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We formulate a computationally efficient time-independent method based on the multi-electron
molecular R-matrix formalism. This method is used to calculate transition matrix elements for
the multi-photon ionization of atoms and molecules under the influence of a perturbative field.
The method relies on the partitioning of space which allows us to calculate the infinite-range free-
free dipole integrals analytically in the outer region, beyond the range of the initial bound wave
function. This approach is valid for an arbitrary order, that is, any number of photons absorbed
both in the bound and the continuum part of the spectrum (below- and above-threshold ionization).
We calculate generalized multi-photon cross sections and angular distributions of different systems
(H, He, H2, CO2) and validate our approach by comparison with data from the literature.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multi-photon ionization (MPI) and its variant
resonance-enhanced multi-photon ionization (REMPI) in
atoms and molecules have a range of important ap-
plications ranging from laser-induced plasma genera-
tion [1, 2], chemical diagnostics [3–5], chiral recogni-
tion [6–10] to laser-filamentation [11–15], harmonic [16–
18] and high-harmonic [19] generation and photoelectron
spectroscopy [20]. Given its practical importance accu-
rate data on MPI are surprisingly scarce and striking
discrepancies in the MPI cross sections remain in the lit-
erature despite recent advances in the experimental tech-
nology [1]. This highlights the role of theory in supplying
the missing data.
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FIG. 1. Illustration of the multi-photon transitions, includ-
ing above-threshold ionization, calculable by the presented
method. From left to right N + 0, N + 1 and N + M multi-
photon ionization processes. Red arrows mark theM photons
absorbed by the photo-electron “in continuum”. In the special
case of the [N+M ] REMPI scheme the first N photons excite
the target to an intermediate bound state and the remaining
M photon absorptions ionize the target without further pho-
ton absorptions in the continuum, thus corresponding to our
(N +M) + 0 case.
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In the last two decades many experiments probing fun-
damental aspects of MPI have been carried out. Simu-
lations of the multi-photon perturbative processes can
provide valuable insight, whether due to the perturba-
tive field used, or thanks to specific selection rules in
effect that restrict the process to a specific N-photon
transition. An example of the latter is the RABITT
mechanism for measuring the photoionization time de-
lays [21–24], including its multi-sideband (multi-photon)
variant [25]. Similarly, absorption of counter-rotating
circularly polarised photons via several indistinguishable
interfering pathways was shown to lead to characteris-
tic electron vortices in the momentum angular distri-
bution [26–29]. Recently, a two-photon ATI of helium
atoms by finite, few-femtosecond pulses was investigated
using a time-dependent method [30], building on ear-
lier monochromatic-pulse results from perturbation the-
ory [31–33]. For a general introduction to the field of
many-photon above-threshold ionisation (ATI) see [34]
and references therein.

While MPI of atoms, particularly of the hydrogen-
like type, has been thoroughly studied in the past [35],
the literature on MPI of molecules is much more scarce
due to the lack of the spherical symmetry and associ-
ated difficulties with the description of the intermediate
and final wave functions of the system in the continuum.
An exception to this rule is the multi-electron molecu-
lar R-matrix Floquet (RMF) approach [36] based on an
earlier atomic RMF theory [37] and applied to MPI of
H2 [38]. With the exception of two-photon cross-sections
for molecular hydrogen [39–42] and nitrogen [43] and gen-
eral (N + 0) MPI of molecules in DFT approach [44],
multi-photon processes in molecules are studied using
time-dependent approaches for dynamics in arbitrary
external fields, see e.g. [23, 24] and references in [45];
this is computationally very demanding and doesn’t pro-
vide direct access to the multi-photon transition matrix
elements. The RMF approach for multi-electron sys-
tems [46] is conceptually closest to the method developed
here. Nevertheless, a general method specialized to the
evaluation of accurate multi-photon matrix elements for
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molecules is not presently available.
In this work we bridge the gap in theoretical method-

ology by formulating, implementing and testing a time-
independent ab initio R-matrix approach for the multi-
photon ionization of multi-electron molecules. The sta-
tionary character of our method is crucial since it allows
us to use high-level descriptions for the electronic struc-
ture of all bound and continuum wave functions involved
while avoiding the computationally expensive time evo-
lution of the wave function.

The one-photon molecular ionization problem has been
formulated within the stationary R-matrix theory [47]
and implemented within the molecular package UKR-
mol+ [48]. It requires calculation of the final stationary
photoionization state, which is the solution of the full
Schrödinger equation with the incoming-wave boundary
conditions. Two-photon (2 + 0) cross sections for pho-
ton energies below the single-photon ionization threshold
have been calculated for molecular hydrogen [45, 49] by
a similar approach.

In this work we generalize the molecular R-matrix pho-
toionization methodology to all photon orders, see Fig. 1.
The principal problem of the calculation is the evalua-
tion of the free-free matrix elements. In the R-matrix
formulation of photoionization this aspect is simplified
by splitting of the coordinate space into the inner and
outer region. In the inner region, exact exchange and
multi-electron correlation effects are included using con-
figuration interaction. In the outer region, where a single
electron moves in the multipole potential of the resid-
ual molecule, the problem is treated using analytic tech-
niques.

After a brief review of the computational method in
the next two sections, we present results for multi-photon
ionization of helium, molecular hydrogen and carbon
dioxide across a continuous range of photon energies
probing REMPI and non-resonant MPI. The full exposi-
tion of the theory is given in Appendix A. It is split into
two parts. For clarity, in Sections A 1 and A2, we first
discuss the (N + 1)-photon ionization, whose description
requires fewer conceptual extensions of the one-photon
ionization problem than the general N + M process. In
Section A3 we describe the general (N+M)-photon pro-
cess.

II. OVERVIEW OF THE MOLECULAR
R-MATRIX METHOD

A detailed description of the R-matrix theory and its
molecular implementation has been given elsewhere [45,
47, 48, 50]. Here we limit ourselves to the definition of the
key quantities needed for the development of the theory
presented in this work.

The basic idea of this method is to divide the space by
a sphere of radius r = a (often called “R-matrix radius”)
into an inner region, where multi-electron interactions
including exchange are important, and an outer region,

where exchange and correlation between the continuum
electron and the residual target are negligible. The R-
matrix, constructed in the inner region, is the Green’s
function for the one-electron outer-region problem eval-
uated on the boundary and provides the link between
both regions. In the following we denote all spin-space
coordinates of the (N + 1)/N electrons by XN+1/XN .

In the outer region the (N + 1)-electron wave function
can be written as a sum of direct products of the bound
wave functions of the N -electron residual molecule and
the one-electron wave functions of the continuum elec-
tron:

Ψ(XN+1) =
∑
p

φ
Γp

p (XN ; r̂N+1σN+1)
1

r
Fp(r), (1)

where φ
Γp

p are the channel wave functions [45] of space
symmetry Γp defined as the residual N -electron state
coupled to the real spherical harmonic Xlp,mp(r̂N+1) and
spin σN+1 of the continuum electron in the outer region;
Fp(r) is the radial channel wave function of the contin-
uum electron.

