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Polarization tagging of two-photon double ionization by elliptically polarized XUV pulses
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We explore the influence of elliptical polarization on the (non)sequential two-photon double ionization
of atomic helium with ultrashort extreme ultraviolet (XUV) light fields using time-dependent full ab initio
simulations. The energy and angular distributions of photoelectrons are found to be strongly dependent on
the ellipticity. The correlation minimum in the joint angular distribution becomes more prominently visible
with increasing ellipticity. In a pump-probe sequence of two subsequent XUV pulses with varying ellipticities,
polarization tagging allows us to discriminate between sequential and nonsequential photoionization. This clear
separation demonstrates the potential of elliptically polarized XUV fields for improved control of electronic
emission processes.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.99.023413

I. INTRODUCTION

With the advent of high-order harmonic generation (HHG)
[1–3], extreme ultraviolet (XUV) pulses are now routinely
generated in table-top experiments making the studies of
distinct aspects of light-matter interaction possible. Recent
progress in HHG from bichromatic counter-rotating circu-
larly polarized laser pulses [4–13], HHG with monochromatic
counter-rotating pulses in a noncollinear geometry [14,15],
resonant HHG [16], and HHG from relativistic laser-driven
plasma mirrors [17,18] has opened the door to generation
and application of elliptic XUV pulses giving an additional
control knob to study and, most importantly, to control strong-
field atomic, molecular, and surface dynamics. Elliptically
polarized energetic pulses can also be produced with free-
electron lasers (FEL) [19–21], extending the study to inner-
shell electronic dynamics. The level of control which can be
achieved was recently demonstrated by producing a spiral
pattern in the momentum distribution of ionized electrons
which were produced by two oppositely circularly polarized
time-delayed XUV pulses [22,23].

Two-photon double ionization (TPDI) of atomic helium
is a prototypical process to investigate electron correlations
and has been studied extensively using linear XUV pulses,
e.g., [24–35], and recently also with elliptically polarized
light fields [36–38]. For photon energies below the second
ionization potential I2 = 54.4 eV, the system is in the spec-
trally nonsequential regime where TPDI only occurs for near-
simultaneous absorption of two photons even for long pulses.
For higher photon energies, the two-photon double continuum
can be reached by two sequential one-photon absorptions via
on-shell intermediate states of the He+ ion. For ultrashort
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pulses the clear distinction between nonsequential and se-
quential regimes breaks down. Even for XUV pulses in the
spectrally sequential regime with central energies above I2,
TPDI becomes nonsequential in the time domain as the first
electron is still in the vicinity of the ion when the second ab-
sorption process takes place. Exchange of energy and angular
momentum between the departing electrons, referred to in the
following as dynamical Coulomb correlation, persists which
strongly depends on the duration of the ionizing pulse [25,34].

In the present article we demonstrate that in addition to
the pulse duration also the ellipticity ε of the ultrashort XUV
pulse provides an effective knob for controlling the TPDI
process. We show that the dynamical correlation features in
the joint angular distribution become more clearly identifiable
and more pronounced for circularly polarized fields compared
to linearly polarized light fields because distortions due to
dipolar nodal planes are absent. Moreover, for a sequence of
two ultrashort pulses with ellipticities ε1 and ε2, multipath
interferences in the double continuum can be controlled.
Polarization tagging allows us to distinguish between electron
emission by the first or second of the two pulses. We explore
possible experimental signatures accessible with a reaction
microscope [39] as recently demonstrated for ionization in the
strong-field multiphoton double-ionization regime [40,41].

II. NUMERICAL METHOD

We solve the time-dependent Schrödinger equation
(TDSE) for atomic helium in its full dimensionality including
the full electron-electron interaction by expanding the wave
function in coupled spherical harmonics

�(r1, r2, t ) =
∞∑

L,M

∞∑
l1,l2

RL,M
l1,l2

(r1, r2, t )

r1r2
YL,M

l1,l2
(�1,�2), (1)

2469-9926/2019/99(2)/023413(10) 023413-1 ©2019 American Physical Society

http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1103/PhysRevA.99.023413&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2019-02-11
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.99.023413


STEFAN DONSA et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW A 99, 023413 (2019)

with

YL,M
l1,l2

(�1,�2) =
∑

m1,m2

〈l1m1l2m2|l1l2LM〉Yl1,m1 (�1)Yl2,m2 (�2).

(2)

Inserting this expansion into the TDSE yields the time-
dependent close-coupling (TDCC) equations [29,31,42,43].
The electric fields are treated in dipole approximation. In the
present work we have extended our TDCC approach [24]
previously limited to the case of linearly polarized light fields
to arbitrarily polarized fields. Accordingly, the total magnetic
quantum number M is no longer a conserved quantity. This
substantially increases the number of coupled (L, M ) channels
for the same maximum total angular momentum Lmax and
thereby the numerical complexity. The number of contributing
(L, M ) channels increases from (Lmax + 1) for linear polar-
ized light fields to (Lmax+1)(Lmax+2)

2 for laser fields polarized in
the x̂-ŷ plane by exploiting the reflection symmetry (ẑ → −ẑ).
The radial wave functions RL,M

l1,l2
(r1, r2, t ) are discretized on

a spatial grid using the finite-element discrete-variable rep-
resentation (FEDVR) [44–47]. For the temporal propagation
we use the short-iterative Lanczos algorithm with adaptive
time-step control [48–50]. To extract the spectral information
we project the six-dimensional wave function onto products
of uncorrelated energy-normalized Coulomb wave functions
for each combination of L, M, l1, and l2 separately. For
the projection to be converged the wave function has to be
propagated sufficiently long after the end of the pulses; for
a detailed discussion see [24]. We use the velocity gauge
throughout and find converged results with a close-coupling
expansion of Lmax = 3, l1,max = l2,max = 12.

