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The Grobe–Eberly doublet phenomenon occurs in photoelectron distributions when the remaining
ion is dressed by a field. As was recently shown, the doublet can be interpreted as a signature of
quantum entanglement between photoelectrons and strongly coupled ions. However, the dressed
state nature of the ion prevents detection of the entanglement by straightforward coincidence de-
tection. Here, we find that odd (zero-area) envelopes can substantially delay the generation of
entanglement, but also modify the dynamics such that the doublet transforms into unique channel-
resolved photoelectron distributions. Because these distributions can be used to correlate with
the internal state of the ion, our proposed scheme opens up for detection of quantum entanglement,
between photoelectrons and stongly-coupled ions, without a need for quantum phase measurements.

A curious feature of zero-area pulses is that they induce
transient dynamics in a two-level system, but eventually
return the system to its initial state. First discovered half
a century ago, in the context of propagating light pulses,
through theoretical investigations [1–4] and subsequently
confirmed by experimental investigations [5, 6], zero-area
pulses are now a well-known concept in quantum control
theory [7]. Though resonant zero-area pulses, acting like
solitons, leave the system unchanged, population trans-
fer in two-level systems can be achieved by using detuned
or chirped pulses [7–9]. Over the last decades, pulse re-
shaping through atomic/molecular medium has moved
from picosecond [10] to femtosecond timescales [11]. Re-
cently, the generation of zero-area pulses in perfect tran-
sient absorption with attosecond pulses was reported [12].
Zero-area pulses have also been used in single-photon
physics, with applications in quantum information pro-
cessing [13, 14], where phase information has been re-
trieved with holographic, coincidence measurements [15].

Quantum entanglement and decoherence between mas-
sive particles created through the photoelectric effect
have been performed using synchrotron radiation with
coincidence detection [16, 17], and more recently with
time-resolution provided by attosecond pulses [18–21], in
atoms and small molecules. The theory of entanglement
in ultrafast light-driven processes is a rapidly expand-
ing subject [22–28]. The development of free-electron
lasers (FEL) enables production of high-intensity ultra-
short pulses in the extreme-ultraviolet (XUV) and X-
ray regime that are utilized in a multitude of unique
strong-field investigations [29–33]. Seeded FELs, such
as FERMI [34], additionally provide temporal coherence,
allowing for coherent control experiments [35–37]. In par-
ticular, seeded FELs allow for strong coupling at XUV
wavelengths [38], which is essential for quantum opera-
tions on ultrafast timescales. Recently an investigation
of quantum entanglement in the photoelectric effect, gen-
erated between photoelectrons and light-dressed atomic
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Figure 1. Grobe–Eberly doublet formation and dynamics of
Gaussian and zero-Gaussian pulses. (a) Schematic illus-
trating the formation of the Grobe–Eberly doublet due to
the dressing of the ion. (b) Pulse envelope for a Gaus-
sian, Λeven

τ (t), (blue) and zero-Gaussian pulse, Λzero
τ (t), (red

dashed). The corresponding Rabi dynamics in the ionic

ground state population ∣a(t)∣2 are presented in (c). The pop-

ulation of the atomic ground state ∣g(t)∣2 is presented in (d).

ions, was conducted at FERMI [39]. In agreement with
the seminal theoretical work of Grobe and Eberly [40],
and more recent investigations [41–44], a doublet was
observed in the photoelectron spectrum corresponding to
two dressed states of the ion, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a).
The final state is not factorizable:

∣Ψ⟩ ∼ ∣+⟩ ⊗ ∣ϵ−⟩ + ∣−⟩ ⊗ ∣ϵ+⟩ ≠ ∣Ψion⟩ ⊗ ∣Ψe⟩ , (1)

due to different photoelectron energies, ϵ∓, being associ-
ated to the two dressed ion states, ∣±⟩ ∼ ∣a⟩ ± i∣b⟩. While
the physical mechanism for this effect was attributed to
quantum entanglement [39], its degree could not be mea-
sured. In fact, it would require coincidence detection of
the photoelectron and ion with simultaneous quantum
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phase measurements — a task beyond current capabili-
ties.

In this letter, we propose that a special class of zero-
area pulses significantly reduce the complexity of de-
tecting quantum entanglement between photoelectrons
and ions in the strong-coupling regime. As we com-
pare our results of regular and zero-area pulses, we find
that: i) the generation of entanglement can be delayed
and ii) the photoelectron distributions change so that
electrons coupled to different ionic states avoid each
other, which opens up for coincidence detection of en-
tanglement. Atomic units are used throughout this text,
e = h̵ =me = 4πϵ0 = 1, unless otherwise stated.

