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T w o—color interference stabilization of atom s
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The e ect of Interference stabilization is shown to exist In a system oftwo atom ic levels coupled
by a strong two-color laser eld, the two frequencies of which are close to a two-photon R am an—
type resonance betw een the chosen levels, w ith open channels of onephoton ionization from both of
them . W e suggest an experin ent, in which a rather signi cant (up to 90 % ) suppression of ionization
can take place and which dem onstrates explicitly the interference origin of stabilization. Speci c
calculations are m ade for H and He atom s and optin al param eters of a two-color eld are found.
T he physics of the e ect and its relation w ith such welkknown phenom ena as LIC S and population

trapping in a threelevel system are discussed.

PACS num bers:

I. INTRODUCTION
A . Interference stabilization

Interference stabilization ofR ydberg atom s, or strong—
eld suppression of photoionization, is known [11, 4] to
be a phenom enon related to the coherent re-population of
Jevels neighboring to the initially populated one. Such a
re-population arises ow Ing to R am an-type transitionsvia
the continuum and in the case ofa singlecolor eld it can
bee cientonly ifthe eld is strong enough. Speci cally,
the strong— eld criterion forthe e ect of interference sta-
bilization is form ulated qualitatively as the requirem ent
for the ionization width ") of the mitially populated
atom ic level E, to be larger than the spacing between
neighboring levels,

R T A &)
where n is the principal quantum number. The ioniza—
tion width is determ ined here as the rate of ionization
calculated w ith the help ofthe Fermm iG olden Rule. How -
ever, repopulation of neighboring R ydberg levels is pro—
vided, actually, by the o -diagonaltem s ofthe tensor of
jonization w idths i(n";n) . In the approxin ation of adi-
abatic elin ination of the continuum W hich includes, in
particular, the wellkknow rotating wave approxim ation,

[Z]) this tensor is determ ined as a direct generalization of
(n)

i

the Ferm 1iG olden Rule expression for

(no;n): _on2 hnO- iE dni .
i 7 0 i dni ; )
E=E,+!
where "y and ! arethe laser eld-strength am plitude and
frequency, d is the profction of the atom ic dipole m o-
m ent upon the direction of Iight polarization, E isthe en-—
ergy ofthe atom ic electron in the continuum , and atom ic
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units are used throughout the paper if not indicated dif-
ferently. So, the next crucial assum ption in the theory
of interference stabilization is that all the com ponents of
the tensor [J) are approxin ately equalto each other

®%n)
i

3)

This assum ption is pretty well ful Iled for high atom ic
Rydberg kevels,n;n® 1,7 1§ n (see explanations
In Z]). It should be noted also that for Rydberg levels
their ac Stark shift, as well as the shift of the ionization
threshold are equal approxin ately to the ponderom otive
energy "2=4!2 and identicalto each other, and this com —
m on shift doesnota ecteiherthe dynam icsofphotoion—
ization from R ydberg levels or the e ect of interference
stabilization .

The sin plest m odel, in which the e ect of interference
stabilization exists, isthem odeloftw o close atom ic levels
E; and E, connected w ith each otherby the R am an-type
transitions via the continuum , for which the conditions
[ and @) are fiill lled and the ac Stark shift has the
sam e features as described above for R ydberg levels and,
actually, can be ignored.

Both in two-leveland m ultilevel system s there are sev—
eraldi erent theoretical approaches one can use to solve
the problem s of strong— eld photoionization and stabi-
lization. O ne of them isbased on the use of quasienergy
or "dressed-state" analysis. The totalwave function of
an atom ic electron In a light eld can be expanded In a
series of the eld-free atom ic eigenfunctions

X
= Cn (®

n

L + continuum : )

In the approxin ation of adiabatic elin ination ofthe con-
tinuum equations forthe coe cientsC , (t) are stationary,
and in the sin plest case ofthe tw oJevelsystem they have
the form
G0 ECi®= 1 C10+C20]
®)
G4 ®

ECi D)= C:0+C®1;

Nl

w here the approxin ation [3) is assum ed to be fi1l lked.
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A s equations [[) are stationary, they have solutions
of the orm C;i,; / exp( 1 t), where is a complex

quasienergy. W hen this exponential dependence on t is
substituted Into Egs.

M), they tum into a set of two
algebraic hom ogeneous equations, which has a nonzero
solution if is determ inant tums zero. T his is the condi-
tion from which the two quasienergies ofthe eld-driven
tw o—Jevelsystam have to be found, and the result is given
by

n

p_ o0
2 E;1+E, i €, E)? 2 ©)
From here we see that, Indeed, a drastic change In the
form of the solutions occurs when the interaction con-—

stant becom es larger than the level spacing E ,
The point E»

which @t < E, E;)therotsquareisrealin Eq. @),
w hereasabovethebranchingpoint @t > E, E;) itbe-

com es In aghhary. The In agihary parts of the quasiener—
gies [@) are shown in Fig. 1, and they determ ine

the eld-dependent widths of the two quasienergy levels
o)

2Jm [ ()13 where
branches arising at

E;.
E; is the branching point, below

/ "% ). Oneofthetwo

> E, E1 (+ ()) corresoonds
to a narrow Ing quasienergy level whose width

+ ("o)
fallsw ih a grow ing eld-strength am plitude. T his corre—
soonds to an increasing life-tin e ofthis quasienergy level

and to stabilization ofan atom ic population at this level.

v
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Fig.1l.The functionsm [ ()] ().