III. INFLUENCE OF ELLIPTICITY AND PULSE
DURATION ON THE ANGULAR DISTRIBUTION

We use XUV pulses with central photon energies of 65
and 70 eV, a peak intensity of 1012 W/cm2, which is in the
purely perturbative regime for these photon energies, and
a cos2 envelope for the vector potential given by f (t ) =
cos2 ( π

2Tp
(t − tXUV)) for −Tp < (t − tXUV) < Tp where tXUV

is the peak time of the XUV and Tp is the full width at half
maximum duration of the vector potential. We simulate the
response to ultrashort pulses with Tp � 2 fs corresponding
to a Fourier bandwidth �ω ≈ 2π/Tp > 2 eV. Despite this
considerable width, the spectral overlap with the energetically
nonsequential regime h̄ω < I2 = 54.4 eV is still negligible.
We therefore focus on the nonsequential regime in the time
domain. The elliptical vector potential, propagating along the
ẑ axis and polarized in the x̂-ŷ plane, is defined by

A(t ) = A0 f (t )

⎛
⎜⎝

sin[ω(t − tXUV)]

−ε cos[ω(t − tXUV)]

0

⎞
⎟⎠, (3)

where ε is the ellipticity of the laser field. The light field is
called left (right)-circularly polarized if ε = 1 (−1). For TPDI
by ultrashort XUV pulses, electron-electron interactions in
the double continuum leave a strong imprint on the energy and
angular distribution of the emitted electron pair [25,26,34].
Angular correlations between the two electrons are

FIG. 1. (a) Joint angular distribution P(θ1 = θ2 = 90◦, φ1 =
0◦, φ2) of the ejected electrons for a pulse duration Tp = 150 as at
h̄ω = 70 eV for different ellipticities ε. The innermost line (pink)
corresponds to the previously investigated case of linear polarization
along x̂ (ε = 0), whereas the successive outer curves correspond
to ε = 0.4, 0.6, 0.7, 0.8, 0.9, and 1 (circular polarization). All
distributions are normalized to a maximum value of 1. (b) Ratio of
probability for emission of the two electrons with a relative angle
of 90◦ to the probability for emission into the opposite direction
(back-to-back) for the different ellipticities shown in (a). (c) Sketch
of a laser field with ε = 1 [blue (dark grey)] and 0 [pink (light grey)].

characterized by the joint angular distribution

P(θ1, θ2, φ1, φ2) =
∫

dE1dE2P(E1, E2,�1,�2) (4)

integrated over the energies E1,2 of the emitted electrons.
Within the polarization plane (θ1 = θ2 = 90◦) and for one
electron emitted along the x̂ axis, P(φ2) = P(θ1 = θ2 =
90◦, φ1 = 0◦, φ2) strongly varies with the ellipticity. For lin-
ear polarization (ε = 0), P(φ2) displays the previously ob-
served “fish-like” angular distribution [Fig. 1(a)]. With in-
creasing ε, the dip due to the nodal line at φ = 90◦ disappears.
The ratio P(φ2 = 90◦)/P(φ2 = 180◦) approximately scales
with ε2 [Fig. 1(b)]. In the limit of circular polarization the
only structure remaining is the suppression of electron emis-
sion into the same direction (φ2 = 0◦) (side-by-side) relative
to the back-to-back emission (φ2 = 180◦). The pronounced
minimum for emission of both electrons in the same direction
is not affected by the variation of ε. The obvious reason
for the strong suppression is the repulsive electron-electron
interaction, when the two-electron emission is temporally
confined to a fraction of a femtosecond and is a prototypical
case of dynamical Coulomb correlation.

Performing a scan of the pulse duration Tp [25] we find
that with increasing pulse duration the dip in the angular
distributions becomes less and less pronounced and in the
limit of very long pulses it approaches a purely circular
distribution (grey dashed line), see Fig. 2(a). This dynamical
Coulomb correlation can be quantified by the dependence
of the ratio P(φ2 = 0◦)/P(φ2 = 180◦) on Tp [Fig. 2(b)]. In
the limit Tp → 0, Coulomb repulsion tends to completely
block the side-by-side emission. For circular polarization, the
side-by-side suppression is the dominant structure in the joint
angular distribution, while for linear polarization additional
pronounced minima due to the nodal plane may overshadow
this effect in the experiment. Circularly polarized XUV light is
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FIG. 2. (a) Joint angular distributions P(θ1 = θ2 = 90◦, φ1 =
0◦, φ2) of the ejected electrons for different pulse durations at h̄ω =
70 eV. The innermost line (blue) is for Tp = 75 as, with successive
outer lines for Tp = 150, 300, 500, 1000, 3000 as. The dashed line
is the unit circle. All distributions are normalized to the maximum
value of the angular distribution at φ2 = 180◦. (b) Ratio of emis-
sion of the two electrons into the same (side-by-side) and into the
opposite (back-to-back) direction for the different pulse durations
shown in (a).

therefore the preferred experimental setting to unambiguously
establish the dynamical correlation in TPDI for ultrashort
pulses. Moreover, unlike for linear polarization the joint an-
gular distribution is rotationally invariant P(φ1 = 0◦, φ2) =
P(φ1 = α, φ2 + α) for circular pulses. Consequently, the cor-
relation dip will persist when integrating the experimental
angular distribution over the azimuthal angle α while keeping
the relative angle φ1-φ2 fixed, thereby improving the experi-
mental signal-to-noise ratio.

IV. XUV-XUV PUMP-PROBE SEQUENCE WITH
ELLIPTICALLY POLARIZED PULSES

XUV-XUV pump-probe sequences have been theoretically
investigated for linearly polarized pulses in the past, e.g.,
[27,33,34,51–53]. Palacios et al. [33,34] investigated an XUV-
XUV sequence for pulses with different energies and varying
time delays and found an interference pattern in the angle-
integrated, but energy-resolved double-ionization probability
P(E1, E2) as a function of the energy difference �E = E1 −
E2 between the electrons. XUV-XUV pulse sequences have
also been used to explore double ionization via doubly excited
resonances as intermediate states of interfering pathways [27].

In the following, we explore double ionization by a se-
quence of two ultrashort XUV pulses with, in general, differ-
ent ellipticities ε1,2. We show that polarization tagging allows
us to distinguish ionization events occurring in the first and the
second pulse and, thus, temporal (non)sequential ionization.
With this control knob, interferences can be switched on and
off. The two pulses in Fig. 3 have identical central energy of
65 eV and a Fourier width corresponding to Tp = 1 fs. The
time delay between the pulses is sufficiently large (τ = 2.5 fs)
that the two pulses are temporally well separated.

