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C lassical analysis of correlated m ultiple jonization in strong elds
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W e discuss the nal stages of the sin ultaneous ionization of two or m ore electrons due to a
strong laser pulse. An analysis of the classical dynam ics suggests that the dom Inant pathway for
non-sequential escape has the electrons escaping in a sym m etric arrangem ent. C lassical tra ctory
m odels w ithin and near to this sym m etry subspace support the theoretical considerations and give

nalm om entum distribbutions in close agreem ent w ith experin ents.

I. NTRODUCTION

C lassicalm odels for atom ic processes can provide use—
ful insights in situations where quantum e ects are not
prom nent, as for instance in the dynam ics ofhighly ex—
cited states or n m ultiphoton absorption processes. M i-
crow ave ionization of hydrogen and other atom s with a
single valence electron E}:{B], localized wave packet dy—
nam ics or electron scattering o atom s come to m ind
Ef]. T hey provide a natural starting point for sem iclas—
sical investigations that inclide, at least approxin ately,
quantum interference e ects. In particular the loniza—
tion ofR ydberg atom s in linear and elliptically polarized
m icrowave elds has received considerable attention and
sim flarities and di erences between classicaland quantal
behaviour have been sorted out in great detail i]:{-'_i’]. n
m ost cases only a single electron is considered and su -
cient to interpret the observations.

Interactions between electrons seem to play an in por—
tant role In muliphoton multiple jonization In strong
laser elds. Experin ents show that the yield of multi-
ply charged ions ism uch higher than can be expected on
the basis of an ndependent electron m odel E,:_d] M ore
recently, it hasbeen noted that the electrons can escape
non-sequentially and that they are correlated in their -
nal state [j{g-(_i]. T his correlation In the nalstate came
as a big surpprise and it is our m ain ob gctive here to
discuss a classicalm odel for it.

II.THE M ODEL

T he full process of m ultiphoton m ultiple ionization is
quite com plicated and involresm any steps. A plusble
m odelrelevant forthe  eld intensities of the experin ents
is the rescattering m echanism [11{18]. Before the pulse
arrives, the atom is in itsground state. T hen one electron
escapes from the atom , m ost lkely by tunnelling through
the Stark barrier. T hiselectron isthen accelerated by the

eld and can be re ected back tow ards the atom . D uring
this In pact energy is transfered to other electrons, per—
haps lifting them above the ionization threshold orbring—
Ingthem closeenough so that tunnelling isagain possble.
If not enough energy is provided at this stage, perhaps
another rescattering process can follow until eventually

multiple ionization takes place or the pulse disappears.
H ow ever, before the escape to m ultiple ionization all ex—
cited electrons pass close to the nucleus w here they inter—
act strongly w ith the each other and w ith the Coulomb
attraction. D uring this phase their (classical) m otion is
very fast com pared to the eld oscillations and an adi-
abatic analysis, keeping the eld xed, can be applied.
M orevoer, because of the strong interaction allm em ory
of the previous m otion is lost, so that the initial state
for the muliple onization event is a statistical distri-
bution of electrons close to the nucleus. O ur discussion
starts once this interm ediate cloud of excited electrons
has form ed. W e do not consider the process by which
i has been generated; for instance, one m ight in agine
exposing ions to both an elctric eld and an electron
beam .

T he argum entsthat follow focuson tw o electron escape
but can easily be extended to discussm ultiple ionization,
as Indicated below . The Ham iltonian then has as usual
the kinetic energy of the elctrons, their m utual repul-
sion, the attraction to the core and the potential due to
the oscillating electric eld. In m any experin ents the
recoilm om entum of the ion is m easured, and given the
extram ely an allm om enta ofthe photons it is possible to
calculate it as the sum ofthe m om enta of the electrons.

Initially, there isno eld and the atom is in its ground
state. In the nal state, after the pulse is tumed o ,
both electrons are free and have positive total energy.
Not all the energy di erence has to be provided by the
In pacting electron since there can be additional accel
eration by the eld after the electrons escape from the
core region. However, within the adiabatic assum ption
m otivated above, the energy content of the interm ediate
electron cloud has to be high enough to lt both elec—
trons escape from the inm ediate vicinity of the nucleus.
W ithout eld thisin pliespositive energy, but ifthe eld
is on and non-zero, a Stark saddle form s som e distance
away from the nucleus and the electrons can escape over
. The rapid acceleration down eld will then pull the
electrons out and feed In the energy needed to rem ain
asym potically free once the pulse is gone.