In the inner region any solution ΨE of the time-
independent Schrödinger equation for energy E can be
expressed as a linear combination of the R-matrix eigen-
states ψk

ΨE(XN+1) =
∑
k

Ak(E)ψk(XN+1), (2)

where the form of the Ak(E) coefficients depends on the
choice of the asymptotic boundary conditions for the
outer-region solution [47]. The (N + 1)-electron eigen-
states ψk are expressed on the Close-Coupling level in
terms of “continuum configurations” AΦNi ηij and “L2

configurations” χN+1
m as

ψk(XN+1) = A
∑
i,j

cijkΦNi (XN )ηij(rN+1, σN+1)

+
∑
m

bmkχ
N+1
m (XN+1), (3)

where A indicates the antisymmetrization operation,
ηij(rN+1, σN+1) are continuum spin-orbitals dependent
on the position vector rN+1 and spin σN+1 with a non-
zero amplitude on the R-matrix sphere, χN+1

m are config-
urations not containing continuum orbitals. The summa-
tion over i runs over the subset of all residual ion eigen-
states included in the model; j runs over those continuum
orbitals that are coupled by symmetry to the respective
residual ion states and m runs over configurations gen-
erated from the molecular orbitals fully contained inside
the inner region. The coefficients cijk and bmk are ob-
tained by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian using equation

(Ĥ + L̂)ψk = Ekψk, (4)

where L̂ is the Bloch operator [48, 50]

L̂ =
1

2

N+1∑
i=1

δ(ri − a)
d

dr
. (5)
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III. MULTI-PHOTON IONIZATION

In this section atomic units are used exclusively. In
the leading-order perturbation theory (LOPT) the total
generalized K-photon ionization cross section for a fixed
orientation of the molecule [51]

σ
(K)
fi = w

(K)
fi /φK = 2π(2παω)K |M (K)

fi |
2 (6)

is proportional to the squared magnitude of the K-
photon transition matrix element [51]

M
(K)
fi = 〈Ψ(−)

fkf
|D̂cK Ĝ

(+)
K−1 . . . D̂c2Ĝ

(+)
1 D̂c1 |Ψi〉 (7)

and has dimension length2K × timeK−1. Here D̂ck is the
projection of the dipole operator along the polarization
ck of the k-th absorbed photon, Ψi is the bound initial
state of the molecule with energy Ei, that is usually suffi-
ciently well described by one of the inner-region R-matrix
eigenstates, Ψ

(−)
fkf

is the final stationary photoionization

state as defined in [47] and Ĝ(+)
k is the Green’s operator

of the full Hamiltonian Ĥ of the system, evaluated at
energy Ei + kω,

Ĝ
(+)
k = (Ei + kω − Ĥ + i0)−1 . (8)

For simplicity, we denote the aggregated energy of the
first k absorbed photons as kω, implying that all have the
same energy, but in principle the energies of the photons
can be different and the product kω replaced by a sum
of their energies.

The formula (7) for the transition matrix element
is equivalent to solution of K − 1 inhomogeneous
Schrödinger equations for stationary intermediate states
Ψ

(+)
i+jω,

(Ei + ω − Ĥ)Ψ
(+)
i+ω = D̂c1Ψi ,

(Ei + 2ω − Ĥ)Ψ
(+)
i+2ω = D̂c2Ψ

(+)
i+ω ,

. . .

(Ei + (K − 1)ω − Ĥ)Ψ
(+)
i+(K−1)ω = D̂cK−1

Ψ
(+)
i+(K−2)ω ,

also discussed in [44], followed by evaluation of the final
dipole transition,

M (K) = 〈Ψ(−)
fkf
|D̂cK |Ψ

(+)
i+(K−1)ω〉 . (9)

The boundary conditions for the intermediate states are
chosen to correspond to the physical outgoing-wave so-
lution. As long as the combined photon energies are
insufficient to ionize the target, the boundary condi-
tion is asymptotically zero. In the R-matrix formula-
tion the bound intermediate states (excited states of the
molecule) are accurately represented by the R-matrix
eigenstates as long as the R-matrix radius is large enough
to contain them fully: see [45] where the N + 0 cross sec-
tions for H2 were calculated this way.

Once the combined energy of j photons exceeds the
ionization threshold, the situation changes. The right-
hand side that drives the equation for the first unbound
intermediate state Ψ

(+)
i+jω is proportional to a bound state

limited to the inner region, allowing us to use a purely
outgoing solution in the outer region,

Ψ
(+)
i+jω →

1

r

∑
p

fp(r)Xlpmp(r̂)Φp , (10)

fp(r) = apH
+
lp

(−Z/kp, kpr) , (11)

where Z is the residual ion charge, H+
l (η, ρ) is the

Coulomb-Hankel function, Xlm(r̂) is the real spherical
harmonic, Φp is a state of the residual ion and the in-
dex p labels the asymptotic one-electron photoionization
channels accessible after absorption of j photons. In
writing (11) we have neglected higher multipoles of the
electron-molecule interaction. However, the theory can
be formulated to take them into account too, by means
of an asymptotic expansion [50]. Nevertheless, in pho-
toionization processes of neutral molecules the Coulomb
interaction dominates and the higher multipoles can be
safely neglected. It is very practical to consider closed
channels too when the channel thresholds are approached
from below, so that not only the continuum states but
also highly excited bound states can “leak” from the in-
ner region. For charged residual ions, the radial function
of a closed channel is the exponentially decreasing real
Whittaker function [52],

fp(r) = apWZ/κp,lp+1/2(2κpr) , (12)

where κp =
√
−2Ep is the magnitude of the imaginary

momentum associated with the closed channel p.
The full exposition of the theory is given in Ap-

pendix A. Here we briefly note that the R-matrix method
makes it possible to write equations for the intermediate
states in the inner region that automatically contain the
desired boundary condition in the outer region. The in-
ner region solutions can be then unambiguously extended
into the outer region by means of the special functions
H+
p and Wp. The transition elements (9) needed to cal-

culate the cross sections are then calculated as a sum of
contributions from the inner and outer region, employ-
ing the expansions (2) and (1). In the outer region, this
requires integration of highly oscillatory integrals from
the boundary between the regions all the way to infin-
ity. This integration is managed using asymptotic forms
of the Coulomb (or Whittaker) functions and repeated
integration by parts; see Appendix C for details. When,
for a given photon energy, the R-matrix radius chosen is
insufficient for use of the asymptotic theory, numerical
integration can be used for some radial interval as well.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

As the first application of the newly developed method
we choose the hydrogen atom, where semi-analytic calcu-
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lations have been performed by other authors long ago,
see Fig. 2a. We note that in this case all “asymptotic”
forms discussed above and in Appendix A are actually ex-
act solutions valid throughout all space which allows us
to test our implementation (a custom one-electron code)
and validate the presented R-matrix theory. After sep-
aration of the angular degrees of freedom, this problem
is one-dimensional. The radial basis in the inner region
consisted of 1000 equally spaced radial B-splines and ex-
tended up to radius a = 500 a.u. There are no surprises,
the results obtained perfectly match the old calculations
by Klarsfeld [53] and Karule [54]. In the calculations for
H, He and H2 (see below), we have not used the con-
tinuation of the bound intermediate states by means of
equation (12). Instead, a large enough R-matrix radius
was used to contain these states.

A. Two-electron targets: Helium atom and H2

Still in the atomic domain, we performed a less triv-
ial calculation of two-photon ionization of helium using
UKRmol+ [48]. This required implementing the multi-
channel version of our multi-photon approach into the
UKRmol+ codes. The molecular R-matrix package was
used to construct and diagonalize the inner-region Hamil-
tonian (4) for all required irreducible representations of
the target’s point group symmetry (here restricted to D2h

as the largest available Abelian point group). Then, tran-
sition dipole elements between the R-matrix eigenstates
are calculated for use in dinn, equation (A15), and in the
evaluation of the right-hand sides of the equations for the
intermediate states, equation (A9). Apart from this, the
package also provides the transition dipole elements be-
tween the ionic states in (A17), the boundary amplitudes
wkp, the real Gaunt’s coefficients for equation (A19) and
the necessary components of the final stationary pho-
toionization state: the photoionization coefficients A(−)

pj

for equation (A11) and the K-matrices needed for con-
struction of the S-matrix in equation (A13).

