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We employ a recently developed three-dimensional semiclassical model to identify nondipole ef-
fects in triple ionization of Ne driven by infrared laser pulses at intensities where electron-electron
correlation prevails. This model fully accounts for the Coulomb interaction of each electron with
the core and avoids artificial autoionization by employing effective Coulomb potentials to describe
the interaction between bound electrons (ECBB). Using the ECBB model, we identify a prominent
signature of nondipole effects. Namely, the component along the direction of light propagation of
the average sum of the final electron momenta is large and positive. That is, we identify a posi-
tive momentum offset, absent in the dipole approximation. We find that this positive momentum
offset stems mostly from the momentum change due to the magnetic field. To further understand
this momentum change, we also develop a simple model for the motion of an electron inside an
electromagnetic field. This simple model accounts for the effect of the Coulomb forces only as a
sharp change in the momentum of the electron during recollision. We show that the momentum
change due to the magnetic field is related with the sharp change in momentum during recollision
for the recolliding electron as well as with the time of recollision for both the recolliding and bound
electrons. Hence, we demonstrate that the final electron momentum offset probes the strength of a
recollision and hence the degree of correlation in multielectron ionization.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonsequential multielectron ionization (NSMI) in
atoms driven by intense and infrared laser pulses is a fun-
damental process underlied by electron-electron correla-
tion [1]. The theoretical study of multielectron ionization
of strongly driven systems constitutes a big computa-
tional challenge. Taking also into account the spatial de-
pendence of the vector potential A(r, t) and consequently
accounting for the magnetic field, B(r, t) = ∇×A(r, t),
adds to the computational difficulty. Hence, most the-
oretical studies are formulated in the dipole approxima-
tion. However, to fully explore ionization phenomena and
identify nondipole effects in driven atoms and molecules
one needs to account for the Lorentz force FB = qv×B
exerted on particles of charge q moving with velocity v.

Magnetic fields effects have been previously identified
in a wide range of processes. For example, in stabilization
[2], in high-harmonic generation [3–5], and in multielec-
tron ionization probabilities of Ne [6], with observable
effects found only for intensities two orders of magnitude
larger than the ones considered in the current work. For
the largest intensity we consider here, we find that the
amplitude β0 ≈ Up/ (2ωc) of the electron motion due to
FB is roughly 0.2 a.u., instead of the expected 1 a.u.
[7, 8], where Up is the ponderomotive energy. Over the
last years, there has been an intense interest in nondipole
effects [9–18]. Advanced studies [13, 14] have predicted
nondipole effects in correlated two-electron ionization,
which have been verified experimentally for driven Ar
[16]. Nondipole effects in nonsequential double ioniza-
tion were also studied in a recent experiment on strongly
driven Xe [18].

We have previously reported nondipole gated double

ionization, a prominent mechanism of nondipole effects in
nonsequential double ionization of strongly driven atoms
[13, 14]. The magnetic field jointly with a recollision act
as a gate that allows for double ionization to occur only
for a subset of the initial momenta of the recolliding elec-
tron along the direction of light propagation. Namely,
the recolliding electron has an average initial momentum
that is negative along the direction of light propagation
(y axis), while it is zero in the dipole approximation. This
negative initial momentum compensates for the positive
momentum shift induced by the Lorentz force, allowing
for the recolliding electron to return to the core. As a re-
sult, the recolliding electron just before recollision arrives
from the −y axis with positive momentum. For the case
of strongly driven He at high intensities, we have shown
that the recollisions involved are glancing ones. As a
result, the recolliding electron just before recollision is
accelerated by the Coulomb attraction from the core re-
sulting in the y component of the average sum of the final
electron momenta being large and positive [13, 14].

For triple ionization of Ne, for intensities where
strong and not glancing recollisions prevail, we find that
nondipole gated ionization is still present, i.e., the recol-
liding electron has a negative avaerage initial momentum.
We demonstrate that the strong recollisions involved for
driven Ne result in a different physical mechanism, com-
pared to driven He, giving rise to a large positive y com-
ponent of the average sum of the final electron momenta.

