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Temporal control of high-order harmonic cutoffs in periodic crystals
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A theoretical study on the high-harmonic generation (HHG) in solids by a synthesized driver field is carried
out. The vector potential of the driver field is instrumental in determining the Bloch oscillations of the electrons
in a periodic crystal, which eventually reflects in the high-order harmonic spectra. To this end, the interaction of
the sinc-shaped driver with the periodic crystal is studied. A typical temporal profile of the associated vector po-
tential manifests in extending the harmonic cutoffs compared to the standard sin? envelopes of similar intensity
and duration. It is also observed that the harmonic cutoffs can be controlled in a temporal manner by varying
the delay parameter introduced in the proposed sinc-shaped driver, with a well-defined scaling that depends on
the energy bands of the periodic crystal under study. Furthermore, it is also observed that the emission time of
the cutoff harmonics and even the harmonic cutoff energy can also be controlled by varying the delay parameter
systematically. An optimum delay parameter for maximum harmonic cutoff energy and harmonic yield is also

deduced.

I. INTRODUCTION

The last three decades have witnessed tremendous devel-
opment in the field of high-order harmonic generation (HHG)
by atomic and molecular targets and made it possible to have
highly tunable extreme-ultraviolet (XUV) pulses in the at-
tosecond regime [1]. The low conversion efficiency in gaseous
HHG is one of the major bottlenecks, which is remedied after
the advent of the HHG by the Bloch oscillations in the solids
[2-6]. The HHG from the solids is a very lucrative venture as
it promises a compact source of the XUV radiations and at-
tosecond spectroscopy [7—11]. Various other aspects are also
unique for the HHG obtained from solids compared to the
atomic HHG. For example, the cutoff energy scales linearly
with the field amplitude [12], multiple plateaus of higher ener-
gies [13], etc. The transition from the higher conduction bands
to the valence band causes the generation of multiple plateaus,
which can be understood from the quasi-classical model [14].
Some studies are also aimed toward extending the secondary
plateaus of higher energies [15—17]. The inter-band and intra-
band dynamics of the Bloch electrons and the corresponding
transitions give rise to rich features in the HHG from solids.
The detailed account of the HHG from solids can be found in
the following seminal review articles [8, 9, 11]. Extension of
the harmonic cutoffs [18], understanding the real-space colli-
sion dynamics [19] in HHG from solids, study of HHG from
periodic optical lattices [20], time-dependent band population
imaging [21] via HHG in solids, the effect of vacancy defects
[22, 23], HHG in mono-layer and bi-layer Graphene [24], and
many more interesting studies in the field of the HHG from
solids are reported recently.

The HHG from the solids can be understood from the quasi-
classical model [14], wherein some fraction of the electrons
near the ko = 0 of valence band makes the transition to the
conduction band, followed by the intraband dynamics wherein
in the momentum space the temporal evolution of the crys-
tal momentum is related to the driving vector potential as

* E-mail: amol@holkundkar.in

k(t) = ko + A(r). Once the electron reaches the edge of the
Brillouin zone (BZ), then the transition to the next higher con-
duction band is feasible, resulting in an increased band pop-
ulation of the higher conduction bands. Eventually, an inter-
band transition causes the emission of high-energy photons,
bringing back the electron to lower bands. When the elec-
tron reaches the edge of BZ, it can also undergo a Bragg’s
reflection in the same band, and as we mentioned, it can also
tunnel to the neighboring conduction band if the bandgap at
the BZ boundary is small, this tunneling is referred as the
Zener tunneling, and collectively the dynamics are referred
as the Bloch-Zener oscillations [25]. The vector potential as-
sociated with the laser pulse is instrumental in populating the
higher-conduction bands in a step-by-step manner. As a con-
sequence, the multiple plateaus in HHG can be understood.
The detailed analysis regarding the role of the driver vector
potential on the HHG by periodic crystals is studied in nu-
merous journal articles, e.g., [13, 15, 26, 27].