The size of the inner region was set to a = 100 a.u. As
basic building blocks of the wave function of the residual
ion we used Hartree-Fock orbitals of He+ calculated in
Psi4 [55] with the Gaussian basis set d-aug-cc-pVDZ. For
the centre-of-mass-centred continuum basis we used the
partial wave expansion up to ` = 4 and a radial basis
set consisting of 200 evenly spaced B-splines. A full CI
model was used for the L2 expansion in equation (3). To
evaluate the outer region integrals we used 5 terms of the
expansion (C2) and P = 3 in equation (C4). The results
are shown in Fig. 2b and compared with the available cal-
culated results [31–33]. We can see a perfect agreement
with earlier calculations below the first core excited res-
onance, i.e. resonant transition He+(1s)–He+(2s) in the
residual ion, at around 41 eV. The deviation occurring
there and for higher photon energies is a direct conse-
quence of the chosen Gaussian basis set, which is spa-
tially limited and cannot represent diffuse excited states

of the ion. Additionally, our calculations don’t account
for the double ionization channels opening at 39.5 eV.
These are expected limitations of the molecular package,
which however do not contradict the validity of the pre-
sented approach.

The narrow intervals of energies around the one-
electron ionization thresholds (in every channel) are the
only problematic regions for this method. Below the
threshold, one should see a series of Feshbach resonances
converging to the threshold. This is difficult to represent
accurately because the highly doubly-excited states re-
sponsible for these resonances are increasingly spatially
extended requiring a very large R-matrix sphere to rep-
resent them sufficiently accurately. Additionally, the
asymptotic expansion of the Coulomb-Hankel functions,
written in terms of the argument ρ = kr, becomes inap-
plicable close to the threshold (from above or from be-
low) unless an extremely large R-matrix radius is used.
Nevertheless, sufficiently far away from the threshold the
theory works flawlessly and the results are very satisfy-
ing.

In Fig. 3 we compare one-, two-, three- and four-photon
cross sections for ionisation of H2 by a field polarised par-
allel to the molecular axis, with up to 3 photon absorp-
tions in the continuum (high-energy section of the last
curve). The repeated Feshbach resonance patterns below
the thresholds of three-, two- and one-photon ionisation
corresponding to excitation of a metastable state by sev-
eral photons are well observable. There resonances corre-
spond to intermediate excitations of the neutral molecule
into one of the higher lying neutral bound states, ion-
ized by the remaining photons. As before, in the vicin-
ity of the thresholds the present method does not pro-
vide good results and the data were omitted from the
plots. For this calculation we used static exchange model
with the Hartree-Fock orbitals of the ion H+

2 built from
the atomic Gaussian basis set cc-pVDZ, R-matrix radius
a = 150 a.u. and a continuum basis formed of 225 uni-
formly spaced radial B-splines and partial wave expan-
sion up to ` = 4. The positions of the nuclei of both the
initial neutral molecule and the residual ion were fixed at
the equilibrium internuclear distance of H2, which is 1.4
atomic units.

Further, in Fig. 4 we present calculated cross sections
for two-photon ionization of H2 employing a full CI model
with the aug-cc-pVTZ basis set that was used also in [45]
(called “ATZ” there). The polarization of the field was
chosen parallel to the molecular axis (Fig. 4a) or perpen-
dicular to it (Fig. 4b). The radius of the inner region
was set to a = 100 a.u. in order to converge the results
around the core-excited resonances well. To represent
the continuum we included 150 evenly spaced B-splines
of order 6 for partial waves up to ` = 6. The curve is
interrupted at several energies around the one- and two-
photon ionization thresholds (the latter are not marked),
where the asymptotic expansion of Coulomb functions
does not converge properly. The transition responsible
for a core-excited resonance occurs within the residual ion
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FIG. 2. Left: Generalized cross section of two-photon ionization of the hydrogen atom. The vertical line marks the one-
photon ionization threshold. Results are compared to earlier theoretical calculations of Klarsfeld [53] and Karule [54]. Right:
Generalized cross section of two-photon ionization of the helium atom calculated in UKRmol+ with a Gaussian basis set used
to represent the states of He+. The solid grey vertical line marks the calculated one-photon single ionization threshold, while
the broken yellow vertical line marks the two-photon double ionization threshold at 39.5 eV [31]. Results are compared to
earlier theoretical calculations of Sánchez et al. [33], of Feng and van der Hart [32] and of Shakeshaft [31].
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FIG. 3. One-, two-, three- and four-photon generalized cross section for below- and above-threshold ionisation of the hydrogen
molecule by a field polarised parallel with the molecular axis. The panels to the right provide details (from top to bottom)
of the two-, three- and four-photon data around the multi-photon ionisation thresholds. The purple, green, blue and yellow
vertical chain lines mark the one-, two-, three- and four-photon thresholds, respectively.

rather than in the photo-electron, and so the momenta
of the continuum functions in equation (A16) are then
very similar. This leads to problems with the asymptotic
integrations, see in particular equation (C12), where the
convergence of higher terms depends also on the assump-
tion that |k − k′|r � 1 in the denominator. However,
extending the R-matrix radius and possibly reducing the
number of terms in the asymptotic expansion in equa-
tion (C4) (we used P = 3 in this calculation) mitigates
this deficiency close to the resonances. Below the one-

photon ionization threshold, the cross sections are com-
pared to calculations of Apalategui and Saenz [41] and
Morales et al. [40] with almost perfect agreement, disre-
garding small energy (horizontal) shifts arising from dif-
ferent relative energies of the ground state and the resid-
ual ion as obtained from the different methods. The only
apparent disagreement is visible before the second Fes-
hbach resonance in the first plot (parallel polarization),
where the results of Apalategui and Saenz lack of the
sharp “shoulder” below 15 eV visible in results of Morales
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et al. as well as in ours. This region was shown in [45]
to be sensitive to the molecular structure model used in
the calculation. As in the case of helium, the description
and energies of the higher excitations of H+

2 manifesting
as core-excited resonances are also most likely limited by
the atomic basis set and the resonances might shift to
lower energies when a more diffuse basis set is used. As
the cross section is dominated by the contributions of the
resonances (both core-excited and Feshbach ones), shifts
in their positions translate to significant changes in the
overall magnitude of the cross section.

Figure 5a-c shows the molecular-orientation-averaged
data: the total isotropic cross section σ0 and the asym-
metry parameters β2 and β4, respectively, calculated by
transforming the matrix elements (7) to the spherical
basis and performing averaging over molecular orienta-
tions parametrized by Euler angles as in [42, 44]; see Ap-
pendix D. Alternatively, the isotropic cross section σ0 can
be obtained directly in the real spherical harmonic basis
and molecular frame by averaging only over polarizations
ε of the photons and disregarding the dependence on the
direction of the photoelectron momentum, by use of the
formula [56, 57]

∫
εiεjεkεl

dΩ

4π
=

1

15
(δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk) . (13)

The results below the one-photon ionization thresholds
are compared to other published calculations [39, 41,
42]. We see a good agreement with the calculation of
Apalategui and Saenz [41]; the small systematic differ-
ence in magnitude of the cross section before the first
resonance is discussed in Appendix D, where we show
that it probably comes from a typo in the codes of
Apalategui and Saenz evaluating their formula for the ori-
entational average. We also observe a qualitative agree-
ment with the calculations of Ritchie and McGuire [39]
and Demekhin et al. [42] Here, the quantitative differ-
ences also follow from very different ionization thresholds
used; whereas Demekhin et al. employ the experimental
value of the adiabatic first ionization threshold between
ground vibronic states (15.43 eV), in the present calcula-
tion we use our calculated value for the vertical threshold,
which—for the employed model—comes out as 16.43 eV.
The large 1 eV difference is responsible for most of the rel-
ative shift of the resonance features between the datasets.
Furthermore, the quantitatively different behaviour is re-
lated to the choice of different quantum chemical mod-
els: The models used in [39] and [42] appear to provide
results much closer to the static exchange model dis-
cussed earlier, see Fig. 5d-f, where also our calculated
one-photon vertical first ionization threshold (15.55 eV)
accidentally agrees better with the adiabatic experimen-
tal value. However, the more complete full CI model,
albeit yielding a different vertical ionization potential,
includes additional effects not captured by the previous
simpler models.