B . Laser-Induced Continuum Structures,
A utoionizing R esonances, D ark States, and
Population Trapping

T hough rather attractive by is sin plicity, an isolated
two-level system obeying the requirem ent [J) hardly can
be easily found In the usualatom ic spectra. This is the
reason why here we consider another schem e, in which
two atom ic levelsw ith signi cantly di erent energies and
bound-free dipole m atrix are connected w ith each other
by Ram an-type transitions via the continuum in a two-
color eld Fig. 2). Such a schem e has been w idely dis—
cussed In lterature [, 14,15, 16,17,14,19, 1140, 111,114, 13] in
connection w ith the phenom enon of Light-Tnduced C on—
tinuum Structure LICS), brie y outlined below . The

22 ) with ", substinited by ", . Ifall the population
is concentrated initially at the levelE 1, the probe eld
jonizes the atom and takes the F loquet satellte E, + !,
for an aln ost real autoionizing level, which gives rise to

the typical asym m etric Fano-pro le-lke structure of the
dispersion curvew; (1) Eig. 3).

process we suggest and investigate, aswellas its sim ilar-
iy and di erencesw ith LIC S are discussed in Subsection
C.

In LICS, one ofthetwo eldsofa two-color light isas-
sum ed to be strong [(! 2, "2), thepum p]and the otherone
-weak [(!1, "), the probe], where !1;, and "1, are the

corresponding frequencies and eld-strength am plitudes.
In a scheme of Fig. 2

is the Ram an-type resonance
detuning.
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Fig. 2. A schem e of two atom ic Jevels under the conditions
ofa Ram an-type resonance In a two-color led.

U nderthe action ofthe pum p the rstF loquet satellite
ofthe kvelE ; takesthe form ofan autoionizing-like level

E, + !, at the background of the continuum w ih the
w idth equalto the ionization w idth ofthe levelE ,,

2)

w
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Fig. 3. The Fano pro l ofthe dispersion curvew; (! 1) at an
autoionizing-like resonance.



The Fano m inimnum of the curve w; (! 1) arises ow Ing to
Interference of direct and indirect transitions to the con—
tihuum €, ! E and E; ! E°! E, ! E). But
this isnot yet a stabilization understood as an increasing
suppression of ionization wih a grow ing light intensity.
An experin ent we suggest and discussbelow can dem on-—
strate explicitly such an interference suppression and sta—
bilization ofan atom in isbound states. W e w illassum e
that both elds can be equally strong and in this sense
the e ect we consider can be referred to as a strong- eld
LICS.

Tt should be noted that the channelof ionization shown
In Fig. 2 by a dashed line (taken into account forthe st
tin e n Ref. [B]) detem ines a nonzero height ofthe Fano
curve In tsm nInum . Aswe will see below, this is just
the com petition of this non-interfering channel of ioniza—
tion w ith interfering ones that is crucially im portant for
optim ization of stabilization in is dependence on light
Intensities.

At last, another wellknown analogue of LICS is re—
lated to single—and double strong— eld resonances at real
autoionizing atom ic levels [1,114,115,116,117]. T he physics
of this phenom enon and LICS are close though there
are evident di erences conceming m echanism s of level
broadening. These di erences m ake autoionizing reso—
nances not as closely related to the phenom enon under
consideration asLIC S.The sam e can be said about dark
states and population trapping In a threelevel system
18, 119, 120, [21]. The physics of all these phenom ena
is alike though in portant details are di erent. In par-
ticular, this concems intensity-dependent m echanisn s of
level broadening and an in portant role of the noninter—
fering ionization channel speci ¢ for the schem e under
consideration and m issing in a threedevel scheme. Be-
sides, the atom ic continuous spectrum is so m uch wider
than any discrete third level that this m akes character—
istic intensities In the phenom enon to be discussed ab-—
solutely di erent from those in the population trapping
e ect.

C. An experim ent we suggest

Let us assum e that the initially populated level in a
schem e ofFig. 2 isE ;. At the st stage, by considering
jonization ofan atom by the eld "; alone wih ", = 0),
we select the peak light intensity I; = "?=8 and pulse
duration high and long enough to provide aln ost com —
plte ionization ofan atom by apulse,w; (I;; L, = 0) = 1.
Then, by adding the eld ", we expect that under proper
conditions, ow Ing to nterference e ect, the com bined ac—
tion oftwo elds will result in a signi cant suppression
of ionization. In other words, we expect that the func-
tion w; (I;; I;) In its dependence on I, at a given se—
lected value of I; will start from 1 at I, = 0, then it
willhave a m ininum at some intensity I, = Ly %,
and then, at thher JntenSIty L,w; (I]_; Iz) w ill retum to
one again. T he region around I, o will be interpreted as

a stabilization w indow . T he Interference origin of stabi-
lization is evident, because w ith a grow Ing I, (at a given
I;), we Increase an energy that can be put into an atom .
But, counterintuitively, this addiional energy resuls in
a slower rather than faster lonization, and this can be
explained only by interference e ects.
W ew il ndvaluesofthe resonancedetuning and the

ratio of intensities I,=I; which optin ize the stabilization
e ect.