For driven Ne, using the ECBB model, we identify the
change in momentum due to the magnetic field as the
main source for the positive momentum offset along the
y axis. To better understand this momentum change, we
also develop a simple model to describe the motion of an
electron inside an electromagnetic field. In this simple
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model, we take into account the effect of the Coulomb
forces via a sharp change in the momentum of each elec-
tron during recollision. Using this model, we show that
for the recolliding electron the value of the positive mo-
mentum offset has a one-to-one correspondence with the
magnitude of the momentum change along the y axis dur-
ing recollision. That is, a strong recollision results in a
large positive offset. For a bound and a recolliding elec-
tron, we also find that the value of the momentum offset
depends on the time of recollision. Namely, a strong rec-
ollision that takes place around a zero of the electric field
results in a large positive momentum offset.

Hence, in this work we demonstrate that the positive
momentum offset probes the strength of the recollision
involved and hence of the degree of the resulting corre-
lated multielectron ionization. We show this by our find-
ing of a larger positive momentum offset for triple com-
pared to double ionization and for the direct compared
to the delayed recollision pathway of driven Ne. Indeed,
we show that triple ionization is more correlated than
double ionization and that electron-electron dynamics is
more correlated in the direct compared to the delayed
pathway.

II. METHOD

In this work, we identify nondipole effects in triple
and double ionization of Ne. To do so, we employ a
three-dimensional (3D) semiclassical model that employs
effective Coulomb potentials to describe the interaction
between bound electrons (ECBB) [19, 20]. This model
is developed in the nondipole framework. Moreover, this
model was developed to address the main challenge that
classical and semiclassical models of NSMI face, i.e., un-
physical autoionization. Due to the singularity in the
Coulomb potential, one of the bound electrons can un-
dergo a close encounter with the core and acquire very
negative energy. This leads to the escape of another
bound electron via the Coulomb interaction between
bound electrons. One way to avoid this is by softening
the Coulomb potential, see Refs. [21–23] for nonsequen-
tial triple ionization. Alternatively, Heisenberg poten-
tials (effective softening) [24] are added that mimic the
Heisenberg uncertainty principle and prevent each elec-
tron from a close encounter with the core [25, 26].

However, softening the Coulomb potential fails to accu-
rately describe electron scattering from the core [27, 28],
rendering the softened potentials quite inaccurate for
high energy recolliding electrons. In contrast, in the
ECBB model, we treat exactly the Coulomb singularity
in the interaction of an electron with the core as well as
the interaction between a quasifree and a bound electron.
Here, quasifree refers to a recolliding electron or an elec-
tron escaping to the continuum. To address the autoion-
ization problem, since we treat the electron-core inter-
action accurately, we use an effective Coulomb potential
to describe the interaction between two bound electrons.

We have shown that treating accurately the electron-core
interaction is of paramount importance in obtaining ac-
curate ionization spectra [20]. Indeed, using the ECBB
model, we have investigated three-electron ionization in
Ar [19] and Ne [20] driven by infrared pulses. For triple
ionization, we have shown that the probability distribu-
tion of the sum of the final electron momenta along the z
axis is in very good agreement with experimental results,
especially for Ne [20]. In this work, the direction of the
electric field is along the z axis.

In the ECBB model, we determine on the fly whether
an electron is quasifree or bound using the following sim-
ple criteria. A quasifree electron can transition to bound
following a recollision. Specifically, once the quasifree
electron has its closest encounter with the core, this elec-
tron transitions to bound if its position along the z axis is
influenced more by the core than the electric field. Also,
a bound electron transitions to quasifree due to trans-
fer of energy during a recollision or from the laser field.
In the former case, this transition occurs if the potential
energy of this bound electron with the core is constantly
decreasing. In the latter case, if the energy of the bound
electron becomes positive and remains positive it tran-
sitions to quasifree. The criteria are discussed in detail
and illustrated in [19, 20].