B. Multi-electron target: CO2

Finally, we calculate photoelectron angular distribu-
tions for the two-photon ionization of a comparatively
larger molecule: CO2, see Fig. 6. Here we used a
high-quality electronic model of the molecule introduced
in [47, 58], which was already demonstrated to yield very
accurate one-photon cross section. The target model
is based on the use of molecular orbitals of the neu-
tral molecule in its equilibrium geometry (C–O distance
1.1621 Å) optimized using the complete active space self-
consistent field method (CASSCF) with cc-pVTZ basis.
Here we focus on the low-energy region with photon ener-
gies up to 25 eV (i.e. total absorbed energy up to 50 eV)
in which the continuum partial wave expansion converged
for ` = 6. R-matrix radius of only a = 10 a.u. was
sufficient and allowed to use Gaussian functions to repre-
sent the continuum orbitals. All molecular integrals were
computed in quadruple precision using GBTOlib [48]
which allowed to avoid numerical linear dependencies and
retain all continuum orbitals in the basis. Convergent
single-photon cross sections were obtained including 300
states of the residual ion in the Close-Coupling expan-
sion (3), see [58]. The radius of a = 10 a.u. is mostly
too small for the asymptotic integrals to be applicable.
Therefore the necessary one-dimensional outer-region in-
tegrations (A21) have been performed numerically us-
ing the trapezoidal Romberg integration up to the ra-
dius b = 100 a.u. and analytically in the asymptotic
part. Calculation with b = 200 a.u. was done for a
subset of energies to check convergence away from the
one-photon thresholds. To allow the intermediate bound
states to extend beyond the inner region boundary we
included closed channels (12) in the outer region wave
function. As in the earlier one-photon calculation [58],
the energy of the ground state has been manually shifted
by −1.1 eV to recover the experimental first ionization
threshold 13.78 eV[59].

In general, the partial isotropic cross sections for ion-
ization into all four presented final states of CO+

2 exhibit
a rapid rise with the photon energy, reaching the maxi-
mum one or two eV before the above-threshold ionization
threshold, from which they decrease. Qualitatively, this
rise and decrease in the below-threshold two-photon ion-
ization cross section is somewhat similar to the behaviour
of the one-photon photoabsorption cross section measure-
ment [59] below the one-photon ionization threshold, see
Fig. 7. The forest of resonances in the energy range 7–10
eV is associated with the two-photon thresholds of the
residual ion states A, B, and C. The prominent pair of
narrow isolated resonances that follows, located at ap-
proximately 11 eV, corresponds to intermediate excita-
tion of the neutral molecule by the first photon to the
lowest dipole-allowed states 1Σ+

u and 1Πu for parallel and
perpendicular orientation of the molecule with respect to
the polarization of the ionizing field, respectively. Right
after these two resonances, further two-photon ionization
channels open and the picture gets more complicated.
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The cross sections peak around the resonance associated
with the excitation to the second 1Σ+

u state of neutral
CO2 at 12.4 eV. Beyond the first one-photon threshold
the cross sections decrease and exhibit further resonance
structures corresponding to higher autoionizing excited
states, as well as resonances associated with further one-
photon thresholds. In this calculation, 300 ionic states
were included in the model, equation (3), to correctly
describe the polarization effects in the investigated range
of energies. This is an order of magnitude more than
the handful of states used for full CI calculations with
He and H2, with the first excited final state not even ap-
pearing before the ATI region. In the case of CO2 these
two-photon thresholds are much more densely spaced in
energy and scattered all over the energy range of interest.

From the computational perspective, the most de-
manding part of the molecular multi-photon calcula-
tions is typically the evaluation of the molecular integrals
needed in UKRmol+ to construct the molecular Hamil-
tonian. Among the discussed calculations, the molecular
integrals were the most resource-demanding in the case of
the full-CI model of H2 with R-matrix radius of 100 a.u.,
where their calculation took a little over 50 hours on a 40-
core machine, producing 120 GiB of data. The remain-
ing preparatory steps in UKRmol+ are typically faster;
the diagonalization of the Hamiltonian and evaluation of
transition dipole elements between its eigenstates for full-
CI H2 took 6 hours on the same machine. The evaluation
of the two-photon ionization cross sections themselves for
all 8000 distinct photon energies plotted in Fig. 5a-c and
all ∼1700 final photoionization channels by the method
proposed here amounted only to a little over 1 hour on a
common 10-core workstation.

However, the complexity of the calculation of multi-
photon ionization amplitudes discussed in this article is
strongly affected by the number of channels, as well as
by the above-threshold photon absorption order. For
instance, disregarding the preparatory calculations in
UKRmol+, the evaluation of the one- / two- / three-
/ four-photon ionization cross sections of H2 in the static
exchange model (with 12 outer region channels) for Fig. 3
took 1 s / 1 s / 16 s / 1.5 h on a 10-core workstation,
while the calculation of the two-photon ionization cross
sections of CO2 in Fig. 6 (up to ∼11000 channels, 680 dis-
tinct photon energies) took around 40 hours on a 36-core
server machine, mostly because of the need for the numer-
ical integration in the outer region due to the use of a very
small R-matrix radius. For CO2, the UKRmol+ stage
was comparatively fast, consisting of 40 minutes for inte-
gral calculation in quadruple precision on 36 cores, less
than 1 hour for Hamiltonian diagonalization and around
2 hours for calculation of the K-matrices needed in the
outer region. Generally, it is advisable to extend the R-
matrix radius as much as possible, so that the numerical
integration in the outer region is avoided (or at least min-
imized) and a high resolution in energies becomes com-
putationally cheap. This is feasible in UKRmol+ thanks
to the availability of B-spline orbitals for construction of

the continuum basis.

V. CONCLUSION

In this article we have presented a method for the cal-
culation of multi-photon ionization amplitudes and cross
sections for arbitrary photon orders. The method is
based on the R-matrix approach, which accurately solves
the time-independent Schrödinger equation in the close
vicinity of the target system (atom, molecule, molecu-
lar cluster, . . . ) and uses an analytic asymptotic ex-
pansion of the wave function elsewhere. The last point
enables analytic treatment of the multi-dimensional os-
cillatory integrals that contribute to photon absorptions
in above-threshold ionization. At the same time, the
flexibility of the inner region allows us to treat complex
targets using variational quantum-chemistry methods of
the configuration-interaction type to describe the multi-
electron dynamics.

Neglecting the channel coupling in the outer region,
i.e. the long-range multipole potentials, is possible when
the Coulomb interaction of the ejected electron with the
residual ion is the dominant interaction. This narrows
down the applicability of the method as presented here to
situations where the ionized target has a non-zero charge
or a negligible dipole moment; however, this is not a se-
rious limitation, because most of the studied targets are
neutral and the residual ions are singly charged. In any
case the method can be straightforwardly extended to
take into account channel coupling in the outer region
by means of a multichannel asymptotic expansion of the
outgoing solution [50]. The dipole integrals implied by
this ansatz would have the same form as those worked
out here.

The three cornerstones of the method are the following:

• Embedding of the purely outgoing boundary con-
dition in the Schrödinger equation via Bloch oper-
ator. (Appending A)

• Reduction of the effective rank of the inho-
mogeneous system of equations by means of
the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula. (Ap-
pendix B)

• General algorithm for evaluation of the multi-
dimensional asymptotic Coulomb-Green’s inte-
grals. (Appendix C)

For accurate results, this method presently requires the
inner region to have a large enough size, so that the
asymptotic formulas for Coulomb functions and their in-
tegrals can be applied. This can pose a problem close
to thresholds, where linear momenta in some channels
are small, the corresponding channel wave functions os-
cillate slowly and the asymptotic formulas require large
distances to achieve the requested accuracy (or even va-
lidity). This can be tackled by further partitioning of the
outer region into the “transition” part (say, for radii a to
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b) and the “asymptotic” part (from b to +∞), where in
the former one the integrals are evaluated numerically,
while in the latter the analytic approach is used. In the
presented results we have only used such splitting in the
case of the two-photon ionization of CO2 and aimed at
large inner region radii otherwise.