A. Doubly differential energy distributions

We first consider the angle-integrated double-ionization
probability as a function of the two electron energies
P(E1, E2). In the E1-E2 plane we observe two well separated
peaks signifying sequential double ionization and a faint
ridge connecting the two indicating a weak nonsequential

FIG. 3. Double-ionization spectrum P(E1, E2) in atomic units
(log scale) as a function of E1 and E2 for pulse sequences with
different ellipticities. The corresponding total two-photon double-
ionization probabilities are (a) 3.4 × 10−8, (b) 4.6 × 10−8, (c) 2.8 ×
10−8, and (d) 2.8 × 10−8. The central photon energy of both pulses
is 65 eV, their duration is Tp = 1 fs and the pulse delay τ = 2.5 fs.
The peak intensity in x̂ direction is 1012 W/cm2.

contribution. For opposite polarizations [ε1 = 1, ε2 = −1,
Fig. 3(a)] the peaks are structureless. By contrast, for two
pulses with the same ellipticity (ε1 = ε2 = 1) P(E1, E2) dis-
plays an intricate interference pattern [Fig. 3(b)].This pattern
results from different pathways in the time domain to reach
the same final two-electron state with energies (E1, E2) in
the double continuum: absorption of two photons from the
first pulse, absorption of two photons from the second pulse,
and absorption of one photon from each pulse, the latter
amounting to two paths due to the indistinguishability of the
two electrons (see Fig. 4). Closer inspection shows that the
interference pattern near the sequential peaks is checkerboard-
like while it appears stripe-like near the nonsequential ridge.

Employing second-order perturbation theory (see, e.g.,
[26,33,51,54]) the interference pattern for two identical time-
delayed XUV pulses can be quantitatively accounted for. The
angle-integrated two-photon double-ionization probability is
given by the incoherent sum of the transition probabilities

[t (2)
i→ f ]

2

L,M
to all accessible (L, M ) channels [26]

P(E1, E2) =
∑

L,M=(2,2),(2,0),(2,−2),(0,0)

∣∣[t (2)
i→ f

]
L,M

∣∣2
. (5)

For a pump-probe sequence where the first pulse has ellipticity
ε1 and the second ε2, the amplitudes are given by[

t (2)
i→ f

]
2,±2 ∝ (1 ± ε1)2A(2)(�E )e−i(E1+E2 )τ

+ (1 ± ε2)2A(2)(�E )e−iE0τ

+ (1 ± ε1)(1 ± ε2)G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ

+ (1 ± ε1)(1 ± ε2)G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ , (6)
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FIG. 4. Energy-delay time diagram of the interfering pathways
in a pump-probe sequence. The shaded areas signify the enclosed
interference phases giving rise to the stripes (striped area) and to the
checkerboard pattern [red (dark grey), yellow (light grey) shaded area
and striped area] in Fig. 3. For details see text.

[
t (2)
i→ f

]
2/0,0 ∝ (

1 − ε2
1

)
A(2)(�E )e−i(E1+E2 )τ

+ (
1 − ε2

2

)
A(2)(�E )e−iE0τ

+ (1 − ε1ε2)G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ

+ (1 − ε1ε2)G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ , (7)

where A(2) is a generalized shape function for absorption of
two photons within one pulse and G (1) is the shape func-
tion for absorbing one photon in each pulse (for details see
Appendix). E0 = −(I1 + I2) is the ground-state energy and
E1,2 − I2 is the intermediate-state energy if the first (second)
electron is ionized by the first pulse while the second (first)
electron is bound in the 1s state of He+. Equations (6) and
(7) represent the coherent superposition of ionization paths
involving either absorption of two photons with the same
polarization from the same pulse (terms proportional to A(2))
or absorption of photons from different pulses (terms propor-
tional to G (1)) with, in general, different polarizations ε1 	=
ε2. The interference pattern depends on (E1, E2) or, equiv-
alently, on �E = E1 − E2 and Etot = E1 + E2. Accordingly,
the interference oscillations ∼ cos [(E1 + E2 − E0)τ ] along
the lines �E = const are due to the mixed terms in A(2) in
Eqs. (6) and (7) and are, in principle, present in the entire
(E1, E2) plane. They appear, however, only when the circular
polarizations of the first and second pulses agree. The cor-
responding interference phase (E1 + E2 − E0)τ is marked in
Fig. 4 by green stripes. Near the sequential peaks additional
interference terms due to the G (1) terms contribute [marked
by red (dark grey) and yellow (light grey) shaded areas in
Fig. 4] giving rise to oscillations ∼ cos [(E1/2 + I2)τ ] or ∼
cos [(E1/2 + I1)τ ] resulting from interferences between the
third or fourth term with the first or second, respectively, term
in Eqs. (6) and (7) and, hence to the checkerboard pattern
when the two polarizations agree. The third and fourth terms
do not interfere with each other since the spectral overlap
between G (1)(�E ) and G (1)(−�E ) vanishes.

Equation (7) contains terms that have significant weight
only if the polarizations are sufficiently different and are

strictly zero for ε1 = ε2 = ±1. Thus by switching the polar-
izations of the pulses, path interferences can be switched on
and off.

The interference in the double-ionization spectrum
P(E1, E2) can be shown to be quite robust relative to variation
of ε of the XUV pulses employed, as can be seen in Fig. 3(c)
for two pulses with ε1 = 0.9 and ε2 = −0.9. The interference
pattern starts to emerge but is hardly visible. Similarly, using
two pulses with slightly different ellipticity, e.g., ε1 = 0.9
and ε2 = 0.6 results in a very similar interference pattern as
ε1 = ε2 = 1 [compare Figs. 3(b) and 3(d)].

B. Singly differential energy distributions

Integrating P(E1, E2) now along the total energy Etot =
E1 + E2 yields the double-ionization probability as a function
of the energy difference �E = E1 − E2 of the two electrons

P(�E ) = 1

2

∫ ∞

0
dEtot P(E1, E2). (8)

As predicted by Eqs. (6) and (7), all interference terms contain
cos (Etotτ ). Integration over Etot damps out all these terms.
Conversely, however, when P(E1, E2) is integrated over �E
interferences due to the superposition of the terms ∼ A(2) ∼
cos [(Etot − E0)τ ] survive.

The singly-differential spectrum [Eq. (8)] can be analyzed
by making use of the polarization tagging. This becomes pos-
sible because of the perfect locking of the magnetic quantum
number of the two-electron wave packet to the two ellipticities
ε1,2 = 1,−1. The electronic wave packet with total M = 2
(or −2) must have absorbed both photons from the first
(second) pulse. M = 0 is reached only when one photon is
absorbed from each pulse. While the photoelectron spectrum
of the M = 2 (−2) electrons is influenced by dynamical
electron-electron correlation, the M = 0 electrons stem from
a purely sequential process. This is clearly visible in P(�E )
[Fig. 5(a)]. Summing over all M results in a P(�E ) closely
resembling the distribution for a single linearly polarized
XUV pulse [26] with a plateau in the equal-energy-sharing
(�E ≈ 0) region. Analyzing P(�E ) separately for the differ-
ent M channels, we observe that for M = ±2 the probability
distribution is very similar to the full spectrum. This is due to
the fact that either channel consists of electrons emitted by the
absorption of two photons within the same pulse and, thus, has
the signatures of both temporal sequential and nonsequential
two-photon double ionization. For M = 0 [dash-dotted line
in Fig. 5(a)], P(�E ) features two well separated peaks at
�E ≈ ±1.1 a.u. while the equal-energy-sharing plateau is
completely missing as expected for a purely sequential ion-
ization process. Moreover, much smaller peaks near �E ≈
±1.9 a.u. corresponding to shakeup processes with excited
ionic states become visible.