II. THEMAIN EQUATIONS

Com pared to a sin pli ed system oftwo close levels In
a single-color eld described in the Introduction, to char-
acterize appropriately a system ofFig. 2 in a two-color
arbitrary strong eld, in addition to ionization broaden—
ing and m ixing of levels, we have to take Into account
also their shifts and m ixing arising ow Ing to the ac Stark
e ect. Both these e ects can be described In termm s ofthe
com plex polarizability tensor i;4,1i;j= 1;2,

i (1) i)

Z
= dE e f ! + L ®)
2 g E, ! i E Ej+ !
and
7
1
21= dE dedg1 '
E]_ 1 1
+ = ; )
E B+ !, e

w here Integration overE includes sum m ation over inter—
m ediate discrete states.

For the two-color schem e (Fig. 2), sin ilarly to @), n
the rotating w ave approxin ation the wave fnction ofan
atom ic electron can be w ritten as

=Cc,eMt 1+ et 5+ conthuum : (10)

AswellasEgs. [@), equations fr the probability am pli-
tudes C; (t) and C; (t) are obtained from the Schrodinger
equation w ith the help ofthe procedure ofadiabatic elin —
ination ofthe contihuum . In tem sof ;5 [), [@), these
equations can be presented in the fom

G4 B+ !1)C1 =

L

"o ®"20@® 12C2;
(11)

G, B2+ 12)C2 "0 ®"20 M) 21C1;
where B; (t) are the slowly tim edependent adiabatic
com plex energies of the acStark-shifted and broadened

levels
n o

Bi=E; 7 (0", 0+ i(12)"%,0 : @12)



ITII. QUASIENERGIES

For the tin edependent pulse envelopes "1 (t) and
"ok), Egs. [[) have to be solved as the initial
value problem . In the m odel of constant eld-strength
am plitudes these equations have stationary solutions
Ci,2 / exp( 1it),where, asprevicusly, isthe complx
quasienergy for which we get the solutions generalizing
those of Eq. [@)

n o

=%E91+!1+E92+!2 D ; 13)

w here

1
€2+ 712 21" 0", 14)

and € is the tim edependent com plex detuning for the
ac-Stark-shifted and broadened levels [I2)

€= E.ez + 15 E‘El e 15)

In aginary parts of the energies ¥; [[J) are related
to the ionization w idths determm ined by in agihary parts

In ( ;) ® of the polarizabilities ; [@)
_ 1.
In €1)= 3 1
16)
1 2
mEN= 2 P+ P
w here
1= 1 P00,
a7
Pet Besy ma e} et

Thewidth 2(1) isdeterm ined by transitions from the level

E, under the action ofthe eld ", (the dashed line in
Fig.2).AsE, > E; and !; > !,, typically,

Payy Py or Y 1 @18)

Sin ilarly to [[@), the o -diagonal com ponent of the po—
larizability tensor [@) detemm inesthe o -diagonalcom po—
nent of the onization-w idth tensor

q
_ 1 o _ @),
12= 5 12MoMo0 = 15 7 19)

Ighjch assumes, in particular, that & =
® ¢y
T() S2).

Im aghhary parts of quasienergies

the w idth of quasienergy levels

[[[3) are related to

= 2mm ( ): (20)

IV. PROBABILITY OF IONIZATION

T he described above quasienergy solutions ofE gs. [
arem ost appropriate for soking the initialvalie problem
n the case of pulses w ith rectangular envelopes "1, ¢ (B),
w ith sudden tum-on and tum-o (@tt= Oandt= ) and
Ma2ol) = constat 0 < £t< . W ih known quasiener-
gies [[3) the tin edependent probability am plitudes
Ci;2 (0) to nd an atom in fsbound states ; and ; can
be presented in the form

Cip®=Al,exp( i+ D+ A exp( 1 b); @1

where A, , are constants to be fund from the initial
conditions

A]+A, =1 and A, +A, =0 @2)

and from equations connecting A, wih A, . The latter
ollow , eg., from the rst ofEgs. ()

A, Bi+ ')A, = %"10"20 128, @3)

T he total residual probability wyes ( ) to nd an atom
In bound states at t = is given by the sum of partial
probabilities wi () and w, () to nd an atom at levels
Ei1 and E,,

Wres () =w1( )+ wa(); (24)
w here

i

Wi ()= F£1,20)F =

+ i
Aq,ce + A, e

@5)
T he probability of ionization is given by w;i( ) = 1
Wres (). Egs. B2 and BJ) are easily solved to give,
explicitly,
! ! )
1 e , e
wi()=- 1 — e*" + 1+ — e’
4 D D
(26)
and
12" 0"0 i i 2
= T e’ : 27
wa () 16D 2 @7)

In the case of pulses with smooth envelopes "i;; ()
quasienergy solutions are not so usefill or solving the
hidalvalile problem, and one has to solve directly
Egs. [[) for the tin e-dependent probability am plitudes
Ci;20.

V. SCALING EFFECT AND RELATIVE UNITS

W ih the help of a phase transform ation

Cih=expf iE + QA D @8)



equations [Ml) can be reduced to an asymm etric form

n o
Pt MO+ (12", 0 AL
= %"10 )"0 () 12A2
and n o
2"+ 212", Ay

¥

"o "0 21A1;

@9)
where, as previously, is the weak—- eld two-photon—
resonance detuning [@).