We validated the theory by comparison of the gener-
alized multi-photon cross sections to available published
data for atomic hydrogen, helium and molecular hydro-
gen. We also provide original results for two-photon ion-
ization of CO2, below and above the ATI threshold. How-
ever, photoionization cross sections are not the only do-
main of applicability of this theory. The access to accu-

rate transition amplitudes for polyatomic molecules can
be used to study a range of interference phenomena (e.g.
two- and multi-photon RABITT, electron vortices) us-
ing a time-independent approach, even though these have
been traditionally the domain of time-dependent calcu-
lations [23–25], or of approximative calculations that ex-
tend asymptotic wave functions all the way to the ori-
gin [21]. Our work opens the way to accurate calculations
of multi-photon processes in multi-electron molecules.
This is the direction of our further research.
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APPENDICES

Appendix A: Multi-photon ionization in R-matrix
approach

1. Incorporation of the boundary condition

In the following, the channel angular momentum num-
bers lpmp will be collectively denoted by the index p
so the Coulomb-Hankel function and the real spherical
harmonic become H+

p (kr) and Xp respectively. We will
not discuss the closed channels explicitly. The decreas-
ing Whittaker functionWp is simply the Coulomb-Hankel
functionH+

p with positive-imaginary momentum and has
the same asymptotic expansion as H+

p . In the following
text we do not distinguish these two functions and “open
channels” can be understood to also include all weakly
closed channels, whose penetration into the outer region
needs to be considered to compensate for the finite inner
region.

To embed the boundary condition (11) into the
Schrödinger equation we proceed in the following way.
First, we introduce the standard Bloch operator (5) into
the equation for the intermediate state by adding it to
and subtracting from the Hamiltonian,[

Ei + jω − (Ĥ + L̂) + L̂
]

Ψ
(+)
i+jω = D̂cjΨ

(+)
i+(j−1)ω .

(A1)
We expand the wave function of the intermediate state

in the R-matrix eigenstates ψm of the hermitian operator
Ĥ + L̂ in the inner region,

Ψ
(+)
i+jω =

∑
n

cnψn , (A2)

and project the equation (A1) on ψm, resulting in∑
n

[(Ei+jω−Em)δmn+Lmn]cn = 〈ψm|D̂cj |Ψ
(+)
i+(j−1)ω〉 ,

(A3)
where the matrix elements of the Bloch operator between
the inner region eigenstates ψm and ψn can be expressed
as

Lmn =
1

2

∑
p

wpm(a)w′pn(a) , (A4)

by means of the boundary amplitudes wpm and radial
derivatives w′pn of those eigenstates when projected on
the one-electron outer channels,

wpm(r) = 〈 1rΦpXp|ψm〉 , w′pm(r) =
d

dr
〈 1rΦpXp|ψm〉 .

(A5)
Now, we can take advantage of the partially known
asymptotic form (10) of the sought-after wave function.
The boundary amplitude and the derivative of the radial
channel wave function computed from the inner-region
solution (A2) are

fp(a) =
∑
n

wpn(a)cn , f ′p(a) =
∑
n

w′pn(a)cn . (A6)

Comparing these expressions with (11) and eliminating
the unknown expansion coefficient ap then yields∑

n

w′pn(a)cn =
∑
n

Λp(a)wpn(a)cn , (A7)

where the boundary logarithmic derivative Λp(a) stands
for

Λp(a) =
d
drH

+
p (kpr)|r=a
H+
p (kpa)

=
kp

d
dρH

+
p (ρ)|kpa

H+
p (kpa)

. (A8)

Substituting (A7) into the Schrödinger equation (A3)
leads to the final form∑
n

[
(Ei + jω − Em)δmn +

1

2

∑
p

wpm(a)Λp(a)wpn(a)

]
cn

= 〈ψm|D̂cj |Ψ
(+)
i+(j−1)ω〉 . (A9)

This equation provides the correct inner region expan-
sion coefficients of (A2) compatible with the boundary
condition (10). The outer region expansion coefficients
ap can be evaluated from (A6) and (11) as

ap =

∑
n wpn(a)cn

H+
p (kpa)

. (A10)

The solution of equation (A9) can be optimized using
the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury formula. For details
see Appendix B.
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2. Free-free matrix elements

The final (detector) wave function can be expressed in
a similar way as the intermediate states. In the inner
region we can write the partial wave expansion of (2),

Ψ
(−)
fkf

=
∑
p

ilpe−iσpXp(k̂f )
∑
k

A
(−)
pk (kf )ψk , (A11)

where the partial-wave photoionization coefficients A(−)
pk

follow from the one-photon ionization theory [47], σp =
arg Γ(`p + 1− iZ/kf ) is the Coulomb phase shift and kf
the final momentum of the photoelectron after ionization
into the residual state Φf . In the outer region it is

Ψ
(−)
fkf

=
1

r

∑
p

ilpe−iσpXp(k̂f )
∑
q

F (−)
qp (kqr)Xlqmq (r̂)Φq ,

(A12)
where the radial function has the form [50]

F (−)
qp (kr) =

−i√
2πkq

(
H+
q (kqr)δqp −H−q (kqr)S

∗
qp

)
(A13)

and Sqp is the element of the S-matrix coupling the
energy-accessible outer channels q and p. In the case
of absorption of only one photon in the continuum (e.g.
absorption of the second, IR photon in the RABITT
scheme) the evaluation of the dipole matrix element (9)
can be split into inner region and outer region contribu-
tions,

M =
∑
p

i−lpeiσpXp(k̂f )(dinn,p + dout,p) , (A14)

dinn,p =
∑
kj

A
(−)∗
pk (kf )cj〈ψk|D̂c|ψj〉 , (A15)

dout,p =
∑
kq

+∞∫
a

F (−)∗
qp (kqr)Dcqk(r)akH

+
k (kkr)dr ,

(A16)

The symbol Dcqk is the matrix element of the component
c of the dipole operator between the states Φq and Φk
of the residual ion and partial waves Xq and Xk of the
ejected electron,

Dcqk(r) = 〈ΦqXq|D̂c|ΦkXk〉 = Qion
cqk +Qpws

cqk r , (A17)

Qion
cqk = 〈Φq|D̂ion

c |Φk〉δlqlkδmqmk
, (A18)

Qpws
cqk =

√
4π

3
G
lqmq

1mclpmp
〈Φq|Φk〉 . (A19)

The symbol Gl3m3

l1m1l2m2
denotes the real Gaunt’s coeffi-

cient (integral over three real spherical harmonics) [60].
In equation (A17) we have used the definition of the

dipole matrix operator D̂c and its separation into the
ionic and one-electron parts:

D̂c =

√
4π

3

N+1∑
i=1

riX1,c(ri) = D̂ion
c +

√
4π

3
rN+1X1,c(rN+1).

(A20)
To evaluate the contribution to the dipole matrix element
from the outer region we need the integrals

I(2) =

+∞∫
a

Hs1
l1
rmHs2

l2
dr , (A21)

where s1 and s2 stand for any combination of + and −.
These integrals can be evaluated for large values of a by
replacing the Coulomb-Hankel functions by their asymp-
totic series, using the method of repeated integration by
parts [61, 62]. This method is explained in detail in Ap-
pendix C.

