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We analyze interference processes in atomic ionization induced by a two-color laser with fun-
damental frequency ω and its second harmonic 2ω. The interplay between inter- and intracycle
interference processes give rise to multiphoton peaks which can be named as main or ATI peaks and
sidebands, in analogy to the well-known RABBIT (reconstruction of attosecond harmonic beating
by interference of two-photon transitions). We use the saddle point approximation (SPA) to extract
the complex ionization times of the interfering electron trajectories. Changing the relative phase
between the two colors, the doubly differential momentum distribution of emitted electrons can be
controlled. We study the dependence of the electron emission as a function of the relative phase be-
tween the ω and 2ω fields within the strong field approximation (SFA) but beyond the perturbative
regime. We focus on the extraction of the phase delays accounting the electron forward emission
in the direction of the polarized electric fields. We characterize the time delays in the emission of
electrons for visible frequency of the pump and its first harmonic as a probe [Ti:Sapphire laser (800
nm) together with the first harmonic (400 nm)] for a typical ω − 2ω configuration for argon ion-
ization. We find excellent agreement between our SPA results and the corresponding SFA (without
any further approximation) and also with previous perturbative theories.

PACS numbers: 32.80.Rm,32.80.Fb,03.65.Sq

I. INTRODUCTION

Photoionization is defined as the detachment of one or
multiple electrons from a system, such as an atomic or
molecular ion, a cluster, or a solid, due to the electromag-
netic force exerted by external radiation. Two different
pictures has been widely used to depict the photoioniza-
tion process. On one hand, the exiting electron tunnels
through the barrier formed by the parent structure and
the external field when the time that the electron trav-
els through the barrier is longer than the time variation
of the external field (situation known as the tunneling
regime). And on the other hand, when the variation of
the external field is very rapid, tunneling is not possible
and photoionization proceeds through the absorption of
one or several photons allowing the target gain energy up
to the continuum near threshold or even higher (situation
known as the multiphoton regime) [1–3]. First experi-
ments used rather weak lasers, for which, the ionization
processes were deep in the multiphoton regime [4]. The-
ories accompanying these experiments were firstly per-
turbative [5, 6] but, as irradiance of laser beams grew,
these perturbation theories became obsolete and a new
paradigm was necessary [7–9]. Based on rather simple
pictures of the photoionization processes like the simple-
man’s model (SMM) or the strong field approximation
(SFA), interference structures in photoelectron spectra
have been identified as a diffraction pattern from a time
grating composed of inter- and intracycle interferences
[10–13]. Whereas the intercycle interferences give rise
to multiphoton peaks, intracycle interferences lead to a
modulation of the ATI spectrum offering information on

the subcycle ionization dynamics [11, 14, 15].

Metrology of atomic processes became accessible
through pump-probe techniques such as attosecond
streaking [16–18] and RABBIT (reconstruction of at-
tosecond harmonic beating by interference of two-photon
transitions) [19–21]. These techniques involve lasers of at
least two very different frequencies: Electrons are emit-
ted due to the absorption of an XUV field and probed
by a moderately intense field in the near-infrared re-
gion of the electromagnetic spectrum. In this way, it
was possible to measure phase shifts compatible with at-
tosecond delays for noble gas atoms [22–25]. For attosec-
ond streaking, the oscillating probe field moves classically
the electron previously freed by the pump field, produc-
ing gains and losses of its final kinetic energy [16, 26].
In RABBIT, ionization is given by two consecutive high
harmonics fields of odd parity followed by absorption or
emission of a photon with the fundamental frequency.
By analyzing the interference between these two ioniza-
tion paths, the intrinsic phase shifts in above threshold
ionization (ATI) spectra could be extracted by means
of second-order perturbative calculations [27] or by ana-
lyzing the asymptotic behavior of the scattered electron
wave packet from numerically exact solutions of the time-
dependent Schrödinger equation (TDSE) [28–34].

Strong-field ionization by laser fields with commensu-
rate frequencies and well-defined relative phase permits
the tune and control of the emission process [14, 15, 35–
37]. ATI by laser pulses using the fundamental compo-
nent and one of its harmonics were investigated [35, 37,
38] and applied for controlled ionization [39–41], dichro-
ism [42, 43], orientation of molecules [44], and control of
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interference fringes in the electron momentum distribu-
tion [14, 15]. The temporal shape of the two-color field
is determined by the intensities of the two components
and their relative phase. Coherent phase control refers
to the manipulations of some physical processes through
the relative phase [37]. The concept of phase shifts and
time delays in RABBIT has been extended by Zipp et al.
[45] for two-color (ω− 2ω) lasers with controlled relative
phase. Very recently, we have theoretically explored the
extraction of ω−2ω phase delays by means of the ab initio
solution of the TDSE and also through the development
of a perturbation theory [46].

In this work, we developed a non-perturbation theory
of the electronic photoemission process in atomic argon
due to a two-color (ω− 2ω) linearly polarized short laser
pulse in the multiphoton regime. In Sec. II, we introduce
the general theory based on the saddle point approxima-
tion (SPA) to calculate the ionization time of each in-
terfering electron trajectory, firstly analyzing one-color
ionization and then the ω − 2ω setup. Different inter-
ference structures of the doubly differential momentum
distribution are analyzed. We focus on the extraction of
the phase shifts using directional emission in the forward
direction. We show that our SPA results are in excellent
agreement with the results of the SFA (without any fur-
ther approximation) and also the perturbation theories
in the literature [46, 47]. We make our final remarks in
Sec. III. Atomic units (e = ~ = me = 1 a.u.) are used
throughout unless stated otherwise.

II. NON-PERTURBATIVE STRONG-FIELD
APPROXIMATION

In general, ionization of an atomic system by a lin-
early polarized laser pulse can be considered in the single-
active-electron approximation. The TDSE then reads

i
∂

∂t
|ψ(t)〉 = [H0 +Hint(t)] |ψ(t)〉 , (1)

where H0 = ~p2/2 + V (r) is the time-independent atomic
Hamiltonian, whose first term corresponds to the electron
kinetic energy and its second term to the electron-core
Coulomb interaction. In Eq. (1), Hint(t) corresponds to
the interaction hamiltonian between the atomic system
and the external radiation field. Because of the presence
of the external laser field, the electron initially bound in
an atomic state |φi〉 can either remain in the same state,
be excited to another atomic bound state, or be emitted

to a final continuum state |φf 〉 with final momentum ~k
and energy E = k2/2. In the latter case, we call the pro-
cess photoionization and the transition amplitude within
the time-dependent distorted wave theory in the prior
form is expressed as [48, 49]

Tif = −i
∫ +∞

−∞
dt 〈χ−f (~r, t)|Hint(~r, t)|φi(~r, t)〉, (2)

where φi(~r, t) = ϕi(~r) e
iIpt is the initial atomic state with

ionization potential Ip and χ−f (~r, t) is the distorted final

state. Eq. (2) is exact as far as the final channel χ−f (~r, t)

is the exact solution of Eq. (1), within the dipole approx-
imation. Throughout this paper, we will be considering
linearly polarized laser fields (in the ẑ direction).