In this work, we study the HHG by an 1D periodic lat-
tice potential driven by the sinc-shaped driver field [28-30].
A broad frequency distribution and a single relatively strong
field amplitude make the sinc driver’s field profile fascinat-
ing for generating and controlling the higher-order harmonics
[28]. The optical frequency combs are routinely used for pulse
shaping, which in principle might be a viable source for gen-
erating tailor-made field profiles [31-34]. In this work, we
relied on the synthesized sinc shaped driver; it is observed
that by changing the delay parameter in the driver field, the
harmonic cutoff can be controlled temporally in a systematic
manner. Furthermore, harmonic cutoff extension is also seen
with the sinc shaped driver as compared to the standard sin®
envelopes, and an optimum value for the delay parameter is
observed. In principle, the delay parameter used in defining
the driver field can be controlled by moving the mirror assem-
bly on an optical bench [28].

This paper is organized as follows. The theoretical and nu-
merical aspects of the work are presented in Sec. II, followed
by the results and discussion in Sec. III, and finally conclusion
in Sec. IV.
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FIG. 1. The band structure for periodic potential V (x) = —0.37[1 +
cos(2mx/d)] a.u. is calculated for first Brillouin Zone. The bands
are labeled as ‘Valence Band’ (VB) and ‘Conduction Band’ (CB).
Minimum band gap energy between CB1 and VB1 is ~ 4.2 eV.

II. THEORY AND NUMERICAL METHODS

We have studied the laser-solid interaction using the lin-
early polarized laser propagates along the optical axis of the
thin crystal, and the laser polarization direction lies in the
crystal plane. The 1D periodic potential used throughout the
manuscript is a Mathieu-type potential given as [35]:

V(x) = —0.37[1 +cos(2mx/d)] a.u., (1)

with d = 8 a.u. being the lattice parameter. These types of
potential are frequently used in describing optical lattices [36,
37]. In this study, we have used N = 60 lattice sites, and hence
our simulation domain in real space ranges from —L to +L
where L = Nd /2. The typical band structure associated with
this periodic potential is calculated and presented in Fig. 1.
We have verified that, for both sin? and sinc-shaped driver the
results are converged with the inclusion of the 15 bands only
[38]. Though, in Fig. 1, we have only shown nine bands,
wherein VB and CB respectively mean ‘Valence Band’ and
‘Conduction Band.’

In the following, we present the details of the theoretical
and numerical methods employed in this study.

A. Laser Pulse

In the HHG fraternity, it is pervasive to rely on the sin® field
profiles as given by:

Egin2 (t) = FOf(t) Sin(wof))? 2

where, Fj is the field amplitude, f(r) = sin?(mz/T) is the
envelope function with pulse duration 7', and @y is the fun-
damental driver frequency with one optical cycle being 7 =
27 /ay. In this work, we use a sinc shape driver pulse, such
that the temporal profile of the electric field of the synthesized

pulse is written as [28]:
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where #; is the delay between the pulses and #y introduces
some constant phase. Note that z; = O corresponds to the out-
of-phase addition of the pulses, which results in E(¢) = 0. The
delay ¢, can easily be tuned by varying the mirror assembly on
an optical bench [28]. It should be noted that the associated
vector potential Agine () ~ — [ Eginc (7)dt is almost like a sinc
function, which can be responsible for vibrant non-linear elec-
tron dynamics. The field profiles Egjnc (¢) (with 7, = 0.77) and
Egino (7) for some representative parameters are presented in
Fig. 2(a). The temporal profile of the respective vector poten-
tials is also shown in Fig. 2(b). We have used a pulse duration
T = 57 and constant phase factor #y = 2.147 [so that the pulse
peak is temporally at the center] throughout the manuscript.
As can be seen from Fig. 2(b), the vector potential for the
sinc driver is almost like a sinc function [sin(x)/x], wherein
for most of the duration, the A(7) is positive only.

B. k-space HHG calculation

We solve the TDSE numerically in velocity gauge [38]. The
electron wave function can be expanded in Bloch state basis
|¢;!) for a particular value of the crystal quasimomentum k
and band index n. The Bloch states are evaluated by solving
the single-electron stationary Schrodinger equation with field-
free Hamiltonian H, = p?/2+V (x):

Ho |o¢) = Eil 14 - 4)
In position basis, the Bloch states can be written as:

Nmax .
<x‘¢]g> = (PI?(X) _ Z CI}:,Z ez(k+27r€/d)x) (5)
(=1

where Npax = 15 are used throughout the work. After the
evaluation of the Bloch states, the TDSE can be solved for
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FIG. 2. The temporal electric field profile of the 3.2 um sin? and
sinc laser pulse [z; = 0.77] with a peak intensity of 6 x 10! W cm ™2
are presented (a), along with the respective vector potentials (b). The
y—axis scaling parameter is also mentioned (a).