3. Higher-order above-threshold ionization

When we go to higher orders (or energies) and it be-
comes possible that one or more photons leading to a
given intermediate state are absorbed in the continuum,
the right-hand side of equation (A1) is non-zero in the
outer region or even polynomially diverges with radius.
This behaviour is transferred also to the solution itself,
see Fig. 8. The method then needs a generalization.
Now, there is a source term both in the inner region
and in the outer region. The value of the wave func-
tion at the R-matrix region boundary is a combination
of these two sources. The inner region source, as before,
generates an outgoing Coulomb-Hankel wave in each ac-
cessible channel. In addition, given that the outer region
channels are not coupled, the contribution from the outer
region to channel p can be directly obtained employing
the Coulomb-Green’s function

g(+)
p (r, r′) = − 2

kp
Fp(kpr<)H+

p (kpr>) , (A22)

where Fp(kpr) is the regular Coulomb function [52]. The
equation (A22) is only valid for open channels. For
energy-forbidden channels p one should use the negative-
energy Green’s function involving the real Whittaker
functions [63]. In this work, though, we disregard con-
tribution of closed channels to the 3-photon (and higher)
ionization and limit ourselves to large R-matrix radii in-
stead in such cases. For this reason we do not use the
negative-energy Green’s function, even though the exten-
sion is straightforward.

Combining the two contributions to the outer wave
function gives

fp(r) = apH
+
p (kpr)+

+∞∫
a

g(+)
p (r, r′)〈ΦpXp|D̂cj |Ψ

(+)
i+(j−1)ω〉dr

′ .

(A23)
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At the inner region boundary we then have

fp(a) = apH
+
p (kpa) + βpFp(kpa) , (A24)

f ′p(a) = apkp
d

dρ
H+
p (ρ)

∣∣
kpa

+ βpkp
d

dρ
Fp(ρ)

∣∣
kpa

, (A25)

where

βp = − 2

kp

+∞∫
a

H+
p (kpr)〈ΦpXp|D̂cj |Ψ

(+)
i+(j−1)ω〉dr

′ .

(A26)
Evaluation of this integral is discussed in Appendix C. At
the same time, the channel function fp and its derivative
need to satisfy equation (A6), leading to a generalization
of (A7),∑

n

w′pn(a)cn =
∑
n

Λp(a)wpn(a)cn

+ βp(kp
d

dρ
Fp(ρ)|kpa − Λp(a)Fp(kpa)) . (A27)

The additional term that reflects the effect of the outer
region source in the inner region does not depend on the
sought expansion coefficients cn and hence can be trans-
ferred to the right-hand side, yielding the final, funda-
mental equation of this method

∑
n

[
(Ei + jω − Em)δmn +

1

2

∑
p

wpm(a)Λp(a)wpn(a)

]
cn

= 〈ψm|D̂cj |Ψ
(+)
i+(j−1)ω〉

− 1

2

∑
p

wpm(a)βp(kp
d

dρ
Fp(ρ)|kpa − Λp(a)Fp(kpa)) .

(A28)

The radial integration in 〈ψm|D̂j |Ψ(+)
i+(j−1)ω〉 is limited

to the inner region since the state ψm is restricted to it.
The additional term on the right-hand side compensates
for this truncation. Given the updated boundary for-
mula (A24), the formula for the outer region expansion
coefficients has to be generalized to

ap =

∑
n wpn(a)cn − βpFp(kpa)

H+
p (kpa)

. (A29)

Together with (A23), we now have the complete prescrip-
tion for the intermediate state (given by cn and ap) in the
whole configuration space that can be used in the evalu-
ation of the final transition dipole elements, or as a seed
for intermediate states of even higher order. Of course,
when the right-hand side of (A1) is limited to the inner
region, then βp = 0 and the equations in A 3 simplify to
their restricted forms introduced earlier in A 1.

Evaluation of dout,p (as well as of βp, which has the
same form) gets progressively more and more compli-
cated with the increasing order, requiring integrals of di-
mension increasing with the number of photons absorbed
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in the continuum, e.g. for 3 and 4 photons absorbed above
the one-photon ionization threshold:

I(3) =

+∞∫
a

+∞∫
a

Hs1
l1
rm1
1 g

(+)
l2

rm2
2 Hs2

l3
dr1dr2 , (A30)

I(4) =

+∞∫
a

+∞∫
a

+∞∫
a

Hs1
l1
rm1
1 g

(+)
l2

rm2
2 g

(+)
l3

rm3
3 Hs4

l4
dr1dr2dr3 ,

(A31)

etc. For simplicity, the radial and momentum-dependent
arguments have been suppressed, but it should be clear
that the Green’s function separates parts of the expres-
sion that depend on adjacent ri and ri+1. These nested
integrals arise because the high-order intermediate states
entering the formulas (9) and (A26) no longer have the
simple asymptotic proportional to apH+

p and contain, as
the above-threshold absorption order increases, an in-
creasing number of integrals over the Green’s function,
see equation (A23). Evaluation of the required multi-
dimensional integrals is discussed in Appendix C.

The overall asymptotic complexity of the method is
exponential, O(expN), in the number of absorptions be-
low the ionisation threshold due to the exponentially ris-
ing number of possible combinations of absorbed photon
polarizations, and even factorial, O(M !), in the num-
ber of absorptions in the continuum, above the ionisa-
tion threshold, as discussed in Appendix C. However, as
the practical applications of perturbative theory are gen-
erally limited to low orders anyway, the rapidly rising
complexity for high-order above-threshold ionisation is
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not particularly worrying.

Appendix B: Efficient solution of “diagonal plus low
rank” equation

In the standard R-matrix theory of collisions the inver-
sion of the inner-region Hamiltonian, equation (4), needs
to be performed only once. However, since equation (A9)
needs to be solved for each photon energy independently,
it pays off to implement this solution efficiently. As writ-
ten, the matrix of the set of equations has rank equal
to the number of inner region eigenstates, which may be
a very large number N . Solution of such equation has
the asymptotic complexity O(N3). Fortunately, it has a
very specific form, sometimes called “diagonal plus low
rank” matrix, where the low rank refers to the second
term of the matrix in equation (A9) being constructed
from boundary amplitude matrices, which have one of
the dimensions equal to the number of photoionization
channels n, while typically n � N . In this case, one
can make use of the Sherman-Morrison-Woodbury for-
mula [64],

(A+UCV)−1 = A−1−A−1U(C−1+VA−1U)−1VA−1 ,
(B1)

which allows expressing the solution of the N -by-N sys-
tem using the solution of an n-by-n one, where N is the
number of inner region eigenstates and n is the number
of the outer region channels. In this case the solution is

c =

(
P−Pw>

[
1

1
2Λ

+ wPw>
]−1

wP

)
D , (B2)

where P = (Etot − E)−1 is a diagonal N -by-N ma-
trix. Note that the rank of the inner inversion in (B2)
needs to be limited to the number of open channels
no ≤ n. Now the most time-consuming operation be-
comes the construction of the matrix wPw>, consisting
of O(n2

oN) multiplications, which for no < N outper-
forms the O(N3) operations required to solve the original
system, particularly for a small number of open channels.