In our model, one electron tunnel ionizes through the
field-lowered Coulomb barrier at time t0. The tunnel-
ing occurs with a rate described by the instantaneous
quantum-mechanical Ammosov-Delone-Krainov (ADK)
formula [29, 30], adjusted accordingly to account for the
depletion of the initial ground state [20]. We find t0 in the
time interval [-2τ , 2τ ] where the electric field is nonzero,
using importance sampling [31]; τ is the full width at half
maximum of the pulse duration in intensity. The exit
point of the recolliding electron along the direction of
the electric field is obtained analytically using parabolic
coordinates [32]. The electron momentum along the elec-
tric field is set equal to zero, while the transverse one
is given by a Gaussian distribution. This distribution
represents the Gaussian-shaped filter with an intensity-
dependent width arising from standard tunneling theory
[30, 33, 34]. For the initially bound electrons, we em-
ploy a microcanonical distribution [19], while the core is
initiated at rest at the origin.

We use a vector potential of the form

A(y, t) = −E0

ω
exp

[
−2 ln(2)

(
ct− y
cτ

)2
]

sin(ωt− ky)ẑ,

(1)
where k = ω/c is the wave number of the laser field. The
direction of the vector potential and the electric field,

E(y, t) = −∂A(y,t)
∂t , is along the z axis, while the direction

of light propagation is along the y axis. The magnetic
field, B(y, t) = ∇×A(y, t), points along the x axis. The
pulse duration is τ = 25 fs, while the wavelength is 800
nm. We consider intensities of 1.0, 1.3 and 1.6 PW/cm2.
The highest intensity considered is chosen such that the
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probability for a second electron to tunnel ionize in Ne
solely due to the laser field is very small [20]. Hence, here,
electron-electron correlation prevails in triple and double
ionization. In what follows, triple ionization (TI) refers
to nonsequential triple ionization (NSTI) and double ion-
ization (DI) to nonsequential double ionization (NSDI).

The Hamiltonian of the four-body system is given by

H =

4∑
i=1

[p̃i −QiA(y, t)]
2

2mi
+

4∑
i=2

QiQ1

|r1 − ri|

+

3∑
i=2

4∑
j=i+1

[1− ci,j(t)]
QiQj
|ri − rj |

+

3∑
i=2

4∑
j=i+1

ci,j(t)[
Veff(ζj(t), |r1 − ri|) + Veff(ζi(t), |r1 − rj |)

]
,

(2)

where Qi is the charge, mi is the mass, ri is the posi-
tion vector and p̃i is the canonical momentum vector of
particle i. The mechanical momentum pi is given by

pi = p̃i −QiA(y, t). (3)

In the ECBB model, all electrons and the core are al-
lowed to move. The effective Coulomb potential that an
electron i experiences at a distance |r1 − ri| from the
core (particle 1), due to the charge distribution of elec-
tron j is derived as follows [19, 35]. We approximate the
wavefunction of a bound electron j with a 1s hydrogenic
wavefunction

ψ(ζj , |r1 − rj |) =

(
ζ3
j

π

)1/2

e−ζj |r1−rj |, (4)

with ζj the effective charge of particle j [19, 35]. Hence,
using Gauss’s law [19, 35], one finds that the potential
produced due to the charge distribution −|ψ(ζj , |r1 −
rj |)|2 is given by

Veff(ζj , |r1 − ri|) =
1− (1 + ζj |r1 − ri|)e−2ζj |r1−ri|

|r1 − ri|
. (5)

When electron i approaches the core, i.e., |r1 − ri| →
0, the effective potential is equal to ζj . This ensures
that the energy transfer between bound electrons is fi-
nite and therefore autoionization is prevented. The
functions ci,j(t) determine whether at time t, during
propagation, the full Coulomb potential or the effective
Veff(ζi, |r1− rj |) and Veff(ζj , |r1− ri|) potentials describe
the interaction between a pair of electrons i and j [19].
The effective potentials are activated on the fly only when
both electrons are bound.

During time propagation, to accurately account for the
Coulomb singularity, we transform the position and mo-
menta using the global regularization scheme [19, 36],
first introduced for the gravitational N-body problem
[36]. We propagate in time the transformed position and
momenta of all particles using the classical ECBB Hamil-

tonian, see [19]. To propagate, we use a leapfrog tech-
nique that allows to solve Hamilton’s equations when the
derivative of the position and the momentum depends on
the quantities themselves [37–39]. This technique is em-
ployed jointly with the Bulirsch-Stoer method [40, 41].