Several degrees of approximation have been considered
in the literature to solve Eq. (2). The widest known one
is the strong field approximation (SFA), which neglects
the Coulomb distortion (in the final channel) produced
on the ejected-electron state due to its interaction with
the residual ion and discard the influence of the laser
field in the initial ground state and the depletion of the
ground state [8, 50]. The SFA consists in approximating
the distorted final state with the solution of the TDSE
for a free electron in an electromagnetic field, namely, a
Volkov function [51], i.e., χ−f (~r, t) = χVf (~r, t), where

χVf (~r, t) =
1

(2π)3/2
exp{i[~k + ~A(t)] · ~r}

× exp

{
i

2

∫ ∞
t

[~k + ~A(t′)]2dt′
}

(3)

the vector potential due to the total external field is de-

fined as ~A(t) = −
∫ t
−∞ dt′ ~F (t′), and ~F (t) denotes the

external laser field. The final Volkov function in Eq. (3)
is calculated within the length gauge, i.e., Hint(~r, t) =
~F (t) · ~r.

Therefore, T -matrix in Eq. (2) can be written as

Tif =

∫ +∞

−∞
`(t) eiS(t) dt, (4)

where

`(t) = −i ~F (t) · ~d
[
~k + ~A(t)

]
and

S(t) = −
∫ ∞
t

dt′


[
~k + ~A(t′)

]2
2

+ Ip

 (5)

with the dipole transition moment defined as ~d(~v) =
(2π)−3/2〈ei~v·~r|~r|ϕi(~r)〉, and S(t) is the Volkov action.

We assume that the pump field is composed of 2N
optical cycles each of duration T = 2π/ω. Then,

Tif =

∫ NT

0

`(t)eiS(t) dt

=

N−1∑
j=0

∫ (j+1)T

jT

`(t)eiS(t)dt. (6)

We consider now a general electric field (and vector po-
tential) with a smooth envelope with a central flat-top

region where both ~F (t) and ~A(t) are oscillating with pe-
riod T . From Eq. (5), it is straightforward to realize that
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S(t)− at is a time-oscillating function with the same pe-
riod of the laser field and vector potential,

S(t+ jT ) = S(t) + ajT, (7)

where

a =
k2

2
+ Ip + Up, (8)

and Up =
∫ t+T
t

dt′A(t′)2. In light of the periodicity prop-
erties of the action in Eq. (7) and that `(t+ jT ) = `(t),
the transition matrix Tif in Eq. (4) can be written in
terms of the contribution of the first fundamental cycle
or unit cell [13, 52],

Tif =

N−1∑
j=0

∫ (j+1)T

jT

`(t+ jT )eiS(t+jT )dt

=

N−1∑
j=0

eiajT
∫ T

0

`(t)eiS(t)dt

=
sin (aTN/2)

sin (aT/2)
e(iaT (2N−1)/2)I(~k). (9)

From the absolute value of the transition matrix we can
extract probabilistic information, like the doubly differ-
ential momentum distribution or the angle resolved pho-
toelectron spectrum. Because of the azimuthal symme-
try, the electron distribution can be expressed in terms of
only two physical magnitudes, i.e., the final electron mo-
mentum parallel kz and transversal kρ to the field polar-
ization direction or, alternatively, the final kinetic energy
E and the final polar emission angle θ:

|Tif |2 =
dP

2πkρdkρdkz
=

dP

2π
√

2E dE d(cos θ)
. (10)

The factor I(~k) =
∫ T

0
`(t)eiS(t′)dt′ in Eq. (9) cor-

responds to the contribution into one optical cycle of

the ω field and |I(~k)|2 is known in the literature as
the intracycle contribution to the ionization probability
[49, 52, 53]. Thus, the photoelectron spectrum (PES) can

be expressed as a product of the intracycle factor |I(~k)|2
and the intercycle factor (sin (aTN/2)/ sin (aT/2))

2
, be-

ing the latter the result of the phase interference arising
from the N different optical cycles of the field [11–13].
We want to point out that Eq. (9) is a mere consequence
of the periodicity of the transition matrix with no further
approximations, except for a flat-top pulse [52].

Finite maxima are reached at the zeroes of the denomi-
nator of the intercycle factor (sin (aTN/2)/ sin (aT/2))

2
,

i.e., the energy values satisfying aT/2 = nπ, since the
numerator also cancels out at these points. Such max-
ima are recognized as the multiphoton peaks of the PES.
They occur when

En = nω − Ip − Up, (11)

where we have used Eq. (8). In fact, when N → ∞,
the intercycle factor becomes a series of delta functions,

i.e.,
∑
n δ(E−En), satisfying the conservation of energy.

Instead, for finite pulse durations τ = NT (composed
of N cycles), each multiphoton peak has a width ∆E ∼
2π/NT , fulfilling the uncertainty relation ∆Eτ ∼ 2π.

The intracycle amplitude I(~k) =
∫ T

0
`(t)eiS(t′)dt′ in

Eq. (9) can be calculated either numerically (SFA) or
within the saddle point approximation (SPA). In the lat-
ter, the intracycle amplitude can be regarded as a su-
perposition of all electron trajectories within any optical

cycle or unit cell with final momentum ~k

I(~k) '
∑
β

`(tβ)
eiS(tβ)∣∣∣S̈(tβ)

∣∣∣1/2 , (12)

each starting at a complex ionization times tβ fulfilling

the saddle equation Ṡ(tβ) = 0 (where the dot denotes the
time derivative), i.e.,[

~k + ~A(tβ)
]2

2
+ Ip = 0. (13)

In general, solutions of Eq. (13) come in pairs (tβ , t
∗
β),

where the star means complex conjugate. From each cou-
ple, we select only the solution with positive imaginary
part to avoid spurious exponential growth of probabili-
ties and only keep exponential decays when calculating
exp [iS(tβ)] = exp {iRe [S(tβ)]} exp {− Im [S(tβ)]} in Eq.
(12). The SMM considers real ionization times by ne-
glecting Ip and the perpendicular momentum reducing
Eq. (13) to kz +A(tβ) = 0.

