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Abstract

We present the theoretical treatment of laser-assisted (e, 2e) ionizing collisions in hydrogen for
fast electrons, in the framework of the first-order Born approximation at moderate laser intensities
and photon energies beyond the soft-photon approximation. The interaction of the laser field with
the incident, scattered, and ejected electrons is treated nonperturbatively by using Gordon-Volkov
wave functions, while the atomic dressing is treated by using first-order perturbation theory. Within
this semi-perturbative formalism we obtain a new closed formula for the nonlinear triple differential
cross section (TDCS), which is valid for linear as well circular polarizations. New analytical simple
expressions of TDCS are derived in the weak field domain and low-photon energy limit. It was
found that for non-resonant (e, 2e) reactions the analytical formulas obtained for the atomic matrix
element in the low-photon energy limit give a good agreement, qualitative and quantitative, with
the numerical semi-perturbative model calculations. We study the influence of the photon energy
as well of the kinetic energy of the ejected electron on the TDCS, in the asymmetric coplanar
geometry, and show that the dressing of the atomic target strongly influences the (e, 2e) ionization

process.
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I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that the study of the atomic ionization process by collisions with elec-
trons, the so-called (e, 2e) reaction, reveals information about the electronic structure of the
atomic target and residual ion [1], and is of interest in collision theory or in other fields
such as plasma physics or astrophysics, which need reliable scattering cross section data [2].
Camilloni and coworkers [3] were the first to use (e,2e) reaction as a tool for measuring
the momentum distribution of the ejected electrons, in a coplanar symmetric scattering ge-
ometry where the outgoing electrons have equal energies and polar angles, at high incident
and outgoing electron energies. Since then, an increasing number of (e,2¢) experiments
have been performed over the years for different target atoms and for various kinemati-
cal configurations, and the electron momentum spectroscopy (EMS) has been developed to
provide information on the electronic structure of atoms and molecules [4, |5]. The symmet-
ric (e, 2e) reaction is the basis of EMS, also known as binary (e, 2e) spectroscopy, and is
kinematically characterized by a large momentum transfer of the projectile electron and a
small momentum of the residual ion. Another useful scattering configuration is the coplanar
asymmetric geometry with fast incident electrons (keV) and ejected electrons of low and
moderate energies, where most of the (e, 2e) reactions occur [6].

In the past few decades the electron-impact ionization of an atom in the presence of a laser
field has become increasingly interesting and it is often referred to as the laser-assisted (e, 2e)
collision [7]. Recently, Hghr and coworkers [§] performed the first kinematically-complete
experiment for laser-assisted ionization in electron—helium collisions at high incident electron
energy (1 keV) and showed significant differences of the triple differential cross section
(TDCS) in comparison to the field-free cross-sections. Very recently, Hiroi and coworkers [9]
reported the observation the laser-assisted electron-impact ionization of Ar in an ultrashort
intense laser field, and showed that the signal intensity of the laser-assisted process for
one-photon absorption obtained by integrating the signals over the detection angle ranges
is about twice as large as that estimated by previous theoretical calculations in which the
atomic dressing by the laser field is neglected [12].

A large number of papers have been published so far and several theoretical approaches
have been proposed, involving ejected electrons of low energies that are studied under the

combined influence of the laser field and the Coulomb field of the residual ion. The early



theoretical works on laser-assisted (e, 2e) scattering have neglected the dressing of the atomic
target by the laser field or have used the closure approximation for laser-atom interaction.
First, Jain and Tzoar introduced the Coulomb-Volkov wave functions |10], which takes into
account the influence of the Coulomb field of the nucleus on the final electron state. Since
then, the effect of the Coulomb interaction in the laser-assisted (e, 2¢e) collisions on hydrogen
atom was studied in several papers by employing different types of final state wave functions
like the Coulomb-Volkov or Coulomb corrected Gordon-Volkov wave functions. Banerji and
Mittleman [11] calculated TDCS for ionization of hydrogen by electron impact, at low pho-
ton energies, in which the slow ejected electron was described by a modified Coulomb wave
function, and the laser-electrons interactions were included in the low-frequency approxi-
mation. Cavaliere and coworkers [12] studied laser-assisted (e, 2e) collisions in hydrogen at
low photon energies, high incident electron energies, and ejected electrons with moderate as
well as small energies, in the first-order Born approximation, with the incident and scattered
electrons described by the Gordon-Volkov wave functions |13, [14], while the ejected electron
is represented by a modified Coulomb wave function. Later on, the dressing of the atomic
target by the laser field has been included in the first-order time-dependent perturbation
theory (TDPT), and therefore the influence of the laser parameters such as intensity, polar-
ization, and photon energy has attracted a lot of interest from the theoretical point of view.
Joachain and coworkers [15] extended the semi-perturbative theory of Byron and Joachain
[16], and showed the strong influence of a laser field on the dynamics of laser-assisted (e, 2e)
collisions in hydrogen, for fast incident and scattered electrons and slow ejected electrons,
in the Ehrhardt asymmetric coplanar geometry [17]. For (e, 2e) collisions in hydrogen with
slow ejected electrons, Martin and coworkers [18] analyzed the influence of the laser param-
eters: photon energy, laser intensity, and polarization direction on the angular distribution
of the ejected electrons. The influence of laser polarization has also been discussed by Taieb
and coworkers [19], who developed a dressed atomic wave functions on a basis of Sturmian
functions, which allowed to take into account accurately the contribution of the continuum
spectrum to the dressing of the atomic states [20]. Very recently, Makhoute and coworkers
[21] presented their numerical results obtained for (e, 2e) collision in atomic hydrogen in the
symmetric and asymmetric coplanar scattering geometries, at large photon energies. For
the direct scattering channel the calculation of the specific radial amplitudes was performed