We stop the propagation at time tf , when the energy
of each particle converges. We label the trajectory as
triply or doubly ionized if three or two electrons have
positive energy, and compute the triple ionization and
double ionization probabilities out of all events. After we
label an event as triple or double ionization, we identify
the main pathways of energy transfer via the recollision,
i.e., we characterise an event as direct or delayed. We
explain in detail how to identify the pathways of triple
and double ionization in Refs. [19, 20]. In this work we
employ atomic units, unless otherwise stated.

III. RESULTS

A. Correlated electron momenta in TI and DI

In Fig. 1, for TI and DI of driven Ne, we plot the
symmetrised correlated electron momenta along the di-
rection of the electric field (pz) for all pairs of escap-
ing electrons. We find that electron-electron dynamics
is more correlated in triple compared to double ioniza-
tion. Specifically, for TI, at all three intensities, we find
(not shown) that recollisions occur around a zero of the
electric field and hence at an extremum of the vector
potential. This results in large final electron momenta
in TI, since pz is roughly equal to minus the vector po-
tential at the time of recollision. Indeed, this is seen
in Figs. 1(a)-1(c), where we have a large concentration

FIG. 1. For Ne, symmetrized correlated momenta pz of all
three pairs of escaping electrons for triple ionization (top row)
and the one pair of escaping electrons for double ionization
(bottom row).
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FIG. 2. For triple ionization of Ne, symmetrized correlated
momenta pz for the direct (e-, 3e-) pathway (top row) and for
the delayed (e-, 2e-) pathway (bottom row).

of electrons with large momenta in the first and third
quadrants. Comparing Figs. 1(a)-1(c) for TI with Figs.
1(d)-1(f) for DI, we find that electron-electron dynamics
is more correlated for TI. This is particularly the case at
the higher intensity, 1.6 PW/cm2, where we find that for
DI recollisions occur around an extremum of the field,
i.e., a zero of the vector potential. This results in smaller
final electron momenta for DI.

Next, for TI and DI, we show that electron-electron dy-
namics is more correlated for recollision pathways where
more electrons ionize soon after recollision. For TI, we
find that the prevailing recollision pathways are the di-
rect (e-, 3e-) and the delayed (e-, 2e-). The notation

FIG. 3. For double ionization of Ne, symmetrized correlated
momenta for the direct (e-, 2e-) pathway (top row) and for
the delayed (e-, e-) pathway (bottom row).

(e-, ne-) denotes n electrons ionizing shortly after recolli-
sion. Also, DI proceeds mainly via the direct (e-, 2e-) and
the delayed (e-, e-) pathways. We plot the symmetrized
correlated electron momenta pz for the prevailing recol-
lision pathways for TI in Fig. 2 and for DI in Fig. 3. In
Fig. 2, we clearly show that electron-electron correlation
is higher in the direct pathway [Figs. 2(a)-2(c)] com-
pared to the delayed pathway [Figs. 2(d)-2(f)]. Indeed,
in Fig. 2, for TI, for the direct pathway the majority
of events are concentrated in the first and third quad-
rants while for the delayed pathway the events are more
spread out. For DI, Fig. 3 clearly shows that electron-
electron correlation is higher in the direct compared to
the delayed pathway at all three intensities. Indeed, for
DI, events for the direct pathway are concentrated in the
first and third quadrants while for the delayed pathway
events are concentrated around zero momentum. Also,
we see that electron-electron correlation is higher for the
direct pathway of TI compared to the one for DI as well
as for the delayed pathway of TI compared to the one of
DI.

B. Positive momentum offset in TI

In Fig. 4, for TI of driven Ne, to obtain the momentum
offset per pair of ionizing electrons, we compute the y
component (direction of light propagation) of the average
sum of the final electron momenta and we then multiply

1.0 1.3 1.6
0

50

100

FIG. 4. For Ne, at each intensity, height of red bar de-
notes the momentum offset per pair of electrons for TI
2/3

〈∑3
i=1 py,i

〉
, and the contributions due to the magnetic

field 2/3
〈∑3

i=1 ∆pBy,i
〉

(green bar) and due to the initial mo-

mentum and Coulomb forces 2/3
〈∑3

i=1

[
py,i(t0) + ∆pCy,i

]〉
(blue bar). The plus (+), minus (-) sign above the bar de-
notes a positive or negative value, respectively, for the given
contribution.
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by a factor of 2/3 as follows

2

3

〈
3∑
i=1

py,i

〉
TI

=〈
(py,1 + py,2) + (py,1 + py,3) + (py,2 + py,3)

3

〉
.