Though not as nice as [[l), Egs. [9) are m ore con—
venient to describe the scaling e ect existing in the sys—
tem under consideration. Let us assum e that both pulse
envelopes "1 (£) and ", (t) depend on time t only via
the ratio t= , where is the pulse duration comm on for
both high—- and low —frequency pulses. Then, evidently,
the argum ents of the fiinctions "1 ¢ (t) and ", (t) do not
change if we divide both t and by the sam e factor ,
t! &= and ! = .M oreover, one can see easily that
Egs. [29) do not change too if we multiply sinulane-
ously both low —and high-frequency pulse peak intensities
Lz = c"{,,=8 and the weak— eld detuning by the
sam e factor . So, the solutionsofEgs. (29) are invariant
w ith respect to the scaling transform ation:

b a0t "o ! =it = (30)

w ith an arbirary . Thisscalinge ect can be im portant
for practice: param eters of an assum ed experin ent can
be varied to choose the m ost convenient conditions for
observation the two-color stabilization e ect discussed
In this paper. In particular, by making laser pulses
Ionger, one can use rather m oderate-intensiy lasers, as
it’s shown below .

Owing to the the descrbed scaling e ect, it is con—
venient to Introduce and use the dim ensionless ratio of
Intensities x, Interaction tine and detuning ,

I .

-2, = ;= —; 31
b4 L 15 I (31)

din ensionless com plex quasienergies

E]_ !1
= —; 32
y I (32)
detuning for the ac Srark shiffed and broadened levels
02}

ln @)

= = 20+ U+ 1)+ 2(2) x

2 i (33)

and w idths of the fully dressed quasienergy levels

2Im [y ]

r
1 2 1

=S TUo+ Plax ¢ om T+ fx
2 4

(34)

whereI;;,, , , ,and are in atom icunits. D e ned

In such a way, quasienergies y and widths g depend
only on two param eters, x and , whereas the probabik-
iy of ionization w; and the residual probability to nd
an atom in bound states w,.s [24)-2Z7) depend on three
param eters, x, , and

VI. PULSE SHAPE

T he oconcepts of quasienergies and quasienergy func-
tions are very fruitfil for an analysis exploiing a m odel
ofa rectangularpulse envelope. Such an analysis isusefiil
for clari cation ofphysics of the phenom enon under con—
sideration . H ow ever, m ore realistic laser pulse shapes are
characterized by an ooth envelopes. To investigate a sen—
sitivity ofthe resultsto be derived on the pulse shape and
its sm oothing, we w ill consider pulse envelopes "y ;» (£) of
the fom

. t 1
1+ a) sin N(a)—+§
LU t) = ", . ;
1;2 0 (©) 1;20 ~ —
1+ a sin N @)— + 5
(35)
where "1;, 9 = oonst:, 1=2N @) = 1=2N (@),
N (@) is the nom alization factor
N @) @+ a)? 1 2+ 3a 6)
3) = — ' s T
a? 21+ a)3=2
such that
Z oy
"i;zo(t)dt: 'i;z 07 &7
=2N
and a is a sn oothing parameter. Ata ! 1 ,N @) ! 1

and the envelopes "1,, o ©) B3 tum into the rectangular
ones. Ata= 0,N (0) = 3=8 and ";;20 () [33) takes the
form ofa pure sin? pulse envelope

sif i
8

N -

200 = "1;20 (38)

By de nition, or the pulse envelopes of the om (39),
at all values of the an oothing factor a the peak values
ofthe eld strengths and areas under the curves "%;2 (t)
( eld energy perunit cross section) are kept constant and
equalto ";20 and "f,, , correspondingly (see Fig.
4). Hence, at all a the param eter can be interpreted
as the pulse duration determ ined by the condition [E7).
For alla the dim ensionless pulse duration is determ ined
as previously, = I wih both § and taken in
atom ic units.
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Fig. 4. Pulse envelopes [B3) at three di erent values of the
an oothing factor a.

VII. OPTIM IZATION OF THE
LEVEL-NARROW ING EFFECT

O ptim ization of the stabilization and levelnarrow ing
e ectsassum esm Inin ization ofthe w idth ofthe narrower
quasienergy levelg; ( ;x) with respect to two variables,
and x. Asa rststep In a solution ofthisproblem , et us
mnin izeg; ( ;x) wih respectto the eld-freedetuning
at a given x. T ypically, at any given x, in dependence on
, the functions g ( ;x = oonst) have well pronounced
minmum and maxinum Ei. 5).

-40 =30 -20 -10

Fig. 5. The functionsg () g ( ;x= const)EJ).

Speci cally, the curves of Fig. 5 are calculated for a
He atom at x = 0:. Details of these and m any other
calculations, aswellasthe data about frequencies, atom ic
Jevels, and polarizability tensorsare given in the follow ing
Section. Here the picture of Fig. 5 is shown as a typical
exam ple of the dependencies g ( ;x = const). To nd
a position of the extremum shown in Fig. 5, gp®),
we have to solve the equation dg ()=d = 0. Direct
calculations show that this condition is satis ed if Tm £ [
1,Fg = 0, which gives two equations: Ref ;,1= 0
and In F ;,]= 0. It can be checked directly that
only the second of these two equations corresoonds to
the extrem um we are looking for, and this equation gives

22 & 5= 0; or &pe = %e ’ 39)
12
or
n 0 (@]
pt®) == (1) Y0 21200 Pl
12
Xn (@]
to 20z T FEr0 Pe1 @0

A sexplained above, op¢ X) isa value ofthe eld-freede-
tuning, at which the w idth of one ofthe tw o quasienergy
kvels ( ;) hasam nimum wih respectto atarbirary
given x. As it's seen from Eq. [0 the optim al detun—
ing opt &) Is a Inear finction of the ratio of Mtensities
x= I,=I;.