Appendix C: Evaluation of multi-dimensional
Coulomb-Green dipole integrals

Multi-dimensional integrals of products of coordinate
powers, Coulomb-Hankel functions and Coulomb-Green’s
functions from a large radius a to infinity in each coordi-
nate can be expressed as a sum of “triangular” integrals
over a < r1 < r2 < · · · < rM < +∞, in order to fix
the assignment of the coordinates in the Green’s func-
tion (A22). Then, the regular Coulomb functions Fl are
rewritten using Coulomb-Hankel functions H±l :

Fl =
1

2i

[
H+
l −H

−
l

]
. (C1)

All Coulomb-Hankel functions are in turn expanded using
the asymptotic series [52]

Hs
l (η, ρ) ∼ eisφl(η,ρ)

∞∑
n=0

(a)n(b)n
n!(2isρ)n

, (C2)

where a = 1 + l + isη, b = −l + isη, η = −Z/k, ρ =
kr, φl(η, ρ) = ρ − η log(2ρ) − πl/2 + σ, σ = arg Γ(l +
1 + iη) and s is either +1 or −1. As a result, the final
integrand in (A26) will become a product of oscillatory
exponentials and (possibly negative) coordinate powers.
In general, such integral does not have a well defined
value. We circumvent this by introduction of an auxiliary
damping factor exp(−cri) with positive constant c into
the integrand for each coordinate ri as suggested in [65].
Following the integration we perform the limit c → 0+;
the value of the integral stays finite and well-defined. All
formulas in this section are to be understood in this limit.
The prototypical one-dimensional integral

I[f, θ]a ≡
+∞∫
a

f(r)eiθ(r)dr , (C3)

with θ(r) = s1θ1(r) + s2θ2(r), where θi(r) = kir +
Z log(2kir)/ki−πli/2+σi, can be evaluated by repeated
integration by parts (limited to P iterations) as done
in [61, 62], leading to

I[f, θ]a = eiθ(a)γ(a)

P∑
t=0

Tt(a) , (C4)

where γ(r) = i/θ′(r) and the terms Tt(r) satisfy the re-
cursive definition

T0(r) = f(r) , (C5)

Tt+1(r) =
d

dr
(γ(r)Tt(r)) . (C6)

The primes indicate derivatives with respect to r. For
evaluation of the terms Tt, the derivatives of f(r) at r = a
need to be known, which is easy for the one-dimensional
case (C3), where f(r) is simply a (small, or even negative)
power of r. The sum in (C4) is asymptotic series similar
to (C2); higher terms are proportional to high derivatives
of negative powers of the coordinate and to high deriva-
tives of the phase θ(r) at large distances, which rapidly
decrease in magnitude with each new term, provided that
the evaluation radius r = a is sufficiently large. For mod-
est radii, though, considering fewer terms leads to better
results.

Nested “triangular” integrals of the type

+∞∫
a

· · ·
+∞∫
r3

f2(r)eiθ2(r)

+∞∫
r2

f1(r)eiθ1(r)dr1dr2 . . . drN

(C7)
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arising in absorption of at least two photons in the con-
tinuum can be calculated similarly by recursion, based
on the observation that

I[f1, θ1]r = g1(r)eiθ1(r) , (C8)

and so for a two-dimensional integral

I[f2I[f1, θ1], θ2] = I[f2g1, θ1 + θ2] . (C9)

That is, the integrand at any level has the same form
“function times exponential” and the same approach can
be used to evaluate the integral as for lower orders. For
the second-order integral, the only additional informa-
tion needed to evaluate it is the knowledge of the value
and derivatives of f̃2 = f2g1 at r = a, which can be
precalculated before evaluating the second integral. The
need of P derivatives of f̃2 translates, via the chain rule,
to the need to know P derivatives of g1, which in turn
just raises the number of derivatives of f1 that need to
be precalculated beforehand, because derivatives of the
terms Tt are then needed, too,

dn

drn
T0(r) = f (n)(r) , (C10)

dn

drn
Tt+1(r) =

n+1∑
k=0

(
n+ 1

k

)
γ(n+1−l)(r)T

(k)
t (r) . (C11)

The algorithm for evaluation of the nested “triangular”
exponential integral of arbitrary dimension N then be-
gins by calculation of derivatives of fi(r) up to some high
order dependent onM and P , followed by recurrent eval-
uation of terms Tt and the integrals I (and their needed
derivatives) for subsequently higher dimensions.

Note that, as would be expected from the multi-
dimensional nature of the problem, while the asymp-
totic computational complexity for calculation of a single
“triangular” integral using this approach is manageable
O(M3P 2), the computational complexity of the whole
algorithm is asymptotically proportional to M !. This
scaling is a result of the r1 < r2 < ... < rM unique
orderings (permutations) are required. The correspond-
ing number of independent triangular integrals to be cal-
culated is proportional to 2M for all splittings of the
regular Coulomb function Fl into the Coulomb-Hankel
functions H±l , and also up to nM (n being the typical
number of channels in an irreducible representation) for
evaluation of a multi-dimensional integral for each possi-
ble (dipole coupled) sequence of intermediate state outer
region channels. Recall that M refers to the number
of photons absorbed in the continuum. Consequently,
the problem is computationally tractable only for mod-
est above-threshold ionisation orders.

When the R-matrix radius r = a is too small for the
asymptotic procedures to be valid, it is possible to em-
ploy numerical integration between r = a and some suf-
ficiently large r = b that is suitable for application of
the asymptotic methods. The numerical integration typ-
ically needs to be employed for slowly oscillating func-
tions only. Outside of the (a, b)M hypercube, e.g. in

(a, b)M−1 × (b,+∞), it can be combined with the an-
alytic formulas.

Even though they are not necessary—as we have just
outlined a general algorithm—for convenience and illus-
tration we include below the explicit forms of the one-
and two-dimensional integrals. The one-dimensional case
is

I[rm, θ]r = eiθ(r)γ(r)

P∑
p=0

iprm
∑p
q=0 ampq(ur)

p−qvq

(ur + v)2p
,

(C12)
where u = s1k1 + s2k2 and v = Z(s1/k1 + s2/k2). The
coefficient ampq is defined recursively as

am00 = 1 , (C13)
ampq = (m+ 1− p− q)am,p−1,q

+ (m+ 1 + p− q)am,p−1,q−1 , (C14)

and ampq = 0 for invalid indices (p < 0, q < 0 or q > p).
For two dimensions, where additionally φ(r) = s3θ3(r) +
s4θ4(r), γ̃(r) = i/(φ′(r)+θ′(r)), ũ = s1k1 +s2k2 +s3k3 +
s4k4, ṽ = Z(s1/k1 + s2/k2 + s3/k3 + s4/k4) and m̃ =
m1 +m2, we have

I [rm2I [rm1 , θ] , φ]r = eiφ(r)+iθ(r)γ̃(r)

×
P∑
p=0

iprm1

∑p
q=0 am1pq(ur)

p−qvqBm1m2pq(r)

(ur + v)2p
, (C15)

Bm1m2pqs(r) = γ(r)

×
P∑
s=0

isrm2

∑s
t,t′=0 bm̃pqstt′(ur)

s−tvt(ũr)s−t
′
ṽt
′

(ũr + ṽ)2s(ur + v)s
,

(C16)

with the recursive definition of the constant bm̃pqstt′

bm̃pqstt′ = (m̃− p− q − s− t− t′ + 1)bm̃pq(s−1)tt′

+ (m̃+ p− q − t− t′ + 2)bm̃pq(s−1)(t−1)t′

+ (m̃− p− q + s− t− t′ + 1)bm̃pq(s−1)t(t′−1)

+ (m̃+ p− q + 2s− t− t′ + 2)bm̃pq(s−1)(t−1)(t′−1) ,

(C17)

with the initial condition bm̃pq000 = 1, and bm̃pqstt′ = 0
whenever t < 0, t > s, t′ < 0 or t′ > s.

Appendix D: Orientation averaging

The laboratory-frame differential cross section of ion-
ization of a sample of randomly oriented molecules by
absorption of n photons with given laboratory-frame po-
larizations p1, . . . , pn (pi is equal to 0 for linear polariza-
tion or ±1 for a circular polarization) is

dσ

dΩ
= 2π(2παω)n

2π∫
0

π∫
0

2π∫
0

|M(α, β, γ)|2 dαdβdγ

8π2
, (D1)
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and has the form of a Legendre expansion

dσ

dΩ
=
σ0

4π

(
1 +

2n∑
L=1

βLPL(cos θ)

)
(D2)

where σ0 = b0 is the isotropic generalized integral cross
section, βL = bL/σ0 are the dimensionless asymmetry
parameters, and the quantities bL are

bL =
∑

lfmfm
′
f ,λfµf

mn...m1,µn...µ1

(−1)m
′
f (2L+ 1)

√
(2lf + 1)(2λf + 1)Mfi,lfmf ,mn...m1

M∗fi,λfµf ,µn...µ1

×
∑

j1...jn,j̃1...j̃n
ν1...νn,ν

′
1...ν

′
n,ν̃1...ν̃n

(
lf λf L
0 0 0

)(
lf λf L
−m′f m′f 0

)
δjn j̃nδν′nν̃′nδνnν̃n

2jn + 1

× (−1)mf+ν1+···+νn(2j1 + 1) . . . (2jn + 1)

×
(

lf 1 j1
−m′f p1 −ν′1

)
. . .