(6)

We denote by py,i the y component of the final momen-
tum of electron i. The reason we compute for TI the
momentum offset per pair of electrons is to directly com-
pare with the momentum offset in DI where there is only
one pair of ionizing electrons. Note that the momentum
offset for both TI and DI is zero in the dipole approxi-
mation. For TI, the momentum offset is denoted by the
height of the red bars in Fig. 4. At all three intensities,
we find that the momentum offset has a significant pos-
itive value around 0.04 a.u. We find that this is roughly
four times larger than twice (to account for an electron
pair) the momentum offset in single ionization.

Next, we identify the reason for the positive value of
the momentum offset. To do so, we write the average
value of the final electron momentum, 〈py,i〉, in terms of
three contributions as follows

〈py,i〉 = 〈py,i(t0)〉+
〈
∆pCy,i

〉
+
〈
∆pBy,i

〉
. (7)

The first term, 〈py,i(t0)〉, is the y component of the av-
erage value of the initial electron momentum. The next
term,

〈
∆pCy,i

〉
, denotes the y component of the average

change in the momentum of electron i in the time interval
[t0, tf ] due to the Coulomb forces and the effective poten-
tials while the term,

〈
∆pBy,i

〉
, denotes the corresponding

momentum change due to the the magnetic field. Fig. 4
clearly shows that the positive momentum offset per pair
of electrons for TI is due to the momentum change from
the magnetic field (green bars). Fig. 4 also shows that the
momentum change due to the Coulomb forces (blue bars)
has a negative value and is significantly less compared to
the momentum change due to the magnetic field. Hence,
in what follows, we only focus on the momentum change
due to the magnetic field.

The above show that for NSTI in driven Ne the mecha-
nism responsible for the positive momentum offset along
the y axis is different from nondipole gated ionization
identified in strongly driven He [13]. In the latter case,
the significant positive momentum offset in DI was due to
the recolliding electron coming in just before recollision
mostly from the −y direction with positive momentum
py (Fig. 5) and the Coulomb attraction from the core
acting to increase py. However, the recollisions involved
in driven He were glancing ones. For NSTI in driven
Ne, we find that the recolliding electron also has a nega-
tive average initial momentum along the y axis and also
approaches mostly from the −y axis with positive py mo-
mentum (Fig. 5). However, the recollisions in driven Ne
are strong ones resulting in the most important contribu-
tion to the y component of the momentum change being

-0.2 0 0.2

0

5

10

15

-0.2 0 0.2

0

5

10

15

-2 0 2

0

0.4

0.8

FIG. 5. Plots of the distribution of the y component of the
relative with respect to the core momentum of the recollid-
ing electron at the time of tunnelling t0 (a), shortly before
recollision at time trec − T/50 (b), and of the y component of
the relative with respect to the core position of the recolliding
electron shortly before recollision at time trec − T/50 (c) for
TI of driven Ne at 1.6 PW/cm2 (black lines) and for DI of
driven He at 2 PW/cm2 (gray lines). T is the period of the
laser field. Note that in the study for He the core was kept
fixed at the origin[14], while for Ne the core is also moving.

due to the magnetic field and not due to the Coulomb
attraction from the core.

C. Momentum change along the y axis

In what follows we identify the main contributions to
the term

〈
∆pBy,i

〉
in Eq. (7) for the recolliding and bound

electrons. We find ∆pBy,i using a simple model of an elec-
tron inside an electromagnetic field and account for the
effect of the Coulomb forces with a sharp change during
recollision in the momentum of each electron [∆pz,i(trec)].