T he second step in optin ization conditions for stabi-
lization requiresm inin ization ofthe w idth g; calculated
at = pt®) with respect to the variable x. W ith
the help of the second equation [3d) the " -optin ized"
widths g ( opt X);x) can be reduced to the follow ing
rather sin ple form

g (opt(x);x)=
r
1 1
S Pen el ehow T+ g Blixi @D
w here
1
el &) = v 2y Pen+ Peax ;o @2

and n Egs. @) and @) wehaveput P(!,) = 0,which
istruein thecase ', < E£13

By using Egs. M) and () we can nd easy the
asym ptotic expansion of the function gy ( gpr &);x) In
powers of 1=x at large x, x 1. The constant tem
In this expansion vanishes and the rst non—zero tem is
given by

() ()
g (opt ();X) 2—1X - ('210)0(!22) o

T his result show s that at large x the w idth ofthe nar-
row er quasienergy level g, decreases and tends zero as
1=x. This is an indication of a possbility of the un—
lim ted narrow ing of this quasienergy level and, hence,
achievem ent of a very high degree of stabilization. Real
lim itations ofnarrow ing and stabilization are determ ined
by the applicability conditionsofthem odel. E g., at very
large values ofx the second- eld intensity can becom e too
high for the AT I processes In this eld to be ignored. In
accordance w th Eq. [0), at the optim al conditions the
Increase of x is acoom panied by a linear increase of the
eld-free detuning . This gives other 1im itations for the




growth ofx: at su clently large detunings the In uence
of atom ic Jevels di erent from E ; and E, and not taken
Into account In the m odel can becom e Im portant. At
last at very large even the used above rotating wave
approxin ation can becom e Invalid. But, on the other
hand, these lim iations are not too severe, and rather sig—
ni cant level of narrow ng and stabilization of an atom
can be reached under quite realistic conditions. These
conclusions, as well as the general result about asym p—
totic decrease of the narrowerJlevelw idth at large x are
con m ed and speci ed in the ©llow ing Section by direct
num erical calculations for H ydrogen and Heluim atom s.
It should be noted that the curve ¢ (x) Includes the
point ( ¢; xo) where the com plex detuning between the
acStark shiffed and broadened levels [[H) tums zero,

€= 0.At thispoint

00} @
(') ('1)
X0 =~ (44)
2(!2) 1(!2)
and, in accordance w ith Eq. [EQ),
1
O=Zf2<!1) S+ [92)  Y(lg: @5)
VIII. NUMERICALCALCULATIONS FOR A

HeATOM

A 1l the required num ericaldata are known for selected
levels in Hydrogen and Helium atom s. To a very large
extent, the results obtained for these two atom s appear
to be very sim ilar. For this reason, below , the resuls of
calculation ofa Hellum atom are described in details, and
then a short sketch ofcalculations fora H ydrogen atom is
given to dem onstrate m ainly the arising di erences and
peculiarities of each atom .

A . W idths of quasienergy levels

Let us consider the follow ing two levels ofa H e atom
and the ollow ing two frequencies: 1s2s  E; and 1s4s
E,and !1 = 844 €&V (the second ham onic ofa dye-laser)
and !, = 1,17V NAdXYAG laser). For these levels and
frequencies all the polarizability tensor com ponents &),
@) areknown 24],23], and in atom icunitsthey are equal
to

1 (1) = 3042+ i2265; 1(1,)= 236:6;

2(11) = 4566+ 1321; ,(!2)= 479:96+ 1124:55;

and 1, = 38:74+ i153:07:
(40)
T he point where the dressed-level detuning € (03) (or
€ [(B3)) tums zero, €= €= 0, has the Hllow ing coordi-

nates in the plane fx; g:

Xg = 0:156 and ¢ = 133: @7)

T he relative w idth ofthe fully dressed quasienergy lev—
elsg [B4) are shown :n Fig. 6 in their dependence on x
at = .

0. (x)

25

20

15

10

X

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

Fig. 6. T he relative w idths of quasienergy levelsofa H e atom
g () calculated at = o ED).

At this value of the detuning , the curves g; x) and
g ) crosseach othertw ice. T he left and right crossings
tum into the avoided crossings, correspondingly, at

113 and 224, and both crossingsnevertum into
avoided crossings together.

Forthe polarizability tensor ofE q. [44), the expression
[0) ©orthe optin alnarrow ing detuning pt (x) takesthe
form
026

opt(x)= 8357 x:

In the picture ofFig. 7 the width gy ( ; x) ofthe nar-
row er quasienergy level is plotted in its dependence on
the intensity ratio x at three di erent given valies of the

eld-free detuning .Thecurveat = 11 diers

48)

g3, x)

0.1 0.2 0.3

Fig. 7. Three typical curves g: ( = const; x) for H e calcu—
lated at = 11; 15;and 23 (from the lft to the right)

qualitatively from two other curves. T he di erence arises
because for this curve the detuning is large enough
for the left crossing of Fig. 6 to tum into the avoided
crossing. The sharp peak ofthe curve g, ( = 11;x) at



Fig. 7 is an indication of the root-square branch-point-
like behavior, which takesplace at = 1133 and which
is sim ilar to the root-square branch-point behavior ofthe
curve of Fig. 1 Br © i an idealized two-level system of
Section 1A .