A. One color photoionization

For the case of atomic photoionization by a one color

field ~F (t) = Ff(t) cos(ωt+φ) ẑ with f(t) a smooth func-
tion between 0 and 1 mimicking the pulse envelope, ẑ
the polarization direction, and F the field strength, the
action can be calculated from Eq. (5) as

S0(t) = at+ b cos(ωt) + c sin(2ωt), (14)

where a is given by Eq. (8), b = F/ω2ẑ · ~k, c = −Up/2ω,
and the ponderomotive energy is Up = (F/(2ω))2. We
denote S0 the one-color action just to distinguish it from
the two-color action in the next subsection.

From Eq. (13), two ionization times can be analytically
calculated with the following expressions

t1 =
1

ω
sin−1

[ω
F

(
kz + i

√
2Ip + k2

ρ

)]
,

t2 =
π

ω
− t∗1, (15)

for kz ≥ 0 and,

t1 =
π

ω
+

1

ω
sin−1

[ω
F

(
kz + i

√
2Ip + k2

ρ

)]
,

t2 =
3π

ω
− t∗1, (16)
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FIG. 1. Complex saddle times t1 and t2 as a function of the
longitudinal momentum kz for k⊥ = 0 for one-color ioniza-
tion. In solid (dash) lines the results of the SPA (SMM, in-
cluding an ionization potential of 10−6 to generate the imag-
inary part of the saddle time). (a) In black Re(t1) and in
red Re(t2). (b) In solid (dash) lines the results of the SPA
(SMM) Im(t1) = Im(t2). The yellow region in the kz domain
corresponds to the allowed classical region in the SMM. In
the classical-forbiden region, the imaginary part of the SMM
saddle times increases.

for kz ≤ 0.

We show the real part of t1 and t2 in Fig. 1a and
the imaginary parts in Fig. 1b for an electric field of
strength F = 0.0469 a.u. and frequency ω = 0.114,
for the special case that k⊥ = 0 (forward and back-
ward emission). The SMM times are drawn in dash
line and were calculated by including a tiny ionization
potential Ip = 10−6. The shaded region of longitudinal

momentum |kz| ≤ 2
√
Up corresponds to the classical ac-

cessible region for the electron according to the SMM.
Inside this region Im(t1) = Im(t2) = 0 while outside,
Im(t1) = Im(t2) > 0. In turn, for the SPA, we have used
an ionization potential Ip = 0.58 a.u. (corresponding to
the ground state of atomic argon).

In Fig. 2a we show the intercycle factor
(sin (aTN/2)/ sin (aT/2))

2
with N = 4 as a function of

the longitudinal momentum kz and the perpendicular
momentum k⊥ (whose magnitude is equal to kρ. Isotropic
rings are observed at radii kn =

√
2En, where En are

given by Eq. (11), corresponding to the absorption of n
photons. The intracycle factor is displayed in Fig. 2d
exhibiting a strong angular dependence. The total dou-
bly differential momentum distribution is proportional to
the multiplication of the intercycle and intracycle factors
and is displayed in Fig 2f. In this paper we omit in the

FIG. 2. Doubly differential momentum distribution as a func-
tion of the longitudinal momentum kz and the perpendicular
momentum k⊥ for one-color (2ω) ionization. (a) Intercycle
factor considering 4π/ω periodicity generating ATI and SB
rings, (b) Intercycle factor considering 2π/ω periodicity gen-
erating only ATI rings (of double width), (c) Multiplication of
(a) and (b), the ATI rings are visible but the SB rings disap-
peared since they coincide with the minima of the distribution
in (b). (d) corresponds to the intracycle interference, (e) to
the multiplication of distributions in (d) and (b), and in (f)
the total momentum distribution is displayed (multiplication
of (c) and (d)).

calculations the factor l(t) containing the atomic dipole
moment just to focus on interference aspects of the pho-
toionization processes.

B. Interference in (ω − 2ω) photoionization

The main goal of this work is to extend the well-
known interference structures of electron photoemission
in one-color atomic photoionization to the case of two
colors, where one main frequency (harmonic) doubles the
other (fundamental), i.e., ω − 2ω photoionization emis-
sion, within the SFA. If the fundamental intensity is very
low compared to the intensity of its second harmonic,
some connection between ω − 2ω ionization and RAB-
BIT can be speculated and analyzed showing some sim-
ilarities and some differences [45–47]. In the RABBIT
jargon for even n in Eq. (11), the energy maxima are
named ATI peaks and for odd n they are named side-
bands, but although in our context that denomination
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FIG. 3. Vector potential (red) and electric field (black) along
the polarization axis as a function of time. In solid line
the two-color version and in dash line the one-color version
(switching off the ω terms in Eqs. (17) and (18). (a) for φ = 0,
(b) for φ = π/2, (c) for φ = π, and (d) for φ = 3π/2. Vector
potentials and electric fields are normalized with respect to
their respective one-color version.

of the multiphoton peaks is arbitrary, we will maintain
it for clarity. In general n = n2ω+ nω denotes the ab-
sorption (emission) of a n2ω number of 2ω photons and
absorption (emission) and a nω number of ω photons for
positive (negative) n2ω and nω values. We consider the
two-color electric field of the form

~F (t) = f(t) [F2ω cos (2ωt) + Fω cos(ωt+ φ)] ẑ, (17)

with φ the relative phase of the second harmonic with
respect to the fundamental laser field, f(t) is a smooth
function between 0 and 1 mimicking the pulse envelope,
ẑ is the polarization direction of both fields, and F2ω and
Fω are the field strengths of the second harmonic and
fundamental frequency, respectively. For a long pulse
with adiabatic switch on and off the vector potential can
be written in its central part f(t) ' 1), as

~A(t) = −f(t)

[
F2ω

2ω
sin(2ωt) +

Fω
ω

sin(ωt+ φ)