The decomposition of TPDI into contributions with dif-
ferent total magnetic quantum number M of the two-electron
wave packet is straightforward in theory, but such a separation
is not easily accomplished in the experiment. We therefore
explore the signatures of polarization tagging in the experi-
mentally directly accessible energy and angular distributions
of TPDI. To this end, we compare the energy-differential
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FIG. 5. (a) P(�E ) for a pump-probe sequence with ε1 = 1 (L),
ε2 = − 1 (R) (see inset). P(�E ) is resolved for the three different M
values of the final state. (b) P(�E ) for a pump-probe sequence with
two left-circularly polarized pulses (ε1 = ε2 = 1, see inset) either or
one left- and one right-circularly polarized pulse (ε1 = 1, ε2 = − 1).
The dashed-dotted line shows the difference of the two sequences.
The central photon energy of the pulses is 65 eV, their duration is
Tp = 1 fs, and their delay is τ = 2.5 fs. The peak intensity in x̂
direction is 1012 W/cm2.

double-ionization probability P(�E ) for two polarization
scenarios: a left-left (L-L) pulse sequence (ε1 = ε2 = 1) and
a left-right (L-R) sequence (ε1 = 1, ε2 = −1). The abso-
lute value of P(�E = ±1.1 a.u.) near the sequential peak
is found to be larger for the L-L sequence than for the
L-R sequence. By subtracting now P(�E ) of the L-R se-
quence from P(�E ) of the L-L sequence [dash-dotted line
in Fig. 5(b)] the structure of the two well-separated sequential
peaks emerges. This difference spectrum coincides very well
with the M = 0 spectrum of the L-R sequence [Fig. 5(a)]
and gives access to the polarization tagged spectrum without
actually resolving M. This selectivity can be easily understood
from angular momentum coupling arguments. After absorb-
ing the first left-handed photon, the singly ionized state lies
in the L = 1, M = 1 channel. During the second pulse the
transition amplitude for absorbing another photon is the same
irrespective of the polarization apart from the prefactor which
is given by a Clebsch-Gordon coefficient. If the second pulse
is also left-circularly polarized the only relevant Clebsch-
Gordon coefficient for coupling to M = 2 is 〈1, 1, 1, 1|2, 2〉 =
1. For a right-circularly polarized second pulse there
are two pathways to M = 0 with Clebsch-Gordon coef-
ficients 〈1, 1, 1,−1|2, 0〉 = 1/

√
6 and 〈1, 1, 1,−1|0, 0〉 =

1/
√

3. Squaring and adding those coefficients the probability
to absorb one photon out of each pulse from an L-R sequence
is half of the L-L sequence. Consequently, by subtracting the
L-R from the L-L signal the yield of the electrons is exactly
the same as if we would have selected just the electrons which
absorbed one photon out of each pulse in the L-R scenario
resulting in electrons with M = 0.

FIG. 6. Joint angular distributions P(θ1 = θ2 = 90◦, φ1 =
0◦, φ2) of the ejected electrons for an XUV pulse with polarization
ε1 = 1 followed by an XUV pulse with (a) ε2 = 1 or (b) ε2 = −1.
(c) same as (b) but for ε1 = 0.9 and ε2 = −0.9. All pulses have
photon energy h̄ω = 65 eV and a pulse duration of Tp = 1 fs. The
different lines correspond to different values of M of the final state.
All distributions are normalized to the maximum value of the total
probability distribution shown in (a) (summed over all M).

C. Joint angular distributions

We now turn to the joint angular distributions of photo-
electrons emitted in the XUV-XUV pulse sequence in the
polarization plane (θ1 = θ2 = 90◦) and fix the emission di-
rection of the first electron to φ1 = 0◦. We study differences
and similarities in P(φ2) = P(θ1 = θ2 = 90◦, φ1 = 0◦, φ2)
for the L-L and L-R pulse sequences [Figs. 6(a) and 6(b)
respectively]. The angular distribution for an L-L sequence
[Fig. 6(a)] closely resembles P(φ2) of a single pulse of
comparable duration (Fig. 2). The distribution features a
modest suppression due to dynamical Coulomb correlation for
side-by-side emission but is otherwise close to rotationally
symmetric. Since the L-L sequence has the propensity to
populate M = 2, the distribution from summation over all
M is essentially indistinguishable from the distribution for
M = 2 alone. An entirely different picture emerges for the
L-R sequence [Fig. 6(b)]. The angular distribution P(φ2) is
peanut shaped. Its origin can be traced to the contributions
from different M channels which contribute to P(φ2) in the
L-R sequence. While the M = ±2 components mirror the
distributions for the L-L sequence, the M = 0 component
features a dipolar pattern with a nodal line along φ2 = 90◦
causing the indentation of P(φ2).

This particular shape allows us to associate the emission
direction with the (non)sequential timing of the two-electron
emission. The joint probability near P(φ2 = 90◦) is exclu-
sively due to the quasi-simultaneous emission from the same
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pulse. Conversely, the joint probability near P(φ2 = 0◦) is
predominantly due to sequential emission of the two electrons
spaced in time by τ = 2.5 fs. In the present case of a rela-
tively long pulse of Tp = 1 fs the sequential contribution is
well above 50%. In the limit of even shorter pulses (Tp →
0), P(φ2 = 0◦) tends to become completely sequential [see
Fig. 2(b)].