1. Momentum change along the y axis for a recolliding
electron

The Lorentz force acting on an electron i is

FL = − [E(yi, t) + pi ×B(yi, t)] . (8)

The momentum of the electron i at time t is then given
by

pi(t) = pi(t0)−
ˆ t

t0

[E(yi, t
′) + pi ×B(yi, t

′)] dt′. (9)
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Eq. (9) does not account for the Coulomb interaction
between an electron and the core as well as between elec-
trons. In a simplified model for the recolliding electron,
we account for the momentum change due to a recollision
and hence due to the Coulomb forces by adding a term

in (9) as follows

pi(t) = pi(t0)−
ˆ t

t0

[E(yi, t
′) + pi ×B(yi, t

′)] dt′

+ H(t− trec)∆pi(trec),

(10)

with H(t − trec) the Heaviside function [42] and with
∆pi(trec) being the momentum change due to the
Coulomb forces just after and before the recollision time,
trec. Then from Eq. (10) it follows that the y component
of the momentum change due to the magnetic field for
t > trec takes the form

∆pBy,i(t0 → t) = −
ˆ t

t0

pz,i(t
′)B(yi, t

′)dt′

= −
ˆ t

t0

[
pz,i(t0)−

ˆ t′

t0

E(yi, t
′′)dt′′ +

ˆ t′

t0

py,i(t
′′)B(yi, t

′′)dt′′ + H(t′ − trec)∆pz,i(trec)

]
B(yi, t

′)dt′

= −
ˆ t

t0

[
pz,i(t0)−

ˆ t′

t0

E(yi, t
′′)dt′′ +

ˆ t′

t0

py,i(t
′′)B(yi, t

′′)dt′′

]
B(yi, t

′)dt′ −∆pz,i(trec)

ˆ t

trec

B(yi, t
′)dt′

= ∆pB,1y,i (t0 → t)−∆pz,i(trec)

ˆ t

trec

B(yi, t
′)dt′ = ∆pB,1y,i (t0 → t) + ∆pB,2y,i (trec → t)

(11)

The term ∆pB,1y,i (t0 → t) simplifies when we take into
account that in our model the initial momentum of the
recolliding electron along the direction of the electric field
is zero, pz,i(t0) = 0. Furthermore, for the purposes of
this model we neglect terms of the order of B2, since
the ratio of the magnitudes of the electric and magnetic
field is |E(yi, t)/B(yi, t)| = c. Another approximation we
make for the purposes of this model is that we compute
the integral of the magnetic and electric field over time
at the position yi = 0. That is,

E(yi, t) ≈ E(0, t) ≡ E(t) (12)

B(yi, t) ≈ B(0, t) ≡ B(t). (13)

Given the above approximations we find that

∆pB,1y,i (t0 → t) =

ˆ t

t0

[ˆ t′

t0

E(t′′)dt′′

]
B(t′)dt′ (14a)

∆pB,2y,i (trec → t) = −∆pz,i(trec)

ˆ t

trec

B(t′)dt′. (14b)

For the recolliding electron, at all three intensities both

for TI and DI, we find that the term ∆pB,2y,i (trec → tf )

contributes the most to ∆pBy,i(t0 → tf ). To do so, we ob-
tain ∆pz,i(trec) from our full calculations using the ECBB

model. Next, we show that ∆pB,2y,i (trec → tf ) is always

positive. Indeed, we rewrite Eq. (14b) as

∆pB,2y,i (trec → tf ) = −∆pz,i(trec)

ˆ tf

trec

E(t)

c
dt

= −1

c
∆pz,i(trec) [A(trec)−A(tf )]

= −1

c
∆pz,i(trec)A(trec),

(15)

where we use E(t) = −∂A(t)
∂t and A(tf →∞) = 0. More-

over, for the tunnelling/recolliding electron, we find that

pz,i(trec) = −
ˆ trec

t0

E(t)dt

= − [A(t0)−A(trec)]

= A(trec),

(16)

where we have used that A(t0) ≈ 0, since the electron
tunnels at an initial time t0 around an extremum of the
electric field. Then Eq. (15) can be written as

∆pB,2y,i (trec → tf ) = −1

c
∆pz,i(trec)pz,i(trec)

= −1

c
[pz,i(trec + ∆t)− pz,i(trec)] pz,i(trec).

(17)
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During a recollision, the magnitude of the momentum
of the recolliding electron after the recollision is always
smaller than its magnitude before the recollision, i.e.

|pz,i(trec + ∆t)− pz,i(trec)| < |pz,i(trec)|. (18)

Combining Eqs. (17) and (18), it is easy to show that

∆pB,2y,i (trec → tf ) is always greater than zero.