]
ẑ, (18)

giving rise to a periodicity property of the vector poten-

tial and the electric field, i.e., ~A(t) = ~A(t + 2jπ/ω) and
~F (t) = ~F (t + 2jπ/ω), with j any integer number pro-
vided that f(t+ 2jπ/ω) = 1. For our calculations we use
the same parameters as in Ref. [45] with F2ω = 0.0469
a.u. (I2ω = 8 × 1013 W/cm2) and Fω = 0.00332 a.u.
(Iω = 4 × 1011 W/cm2). In Fig. 3 we show the elec-
tric field in black and the vector potential in red as a
function of time. We have normalized both fields to
the one-color case (Fω = 0) displayed in dotted lines.
As the one-color fields show obviously invariant under
changes of the relative phase, there are small but ap-
preciable changes in the two-color fields. For example,
the one-color fields are π/ω-periodic, whereas the two-
color fields are 2π/ω-periodic. As shown for the one-
color case [11, 12], the correct way to choose the unit cell
corresponding to one optical cycle of the field is from a
root of the vector potential. For the one-color case this
corresponds to, for example, t = 0, whereas this value
changes for the two-color case as a function of the rela-
tive phase φ. For example, considering the roots of the
vector potential closest to the origin as the left border
of the unit cells, they are determined by t ∈ [0, 2π/ω]
(φ = 0 in Fig. 3a), t ∈ [−1.243,−1.243 + 2π/ω] (in a.u.
for φ = π/2 in Fig 3b), t ∈ [0, 2π/ω] (φ = π in Fig. 3c),
and t ∈ [1.243, 1.243 + 2π/ω] (in a.u. for φ = 3/2 in Fig.
3d).

Under the assumption of adiabatic switch on and off,
the action in Eq. (5) can be analytically calculated (in
the central region where f(t) = 1) as

S(t) = at+ b cos(2ωt) + c sin(4ωt) + d cos(ωt+ φ) (19)

+e sin(ωt− φ) + f sin(2ωt+ 2φ) + g sin(3ωt+ φ),

where a is given by Eq. (8), and

b =
F2ω

4ω2
ẑ · ~k, (20)

c = −Up,2
4ω

,

d =
Fω
ω2
ẑ · ~k,

e =
F2ωFω

4ω3
,

f = −Up,1
2ω

,

g = −F2ωFω
12ω3

,

and Up = Up,2 +Up,1 = (F2ω/(4ω))2 +(Fω/(2ω))2 defines
the ponderomotive energy as the addition of the individ-
ual ponderomotive energies of each color. We we have
dropped diverging terms in Eq. (19) since only the ac-
cumulated action, computed as differences of phases, is
relevant. The two-color action of Eq. (19) reduces to the
one-color action of Eq. (14) when either Fω = 0 (since
d = e = f = g = 0) or F2ω = 0 (since b = c = e = 0).
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FIG. 4. Intrahalfcycle factors cos2 (∆S12/2) in (a) and
cos2 (∆S34/2) in (b).

For the case of an ω− 2ω field with weak probe ω field
compared to the harmonic 2ω field, there are four phys-
ical solutions of Eq. (13) per optical cycle (in the unit
cell), i.e., t1, t2, t3, and t4. We have solved all the saddle
times from Eq. (13) numerically by separating their real
and imaginary parts obtaining two coupled equations:

F2ω

2ω
sin (2ωRe tβ) cosh(2ω Im tβ) (21)

+
Fω
ω

sin (ωRe tβ + φ) cosh (ω Im tβ) = kz

F2ω

2ω
cos (2ωRe tβ) sinh(2ω Im tβ) (22)

+
Fω
ω

cos (ωRe tβ + φ) sinh (ω Im tβ) = i
√

2Ip + k2
ρ,

with β = 1, 2, 3, and 4. By neglecting either the first
or the second terms of Eq. (22) and summing the two
equations we recover the saddle times in Eqs. (16) and
(15) for the one-color case.

From Eq. (12), the intracycle amplitude stemming
from the electron trajectories with released times tβ
(β = 1, 2, 3, and 4) is proportional to

4∑
β=1

eiS(tβ) = eiS1,2 cos

[
∆S1,2

2

]
+ eiS3,4 cos

[
∆S3,4

2

]
(23)

where we have omitted the prefactors of each of the terms
corresponding to the electron trajectories departing at
t1, t2, t3, and t4, to highlight the interference patterns.
In Eq. (23) Si,j = [S(ti) + S(tj)] /2 is the average action
between ti and tj and ∆Si,j = S(tj)− S(ti) is the accu-
mulated action between ti and tj . The accumulated ac-
tions ∆S1,2 and ∆S3,4 in the last equation contribute to
the intrahalfcycle interference of the first and second half
cycles. In Fig. 4 we compare the intrahalfcycle factors
of the first and second half cycles. They are similar but
not equal since the vector potential in the first half cy-

cle differs from the second half cycle. As the probe field
is weak compared to the pump field, the intrahalfcycle
distributions of Fig. 4 are also similar to the one color
case exhibited in Fig. 2d. Taking the zeroth-order per-
turbation in the probe field (∆S0)1,2 = (∆S0)3,4 ≡ ∆S0,
where ∆S0 denotes the one-color accumulated action in
Eq. (14) . Therefore, the probability,calculated as the
square of the absolute value of the coherent addition of
the four different terms in Eq. (23), can be written as∣∣∣∣∣∣

4∑
β=1

eiS(tβ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

'
∣∣∣eiS1,2 + eiS3,4

∣∣∣2 cos2

[
∆S0

2

]

' 4 cos2

(
∆S

2

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸
interhalfcycle

cos2

[
∆S0

2

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸
intrahalfcycle

, (24)

where ∆S = S3,4 − S1,2. To get Eq. (24) we have con-
sidered the periodicity of S0(t). Eq. (24) shows that the

intracycle factor
∣∣∣I(~k)

∣∣∣2 can be approximately splitted

as two factors: (i) the intrahalfcycle interference pattern
cos2 [∆S0/2] stemming from the interference of the two
electron trajectories released during half optical cycle of
the ω field (or within one optical cycle of the 2ω field)
and (ii) the interhalfcycle interference between the con-
tribution of the two half cycles of the ω field (or between
the two optical cycle of the 2ω field).

If we go back to one-color ionization, i.e., S(t) = S0(t),
which fulfills the periodicity property S0(t + jT/2) =
S0(t) + ajT/2. Then, S3,4 = S1,2 + aT/2, and ∆S =
∆S0 = aT/2 = aπ/ω = (E + Ip + Up)π/ω. Replacing
the energy for its value at the multiphoton peaks in Eq.
(11), then ∆S0 = nπ. Therefore, the intracycle factor
cos (∆S0/2) in Eq. (24) becomes equal to ±1 for even
n (constructive interference for the ATI peaks) and 0 for
odd n (destructive interference for the sidebands). It
can be observed that the odd intercycle rings in Fig 2a
coincide with the minima of the intracycle factor in Fig.
2b. Thus, the sidebands are not formed in Fig. 2c and
Fig. 2f, which simply means that sidebands are only
present when an ω field is applied.