To check for the robustness of our results against imper-
fection of circular polarization, we also perform simulations
for a sequence with ε1 = 0.9, ε2 = −0.9. The pulses have
the same duration and energy as above. While the overall
yield decreases with decreasing ellipticity, the characteristic
shape of the angular distribution remains largely unchanged
and structurally stable [Fig. 6(c)]. It should be noted that the
angular distribution for ε 	= ±1 does not only depend on the
relative angle φ1 − φ2, but on both azimuthal angles explicitly.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have explored the effect of ellipticity on two-
photon double ionization, extending previous investigations
of this two-electron process by linearly polarized fields, e.g.,
[24–26,30–33]. We have shown that for a single ultrashort
circularly polarized XUV pulse the imprint of dynamical
Coulomb correlation on the joint angular distribution ap-
pears more prominently compared to ionization with a lin-
ear polarized XUV pulse because the distortion due to the
nodal structure of a dipolar emission pattern is absent. For
a sequence of two ultrashort XUV pulses with, in general,
different polarizations it is possible by polarization tagging to
control temporal interference patterns in the angle-integrated
double-ionization probability P(E1, E2) and to map the timing
of the emission events onto the joint angular distribution.
With new HHG-based XUV sources with higher intensities
as well as FEL-based sources with improved control over
the temporal structure of the light field, these features should
become experimentally accessible.
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APPENDIX: INTERFERENCE PATTERN

Employing second-order time-dependent perturbation the-
ory (see, e.g., [26,33,51,54]) the interference pattern observed
in the angle-integrated double-ionization spectrum P(E1, E2)
for a pump-probe sequence can be described quantitatively.
The transition amplitude for two-photon double ionization is

accordingly given by

t (2)
i→ f = −

∫
n

∑ ∫ t f

−∞
dt1

∫ t1

−∞
dt2 eiE f nt1 eiEnit2

×〈 f |V̂ (t1)|n〉〈n|V̂ (t2)|i〉, (A1)

with E f n = E f − En and Eni = En − Ei. The initial state |i〉 is
the ground state and the final state | f 〉 = |E1�1, E2�2〉 is the
double continuum. The sum runs over all intermediate two-
electron states |n〉.

To calculate the transition amplitude to the final state for
the different (L, M ) channels [t (2)

i→ f ]
L,M

we project onto the
final state |E1, E2, L, M〉. The two-photon double-ionization
probability is then given by

P(E1, E2) =
∑

L,M=(2,2),(2,0),(2,−2),(0,0)

∣∣[t (2)
i→ f

]
L,M

∣∣2
. (A2)

We employ the velocity gauge, i.e., V̂ (t ) = ( p̂1 + p̂2) · A(t ) ≡
μ̂ · A(t ). Expanding μ̂ · A(t ) in spherical tensor components
yields

μ̂ · A(t ) =
1∑

q=−1

(−1)qμ̂qA−q, (A3)

where the spherical tensor components are defined as T̂+1 =
−(T̂x + iT̂y)/

√
2 and T̂−1 = (T̂x − iT̂y)/

√
2, T̂0 = T̂z. Using

the vector potential [Eq. (3)] in rotating-wave approxima-
tion [A(t ) ≈ A0

2 f (t )e−iωt (ix̂ − εŷ)] the spherical components
of the field are A+1 = −i(1 − ε)A0 f (t )e−iωt/

√
8, A−1 =

i(1 + ε)A0 f (t )e−iωt/
√

8, and A0 = 0. Inserting into Eq. (A3)
yields

μ̂ · A(t ) = [−μ̂+1(1 + ε) + μ̂−1(1 − ε)]i
A0√

8
f (t )e−iωt

= μ̂εĀ(t ). (A4)

Within the rotating-wave approximation μ̂ε can be expanded
as a function of spherical harmonics

μ̂ε ∝ −(1 + ε)Y 1
1 + (1 − ε)Y −1

1 . (A5)

Using Eq. (A4) we can simplify Eq. (A1):

[
t (2)
i→ f

]
L,M = −

∫
n

∑
〈E1, E2, L, M|μ̂ε |n〉〈n|μ̂ε |i〉

× G[E f n, Eni, Ā(t )], (A6)

with

G[E f n, Eni, Ā(t )] =
∫ t f

−∞
dt1

∫ t1

−∞
dt2 eiE f nt1 eiEnit2 Ā(t1)Ā(t2).

(A7)

We note that the shape function G is fully determined by the
temporal envelope f (t ) and the central frequency of the pulse.
To leading order only the intermediate state with one electron
in the p continuum and the other electron bound in the 1s
state of He+ contributes (|n0〉 = |E1 p, 1s〉). The contribution
of shakeup intermediate states is small (see Fig. 5).

Assuming only the on-shell intermediate state by absorb-
ing the first photon with ellipticity εI and the second with
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ellipticity εII the matrix element in Eq. (A6) is given by

M2,2 = − (1 + εII )(1 + εI )C2,2;1,1,

M2,0 = (1 + εII )(1 − εI )C2,0;1,−1

+ (1 − εII )(1 + εI )C2,0;1,1

= 2(1 − εIεII )C2,0;1,1,

M2,−2 = − (1 − εII )(1 − εI )C2,2;1,−1,

M0,0 = (1 + εII )(1 − εI )C0,0;1,−1

+ (1 − εII )(1 + εI )C0,0;1,1

= 2(1 − εIεII )C0,0;1,1, (A8)

with CL,M;L′,M ′ being the product of Clebsch-Gordon coeffi-
cients and the reduced matrix elements containing the mo-
mentum operators p̂+1 and p̂−1. (L′, M ′) are the total angular
momentum and magnetic quantum number of the intermedi-
ate state |n0〉, and C2,0;1,−1 = C2,0;1,+1, C0,0;1,−1 = C0,0;1,+1.

To calculate the shape function G [Eq. (A7)] we distinguish
whether both photons are absorbed within one pulse [G (2)] or
one photon out of each pulse is absorbed [G (1)]. G (1) can be
easily calculated since the integration limits in Eq. (A7) are
independent in this case,

G (1)[E f n, Eni, Ā(t )]

=
∫ t f

−∞
dt1 eiE f nt1 Ā(t1)

∫ t f

−∞
dt2 eiEnit2 Ā(t2). (A9)

Inserting the envelope of the pulse we get

G (1)(E f n, Eni, A0, Tp) =A2
0

8

∫ Tp

−Tp

dt1 ei(Eni−ω)t1 cos2

(
πt1
2Tp

)

×
∫ Tp

−Tp

dt2 ei(E f n−ω)t2 cos2

(
πt2
2Tp

)
.