2. Momentum change along the y axis for a bound electron

Concerning a bound electron, we assume that the elec-
tron feels the electric and magnetic field only after it is
ionized, i.e. roughly at the recollision time. Hence, for
the bound electron, in (10) and (11) we substitute t0 by
trec. We also assume that pi(trec) ≈ 0. Given the above,
we find that

∆pBy,i(trec → t) =

ˆ t

trec

[ˆ t′

trec

E(t′′)dt′′

]
B(t′)dt′

−∆pz,i(trec)

ˆ t

trec

B(t′)dt′

= ∆pB,1y,i (trec → t) + ∆pB,2y,i (trec → t)

(19)

For both TI and DI, at all three intensities, we find

that the term ∆pB,1y,i (trec → tf ) contributes the most to

∆pBy,i(trec → tf ) for the bound electron. Next, we show
that this term is always positive as follows

∆pB,1y,i (trec → tf ) =

ˆ tf

trec

[ˆ t

trec

E(t′)dt′
]
B(t)dt

=

ˆ tf

trec

[A(trec)−A(t)]B(t)dt

=

[
A(trec)

ˆ tf

trec

B(t)dt−
ˆ tf

trec

A(t)B(t)dt

]
=

{
A(trec)

c
[A(trec)−A(tf )]−

ˆ tf

trec

A(t)
E(t)

c
dt

}
=

1

c

[
A2(trec) +

A2(tf )

2
− A2(trec)

2

]
=

1

2c
A2(trec) > 0.

(20)

where we use A(tf →∞) = 0.

D. Comparison of the offset between DI and TI

In Fig. 6, for DI of driven Ne, we compute the y com-
ponent of the average sum of the final momenta of the

ionizing electron pair,
〈∑2

i=1 py,i

〉
DI

. This momentum

offset is denoted by the height of the red bar. At in-
tensities 1.0 and 1.3 PW/cm2 we find that the momen-

1.0 1.3 1.6
0

50

100

FIG. 6. For Ne, at each intensity, height of red bar denotes
the momentum offset per pair of electrons for DI

〈∑2
i=1 py,i

〉
,

and the contributions due to the magnetic field
〈∑2

i=1 ∆pBy,i
〉

(green bar) and due to the initial momentum and Coulomb
forces

〈∑2
i=1

[
py,i(t0) + ∆pCy,i

]〉
(blue bar). The plus (+),

minus (-) sign above the bar denotes a positive or negative
value, respectively, for the given contribution.

tum offset has a positive value around 0.035 a.u. This is
roughly three times larger than twice (to account for the
electron pair) the momentum offset in single ionization.
At intensity 1.6 PW/cm2 the value of the positive mo-
mentum offset is approximately half its value at the two
smaller intensities. Fig. 6, clearly shows that the positive
momentum offset for DI is due to the momentum change
from the magnetic field (green bars), as was the case for
TI. At all three intensities, we find that for triple ioniza-

tion 2/3
〈∑3

i=1 ∆pBy,i

〉
ranges roughly between 0.06 to

0.07 a.u. (green bars in Fig. 4), while for double ioniza-

tion
〈∑2

i=1 ∆pBy,i

〉
is smaller, ranging roughly between

0.04 to 0.05 a.u. (green bars in Fig. 6).

Now, we show that the smaller positive momentum
offset due to the magnetic field in double ionization com-
pared to triple ionization is consistent with the simple
model developed in Section III C. Indeed, recollisions are
stronger in TI versus DI. This is evidenced by the higher
degree of electron-electron correlation in TI compared to
DI, compare top with bottom row in Fig. 1. A stronger
recollision in TI translates to a larger change of the z
component of the momentum of the recolliding electron
due to the Coulomb forces during recollision, i.e., to a
larger value of ∆pz,i(trec) in Eq. (15). Moreover, a
stronger recollision also translates to the time of recol-
lision being around a zero of the electric field, resulting
to an extremum of A(trec). Hence, the most important
contributions to the momentum offset, for the recolliding

electron the term ∆pB,2y,i (trec → tf ) [Eq. (15)] and for

the bound electron the term ∆pB,1y,i (trec → tf ) [Eq. (20)],
have larger values for TI compared to DI.
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E. Momentum offset for direct versus delayed
pathways in TI and DI