More generally and beyond the last approximation,
complex ionization (saddle) times depend on the longi-
tudinal and transverse momenta, similar to the one color
case. For ω − 2ω ionization, Fig. 5 displays the real
parts of the saddle times t1 (in black), t2 (in green), t3
(in cyan) and t4 (in yellow) as a function of the longitu-
dinal momentum kz for k⊥ = 0 and for relative phases
φ = 0, π/2, π, and 3π/2. The same is displayed for the
imaginary parts of the ionization times. For each value
of kz, the different solutions of Eqs. (22) are very similar
and cannot be distinguished in the figure. In Figs. 6 we
show that the apparent degeneracy with respect of the
relative phase is not such (close up of Fig. 4). Whereas
for kz ≥ 0, Re(t1) are the same for φ = 0 and π and is
zero for kz = 0, it has smaller values for φ = π/2 and
higher values for φ = 3π/2 being the difference of about
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FIG. 5. Complex saddle times t1, t2, t3, and t4 as a func-
tion of the longitudinal momentum kz for k⊥ = 0 for ω − 2ω
ionization. In solid (dash) lines the results of the SPA real
(imaginary) parts for different relative phases φ = 0, φ = π/2,
φ = π, and φ = 3π/2. The variation of both real and imagi-
nary parts of the saddle times with the relative phase is very
small and cannot be discerned in this figure.

1 a.u.. The degeneracy of Re(t1) between φ = 0 and π
is removed for kz < 0 at expenses of a new degeneracy
between φ = π/2 and 3π/2. In Fig 7b, we show that
Re(t2) lying in the second quarter cycle are the same for
φ = π/2 and 3π/2 for kz ≥ 0 whereas it has smaller
values for φ = π and higher values for φ = 0. The degen-
eracy of Re(t2) between φ = π/2 and 3π/2 is removed for
kz < 0 at expenses of a new degeneracy between φ = 0
and π. Re(t3) lying in the third quarter cycle is shown
in Figs. 6c. The degeneracy is the same as for Re(t1)
whereas it has smaller values for φ = 3π/2 and higher
values for φ = π/2 for kz ≥ 0 and the inverse for kz < 0.
Finally, the same is observed for Re(t4) with respect to
Re(t2) in Figs. 6d. We do not analyze the imaginary part
of the ionization times in detail since it is not relevant
for the interference patterns.

In Figs. 7 we show the SPA doubly differential pho-
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FIG. 6. Close up of the real parts of the saddle times of Fig. 4
for different relative phases (a) φ = 0, (b) φ = π/2, (c) φ = π,
and (d) φ = 3π/2.

FIG. 7. Doubly differential momentum distribution as a func-
tion of the longitudinal kz and perpendicular momenta k⊥
for the ω − 2ω ionization within the SPA with relative phase
φ = 0. (a) Intercycle factor, (b) interhalfcycle factor, (c)
multiplication of (a) and (b), (d) intrahalfcycle factor, (e) in-
tracycle factor [multiplication of distributions in (d) and (b)],
and (f) the total momentum distribution [multiplication of
(c) and (d)]. All distributions are normalized.
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toelectron momentum distribution as a function of the
longitudinal momentum kz and the perpendicular mo-
mentum k⊥ for zero relative phase (φ = 0) between the
two colors. The intercycle interference pattern for N = 4
displays in Figs. 7a a set of multiphoton (ATI and side-
bands) peaks. The number of minima between consecu-
tive multiphoton rings is N−1 = 3. This factor is practi-
cally the same as the one-color intercycle factor in Fig. 2a
with an almost imperceptible difference stemming from
the inclusion of the ponderomotive energy of the ω field,
which is Up,1 = 8.5 × 10−4 (2% of Up,2). The intercycle
factor is also independent of the electron emission an-
gle and the relative phase φ. The interhalfycle factor in
Figs. 7b also consists in a set of concentric rings, but the
isotropy is lost and the rings appear slightly stretched
along the longitudinal momentum. Therefore, the min-
ima of the intracycle rings do not perfectly match with
the sidebands of the intercycle factor in Figs. 7a and
thus, they survive when one multiply the inter- and in-
tracycle factors as shown in Figs. 7c, unlike the one-color
case. In Figs. 7d we show the intrahalfcycle factor cal-
culated as the intrahalfcycle of the one color case, i.e.,
cos2 [(∆S0) /2]. Therefore, the intrahalfcycle pattern is
independent of the relative phase φ. The intracycle pat-
tern (multiplication of the interhalf- and intrahalfcycle
patterns) is shown in Figs. 7e. The quasi-isotropic in-
tracycle factor appears modulated by the highly angle-
dependent intrahalfcycle pattern (or viceversa). The to-
tal emission pattern is the multiplication of the inter-
(Figs. 7a) and intracycle (Figs. 7d) (see Fig. 7f). ATI
peaks and sidebands of Figs. 7c modulated by the intra-
cycle interference pattern are observed in Figs. 7d.

The doubly differential photoelectron momentum dis-
tribution as a function of the longitudinal momentum kz
and the perpendicular momentum k⊥ for relative phase
φ = π/2 is shown in Figs. 8. The interhalfcycle fac-
tor in Figs. 8a also consists in a set of concentric rings
with a discontinuity for kz = 0 since the the vector po-
tential is not antisymmetric (with respect to the middle
of the unit cell) as in the case of φ = 0 (see Fig. 3b).
Such discontinuities are an artifact of the SPA and also
appears for laser assisted photoionization emission (two
colors with one frequency much higher than the other)
[54, 55]. Again, the minima of the interhalfcycle rings
do not match with the sidebands of the intercycle factor
in Figs. 7a and thus, they survive when one multiply
the inter- and interhalfcycle factors (see Fig. 8b). The
intracycle factor in Fig 8c inherits the discontinuity of
the interhalfcycle factor of Figs. 8a. The total emission
pattern is the multiplication of the inter- (Figs. 7a) and
intracycle (Figs. 8c) patterns (see Fig. 8d).