T he Stark saddle that form s in the eld providesa fo—
cus and a bottlkeneck for the elctrons which they have
to cross in order to leave the atom . A1l electrons see
the sam e saddle and would lke to cross i, but if they
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try to do sin ultaneously, as suggested by the observed
electron correlations, theirm utual repulsion gets in their
way. Suppose that one electron is slightly ahead of the
other when running up the hill towards the Stark sad—
dle: the one that is ahead has the advantage that the
repulsion with the com panion pushes it uphill, whereas
the onebehind not only hasto ght the attraction to the
nucleus but also the repulsion from the one ahead. T heir
Interaction is perfectly balanced if they cross the saddle
side by side, wih re ection symm etry with respect to
the eld axis. The previous considerations suggest that
deviations from this symm etric con guration are am pli-

ed and cannot lead to simultaneous lonization. The
argum ents used here are sim ilar to the ones advanced by
W annier in his analysis of doubl ionization upon elec—
tron In pact f_l-S_l';_Z-g]

T herefore, we propose that near the threshold for
double ionization the dom nant path leading to non-—
sequential doubl ionization has both electrons escape
symm etrically with respect to the eld axis. If more
than two electrons are ionized sin ultaneously the natu-—
ralextension isthat they om a regularn-gon in a plane
perpendicular to the eld axis.

III.SYM M ETRIC DOUBLE IONIZATION

W ih the eld pointing along the x-axis and two elec—
trons con ned to the plane z = 0 their coordinates in
the sym m etric subspace are (x;y;0) and (x; y;0) In po—
sition and (px;py;0) and y; py;0) N momenta. The
classicalH am ilton fiinction for this geom etry then is (in
atom ic units)

H ©eiPyiXiyit) = Po + P, + V Kjyit) @)

w ith potential energy

V (x;v;0) = p4:+ i + 2F xf (t) cos(!t+ )
x24+ y2 2y
@)
and the pulse shape
£ () = sin® ( =Tq) 3)
w here the duration of the pulse is taken to be four eld

cyckes, Tq = 8 =!.The rescattering ofthe electrons leads
to a highly excited com plex of totalenergy E’ which ev—
ery now and then is close to the sym m etric con guration
described by the Ham iltonian (1). Any con guration on
this energy shell (or some xed tine t) aswell as any
phase ofthe eld isequally lkely, and the experim en—
tal cbservations are averages over iniial conditions and
phases.

F jg.:}' show s equipotential lines for the potential (:2:) at
amaximum ofthe eldforF = 0:137 au., corresponding
to an Intensity of6:6 18" W /an?. T he saddle is Jocated

along the Iinex = ryocos andy= rsh wih = =6
or5 =6 and ata distance rZ = = 3=F £ () cos(!t+ )i
For the above m entioned eld the saddle has an energy

ofvg= 1®69au..
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FIG.1l. Adiabatic potentialV (x;y;t) for xed tine t In

the sym m etric subspace. T he saddle m oves along the dashed
line.
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FIG.2. Tragctories in the symm etric subspace. One
fram e show s the tim e evolution of the radial distance r(t)
(continuous line) together w ith the instantaneous position of
the barrier (dashed line) and the other show s the energy.

Sam ple trajectorjeslethjn the symm etric con gura—
tion are shown In Fjg.-j . It isevident that they cross the
saddle during a m axinum ofthe eld and that once on
the other side the energy increases rapidly. This accel-
eration is accom panigned by a rapid separation from the
nuclkus, so that during eld reversals the electrons w ill
not retum to the nuchies and w ill rem ain essentially free.

A quantity of direct experim ental interest is the dis—
tribbution of m om enta of the ion, estin ated as pPron

1 + P2) fj{:_l(j]. The m any realization of the exper—



In ent and the unknown details of the Iniial conditions
can bem odelled by averaging over all initial conditions of
prescribed energy and allphases ofthe eld. The resuls
forpeak eld strengthF = 0:37au. are shown in Figi 3.
Forinitialenergy E'= 0:58 au. the naldistribution of
m om enta clearly show s the double hum p structure also
seen in experim ent. The perpendicularm om entum ofa
single electron show a clear suppression near zerom om en—
tum and a long tail. T he suppression for sm allm om enta
is a clear sign of electron repulsion. W e are not aw are of
expeperin ental data on this distrdbution.
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FIG.3. Finalmomentum distrbutions forF = 0:137 au.
and initialenergy E'= 0358 au.: (@) Ion m om entum paral-
lelto the eld axis and (b) perpendicular m om entum of one
electron.