In what follows, we compare the momentum offset in
the direct versus the delayed pathway both in TI and
DI. In Fig. 7, for TI of driven Ne, we show the mo-
mentum offset (red bars), the contribution to this off-
set from the magnetic field (green bars) as well as the
contribution from the Coulomb forces (blue bars) for the
direct (top row) and the delayed (e-, 2e-) pathway (bot-
tom row). At all three intensities we find that the mo-
mentum offset (red bars) is larger in the direct compared
to the delayed pathway. Fig. 7 clearly shows that this is
mainly due to the larger positive values of the momentum
change due to the magnetic field (green bars) in the di-
rect compared to the delayed pathway. That is, the term

2/3
〈∑3

i=1 ∆pBy,i

〉
is larger in the direct compared to the

delayed pathway. Fig. 8. shows that the same holds true
for DI of driven Ne. That is, the momentum offset as well
as the contribution to this offset from the magnetic field,〈∑2

i=1 ∆pBy,i

〉
, is larger in the direct compared to the

delayed pathway. Next, we explain why this is the case.
During recollision, the recolliding electron gives more en-
ergy to the bound electrons in the direct compared to the

0

50

100

1.0 1.3 1.6
0

50

100

FIG. 7. For Ne, at each intensity, height of red bar de-
notes the momentum offset per pair of electrons for TI
2/3

〈∑3
i=1 py,i

〉
, and the contributions due to the magnetic

field 2/3
〈∑3

i=1 ∆pBy,i
〉

(green bar) and due to the initial mo-

mentum and Coulomb forces 2/3
〈∑3

i=1

[
py,i(t0) + ∆pCy,i

]〉
(blue bar). The plus (+), minus (-) sign above the bar de-
notes a positive or negative value, respectively, for the given
contribution. The top row corresponds to the direct (e-, 3e-)
pathway and the bottom row to the delayed (e-, 2e-) pathway.

0

50

100

1.0 1.3 1.6
0

50

100

FIG. 8. For Ne, at each intensity, height of red bar denotes
the momentum offset per pair of electrons for DI

〈∑2
i=1 py,i

〉
,

and the contributions due to the magnetic field
〈∑2

i=1 ∆pBy,i
〉

(green bar) and due to the initial momentum and Coulomb
forces

〈∑2
i=1

[
py,i(t0) + ∆pCy,i

]〉
(blue bar). The plus (+),

minus (-) sign above the bar denotes a positive or negative
value, respectively, for the given contribution. The top row
corresponds to the direct (e-, 2e-) pathway and the bottom
row to the delayed (e-, e-) pathway.

delayed pathway. That is, the sharp momentum change
of the recolliding electron during recollision, ∆pz,i(trec),
is larger in the direct compared to the delayed pathway.

Hence, ∆pB,2y,i (trec → tf ) in Eq. (15) for the recolliding
electron, is larger in the direct pathway. In addition,

for the bound electrons, ∆pB,1y,i (trec → tf ) in Eq. (20)
is larger in the direct compared to the delayed pathway.
The reason is that both bound electrons in the direct
pathway ionize soon after the recollision time which is
around an extremum of the vector potential A, i.e., max-
imum value of A(trec). However, in the delayed pathway,
most likely, it is one of the bound electrons that ionizes
with a delay from the recollision time and hence A(trec)
is smaller than its extremum value.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we use the ECBB 3D semiclassical
model to identify nondipole effects in triple and double
ionization in Ne driven by infrared pulses for intensities
where recollisions, i.e., electron-electron correlation, pre-
vail. We find a large positive average sum of the final
electron momenta along the direction of light propaga-
tion. This momentum offset is zero in the absence of the
magnetic field. Most importantly, we show this final elec-
tron momentum offset to be a probe of electron-electron
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correlation. Indeed, we find a larger momentum offset
for the more correlated electron-electron ionization i) in
triple compared to double ionization of driven Ne, espe-
cially at high intensities, and ii) in the direct versus the
delayed pathway of triple and double ionization of Ne.
The nondipole effects identified here in multielectron ion-
ization observables can be accessed and hence verified by
future experiments.
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