electronic wavefunction |y (¢)) as :
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where, Hip = A() - p and A(¢) is the vector potential associ-
ated with the laser pulse under dipole approximation. Further-
more,

Nmax

|y (r) Z o (1)), (7

where o (t) are the time dependent expansion coefficients.
Using Eq. (7) in Eq. (6), we have coupled differential equa-
tions as [38]:

dap (1) e

i— = =B Z Pl (t 8)

Here, py" is the matrix element of the momentum operator,
which can be calculated as:
Nmax
pi = (01ploy) = Y (k+2ml/d) (Crp) Clye 9
(=0

If we consider the electron initially in the band ¢, then the
initial condition for solving Eq. (8) is o;f(0) = J,,. Finally,
the single electron current density for a particular channel &
can be calculated as:

jks(t) = *Re[<Wks|pA+A(t)|Wks>}' (10)

In Eq. (10), the subscript ‘s’ denotes that the electron was in
the band s before the interaction. Total current density can be
calculated by summing over all the bands and integrating over
BZ as:

= ¥ [iuax (1)

seVB

In this Bloch state basis based formulation, there is no cou-
pling between different values of k, which makes it very
straightforward to implement. However, for k-space-based
calculation of inter and intra-band currents, one must rely on
the Houston state basis [S]. The spectra of the emitted har-
monics can be estimated by doing the Fourier transform of
the current density and are given as S(® | [ j(t)ei® dt‘z.
The harmonic yield Y for the frequency range W to (02 is cal-
culated as: ¥ =T~! fa(j? S(w)do.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Here, we first compare the HHG spectra for the sin’? and
sinc-shaped driver, then the delay parameter’s effect on the
HHG spectra is explored.
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FIG. 3. The HHG spectra for the sin? and sinc drivers with the same
parameters as in Fig. 2(a) are presented (b) along with the Gabor
transform for sinc driver (c) and sin? driver (d). The respective en-
ergy difference of different bands is also illustrated (a) to understand
the observed cutoffs.

A. Comparing HHG by sinc and sin? driver

In Fig. 3, we have compared the harmonic spectra as ob-
tained by the 3.2 um laser pulse with peak intensity 6 x 10'!
W/cm? and having the sin? envelope [Eq. (2)] and sinc shaped
field profile with 7; = 0.77 [Eq. (3)]. It can be seen that the
harmonic cutoff in the case of the sinc driver is extended well
beyond the one obtained using the sin’® driver. The corre-
sponding energy difference of different bands is also shown
in Fig. 3(a), and the multi-plateau structure with the re-
spective harmonic cutoff for sinc shaped driver can easily be
mapped on the energy difference between the bands. For the
sinc-shaped driver, we see 4 plateaus respectively at ~ 14
eV, ~ 26 eV, ~ 47 eV, and ~ 79 eV, which corresponds to
the transition from CB1—VB1, CB2—VB1, CB3—VBI1, and
CB4—VBO respectively [Fig. 3(a,b)]. The Gabor transform
(time-frequency analysis) for sinc, and sin? shaped driver are
respectively presented in Fig. 3(c) and 3(d). The higher
harmonic cutoff for the sinc driver is also seen in the time-
frequency analysis. Furthermore, as can be seen from Fig.
3(b), for the sinc driver, the harmonics near the ~ 47 eV and
~ 79 eV exhibit very smooth modulation. This can be under-
stood from the single trajectory contribution to the harmonic
spectra, which is corroborated by Fig. 3(d). In this figure,
the higher-energy harmonics emitted only once because the
interference from the multiple trajectories is absent, giving
very smooth single trajectory contribution. The single tra-
jectory contribution is always sought as a single attosecond
pulse can be synthesized using such harmonics instead of the
attosecond-pulse train [39]. The extension of the harmonic
cutoff in the case of the sinc driver can be attributed to the
vector potential associated with the same [Fig. 2(b)]. The
sinc-shaped vector potential does not have a very rapid oscil-
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FIG. 4. Temporal dependence of the band population of various
bands [as labeled in Fig. 1] are presented for the sinc (a) and sin?
(a) driver. For both cases, the laser parameters are the same as in Fig.
3.

latory part; as a result, rapid oscillations of the electron in the
band are suppressed. The approximate ‘uni-directional’ na-
ture of the vector potential drives the electron in the same di-
rection for most of the pulse duration. As the electron reaches
the edge of the BZ, then with Zeneer tunneling, it can climb
up the bands [26].