(A10)

For long pulses, the total energy of the final state is accurately
determined to be E1 + E2 = 2ω + E0 and we can write G (1) as
a function of (Etot,�E )

G (1)(�E ) =A2
0

8

∫ Tp

−Tp

dt1 ei(�E+I1−I2 )t1/2 cos2

(
πt1
2Tp

)

×
∫ Tp

−Tp

dt2 ei(−�E+I2−I1 )t2/2 cos2

(
πt2
2Tp

)
. (A11)

G (1)(�E ) depends only on �E but not on Etot . Furthermore,
for sufficiently long pulses, G (1)(�E ) and G (1)(−�E ) appear-
ing in Eqs. (6) and (7) have vanishing spectral overlap. Con-
sequently, mixed terms of the form G (1)(�E )[G (1)(−�E )]∗

vanish [see Eqs. (6) and (7)].
G (2) is given by [26]

G (2)(�E f n,�Eni, A0, Tp)

= A2
0

8

∫ Tp

−Tp

dt1

∫ t1

−Tp

dt2F (�E f n, t1, Tp)F (�Eni, t2, Tp),

(A12)

with

F (ξ, t, T ) = eiξ t cos2

(
πt

2T

)
, (A13)

where �E f n = E f n − ω and �Eni = Eni − ω. As for G (1) we
use that for long pulses the total energy of the final state
is accurately determined to be E1 + E2 = 2ω + E0. This en-
forces �E f n = −�Eni. Changing the variables from (E1, E2)
to (Etot,�E ) one obtains

G (2)(�E f n,�Eni, A0, Tp)

= G (2)((I2 − I1 − �E )/2,−(I2 − I1 − �E )/2, A0, Tp).
(A14)

Also the shape function G (2) depends only on �E and not on
Etot . As shown in [26] the amplitude of two-photon absorption
within one pulse is given by A(2) = G (2)(�E ) + G (2)(−�E ).

For a pump-probe sequence where the first pulse has
ellipticity ε1 and the second ε2, the transition amplitudes are
given by

[
t (2)
i→ f

]
2,2 ∝ (1 + ε1)2A(2)(�E )e−i(E1+E2 )τ

+ (1 + ε2)2A(2)(�E )e−iE0τ

+ (1 + ε1)(1 + ε2)G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ

+ (1 + ε1)(1 + ε2)G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ ,

(A15)[
t (2)
i→ f

]
2,−2 ∝ (1 − ε1)2A(2)(�E )e−i(E1+E2 )τ

+ (1 − ε2)2A(2)(�E )e−iE0τ

+ (1 − ε1)(1 − ε2)G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ

+ (1 − ε1)(1 − ε2)G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ ,

(A16)[
t (2)
i→ f

]
2,0 ∝ (

1 − ε2
1

)
A(2)(�E )e−i(E1+E2 )τ

+ (
1 − ε2

2

)
A(2)(�E )e−iE0τ

+ (1 − ε1ε2)G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ

+ (1 − ε1ε2)G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ , (A17)

[
t (2)
i→ f

]
0,0 ∝ (

1 − ε2
1

)
A(2)(�E )e−i(E1+E2 )τ

+ (
1 − ε2

2

)
A(2)(�E )e−iE0τ

+ (1 − ε1ε2)G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ

+ (1 − ε1ε2)G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ . (A18)

For the L-L and L-R sequences, these equations simplify
drastically. For the L-L sequence[

t (2)
i→ f

]
2,2 ∝A(2)(�E )(e−i(E1+E2 )τ + e−iE0τ )

+ G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ

+ G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ ,

while [
t (2)
i→ f

]
2,0 = [

t (2)
i→ f

]
2,−2 = [

t (2)
i→ f

]
0,0 = 0.

Consequently the [t (2)
i→ f ]

2,2
terms fully account for the inter-

ferences. For the L-R sequence we have[
t (2)
i→ f

]
2,2 ∝A(2)(�E )e−i(E1+E2 )τ ,
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[
t (2)
i→ f

]
2,−2 ∝A(2)(�E )e−iE0τ ,

[
t (2)
i→ f

]
2,0 ∝G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ + G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ ,

[
t (2)
i→ f

]
0,0 ∝G (1)(�E )e−i(E1−I2 )τ + G (1)(−�E )e−i(E2−I2 )τ .

Since G (1)(�E ) and G (1)(−�E ) have vanishing spec-
tral overlap the only terms in [t (2)

i→ f ]
2,0

and [t (2)
i→ f ]

0,0
∼

G (1)(�E )[G (1)(−�E )]∗ that could produce interferences van-
ish. Consequently there are effectively no interfering paths
and hence no interference pattern in P(E1, E2) for the L-R
sequence.
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M. M. Murnane, and C. G. Durfee, Non-collinear generation
of angularly isolated circularly polarized high harmonics, Nat.
Photon. 9, 743 (2015).

[15] P.-C. Huang, C. Hernández-García, J.-T. Huang, P.-Y. Huang,
C.-H. Lu, L. Rego, D. D. Hickstein, J. L. Ellis, A. Jaron-Becker,
A. Becker, S.-D. Yang, C. G. Durfee, L. Plaja, H. C. Kapteyn,
M. M. Murnane, A. H. Kung, and M.-C. Chen, Polarization
control of isolated high-harmonic pulses, Nat. Photon. 12, 349
(2018).

[16] A. Ferré, C. Handschin, M. Dumergue, F. Burgy, A. Comby, D.
Descamps, B. Fabre, G. A. Garcia, R. Géneaux, L. Merceron,
E. Mével, L. Nahon, S. Petit, B. Pons, D. Staedter, S. Weber, T.
Ruchon, V. Blanchet, and Y. Mairesse, A table-top ultrashort
light source in the extreme ultraviolet for circular dichroism
experiments, Nat. Photon. 9, 93 (2015).

[17] Z.-Y. Chen and A. Pukhov, Bright high-order harmonic gener-
ation with controllable polarization from a relativistic plasma
mirror, Nat. Commun. 7, 12515 (2016).

[18] G. Ma, W. Yu, M. Y. Yu, B. Shen, and L. Veisz, Intense cir-
cularly polarized attosecond pulse generation from relativistic
laser plasmas using few-cycle laser pulses, Opt. Express 24,
10057 (2016).

[19] E. Allaria, B. Diviacco, C. Callegari, P. Finetti, B. Mahieu, J.
Viefhaus, M. Zangrando, G. De Ninno, G. Lambert, E. Ferrari,
J. Buck, M. Ilchen, B. Vodungbo, N. Mahne, C. Svetina, C.
Spezzani, S. Di Mitri, G. Penco, M. Trovó, W. M. Fawley, P.
R. Rebernik, D. Gauthier, C. Grazioli, M. Coreno, B. Ressel,
A. Kivimäki, T. Mazza, L. Glaser, F. Scholz, J. Seltmann, P.
Gessler, J. Grünert, A. De Fanis, M. Meyer, A. Knie, S. P.
Moeller, L. Raimondi, F. Capotondi, E. Pedersoli, O. Plekan,
M. B. Danailov, A. Demidovich, I. Nikolov, A. Abrami, J.
Gautier, J. Lüning, P. Zeitoun, and L. Giannessi, Control of the
Polarization of a Vacuum-Ultraviolet, High-Gain, Free-Electron
Laser, Phys. Rev. X 4, 041040 (2014).