The m inin a of all three curves at Fig. 7 are seen
to be getting the deeper the larger is j j. Positions
of these m inim a, x™ ™ ( ), are determm ined by the opti
m aldetuning E8) and can be found from the equation

= opt®). The x dependent width of the narrower
quasienergy level, m inim ized w ith respect to , is given
by o (x) g (opt ®); %), and its dependence on x is
given by the curve ofFig. 8.

2"(x)

Fig. 8. The width of the narrower quasienergy level of a
Helum atom g§  (x),m inin ized w ith respect to the detuning
, In its dependence on x.

A m onotonous fll of the finction g®  (x) m eans that
the x dependent width of the narrower quasienergy
level, m Inin ized w ith respect to the detuning , tends
to zero at asym ptotically lJarge valies of x. In other
words, In the fram ework of the used m odel one of the
tw o quasienergy levels ofthe system can be narrowed un—
lim tedly by m eans of increasing the ratio of Intensities
x = L,=T) and the eld-free detuning j jin such a way
that the equation opt () rem ains satis ed. Reallin -
itations of such a narrow ing are determ ined only by the
m odel applicability conditions: (i) at very large values
of x the second- eld intensity I, willbecom e too high to
ignore above-threshold ionization produced by this eld
and (i) at very large values of j jother levels ignored
above can becom em ore in portant and, at 3 j !, the
rotating-w ave approxin ation can becom e Invalid. But at
su ciently long pulse durations and low rst—eld in—
tensity I; these lim itations are not too severe, and the
achievable degree of narrow ing can be rather high.

B . P robabilities of ionization and non-ionization

The residual probabilities to nd a He atom in is
bound states after interaction wih a two-color eld In
the case of a rectangular envelope is determ ined by Egs.

24, 28), D), and the resuls of the corresponding cal-
culations are shown In Fig. 9. T he three resonance-like

w,(, X)

1.0r

W,(8,,,(x), X)

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

Fig. 9. The residual probability to nd a H e atom in bound
states calculated at = 100; 250;and 500 (from the left
to the right) and = opt (x) E8) (the uppercurve), = 0i.

curves corresoond to three di erent valuesofthe eld-free
detuning . T he envelope ofpeaks of these curves is the
m axin ized residual probability equalto W res ( opt (X);X)
wih ope ®) given by Eq. [EH). These results show
that the function wyes ( opt X);X) m onotonously grow s
approaching one at large values of x. This m eans that
under optim al conditions stabilization ofa H e atom in a
two-color eld can be very high, m ore than 90% .

The picture of Fig. 10 show s the distrbution of the
residual probability between the levelsE; and E, .

wy/w,

0.4

Fig. 10. The ratio w,=w; fora H e atom at
= 0:1.

opt (X) m)/

Under the conditions of optim al stabilization ( =
opt (X)) at su ciently high value of the intensity ratio
x, the ratio of probabilities w;=w, falls tending asym p—
totically to zero. This m eans that under the optim al
stabilization conditions, Interference suppresses not only
jonization but also excitation of the levelE ,, which can

be seen experim entally also.

In all pictures of this Section Figs. 6-10) the calcu—
lated values are plotted in their dependence on the in—
tensity ratio x. To see such dependencies in experim ents



one hastom ake, forexam ple, a seriesofm easurem entsat
di erent values of the second- eld intensity I, at a given

rst—- eld intensity I; . Anotherpossble way ofan exper—
In ental investigation is keeping the ratio x = I,=I; con-
stant and changing both intensities synchronously. C al-
culated for such a schem e of m easurem ents, the proba—
bility of jonization in its dependence on I; / I, is given
by the curves ofFig. 11. In this picture the Intensity I;
isexpressed in units ofan arbitrary constant intensity I
atx = L,=0) = 3. Thedetuning and pulse duration
are taken to be equalto = 200 ) and = 0:1=I,
@) or = 1=I ), where , , and I, are In atom ic
units.

N om alization by an arbitrary constant Iy re ects the
scaling e ect describbed above in Section V . A possbility
to choose any valie of Iy indicatesa large exibility ofthe
system under consideration w ith respect to a choice ofof
the light Intensities and pulse durations. For exam ple, if
I, = 10 ®au. (3 18°W /an?), the intensity I, =
3 I doesnotexceed 3 10! W /am? in the variation
range of ) at Fig. 11, which is low enough forno ATI
e ects to take place. And, under the best stabilization
conditions, the detuning and pulse duration are equal

to = 240 L= 24 10%am: 0:065eV I,
and = 1=I,= 10%awm: 3ps.
W/
0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3
Fig. 11. Wj_(Il=Io) at I, = 3:[1, = 300 (IO=Il) and
=01 (I1=IL) (@) and I:=Iy ().