Despite the case of φ = π/2, for φ = π the two half
cycles have the same duration and the interhalfcycle dis-
tribution is continuous as displayed in Figs. 9a (as for
φ = 0). The multiplication of the intercycle factor of
Figs. 7a and the interhalfcycle factor of Figs. 9a is dis-
played in Figs. 9b exhibiting all ATIs and sidebands. In
Figs. 9c the intracycle pattern is displayed. The total

FIG. 8. Doubly differential momentum distribution as a func-
tion of the longitudinal momentum kz and the perpendicular
momentum k⊥ for the ω− 2ω ionization within the SPA with
relative phase φ = π/2. (a) interhalfcycle factor, (b) multipli-
cation of the intercycle factor in Fig 7a and the interhalfcycle
factor in Figs. 8a, (c) intracycle factor (multiplication of the
intrahalfcycle factor in Figs. 7d and the interhalfcycle of Figs.
8a), and (d) total distribution calculated as the multiplication
of the intercycle factor in Figs. 7a and the intracycle factor
in Figs. 8c. All distributions are normalized.

FIG. 9. Doubly differential momentum distribution as a func-
tion of the longitudinal momentum kz and the perpendicular
momentum k⊥ for the ω− 2ω ionization within the SPA with
relative phase φ = π.(a) interhalfcycle factor, (b) multiplica-
tion of the intercycle factor in Fig 7a and the interhalfcycle
factor in Figs. 9a, (c) intracycle factor (multiplication of the
intrahalfcycle factor in Figs. 7d and the interhalfcycle of Figs.
9a), and (d) total distribution calculated as the multiplication
of the intercycle factor in Figs. 7a and the intracycle factor
in Figs. 9c. All distributions are normalized.
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FIG. 10. Doubly differential momentum distribution as a
function of the longitudinal momentum kz and the perpen-
dicular momentum k⊥ for the ω − 2ω ionization within the
SPA with relative phase φ = 3π/2. (a) interhalfcycle factor,
(b) multiplication of the intercycle factor in Fig 7a and the
interhalfcycle factor in Fig. 10a, (c) intracycle factor (mul-
tiplication of the intrahalfcycle factor in Figs. 7d and the
interhalfcycle of Fig. 10a), and (d) total distribution calcu-
lated as the multiplication of the intercycle factor in Figs. 7a
and the intracycle factor in Fig. 10c. All distributions are
normalized.

momentum distribution for φ = π is shown in Figs. 9d.
For φ = 3π/2 the first half cycle of the vector potential
is shorter than its second half cycle, thus, bigger intra-
cycle rings yield for positive kz, as shown in Fig. 10a,
instead of for negative kz in the case for φ = π/2. The
multiplication of the intercycle factor of Figs. 7a and the
interhalfcycle factor of Figs. 10a is displayed in Fig. 10b,
which shows ATIs and sidebands. In Fig. 10c the intra-
cycle interference pattern exhibits again a discontinuity
like the case of φ = π/2 in Figs. 8c. The total momentum
distribution for φ = 3π/2 is shown in Fig. 10d.

In order to test the validity of the SPA, we perform
the time integral in Eq. (4) numerically within the
SFA [49, 56, 57]. For the sake of simplicity, we model
the atomic argon as a hydrogen-like atom with effective
charge Zeff =

√
2n2IP , where n is the principal quan-

tum number of the initial state, in this case n = 3 and
the initial orbital quantum number is l = 1 (p-state)
[58]. This effective charge ensures the ionization poten-
tial to be taken into account properly and, consequently,
the intercycle fringes in the electron spectra to be sit-
uated at the energy values of Eq. (11). We consider
an electric field with a ramp on and ramp off of dura-
tion 2π/ω each and a flat-top region of duration 4π/ω.
In Fig. 12 we show the doubly differential momentum
distribution for relative phase φ = 0 in (a), φ = π/2
in (b), φ = π in (c), and φ = 3π/2 in (d). In order
to highlight the interference patterns we have multiplied
the momentum distribution by exp(10E) and plotted in

FIG. 11. Doubly differential momentum distribution as a
function of the longitudinal momentum kz and the perpen-
dicular momentum k⊥ for the ω − 2ω ionization within the
SFA with relative phase φ = 0 in (a), φ = π/2 in (b), φ = π
in (c), and φ = 3π/2 in (d). In order to highlight the interfer-
ence patterns we have multiplied the momentum distribution
by exp(10E) and plotted in logarithmic scale.

logarithmic scale to neutralize the exponential decay of
the SFA as a function of the energy. The intercycle inter-
ference pattern appeared as concentric rings situated at√

2En, whereas the intracycle interference pattern does it
with the shape of waning and waxing moons (depending
on the sign of kz). Whereas distributions for φ = 0 and
π in Figs 12a and 12c exhibit forward-backward symme-
try, the momentum distribution for φ = π/2 results in a
small asymmetry enhancing forward emission and, con-
trary, the momentum distribution for φ = 3π/2 results in
a small asymmetry enhancing backward emission. The
agreement between the SPA distributions in Figs. 8f, 9f,
10f, and 11f and the SFA distributions in Figs. 11 is very
good. Some differences for the angular distribution near
threshold stem from the effect of the dipole matrix ele-
ment (from a p-state to the continuum) in the SFA, which
has been disregarded within the SPA. We have checked
this performing calculations for a hydrogenic atom from
a fictitious 1s state with Ip = 0.58 (not shown).

C. Phase delays in ω − 2ω ionization

In order to get a simple close form, and considering
that ionization takes place at times near the extremes of
the electric field [Eq. (17)], at zeroth-order perturbation,
these ionization times are tj = (j − 1)π/(2ω) with j =
1, 2, 3, and 4. After a bit of algebra the accumulated
action becomes
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FIG. 12. SPA intracycle interference for ATI peaks and side-
bands and their respective perturbative prediction both given
by Eqs. (26) and (27) as a function of relative phases φ (lower
axis) and φ′ (upper axis) for χ = 0.5. ATI maximizes at
φ = 0.25π and 1.25π (φ′ = 3π and π), whereas sidebands
maximizes at φ = 0.75π and 1.75π (φ′ = 2π and 0)

∆S = nπ + (−d− e+ g) (cosφ− sinφ) (25)

= nπ + 2χ cos (φ+ π/4) ,

where χ = (−d− e+ g) /
√

2 =

−Fω
(
kz/ω

2 + F2ω/(3ω
3)
)
/
√

2.
For an ATI peak, n is even then replacing Eq. (25) into

Eq. (24) we demonstrate that the intracycle interference
probability factor cos2

(
∆S
2

)
is equal to

cos2[χ cos (φ+ π/4)] ' 1−χ
2

2
+
χ2

2
cos [2(φ+ 3π/4)]+O(χ4),

(26)
where in the last term we have performed a series ex-
pansion in terms of the perturbation parameter χ. This
shows that the phase delay of an ATI peak is φ0 =
−3π/4. In Fig. 12 we display the analytical expres-
sion cos2[χ cos (φ+ π/4)] and its first order perturbative
approximation 1− χ2/2 + χ2 cos [2(φ+ 3π/4)] /2 for the
value χ = 0.5 which reproduces the SFA value in [45] and
the perturbative theory in [46].