Iv.THE SADDLE AND THREE-DIM ENSIONAL
M OTIONS

W ithin the sym m etric subspace m entioned before the
position of the saddle separating trapped m otion from
Jonized m otion is clear. And as in m any m odels of chem —
ical reactions it has one unstable direction that de nes
the reaction coordinate and a stable m otion perpendic-
ular to the reaction coordinate. However, in the space
of six degrees of freedom ofthe f11l 3-d tw o electron m o—
tion and iIn the adiabatic approxin ation forthe eld the
stability analysis of the saddle reveals two unstable di-
rections and four stable ones. T he stable directions are
ofm inor In portance: ifexcited they persist In the neigh—
borhood ofthe saddk as som euncoupled niteam plitude
m otions. T he second unstable direction besides the reac-
tion coordinate is responsible for the im portance of the
sym m etric subspace. M otion leading aw ay from thissym —
m etric subspace w ill typically have one electron escaping
and the other retuming to the nucleus. T his corresponds
to single ionization. T he electron retumed to the nucleus
m ay have enough energy to ionize in the next step orm ay
gain additional energy from the eld to ionize later. E i~
ther w ay, the electrons do not escape sym m etrically and
sin ultaneously, so that there are no correlations betw een
the two outgoing electrons and the ionization is sequen-—
tial.

W ithout going into the technical details of this analy—
sis, we can illustrate som e ofthese featuresw ith tra cto-

ries started slightly outside the symm etry plane ig.4).
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FIG.4. Tra®ctories of electrons outside the sym m etric
subspace for E' = 0:58 au.. Initial positions are close to
the saddle and m arked by heavy dots; the electrons are dis—
tinguished by dotted and continuous tracks. Fram e (@) show s
for reference the ionization in the sym m etric subspace. Fram e
() show s a case where outside this sym m etric subspace one
electron escapes and the other fallsback to the ion. Fram e (c)
show s an exam ple of sequential ionization of both electrons
in opposite directions.

40

Fig :_4a show s initial conditions on the saddle and
sym m etrically escaping elctrons. For som e deviation
from symm etry, one electron escapes, the other ram ains
trapped to the nuclkus Fi. :fJ:b). Tt is possble, how—
ever, that the second electron picks up enough energy to
onize iself Fig.dc). In this gure the loss of correla—
tion between the electrons is evidenced by their escape
In opposite directions.



V.TRIPLE AND HIGHER IONIZATION

The m odel is easily extended to the case of sinulta—
neous rem oval of m ore than two electrons @]. T he key
assum ption is that the process is dom nated by a sym —
m etric con guration of the electrons w ith respect to the

eld polarization axis. Speci cally, we assum e that all
electronsm ove In a plane perpendicular to the eld and
that they obey a Cy, symm etry, which generalizes the
Coy symm etry of the previous case. The re ection sym —
m etry lin itsthem om enta to be parallelto the sym m etry
planes and thus con nesthem otion to a dynam ically al-
Iowed subspace In the high-din ensional N -body phase

space.
W ih the electric eld directed along the z-axis the
positions of the N electrons are z; = z, ; = and

ry= 2 =N ,where ( i;’ i;2z;) are cylindrical coordnates.
Them om enta ofthe electrons are allidentical,p ;s = p ,
Pz;i = P and pr;; = 0. For this geom etry the classi-
cal Ham iltonian for N electrons, for zero total angular
momentum along the eld axis reads

2+ 2
H @ ;pi iziH) = Npi2p2+ V ( ;zit); @)
w ith potential energy
N 2 NN 1)
V= p— =+ + NzF f@®)ocos(lt+ ):

24 z2 4 sin( =N )
(5)

T he equipotential curves look very much lke the ones
shown for two particles and the dynam ics is sim ilar. O ne
Interesting aspect of this m any electron con guration is
that it is lim ited to at m ost 13 electrons: for Jarger num —
bers of electrons the repulsion between overw eights the
attraction to the nucleus and no saddle con guration can
be found.

VI.FINAL REM ARKS

The present considerations suggest that correlated,
non-seudentialm ultiple ionization in strong laser pulses
proceeds through a saddle con guration with sym m etri-
cally m oving electrons. The con gurations can be seen
analogousto the sym m etrically escaping electrons in dou-—
bl lonization without eld as discussed m any years ago
by W annier. As In that case it is possbl to derive a
threshold law , which, however, isnot only di erent from
hisbutalsomuchmoredi cul to cbservebecause ofthe
presence of the laser pulse. Further consequences of the
m odel are under Investigation.
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