Theory: Electron dynamics are computed semi-
classically, within the dipole approximation, driven by
a time-dependent electric field, E(t) = E0Λτ(t) sin(ω0t),
where E0, Λτ(t) and ω0 is the amplitude, envelope
and central frequency of the field, respectively. Addi-
tionally, τ denotes the full width at half max of the
squared envelope. In resonant interactions with two-level
atoms, the interaction amplitudes: a(t) = cos[θ(t)/2] and

b(t) = sin[θ(t)/2], follow the pulse area θ(t) = ∫
t
Ω(t′)dt′

[45], where Ω(t) = zbaE0Λτ(t) ∈ R is the Rabi frequency
coupling the ground state ∣a⟩ to the excited state ∣b⟩,
through the dipole matrix element, zba. It is useful
to define the absolute pulse area for the total envelope:
θτ = ∫

∞

−∞
dt∣Ω(t)∣, as well as the effective Rabi frequency:

Ω = ∫ dt∣Ω(t)∣
3
/ ∫ dt∣Ω(t)∣

2
, for pulses with general en-

velopes.

Zero-area envelopes.– The defining property of zero-
area pulses is that they have a vanishing area at the
end of the pulse: limt→∞ θ(t) = 0. Clearly, any in-
tegrable odd function, Λodd

τ (t) = −Λodd
τ (−t), satisfies

this condition. In contrast, envelopes used to describe
pulses in experiments are often positive even functions,
Λeven
τ (t) = Λeven

τ (−t) ≥ 0, as example Gaussian or flat-top
pulses. Positive area pulses can rotate the initial state
on the Bloch sphere by the angle θ(t) [46]. Here, we con-
sider a special class of zero-area pulses generated from
even functions as Λzero

τ (t) = sign(t)Λeven
τ (t). In partic-

ular, we will study the Gaussian and its corresponding
zero-area envelope, the ”zero Gaussian”, but our conclu-
sions are generally applicable to other envelopes. Quali-
tatively similar results are also expected for smooth sign
changes [7]. A comparison of the 3π-area Gaussian en-
velope and its corresponding zero-area envelope is pre-
sented in Fig. 1(b). The Gaussian pulse causes Rabi
flopping to the excited state, while the zero-area pulse
induces a time reversal of the dynamics at the centre of
the pulse, bringing the population back to the ground
state, as shown in Fig. 1(c). Clearly, the atomic the pop-
ulations, ∣a(t)∣2 and ∣b(t)∣2 = 1−∣a(t)∣2, are even functions
for odd envelope pulses. The interaction amplitudes are
also even functions, as is evident from their area depen-
dence.

In contrast to the two-level system, the photoelectric
effect is Markovian, and the ionization rate is unaffected
by a sudden sign change of the envelope. In Fig. 1(d),
we show that the survival probability of the atomic
ground state, driven by Gaussian and zero-Gaussian
pulses, are indeed identical. This is easily understood
from the instantaneous photoionization rate: Γag(t) =

2π∣zagE0Λτ(t)/2∣
2
, which depends only on the square of

the envelope and the coupling to the continuum, zag.

Grobe–Eberly doublet.– The photoelectric effect pre-
dicts that the kinetic energy of the photoelectron is
Ekin = ω0 −E

bin, where Ebin is the binding energy of the
helium atom. However, in the presence of a strongly cou-
pled ionic resonance, Grobe and Eberly predicted a mod-
ification to this effect with the formulation of a doublet
due to the dressing of the ion by the field [40], with peaks
separated by the Rabi frequency. We define the relative
photoelectron energy, ϵ = Ekin − (ω0 − E

bin), the photo-
electron peaks then appear at the energies ϵ± = ±Ω/2, cor-
responding to two final dynamically dressed ionic states.

The dynamics can be explained using a 2-step model:
i) the field ionizes the atom at time t, by the interaction:
zagE0Λτ(t)/2, leaving the ion in the ground state a and
creating a photoelectron with the remaining energy ϵ. ii)
the field induces Rabi oscillations in the ion between the
ground and excited state, jτ(−t), where j ∈ {a, b}, while
the photoelectron propagates freely, eiϵt. This analytical
model describes the dynamically dressed ion, yielding the
final state amplitudes of the ion and photoelectron

cj(τ, ϵ) =
Ωag

0

2
∫

∞

−∞
dt jτ(−t)Λτ(t)gτ(t)e

iϵt, (2)

where jτ(t) and gτ(t) are ionic and atomic in-
teraction amplitudes, respectively. The final-state
full density matrix can then be constructed from
ρgg(τ) = g∗τ (∞)gτ(∞), ρg j(τ ; ϵ) = g∗τ (∞)cj(τ, ϵ) and
ρj j′(τ ; ϵ, ϵ

′) = c∗j (τ, ϵ)cj′(τ, ϵ
′), as described in the sup-

plemental material [47].