Instead, for any sideband, n is odd and thus the in-
tracycle interference probability factor cos2

(
∆S
2

)
can be

written as

sin2[χ cos (φ+ π/4)] ' χ2

2
+
χ2

2
cos [2(φ+ π/4)]+O(χ4),

(27)
where in the last term we have performed a series
expansion in terms of the peturbation parameter χ.
This shows that the phase delay of any sideband is
φ0 = −π/4, or equivalently φ′0 = −2 (φ0 + π/4) =
0. In Fig. 12 we display the analytical expression
sin2[χ cos (φ+ π/4)] and its first order perturbative ap-
proximation 1 + χ2 cos [2(φ+ π/4)] /2 for the value χ =

0.5 which reproduces the SFA in [45] and the pertur-
bative theory in [46]. The variation of the probabili-
ties of the ATI peaks and sidebands as a function of
the relative phase φ is small if χ is small, or equiva-
lently, if the probe field is weak. It is worth to notice
from Eqs. (26) and (27) that the probability of ATI
peaks and sidebands as a function of the relative phase
φ have opposite phases (phase difference of π), as ex-
pected. The fact that the addition of the intracycle pat-
tern of ATI and sidebands is unity assures the conserva-
tion of probability. We obtain similar results to the non-
perturbative theory in Ref. [34] for RABBIT. Especially,
Eqs. (26) and (27) are similar to Eqs. (14) and (15)

in [34]. The factor χ ' −αkz (1 + F2ω/(3ωkz)) /
√

2 =

−~αω · ~k
(

1 + ~α2ω · ~k/(3Ez)
)
/
√

2, where ~αω = ~Fω/ω
2,

~α2ω = ~F2ω/ (2ω)
2

represents the quiver vector for the two
different ω and 2ω fields and Ez = k2

z/2. Therefore, it
may be thought that the interhalfcycle interference pat-
tern stem from two point sources

cos2[χ cos (φ+ π/4)] = cos2
[
~k ·
(
~R+ − ~R−

)
/2
]

(ATI)

(28)

sin2[χ cos (φ+ π/4)] = sin2
[
~k ·
(
~R+ − ~R−

)
/2
]

(SB)

at ~R+(−) = ±~αω
(

1 + ~α2ω · ~k/(3Ez)
)

cos (φ+ π/4) /
√

2ẑ,

similar to a diatomic molecule aligned along the po-
larization axis. For the case of the ATIs, these
two point sources emit in phase and constructuve
interference is produced at perpendicular emission;
instead, for sidebands, the two point sources emit in
counterphase, leading to partial destructive interfer-
ence in the perpendicular direction since in this case
χ = −FωF2ω/(3

√
2ω3) and not zero as for the emission

from a diatomic molecule. In Figs. 7c, 8c, 9c, and
10c we observe a minimum as a function of the angle,
whereas ATIs exhibit maxima values.

In Fig. 13 we show the energy spectrum in the forward
direction as a function of the relative phase φ between
the two colors within the SPA. In Fig 13a, we show that
the intercycle factor is independent φ. All multiphoton
peaks (ATIs and sidebands) are present in the intercycle
factor in Fig. 13a with separation of one ω photon energy.
The interhalfcycle factor can be observed as a 2π-periodic
function in Fig. 12b. The separation between interhalf-
cycle maxima corresponds to a 2ω photon energy and
the amplitude of the oscillation increases with energy,
since the accumulated action ∆S in Eq. (25) increases

with kz =
√

2E through the factor χ. The interplay be-
tween the inter- and interhalfcycle interferences is plotted
in Fig. 13c where both ATI peaks and sidebands arise.
From Eq. (11), we see that the first multiphoton peak
just above threshold (En = 0.0038 a.u.) corresponds to
n = 11 and, as it is an odd number, it is a sideband with
φ0 = 3π/4 and 7π/4 (as all sidebands). In turn, ATI
peaks maximize at φ0 = π/4 and 5π/4. This confirms
our prediction of Eqs. (26) and (27) shown in Fig. 12.



11

0 . 0
0 . 1
0 . 2
0 . 3
0 . 4
0 . 5 ( a )  i n t e r

 

 
E (

a.u
.)

( d )  i n t r a h a l f

 

 f o r w a r d  e m i s s i o n

0 . 0

0 . 2 5

0 . 5 0

0 . 7 5

1 . 0

0 . 0
0 . 1
0 . 2
0 . 3
0 . 4
0 . 5

( b )  i n t e r h a l f
 

 

E (
a.u

.)

( e )  i n t r a

 

 

0 . 0 0 . 5 1 . 0 1 . 5 2 . 00 . 0
0 . 1
0 . 2
0 . 3
0 . 4
0 . 5

( c )  i n t e r * i n t e r h a l f

 

 

φ [ π]

E (
a.u

.)

0 . 0 0 . 5 1 . 0 1 . 5 2 . 0

( f )  t o t a l
 

 

φ [ π]
FIG. 13. Energy distribution in the forward direction as a
function of the relative phase φ for the ω − 2ω ionization
within the SPA. (a) Intercycle factor, (b) interhalfcycle factor,
(c) multiplication of (a) and (b), (d) intrahalfcycle factor, (e)
intracycle factor [multiplication of distributions in (b) and
(d)], and (f) the total momentum distribution [multiplication
of (c) and (d)]. All distributions are normalized.

We have also calculated the SFA forward emission
spectrum as a function of the relative phase φ (see Fig.
14). In order to highlight the interference patterns we
have multiplied the momentum distribution by exp(15E)
to neutralize the exponential decay of the SFA as a func-
tion of the energy. One observe a very good agreement
between SFA (Fig. 14) and SPA results (Figs. 13c and
13f). We think that the small deviations of the SFA
from the SPA stem from the inclusion of the starting
and ending ramps. It can be observed a φ-independent
modulation with a minimum about 0.2 a.u. similar to
the intrahalfcycle interference in Fig. 13d, 13e, and 13f.
Besides,there is an anomaly in the alternation of ATIs
and sidebands at energy close to the intrahalfcycle min-
imum at E ∼ 0.25 . This phenomenon could be due to
the cooper minimum stemming from the 3p initial state
of the argon atom.