[20] A. A. Lutman, J. P. MacArthur, M. Ilchen, A. O. Lindahl,
J. Buck, R. N. Coffee, G. L. Dakovski, L. Dammann, Y.
Ding, H. A. Dürr, L. Glaser, J. Grünert, G. Hartmann, N.

023413-8

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.3535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.3535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.3535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.68.3535
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.766
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.766
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.766
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.70.766
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.256
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.256
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.256
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2010.256
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.108
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.108
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.108
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.108
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.043827
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.043827
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.043827
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.92.043827
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.123001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.123001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.123001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.123001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/10/10LT01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/10/10LT01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/10/10LT01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/10/10LT01
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.133902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.133902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.133902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.117.133902
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.153001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.153001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.153001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.153001
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.293
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.293
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.293
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.293
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519666112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519666112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519666112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1519666112
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501333
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501333
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501333
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1501333
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7167
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7167
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7167
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms7167
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.181
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.181
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.181
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2015.181
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0145-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0145-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0145-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41566-018-0145-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.314
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.314
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.314
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2014.314
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12515
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12515
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12515
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms12515
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.010057
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.010057
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.010057
https://doi.org/10.1364/OE.24.010057
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.041040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.041040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.041040
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.4.041040


POLARIZATION TAGGING OF TWO-PHOTON DOUBLE … PHYSICAL REVIEW A 99, 023413 (2019)

Hartmann, D. Higley, K. Hirsch, Y. I. Levashov, A. Marinelli, T.
Maxwell, A. Mitra, S. Moeller, T. Osipov, F. Peters, M. Planas,
I. Shevchuk, W. F. Schlotter, F. Scholz, J. Seltmann, J. Viefhaus,
P. Walter, Z. R. Wolf, Z. Huang, and H.-D. Nuhn, Polarization
control in an x-ray free-electron laser, Nat. Photon. 10, 468
(2016).

[21] C. von Korff Schmising, D. Weder, T. Noll, B. Pfau, M.
Hennecke, C. Strüber, I. Radu, M. Schneider, S. Staeck, C. M.
Günther, J. Lüning, A. E. D. Merhe, J. Buck, G. Hartmann,
J. Viefhaus, R. Treusch, and S. Eisebitt, Generating circularly
polarized radiation in the extreme ultraviolet spectral range at
the free-electron laser FLASH, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 88, 053903
(2017).

[22] J. Ngoko Djiokap, S. Hu, L. Madsen, N. Manakov, A.
Meremianin, and A. F. Starace, Electron Vortices in Photoion-
ization by Circularly Polarized Attosecond Pulses, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115, 113004 (2015).

[23] D. Pengel, S. Kerbstadt, D. Johannmeyer, L. Englert, T. Bayer,
and M. Wollenhaupt, Electron Vortices in Femtosecond Multi-
photon Ionization, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 053003 (2017).

[24] J. Feist, S. Nagele, R. Pazourek, E. Persson, B. I. Schneider, L.
A. Collins, and J. Burgdörfer, Nonsequential two-photon double
ionization of helium, Phys. Rev. A 77, 043420 (2008).

[25] J. Feist, S. Nagele, R. Pazourek, E. Persson, B. I. Schneider, L.
A. Collins, and J. Burgdörfer, Probing Electron Correlation via
Attosecond xuv Pulses in the Two-Photon Double Ionization of
Helium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 063002 (2009).

[26] R. Pazourek, J. Feist, S. Nagele, E. Persson, B. I. Schneider, L.
A. Collins, and J. Burgdörfer, Universal features in sequential
and nonsequential two-photon double ionization of helium,
Phys. Rev. A 83, 053418 (2011).

[27] J. Feist, S. Nagele, C. Ticknor, B. I. Schneider, L. A. Collins,
and J. Burgdörfer, Attosecond Two-Photon Interferometry for
Doubly Excited States of Helium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 093005
(2011).

[28] R. Pazourek, S. Nagele, and J. Burgdörfer, Probing time-
ordering in two-photon double ionization of helium on the
attosecond time scale, J. Phys. B 48, 061002 (2015).

[29] S. Laulan and H. Bachau, Correlation effects in two-photon
single and double ionization of helium, Phys. Rev. A 68, 013409
(2003).

[30] Z. Zhang, L.-Y. Peng, M.-H. Xu, A. F. Starace, T. Morishita, and
Q. Gong, Two-photon double ionization of helium: Evolution
of the joint angular distribution with photon energy and two-
electron energy sharing, Phys. Rev. A 84, 043409 (2011).

[31] S. X. Hu, J. Colgan, and L. A. Collins, Triple-differential cross-
sections for two-photon double ionization of He near threshold,
J. Phys. B 38, L35 (2005).

[32] A. S. Kheifets and I. A. Ivanov, Convergent close-coupling
calculations of two-photon double ionization of helium, J. Phys.
B 39, 1731 (2006).

[33] A. Palacios, T. N. Rescigno, and C. W. McCurdy, Two-Electron
Time-Delay Interference in Atomic Double Ionization by At-
tosecond Pulses, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 253001 (2009).

[34] A. Palacios, D. A. Horner, T. N. Rescigno, and C. W. McCurdy,
Two-photon double ionization of the helium atom by ultrashort
pulses, J. Phys. B 43, 194003 (2010).

[35] A. Palacios, T. N. Rescigno, and C. W. McCurdy, Time-
dependent treatment of two-photon resonant single and double

ionization of helium by ultrashort laser pulses, Phys. Rev. A 79,
033402 (2009).

[36] J. Ngoko Djiokap, N. Manakov, A. Meremianin, S. Hu,
L. Madsen, and A. F. Starace, Nonlinear Dichroism in Back-
to-Back Double Ionization of He by an Intense Elliptically
Polarized Few-Cycle Extreme Ultraviolet Pulse, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 113, 223002 (2014).

[37] M. S. Pindzola, Y. Li, and J. Colgan, Multiphoton double
ionization of helium using femtosecond laser pulses, J. Phys.
B 49, 215603 (2016).

[38] J. M. Ngoko-Djiokap and A. F. Starace, Doubly-excited state
effects on two-photon double ionization of helium by time-
delayed, oppositely circularly-polarized attosecond pulses,
J. Opt. 19, 124003 (2017).