Results: We consider the experimentally relevant he-
lium photoionization process, assuming the dipole ma-
trix element zag = 0.502 to be constant for the rele-
vant photoelectron energies. The field is resonant with
the ionic transition between 1s and 2p, with the dipole
matrix element zba = 0.373, and the resonant energy
ω0 = ϵb − ϵa = 40.2 eV. The peak intensity of the Gaus-
sian and zero-Gaussian envelopes is set to I0 = 1.25 ⋅ 10

13

W/cm2, corresponding to a maximum Rabi frequency
of Ω0 = zbaE0 ≈ 0.2 eV, and an effective Rabi fre-
quency of Ω̄ ≈ 0.16 eV. Pulse durations, τ , up to 81
fs are considered, corresponding to absolute pulse ar-
eas 0 ≤ θτ ≤ 10π. First, we present the ion dynamics

∫ ∣cj(τ, ϵ)∣
2
dϵ, followed by the photoelectron spectrum

∣ca(τ, ϵ)∣
2
+ ∣cb(τ, ϵ)∣

2
, where ∣ca(τ, ϵ)∣

2
and ∣cb(τ, ϵ)∣

2
are

the ion-channel resolved photoelectron probability distri-
butions for the ground and excited state, respectively.
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Figure 2. Build-up of the ion dynamics and photoelectron spectra over absolute pulse area, at constant peak intensity. Top
row: presents results for Gaussian pulses. (a) shows the ion populations of the ground state (green), the excited state (black
dashed) and the full ionic population (grey dotted). The photoelectron probability distribution is presented in (b) and the
ion-channel-resolved photoelectron spectra corresponding to the ground state and excited state channels are presented in (c)
and (d), respectively. Bottom row: presents the corresponding results for the zero-Gaussian pulse. Heat maps are saturated
at high photoelectron signals.

Ion dynamics.– For a Gaussian pulse, we observe os-
cillations in the ionic state populations as the pulse area
is increased, as presented in Fig. 2(a). In contrast to the
flat-top case presented in [39, 43, 44], the oscillations are
attenuated with increasing pulse area, presumably due to
the range of instantaneous intensities. The oscillations
are not aligned with the pulse area, but the number of
Rabi periods approximately agrees with the expected five
Rabi periods at the end of the pulse. In contrast, we find
that for the zero-Gaussian pulse, Fig. 2(e) the ion goes
through half the number of oscillations, 2.5 Rabi periods,
and shows less clear signs of attenuation.

Photoelectron spectra.– In Fig. 2(b), we present the
pulse-area-resolved final-state photoelectron spectra for
Gaussian pulses. The spectra develop from a single peak,
centred on the resonant photoelectron energy, ϵ = 0, to
the dynamical Grobe–Eberly doublet, ±Ω/2 (grey lines).
Dynamic substructures between the peaks, related to the
number of completed Rabi cycles, are observed [43]. The
channel-resolved photoelectron spectra are presented in
(c) and (d) for the ionic ground and excited state, re-
spectively. The doublet forms earlier in the ground state,
around one Rabi period θ = 2π, whereas in the excited
state, it forms at θ = 3π [44].

In Fig. 2(f), we show that zero-Gaussian pulses yield
photoelectron distributions that differ subtly from the
dynamical Grobe–Eberly doublet phenomenon. Firstly,
no peak is formed at the energy ϵ = 0, which means
that the usual photoelectric pathway is ”blocked”. Sec-
ondly, the photoelectron spectra for larger areas form a
doublet with significantly wider peaks. Thirdly, the dy-

namic interference structure between the doublet peaks
is missing. The difference between Gaussian and zero-
Gaussian pulses is more striking in the channel-resolved
photoelectron distributions. The two channels do not
overlap, as observed in (g) and (h) corresponding to the
ground and excited state, respectively. These novel be-
haviours are due to the symmetries associated with the
zero-area pulses, as will be discussed below.
Discussion: While even envelopes form dynamically

dressed states, the odd envelopes do not allow for well-
defined dressed states to be formed. Therefore, differ-
ent electron distributions will be generated with unique
properties caused by the odd envelope symmetry.
For the zero-Gaussian pulse, the central peak does not

form at ϵ = 0. This is clear from Eq. (2) since the de-
pletion is small, gτ(t) ≈ 1, the envelope, Λzero