Furthermore, in Fig. 4, the temporal evolution of the band
population [40] using the sinc and sin® driver are presented.
The time dependent population of the n band is given by
Py(t) = [g, |0 (t)]?dk such that Y4 2, (t) = 1. The laser
parameters are the same as Fig. 3. Initially, the electron is
considered to be in the VB1 in both cases. As can be seen, us-
ing the sinc driver, the higher bands are populated, and an ap-
preciable population of even the CB4 band is observed, which
in turn results in the emission of the harmonics till ~ 79 eV.
However, for sin? pulse, the bands beyond CB2 are hardly
populated, resulting in lower cutoff energies. In the following,
we study the effect of delay parameter ¢; of the sinc driver on
the harmonic cutoff and the harmonic yield.

We observed that the harmonic efficiency beyond ~ 47 eV
is drastically reduced, which is understandable as the prob-
ability of electron tunneling to higher conduction bands in a
step-by-step manner reduces. In view of this, we now focus
on the HHG spectra till ~ 50 eV, which covers the transition
from the CB3—VB1 maximally.

B. Temporal control of HHG cutoff

The delay parameter associated with the sinc pulse [Eq.
(3)] is very instrumental in determining the field profile and
so the temporal profile of the vector potential [28]. From the
experimental perspective, the variation of the delay parame-
ter is equivalent to moving the mirror assembly on an optical
bench, which brings us to the question, is it possible to control
the band population and so the harmonic cutoff energies and
the harmonic yield by simply changing this delay parameter?
Given this, we studied the HHG by varying the delay parame-
ter t; and connected the same to the temporal evolution of the
band population.

In Fig. 5(a) we present the temporal evolution of CB3 band-

population for 7; = 0.57,0.77 and 17 cases. The respective
vector potential for these parameters is also shown in Fig.
5(b). The HHG spectra for these three cases are illustrated
in Fig. 5(d). Please note that in Fig. 5(d), we have intention-
ally shifted the HHG spectra for 0.77 and 17 for better visual
representation. In Fig. 5(e) we have shown the VB1 and CB3
bands in the extended Brillouin Zone [|k| > 7/d] along with
the energy difference between the two [(Ecps — Evpi) eV].
As can be seen from Fig. 5(d) and (e) that the harmonic cutoff
energies for all three cases can be mapped on the transitions
from the CB3 to VB1 band. As in this figure, we are focus-
ing on the harmonic cutoff caused by the transition from the
CB3 to VBI, and hence in Fig. 5(c), we present the tem-
poral evolution of the crystal momentum k(¢) = ko + A(?),
where kg is chosen from the classical trajectories such that
for t; = 0.57 ; k(27) =0, 1 = 0.7t ; k(2.1347) = 0 and
ty=17; k(2.27) = 0. The electron is expected to be in CB3 at
k = 0 (lowest energy of CB3); however, how and when it will
make transition to CB3 is highly unpredictable. These time
instances at which the electron is considered to oscillate in
CB3 are back-traced by the knowledge of the time-frequency
analysis of the emitted harmonics [refer Fig. 7], the classical
trajectory calculations, and also noting the appropriate time
for the transition from the CB3 to VBI, resulting in the har-
monic cutoff. The time instants at which maximum harmonic
energy (cutoff energy) is emitted for t; = 0.57,0.77, andlT
are shown in Fig. 5(c) with solid circles at 37,3.17 and 3.377
respectively, which also corroborates the time instants when
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FIG. 5. Temporal evolution of band population of CB3 (a) along with
the vector potential A(r) (b) and crystal momentum k(z) (c), and the
HHG spectra (d) is presented for different delay parameter of sinc
driver. The bands CB3 and VB1 and their respective energy differ-
ence is also shown (e). The HHG spectra for t;, =0.77 and t; = 17
cases are intentionally shifted downward by 4 and 8 units, respec-
tively, for better representation. In (c), the black, orange, and blue
circles at 37, 3.17, and 3.377 show the time instants when the maxi-
mum harmonic energy is observed for different delay parameters.
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FIG. 6. The Gabor transform of the HHG spectra for the delay pa-
rameters f; = 0.57 (a), 0.77 (b), and 17 (c) are presented. All the
other laser conditions are the same as in Fig. 5. A vertical dashed
white line at 37 (a), 3.17 (b), and 3.377 (c) represents the time in-
stants when the maximum energy harmonics are emitted. The vari-
ation of the time instant corresponding to the harmonic cutoff ¢4
with the delay parameter is presented in (d), wherein the red dots
denote the observed values from the simulation and the solid line
represents the o< ts scaling.