The curves of Fig. 11 are typical for the stabilization
picture. W ith a grow ing light intensity, at rst, the prob-
ability of ionization grow s (perturbation theory region),
then falls, and this is the begihning of the stabilization
window, and nally grow s again, which corresponds to
the break of stabilization. Stabilization and its break
arise because, ow ing to the ac Stark shift and levelm ix-—
ng, wih a grow ing light intensity the system com es to
and, then, goes out of the resonance conditions, optin al
for filly-dressed-level narrow ing and interference stabi-
lization. The curve b of F ig. 11 indicates an appearance
of an additional region between the perturbation theory
and stabilization zone at a su ciently long pulse dura-
tion . This is the region of the total ionization of an
atom , where w; = 1. This means that at som e inter-
m ediate Intensity light pulses provide a com plete ioniza—

tion and at a stronger eld, owing to interference, ion-
ization becom es rather am all w; 02). In absolute val-
ues, the m inin al achievable probability in the stabiliza—
tion region is som ew hat lower in the case of short pulses

( = 015L;=I) (the curve a ofFig. 11). But the degree

of stabilization can be determ ined altematively as the

ratio of the m axin alprobability achievable in the region

betw een perturbation-theory and stabilization regionsto

the m Inin al value of w; in the stabilization w indow . In

tem s of such a de nition, the degree of stabilization is

much higher in the case of ongerpulses ( = L;=I;) (the

curve b ofFig. 11). O foourse, a further ncrease of the

pulse duration attens the curve ofFig. 11 in the stabi-
lization region and decreases the degree of stabilization.

In this sense, the pulse duration chosen for the curve b of
Fig. 11, = I;=Iy, is close to the optin alone.

The picture of Fig. 12 characterizes spectral features
of the residual probability to nd an atom In is bound
states at the best stabilization conditions of Fig. 11:
L=I; = 3, 1=Ip = 12, = 0:12 @) and 12 () which

correspondsto = 0:1=I; and = 1=I;).
We 107
081
0.61
04r
(®)
0.2
1)
-500 —400 -300 200 -100
Fig. 12. Wres () at I, = 35;, I; = 12I,, = 0:12 (@) and

12 ().

T he curve a of this picture looks sin ilar to the Fano
curve of Fig. 1. This shows that at = 0:12=I,, still,
the e ect of stabilization under discussion can be inter-
preted as a strong- eld LICS. But In the case of longer
pulses, = 12=I; (the curvebofF ig. 12) sim ilarity w ith
LIC S practically disappears. T he only rem inder about a
rem ote connection w ith the Fano curve is a slight asym -
metry of the curve b of Fig. 12. Apart from this, the
curve b describes the e ect of interference stabilization
In tspure om .

C . Sm ooth envelope

A I the results described above w ere derived for pulses
w ith a rectangular envelope. U sually, envelopes of short
laser pulses are sn ooth. To consider such a m ore realis-
tic situation, we have solved general equations [[l) w ith
the sih? pulse envelopes [38). The results of such a so—
Jution are shown In Fig. 13, which is a direct analog of



Fig. 9. Again, a series of resonance-like curves describes
the residual probability of nding an atom in is bound
states Wyes ( ;x) at various given values of the detuning
and the intensity ratio x considered as the indepen-
dent variable. T he residual probability m axin ized w ith
respect to the detuning is the envelope of the peaks of
these curves. In Fig. 13 such a m axin ized probability
is approxin ated by the fiNctions w res gj;t x);x), where
§g‘t (%) is the em pirically found linear function providing
the best tting to the peak envelope:

Shk)= 3422 733x 49)

W8, %), W, [8,,(x), x]

Fig. 13. A serdes of curves wres ( ;X) at various given valies
of the detuning and the function Wres ( gpr (X);x) (@ thick
curve) fora H e atom and the sin? pulse envelopes Eq. 33).

In Fig. 14 we plot the m axin ized residual probability
to nd H e atom s In bound states calculated in the cases
of rectangular (the curves 1 and 2) and sin® (the curve

0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5

0.4

0.3

0.2 . . . . .
0

Fig. 14. The functionsw ZES® ( Z56% (x);x) (1), wZES® (55, (x);x)
@), and wies ( Spr &);x) () with S5f°(x) and Sp: (x);x given
by Egs. E8) and [3), respectively.

rect vy E8) (the curve 1) and

3) pulse envelopesat = ¥
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= gj;t &) @) (the curves 2 and 3). Com parison of
the curve 1 and 3 show s that a transition to a sn ooth
envelope " (t) reduces a little bit the m axin al achiev—
able degree of stabilization com pared to the rectangular-
envelope case, but not too much (70-75 $ instead of
90% ) . M oreover, the curve 3 ofF ig. 14 show sthat in the
case of a sm ooth pulse envelope the residual probability
rem ains m ore or lss stablk In a rather large variation
Interval of the intensity ratio x, approxin ately from 0.5
to 5 and m ore. T his show s that the e ect of stabilization
is rather robust.

A nother interesting e ect seen rather well from com —
parison ofthe curves2 and 3 ofF ig. 14. These two cuxves
are calculated at the coinciding dependencies of the de—
tuning on the intensity ratio parameterx, = 3 (x)
[A3). As it's seen well from Fig. 14, at x 1 the curve
3 goes above the curve 2. Thism eans that at the sam e
detunings the residual probability to nd an atom in is
bound states in the case of sn ooth envelope pulses ex—
ceeds the sam e probability at a rectangular pulse enve—
Iope. In other words, in this range of the intensity ratio
param eter x am oothing of the pulse envelope Increases
rather than reduces the degree of stabilization. T his con—
clusion follow s directly from calculations though it looks
counterintuitive and, in this sense, rather interesting.