τ (t), is odd
and the state amplitudes, jτ(t), are even for all pulse
durations. Hence, the integrand is zero, inhibiting res-
onant photoionization. An analytical expression for the
final state amplitudes in the zero-area-pulse case can be
determined for the flat-top envelope by neglecting deple-
tion, as cj = c

+
j + c

−
j ,

c±a(τ, ϵ) =
iΩag

0

2

cos(ϵτ/2) ± cos(Ω0τ/4)

Ω0/2 ∓ ϵ
,

c±b (τ, ϵ) = −
iΩag

0

2

sin(ϵτ/2) ∓ sin(Ω0τ/4)

Ω0/2 ∓ ϵ
,

(3)

where the origin of the doublet peaks is observed, cen-
tred on ±Ω0/2. The photoelectron densities of the two
channels avoid each other, as they are of cosine and sine
character for the ionic ground and excited state, respec-
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Figure 3. Entanglement resolved over pulse area and detuning.
Absolute-pulse-area resolved entanglement (a) for a resonant
Gaussian (blue) and its corresponding zero-area pulse (red
dashed) as well as a flat top (dark grey dash-dotted) and
flat-top zero-area pulse (light grey dotted). Detuning- and
pulse-area-resolved entanglement is presented in (b) and (c)
for the Gaussian and zero-Gaussian pulses, respectively.

tively. By comparing with the analytical model for the
flat-top pulse, we note that the even pulse yields oscil-
lations at twice the frequency of the zero area pulse, as
observed in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. See the supplemental ma-
terial [47] for details on the analytical models.

Entanglement.– In order to analyse our results,
we form the post-measurement density matrix by
conditioning the full density matrix on the pho-
toionization, by applying the ion-space projection
operator Q = ∫ dϵ∑j ∣j, ϵ⟩ ⟨j, ϵ∣ and renormalizing
with the ion-space population, Tr{ρQ}. The post-
measurement density matrix is then ρ̃ = QρQ/Tr{ρQ} =

∑jj′ ∬ dϵ dϵ′ρ′j j′(τ ; ϵ, ϵ
′) ∣j, ϵ⟩ ⟨j′, ϵ′∣. The degree of entan-

glement is quantified using the Von Neumann entropy
of entanglement S(τ) = −Tr{ρI(τ) log2[ρ

I(τ)]}, where

ρI(τ) = Trϵ {ρ̃(τ)} is the 2 × 2 reduced density matrix
of the ion [48]. The entanglement, resolved over pulse
area, is presented in Fig. 3(a) for the Gaussian and zero-
Gaussian pulse. Additionally, the flat-top envelope en-
tanglements are given. The insert shows the entangle-
ment between 0.95 and 1. Compared to the flat-top
pulses, we see a slight delay in the build-up of entan-
glement for smooth pulses. In contrast, the entangle-
ment is severely delayed in the case of zero-area pulses,
where the flat top becomes fully entangled at θ = 4π and
the zero-area Gaussian is slightly further delayed. The
entanglement can be understood by the simplified wave
function:

∣Ψzero⟩ → ∣a⟩ ⊗ ∣E
kin
a ⟩ + ∣b⟩ ⊗ ∣E

kin
b ⟩ ≠ ∣Ψion⟩ ⊗ ∣Ψe⟩ , (4)

where the internal states of the ion correlate with differ-
ent kinetic energies, Ekin

a ≠ Ekin
b , as shown in Fig. 2(g)

and (h).

Detuning.– By introducing a detuning to the pulse,
ω0 = ϵb − ϵa +∆ω, we can change the dynamical build-up
of the entanglement. Detuning- and absolute-pulse-area-
resolved entanglement is shown in Fig. 3(b) and (c) for
the Gaussian and its corresponding zero-area pulse, re-
spectively. In the Gaussian pulse case, the entanglement
decreases with detuning, showing minor wings near res-
onance. In contrast, in the zero-Gaussian pulse case, the
entanglement develops later in the resonant case than in
the detuned case with strong wings.

Conclusions: In this letter, we have studied the en-
tanglement between photoelectrons and strongly coupled
ions. Our results show that odd envelopes, which are a
special class of zero-area pulses, break the dressing mech-
anism of the ion and alter the photoelectron distribution.
The resonant photoelectric effect is blocked and entan-
glement is delayed by a factor of two in terms of abso-
lute pulse area. Despite the breakdown of dressed states,
induced by zero-area pulses, the entanglement eventu-
ally reaches values close to those maximally allowed for
qubit systems, but its manifestation is changed: the elec-
trons now avoid each other when detected in coincidence
with the internal states of the ion Fig. 2(g,h). Thus,
our work provides key insights for future pump-probe
experiments on the entanglement between electrons and
coupled states of ions [23, 26, 44].
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