[39] J. Ullrich, R. Moshammer, A. Dorn, R. Dörner, L. P. H.
Schmidt, and H. Schmidt-Böcking, Recoil-ion and electron mo-
mentum spectroscopy: Reaction-microscopes, Rep. Prog. Phys.
66, 1463 (2003).

[40] K. Henrichs, S. Eckart, A. Hartung, D. Trabert, J. Rist, H. Sann,
M. Pitzer, M. Richter, H. Kang, M. S. Schöffler, M. Kunitski,
T. Jahnke, and R. Dörner, Experimental evidence for selection
rules in multiphoton double ionization of helium and neon,
Phys. Rev. A 97, 031405 (2018).

[41] K. Henrichs, S. Eckart, A. Hartung, D. Trabert, K. Fehre, J.
Rist, H. Sann, M. Pitzer, M. Richter, H. Kang, M. S. Schöffler,
M. Kunitski, T. Jahnke, and R. Dörner, Multiphoton double
ionization of helium at 394 nm: A fully differential experiment,
Phys. Rev. A 98, 043405 (2018).

[42] M. S. Pindzola, F. Robicheaux, S. D. Loch, J. C. Berengut, T.
Topcu, J. Colgan, M. Foster, D. C. Griffin, C. P. Ballance, D.
R. Schultz, T. Minami, N. R. Badnell, M. C. Witthoeft, D. R.
Plante, D. M. Mitnik, J. A. Ludlow, and U. Kleiman, The time-
dependent close-coupling method for atomic and molecular
collision processes, J. Phys. B 40, R39 (2007).

[43] J. Colgan and M. S. Pindzola, Core-Excited Resonance En-
hancement in the Two-Photon Complete Fragmentation of He-
lium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 173002 (2002).

[44] T. N. Rescigno and C. W. McCurdy, Numerical grid methods
for quantum-mechanical scattering problems, Phys. Rev. A 62,
032706 (2000).

[45] C. W. McCurdy, D. A. Horner, and T. N. Rescigno, Practical
calculation of amplitudes for electron-impact ionization, Phys.
Rev. A 63, 022711 (2001).

[46] B. I. Schneider and L. A. Collins, The discrete variable method
for the solution of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation,
J. Non-Cryst. Solids 351, 1551 (2005).

[47] B. I. Schneider, L. A. Collins, and S. X. Hu, Parallel solver for
the time-dependent linear and nonlinear Schrödinger equation,
Phys. Rev. E 73, 036708 (2006).

[48] T. J. Park and J. C. Light, Unitary quantum time evolution by
iterative Lanczos reduction, J. Chem. Phys. 85, 5870 (1986).

[49] E. S. Smyth, J. S. Parker, and K. T. Taylor, Numerical inte-
gration of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation for laser-
driven helium, Comput. Phys. Commun. 114, 1 (1998).

[50] C. Leforestier, R. H. Bisseling, C. Cerjan, M. D. Feit, R.
Friesner, A. Guldberg, A. Hammerich, G. Jolicard, W. Karrlein,
H. D. Meyer, N. Lipkin, O. Roncero, and R. Kosloff, A com-
parison of different propagation schemes for the time dependent
Schrödinger equation, J. Comput. Phys. 94, 59 (1991).

023413-9

https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2016.79
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2016.79
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2016.79
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphoton.2016.79
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4983056
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4983056
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4983056
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4983056
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.113004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.113004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.113004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.113004
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.053003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.053003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.053003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.053003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.043420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.043420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.043420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.77.043420
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.063002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.063002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.063002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.063002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.053418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.053418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.053418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.83.053418
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.093005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.093005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.093005
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.093005
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/48/6/061002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/48/6/061002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/48/6/061002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/48/6/061002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.013409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.013409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.013409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.68.013409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.043409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.043409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.043409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.84.043409
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/38/1/L05
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/38/1/L05
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/38/1/L05
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/38/1/L05
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/39/7/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/39/7/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/39/7/015
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/39/7/015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.253001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.253001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.253001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.253001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/43/19/194003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/43/19/194003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/43/19/194003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/43/19/194003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.79.033402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.79.033402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.79.033402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.79.033402
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.223002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.223002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.223002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.223002
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/21/215603
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/21/215603
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/21/215603
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/49/21/215603
https://doi.org/10.1088/2040-8986/aa8fc0
https://doi.org/10.1088/2040-8986/aa8fc0
https://doi.org/10.1088/2040-8986/aa8fc0
https://doi.org/10.1088/2040-8986/aa8fc0
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/66/9/203
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/66/9/203
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/66/9/203
https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/66/9/203
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.031405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.031405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.031405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.97.031405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.043405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.043405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.043405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.98.043405
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/40/7/R01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/40/7/R01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/40/7/R01
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/40/7/R01
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.173002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.173002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.173002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.88.173002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.62.032706
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.62.032706
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.62.032706
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.62.032706
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.022711
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.022711
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.022711
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.63.022711
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2005.03.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2005.03.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2005.03.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnoncrysol.2005.03.028
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.73.036708
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.73.036708
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.73.036708
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.73.036708
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.451548
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.451548
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.451548
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.451548
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(98)00083-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(98)00083-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(98)00083-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0010-4655(98)00083-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(91)90137-A
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(91)90137-A
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(91)90137-A
https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9991(91)90137-A


STEFAN DONSA et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW A 99, 023413 (2019)

[51] E. Foumouo, P. Antoine, H. Bachau, and B. Piraux, At-
tosecond timescale analysis of the dynamics of two-photon
double ionization of helium, New J. Phys. 10, 025017
(2008).

[52] T. Morishita, S. Watanabe, and C. D. Lin, Attosecond Light
Pulses for Probing Two-Electron Dynamics of Helium in the
Time Domain, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 083003 (2007).

[53] W.-C. Jiang, W.-H. Xiong, T.-S. Zhu, L.-Y. P. Peng, and Q.
Gong, Double ionization of He by time-delayed attosecond
pulses, J. Phys. B 47, 091001 (2014).

[54] D. A. Horner, F. Morales, T. N. Rescigno, F. Martín, and C. W.
McCurdy, Two-photon double ionization of helium above and
below the threshold for sequential ionization, Phys. Rev. A 76,
030701 (2007).

023413-10

https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/10/2/025017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/10/2/025017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/10/2/025017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1367-2630/10/2/025017
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.083003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.083003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.083003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.083003
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/47/9/091001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/47/9/091001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/47/9/091001
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-4075/47/9/091001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.030701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.030701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.030701
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.76.030701