IX. HYDROGEN

In a hydrogen atom , all the polarizability tensor com —
ponents are known for the levels 2s and 5s and fre-
quencies !'; = 402eV KeCllser) and !, = 117 &V
N d:YAG laser) [9]. In atom ic unis they are given by

1 (M) = 4556+ 12729; 1 (1) = 179:92;

2(11)= 4566+ 11:78; L ()= 513:76+ 19383
and 1, = 656+ 150:60:
(50)
The data [B0) show, i particular, that =, =
Pr1)=P(1;) 65 102, which m eans that the as-
sum ption [[§) is pretty well satis ed.

R igorously, In a hydrogen, there are other levels (5d
and 5f) of aln ost the sam e energy as 5s. O w ing to the
selection rules, the level 5f is not connected either w ith
2s or 5s levels by two-photon Ram an-type transitions
and, for this reason, can be ignored. A s for the level 5d,
In principle, it can participate In a schem e of tw o-photon
Ram an-type transitions under consideration. However,
by ignoring at rst this additional level ket us consider a
tw oJevel 2s-5s scheam e, analogous to that of the previous
Section.

For this system the coordinates of the © = 0 point in
the fx; g plane are given by

Xo = 0272 and o= 472: (51)

At = o, the calculated relative width of the fully



dressed quasienergy levels g [B4) in their dependence
on x are shown in Fig. 15.

Com pared w ith Fig. 5, the picture ofF ig. 15 indicates
the st wellpronounced di erence between Heliuim and
Hydrogen. In the case ofa H ydrogen the curves ofw idths
of quasienergy lvels vs. x have two avoided-crossing
points whereas In the case of Helium such a situation
never occurs and at =  there are two realcrossing
ponts Fi. 5).

g.(x)

0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

Fig. 15. The functions g ( ¢;x) B3

Another Im portant di erence concems sn ooth pulse
envelopes and the third lvel e ect. To solve such a
problem , we have to generalize Egs. [[0) and [). In
Eq. [M0), n accordance w ith the m ore generalEq. [@),

there appears an additional tem Cj () e' 2% 5. Then,
equations for C; (t) (1= 1; 2; 3) take the form
Gy B+ !'1)Cy
= IMmo®Mo® 12C2+ 13C3 ;
iGe Br@+ !12)C2= 3Mo®"20(® 21C1 52)
23 (12)" ()

2 oM ,o+ Cs);

G Bs@®+ !2)Cs=
T a0+

"o ®Mo0 M 13C1
23 (12)"5, ) C2 0

where ;5 is given by the same Eq. [[D) as®; and ¥,
with 3(!1;2) and new o -diagonal elam ents of the po—
larizability tensor given by [9]

5(11)= 4326+ 1042;

3('2)= 4059+ i818;

23(11)= 074+ 1021; ,3Wy) = 6861+ 121:63;

and 13= 645+ 111:69:
(53)
Found from Egs. [B2) and [BH) the residualprobability
to nd an atom In isbound states is shown In Fig. 16
for three di erent values ofthe pulse envelope an oothing
factora.
Two rather interesting conclusions can be deduced
from this picture. First, a strong sn oothing of pulse

11

envelopes decreases the peak value of the residual prob—
ability to nd an atom in bound states. At the chosen
valie of the detuning = 530 in the case of pure st
pulses Wyes ®) I ax 1S aln ost tw ice an aller then in the
case of rectangular envelopes. The am oothing induced
decrease of the residual probability in the case ofH ydro—
gen ismuch m ore signi cant than in the case ofHelium .

Fig. 16. The function w,es (x) In a threelevel scheme at
= 530, = 0:1, and the envelope an oothing param eter in
[Z3) a= 100; 10; and 0:1 (from top to bottom ) .

The second e ect seen in the picture ofFig. 16 con—
cemsthe In uence ofthe third level. Thisin uencem an—
ifests itself n a shoulder on the curves wes (X), but the
third Jevel is seen not to a ect m uch the m ain m axin um
of the curves.

X. CONCLUSION

To sum m arize, we describe and discuss a schem e of in—
teraction ofatom sw ith radiation oftw o lasers. Intensity
and pulse duration of Jasers are assum ed to be high and
Iong enough to provide full jonization in the eld ofeach
of these two lasers alone if only atom s are prepared ini-
tially at levels from which one-photon ionization can take
place. W e show that ow ing to interference e ects under
the conditions close to Ram an-type resonance between
som e two selected atom ic levels ionization of an atom
experiencing a pint action ofthe eld oftwo lasers can
be signi cantly (up to 90 % ) suppressed. O ptin ization
of such a stabilization e ect involves optim ization w ith
regpect to the Ram an-type resonance detuning and the
ratio ofthe two lJaser intensities. Speci c calculations are
carried out for Hydrogen and Heluim atom s for couples
of atom ic levels and laser frequencies at which inform a-
tion about the com plex polarizability tensors nvolved is



available. Qualitatively, the results of calculations for
Hydrogen and Heliuim appear to be very sin ilar. This
gives us a reason to think that the e ect described is
rather universal, and can occur also at other atom s, lev—
els, and frequencies. The dependence of the e ect on
laser pulse shapes is investigated. It is shown that in the
case of Helim atom s sensitivity of the results to a pulse
shape is Iower than In the case of Hydrogen atom s. In
Helium , even In the case of an ooth pulses, the degree of
stabilization rem ains rather high (m ore than 70 % ), and
the e ect exists at this kevel in a rather large range of

12

the intensity ratio param eter x. The described scaling
e ect gives a possbility to select ranges of varation of
the laser pulse peak intensities and pulse duration in a
ranges m ost convenient for experim ental cbservation.
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