(
jn−1 1 jn
ν′n−1 pn −ν′n

)(
lf 1 j1
−mf m1 −ν1

)
. . .

(
jn−1 1 jn
νn−1 mn −νn

)
× (−1)µf+ν̃1+···+ν̃n(2j̃1 + 1) . . . (2j̃n + 1)

×
(
λf 1 j̃1
−m′f p1 −ν′1

)
. . .

(
j̃n−1 1 j̃n
ν′n−1 pn −ν′n

)(
λf 1 j̃1
−µf µ1 −ν̃1

)
. . .

(
j̃n−1 1 j̃n
ν̃n−1 µn −ν̃n

)
. (D3)

Here, Mfi,lfmf ,mn...m1
are terms of the partial wave ex-

pansion of (7); that is, lf andmf are the molecular-frame
angular quantum numbers of the partial wave, while
m1, . . . ,mn label the components of the dipole operator
in spherical basis in the molecular frame. The expression
for bL was obtained by: expressing the molecular-frame
expansion of Mfi in terms of the laboratory-frame quan-
tum numbers m′f and p1, . . . , pn,

Mfi =
∑

lfmfm′f ,m1...mn

Mfi,lfmf ,m1...mn
Ylfm′f (k̂f )

×D(lf )

m′fmf
D(1)∗
p1m1

. . . D(1)∗
pnmn

; (D4)

expressing the product Ylfm′fY
∗
λfµ′f

that arises in equa-
tion (D1) as a series in YLM ; recursively combining the
rotational matrices associated with a partial wave with
those associated with the dipole operator; and eventually
using the orthogonality of the rotational matrices.

In the main text we mention a discrepancy in Fig. 5a
between the orientation-averaged isotropic cross section
for two-photon ionization of H2 calculated in this work
and the results of Apalategui and Saenz [41]. The au-
thors of the latter article break down the total cross sec-
tion into components σa, σb, . . . , σg, some of which they
explicitly plot. In Fig. 9 we reproduce those components
and demonstrate that if we flip the sign of the interfer-
ence term σf with respect to the definition (7f) in the
reference, we obtain their results (as far as our calcu-
lated transition matrix elements permit); cf. thin broken
blue curve to thick solid blue curve in Fig. 9. With the
exact definition of σf in the article, however, we obtain
our results; the two red curves in Fig. 9 lie on top of
each other. Based on this observation, together with the

fact that we obtained our results also in Cartesian basis
via independent formula (13), which does not treat σf
separately, we conclude that the authors of the earlier
calculation used an incorrect sign of σf when evaluating
the final orientation averaged cross section and that the
agreement between the calculations is then actually much
better than Fig. 5a suggests. Nevertheless, the formula
(7) of their paper appears to be correct.
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orientation-averaged isotropic total cross section of two-
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FIGURE LEGENDS

• Figure 1. Illustration of the multi-photon transi-
tions, including above-threshold ionization, calcu-
lable by the presented method. From left to right
N + 0, N + 1 and N +M multi-photon ionization
processes. Red arrows mark the M photons ab-
sorbed by the photo-electron “in continuum”. In
the special case of the [N +M ] REMPI scheme the
first N photons excite the target to an intermedi-
ate bound state and the remaining M photon ab-
sorptions ionize the target without further photon
absorptions in the continuum, thus corresponding
to our (N +M) + 0 case.

• Figure 2. Left: Generalized cross section of two-
photon ionization of the hydrogen atom. The verti-
cal line marks the one-photon ionization threshold.
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Results are compared to earlier theoretical calcu-
lations of Klarsfeld [53] and Karule [54]. Right:
Generalized cross section of two-photon ionization
of the helium atom calculated in UKRmol+ with
a Gaussian basis set used to represent the states
of He+. The solid grey vertical line marks the
calculated one-photon single ionization threshold,
while the broken yellow vertical line marks the two-
photon double ionization threshold at 39.5 eV [31].
Results are compared to earlier theoretical calcu-
lations of Sánchez et al. [33], of Feng and van der
Hart [32] and of Shakeshaft [31].

• Figure 3. One-, two-, three- and four-photon gener-
alized cross section for below- and above-threshold
ionisation of the hydrogen molecule by a field po-
larised parallel with the molecular axis. The panels
to the right provide details (from top to bottom)
of the two-, three- and four-photon data around
the multi-photon ionisation thresholds. The pur-
ple, green, blue and yellow vertical chain lines mark
the one-, two-, three- and four-photon thresholds,
respectively.

• Figure 4. Generalized cross section of two-photon
ionization of molecular hydrogen calculated using
UKRmol+ with the atomic basis set aug-cc-pVTZ
and full CI wave function model. Left panel: Field
polarized parallel to the molecular axis. Right
panel: Field polarized perpendicular to the molec-
ular axis. Below-threshold results are compared
to calculations of Apalategui and Saenz [41] and
Morales et al. [40] The calculated one-photon ion-
ization thresholds as well as the calculated positions
of core-excited resonances allowed by symmetry are
marked by grey vertical lines (solid and chain, re-
spectively). The yellow broken line marks the cal-
culated vertical non-sequential two-photon double
ionization threshold at 25.7 eV.

• Figure 5. Laboratory-frame photoelectron angular
distribution parameters for two-photon ionization
of H2. Left panels: With the same full CI model as
in Fig. 4. Right panels: With the SE model as in
Fig. 3. Top panels: Averaged cross sections over all
relative orientations of the molecule and the field

polarization. Middle and bottom panels: Dimen-
sionless asymmetry parameters. The circle marks
the theoretical result of Ritchie and McGuire [39],
chain curve the results of Apalategui and Saenz [41]
and the dashed curve the results of Demekhin et
al. [42] The disagreement between our results and
those of Apalategui and Saenz [41], possibly aris-
ing due to a typo in their codes, is discussed in
Appendix D.

• Figure 6. Laboratory-frame photoelectron angu-
lar distribution parameters for below- and above-
threshold two-photon ionization of CO2 into its
first four ionic states. The solid grey vertical line
marks the first one-photon ionization threshold at
13.78 eV, while the dashed lines mark further cal-
culated one-photon thresholds for states A, B, C
and D, indicating narrow energy windows with in-
accurate results.

• Figure 7. Summed two-photon isotropic partial
ionization cross sections of CO2 including the fi-
nal states X, A, B, and C. The resonance struc-
ture in the below-threshold two-photon ionization
is compared to below-threshold one-photon absorp-
tion measurement of Chan et al. [59] The grey verti-
cal line marks the one-photon ionization threshold.
The first two resonances corresponding to dipole-
allowed excitation of the neutral molecule to the
singlet excited states 1Σu and 1Πu are labeled in
the plot.

• Figure 8. Real and imaginary part of the sta-
tionary intermediate-state wave function for above-
threshold ionization of the hydrogen atom after ab-
sorption of one photon in the continuum for a spe-
cific energy. The vertical line as well as the labels
“(inner)” and “(outer)” mark the division into R-
matrix regions.

• Figure 9. Comparison of components σa, σb, . . . , σg
of the orientation-averaged isotropic total cross sec-
tion of two-photon ionization of H2 in the FCI
model (broken lines) to results of Apalategui and
Saenz [41] (solid lines).
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