the CB3 band population is lowest, signifying that after the
transition from CB3 to VB1 would seize to exist and hence
the abrupt cutoff is observed. In order to further confirm these
findings, in Fig. 6(a,b,c), we have presented the Gabor trans-
forms for t; = 0.57,0.77, andl7 cases. It can be observed
that the maximum harmonic energy is emitted at respectively
37,3.17, and 3.377. The variation of the time instant at which
maximum energy is emitted (¢y¢q) With the sinc pulse delay
parameter 74 is also shown in Fig. 6(d). The red dots in Fig.
6(d) are the observed values from the simulation, and the solid
line represents the scaling with the delay parameter, which is

found to be #peqr o< tf,/ 2. This very well-defined non-linear
scaling with the delay parameter translates to merely moving
the mirror assembly (from an experimental perspective); one
can have fine control over the emission time of maximum or
cutoff harmonic energy. This particular scaling with the delay

parameter o< tj/ ’isa property of the periodic lattice and the
corresponding band-structure. For example, in Appendix-A
we have obtained different scaling for the same periodic lat-
tice with different lattice constant. This is so, because the driv-
ing of the electron in a band and the follow-up phenomenon
of Zener tunneling to higher bands strongly depend on the re-
spective band structure and the minimum band gap near the
edge of BZ or at the center of BZ.

Next, in Fig. 7, we compare the temporal evolution of the
total current (a), population of the conduction band CB3 (b)
and CB2 (c), using sin” pulse and different delay parameters
of the sinc-shaped pulse. It can be seen from Fig. 7(a) that the
sinc driver can drive a very strong current in the lattice, closely
mimicking the vector potential of the driver. The optical re-
sponse of the lattice under study can be understood in terms of
the polarization, which is defined as P(t) = [ __ j(¢')dt’ [38].
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FIG. 7. Time evolution of the total integrated current [Eq. (11)] (a)
are presented for sin® pulse and for the sinc driver with the time delay
0.57, 0.77, and 17. The temporal evolution of the CB3 (b) and CB2
(c) populations is also illustrated using different laser profiles.

As we observe from Fig. 7(a), the time average of the currents
in the case of the sin? driver would be smaller than the sinc
driver. The currents caused by the Bloch oscillations using a
sinc driver can lead to a very strong polarization response in
the solids; mostly because of the same polarity of the current.
The strong current in the case of the sinc driver can be under-
stood in terms of the temporal evolution of the CB2 and CB3
band population, contributing the harmonics till ~ 50 eV. In
Fig. 7(b) and (c), we have compared the temporal evolution
of the CB3 and CB2 band population using sin® and a sinc-
shaped driver. The strong vector potential associated with the
sinc driver plays a crucial role in populating the higher energy
bands by ~ 5 —35% or so, while using the sin? driver with
similar peak field amplitude is not observed.

C. HHG cutoff and yield using sinc driver

In Fig. 8, we have further explored the effect of the de-
lay parameter on the HHG cutoff and the harmonic yield. We
have presented the HHG spectra for different delay parame-
ters of the sinc driver and the variation of the harmonic cutoff
energy [Fig. 8(b)] and harmonic yield [Fig. 8(c)] as a function
of the delay parameter #;. In Fig. 8(a), two energy ranges are
highlighted, for which the harmonic yield is presented in Fig.
8(c). It is observed that there is an optimum delay parameter
around #; ~ 0.77 which is responsible for the maximum cutoff
energy. The maximum harmonic yield in two energy ranges
highlighted in Fig. 8(a) are also presented, and t; ~ 0.77 is
observed to be an optimum delay parameter. This optimum
delay parameter can be understood from the Fig. 5(b),(c), and
(e), wherein it can be observed that the stronger vector po-
tential can drive the electron past the BZ boundary (i.e., the
equivalent of the coming from opposite side because of the
periodicity of the band-structure), and as a result, the lower
harmonic cutoff is expected. We have seen in Fig. 5(b) that
the vector potential amplitude for the 7; = 17 case is large



