. Myers, F. Quéré, and H. Vincenti, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 114801 (2021).