Another important quantity to map out ionization
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FIG. 14. Energy distribution in the forward direction as a
function of the relative phase φ for the ω − 2ω ionization
within the SFA. In order to highlight the interference patterns
we have multiplied the momentum distribution by exp(15E)

phases in the ω − 2ω protocol is the forward-backward
(θ ↔ π − θ) asymmetry of the photoelectron emission
probability

A(E, φ) =
dP
dE (θ = 0, φ)− dP

dE (θ = π, φ)
dP
dE (θ = 0, φ) + dP

dE (θ = π, φ)
, (29)

where the forward (backward) emission spectra dP
dE (θ =

0, φ) (dPdE (θ = π, φ)) are defined in Eq. (10). In Fig.
29a we show the SPA asymmetry parameter A(E, φ) as
a function of the final electron kinetic energy E and the
relative phase φ. The energy positions of ATIs are marked
with a horizontal grey dash line whereas the position of
sidebands are marked with a white dahline. In Fig. 29d
we show the corresponding asymmetry parameter calcu-
lated within the SFA. At first shight, there are significant
differences between the SPA and SFA results, however,
when one inspect on the asymmetry at the position of
the first ATI (in Fig. 29b) and second sideband (in Fig.
29c), similar oscillatory behaviors are found, maximizing
the ATIs at φ = 0.25π and 1.25π and thee sidebands at
φ = 0.75π and 1.75π.

For a close comparison between our SPA and SFA re-
sults with the perturbative theory developed in Ref. [45]
accompanying an experiment for the ionization of atomic
argon by a ω−2ω and also our recent perturbative theory
developed in Ref. [46], we perform the transformation
t = t′ + φ′/(2ω) − π/(4ω) and φ = −φ′/2 − π/4 in Eq.
(17), becoming the electric field in Eq. (30) equivalent



12

- 0 . 4
- 0 . 2
0 . 0
0 . 2
0 . 4

0 . 0 0 . 5 1 . 0 1 . 5 2 . 0

- 1 . 0
- 0 . 5
0 . 0
0 . 5
1 . 0

0 . 0 0 . 5 1 . 0 1 . 5 2 . 00 . 0

0 . 1

0 . 2

0 . 3

0 . 4

0 . 5

φ [ π]

E (
a.u

.)

( a )  S P A ( d )  S F A
3 2 1 0

φ' [ π]

 

 

as
ym

me
try  S P A

 S F A

( b )  A T I :  E = 0 . 0 6 1
3 2 1 0

φ'  [ π ]

 
φ [ π]

( c )  S B :  E = 0 . 1 1 8
0 . 0 0 . 5 1 . 0 1 . 5 2 . 00 . 0

0 . 1

0 . 2

0 . 3

0 . 4

0 . 5

φ [ π]
E (

a.u
.)

- 1

0

1
3 2 1 0

φ' [ π]

 

FIG. 15. Asymmetry parameter as a function of the energy
E and relative phase φ in (a) for the SPA and (d) for the
SFA. The horizontal dash lines indicate the energy positions
of ATIs (grey) and sidebands (white). In (b) the asymmetry
parameter for the first ATI (at E = 0.061) is plotted for the
SPA and the SFA. In (d) the asymmetry parameter for the
second sideband (at E = 0.118) is plotted for the SPA and
the SFA.

to the following expression [see Eq. (1) of Ref. [45] only
differing in a factor 2 for the definition of the frequencies,
and Eq. (1) of Ref. [46],

~F (t′) = f(t′) [F2ω sin (2ωt′ + φ′) + Fω sin(ωt′)] ẑ, (30)

where we have supposed that the envelope f(t) remains
invariant due to its smoothness as a function of time. In
Eq. (30) φ′ is the relative phase of the second harmonic

with respect to the fundamental laser field. Figs. 5, 13c,
13f, and 15 show that the ATIs maximize at φ0 = π/4 and
5π/4, which is equivalent to φ′0 = −2 (φ0 + π/4) = π, and
3π, whereas the sidebands maximize at φ0 = 3π/4 and
7π/4, which is equivalent to φ′0 = −2 (φ0 + π/4) = 0, and
2π (modulo 2π). Therefore, there are an agreement not
only between our SFA and SPA calculations but also with
our own perturbation theory [46] and the perturbation
theory in Ref. [45].

III. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a non-perturbative strong field the-
ory for the atomic ionization by a linearly polarized
ω − 2ω laser pulse. We have derived the formation of
sidebands as a result of the interplay between inter- and
interhalfcycle interference patterns stemming from the ef-
fect of a ω field with respect to a stronger 2ω component.
We have individualized both interhalf- and intrahalfcycle
interferences conforming the intracycle interference pat-
tern. We show that phase delays calculated within our
SPA agree not only with our SFA calculations but also
with previous perturbation theories [45, 46] extending
their validity to stronger pulses.
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[11] Diego G. Arbó, Kenichi L. Ishikawa, Klaus Schiessl, Emil
Persson, and Joachim Burgdörfer. Intracycle and intercy-
cle interferences in above-threshold ionization: The time
grating. Phys. Rev. A, 81:021403, Feb 2010.
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[16] J. Itatani, F. Quéré, G. L. Yudin, M. Yu. Ivanov,
F. Krausz, and P. B. Corkum. Attosecond streak camera.
Phys. Rev. Lett., 88:173903, Apr 2002.

[17] E. Goulielmakis, M. Uiberacker, R. Kienberger, A. Bal-
tuska, V. Yakovlev, A. Scrinzi, Th. Westerwalbesloh,
U. Kleineberg, U. Heinzmann, M. Drescher, and
F. Krausz. Direct measurement of light waves. Science,
305(5688):1267–1269, 2004.

[18] E. Goulielmakis, V. S. Yakovlev, A. L. Cavalieri,
M. Uiberacker, V. Pervak, A. Apolonski, R. Kien-
berger, U. Kleineberg, and F. Krausz. Attosecond con-
trol and measurement: Lightwave electronics. Science,
317(5839):769–775, 2007.
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[24] D. Guénot, K. Klünder, C. L. Arnold, D. Kroon,
J. M. Dahlström, M. Miranda, T. Fordell, M. Gis-
selbrecht, P. Johnsson, J. Mauritsson, E. Lindroth,
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[25] D. Guénot, D. Kroon, E. Balogh, E. W. Larsen, M. Ko-
tur, M. Miranda, T. Fordell, P. Johnsson, J. Maurits-
son, M. Gisselbrecht, K. Varjù, C. L. Arnold, T. Carette,
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