as compared to the #; = 0.77 case, the corresponding time-
dependent crystal momentum k(¢) in Fig. 5(c) for 1y, = 17
case would cause the driving of the electron from k(2.27) =0
to the maximum k(2.64t) = 0.55, which eventually need to
have longer trajectory as compare to the other two cases, to
recombine around 3.377. So in principle, there will be com-
peting mechanisms; the stronger vector potential will try to
push the electrons past the edge of the BZ, but in a process,
eventually ends up having large dispersion of electronic wave-
function, resulting in lower harmonic yield and the harmonic
cutoff (harmonic cutoff would depend on the extent the elec-
tron is moved in a band).

From Fig. 8, we can see that using a sinc driver, we can
temporally control the harmonic cutoff. The harmonic cutoff
energy can also be tailored by adjusting the delay parame-
ter in a systematic way. The control over harmonic yield in
two sample energy ranges also adds to the utility of the sinc
drivers.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, we have studied the interaction of the sinc-
shaped driver with the 1D periodic potential, which is aligned
along the polarization direction of the driving laser pulse. The
vector potential associated with the proposed field profile [re-
fer Eq. (3)] mimics the sinc function, which for most of the
pulse duration does not change the polarity. This typical char-
acteristic of the vector potential drive the electron resulting in
a very efficient Zener tunneling to higher conduction bands
at the minimum-band gap of the neighboring bands. It is ob-
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FIG. 8. Harmonic spectra for different delay parameters are pre-
sented (a), and the energy ranges 5 - 15 eV and 30 - 40 eV are
highlighted. The variation of the harmonic cutoff energy (b) and
harmonic yield (c) with the delay parameter is presented. The har-
monic yield in (c) is presented for the two energy ranges highlighted
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representation.
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FIG. Al. The Gabor transform of the HHG spectra for the delay pa-
rameters t; = 0.57 (a), 0.77 (b), and 17 (c) are presented. All the
other laser conditions are the same as in Fig. 6. A vertical dashed
white line at 3.087 (a), 3.227 (b), and 3.497 (c) represents the time
instants when the maximum energy harmonics are emitted. The vari-
ation of the time instant corresponding to the harmonic cutoff ¢
with the delay parameter is presented in (d), wherein the red dots
denote the observed values from the simulation and the solid line
represents the o< tg scaling.

served that by controlling the delay parameter in Eq. (3), the
emission of the HHG cutoff energy can be temporally con-
trolled systematically. The harmonic-cutoff energy emission

time is found to scale as #peq o tj/ 2 with #; being the delay
parameter [refer Eq. (3)].

Furthermore, the harmonic yield in a couple of energy
ranges and the harmonic cutoffs are also studied by varying
t4. An optimum delay parameter corresponding to the maxi-
mum harmonic cutoff energy and yield is also observed. As
a representative case to test the proof-of-concept, a different
lattice parameter, say d = 6 a.u. in the potential V (x) is also
used and the results are presented in the Appendix A. The
emission time of the cutoff energy with the delay parameter
again showed the well-defined variation with different scal-

ing parameter [Zpeq o< tj/ 5]. This is expected as the electron
dynamics for a given field profile depend solely on the band
structure describing the periodic lattice, and hence the scaling
parameter will have the imprint of the band structure of the
periodic crystal under investigation. Further detailed analysis
of the problem we reserve for the future. The detailed analy-
sis of the chirp of the emitted harmonics for different lattice
constant would also be an interesting study.
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Appendix A

In order to further verify the capability of the sinc-shaped
driver to temporally control the cutoff harmonic emission,
we have carried out the simulations for the lattice parameter
d = 6 a.u. using the same Mathieu-type potential [35]. In Fig.

Al(a), (b) and (c) we have presented the Gabor transform for
HHG spectra emitted with z; = 0.57 (a), 0.77 (b) and 17 (c).
The time at which maximum energy is emitted (¢,¢qk) is plot-
ted in Fig. A1(d) as function of the delay parameter, and it is

observed that for this particular lattice parameter #peqx o< tj/ S,
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