by expanding the atomic wave functions in a Sturmian basis, whereas the closure approxi-



mation was employed for the exchange channel. As mentioned before most of these previous
theoretical works were focused on scattering geometries involving slow ejected electrons,
and only recently it was shown for ejected electrons of high energies that the laser field
strongly modifies the (e, 2e) collisions. New theoretical studies for laser-assisted EMS at
high impact energy and large momentum transfer were published and it was found that the
atomic dressing, calculated in the closure- and low-frequency approximations, substantially
influences the laser-assisted TDCSs at low |22, 123] and large photon energies [24].

The purpose of the present paper is to study the laser-assisted (e, 2e) reactions in hydro-
gen, in which the target atom is ionized in collision with an electron beam in the presence of
a laser field, for fast incident and outgoing electrons, in an asymmetric coplanar scattering
geometry, beyond the soft-photon approximation. We present a new method to derive the
relevant atomic transition amplitude which takes into account the dressing of the target
by the laser field. The laser field alone cannot significantly ionize the hydrogen atom since
the photon energy is considered below the ionization threshold and the laser intensity is
not high enough to allow ionization through a multiphoton process. We assume fast scat-
tered electrons of sufficiently high velocity, such that we neglect their interaction with the
Coulomb field of the remaining ion. Similar to the approach used in the Keldysh-Faisal-
Reiss approximation [25-27], the influence of the remaining ion on the final state of the
fast ejected electron is neglected, since the residual Coulomb field is weak compared to the
laser field strength. We follow the approach of Ref. [15] in which the semi-perturbative
theory [16] was generalized to laser-assisted fast (e,2e) collisions in atomic hydrogen. In
order to simplify the calculations we introduce several assumptions: (a) It is reasonable to
employ a first-order Born treatment of the projectile-atom interaction, since we consider
fast nonrelativistic collisions such that the velocities of the projectile and outgoing electrons
are much larger than the atomic unit [28,129]. (b) The non-relativistic Gordon-Volkov solu-
tions are used for the incident and outgoing electrons to describe their interaction with the
laser field. (c¢) The laser field intensity is considered moderate, but much weaker than the
atomic unit (3.51 x 10*® W/cm?), in order to avoid direct one- and multiphoton ionization.
In contrast to other theoretical works we take into account the atomic dressing effects in
the first-order TDPT in the laser field, going beyond the soft-photon approximation. The
photon energy is considered below the ionization threshold of the hydrogen atom, and one-

photon resonance transitions are allowed between the ground and excited states. (d) Since



the scattered and ejected electrons have high energies and of comparable order of magnitude,
our semi-perturbative formalism takes into account the exchange effects in the first-order
Born approximation.

The manuscript is organized as follows. In Sec. [T we present the theoretical method used in
laser-assisted ionization of atomic hydrogen by electron impact, and derive new analytical
formulas for the ionization transition amplitudes and TDCSs by electron impact. In the
low-photon energy limit we provide simple analytic formulas of TDCSs, in a closed form,
for the laser-assisted (e,2e) ionization process which include the atomic dressing effects.
Numerical results are presented in Sec. [II, where the TDCSs for laser-assisted electron
impact ionization of hydrogen are analyzed as a function of the scattering angle of the
ejected electron and as a function of the photon energy. We have studied the modifications
of the angular distributions of the ejected electrons due to the external laser field at different
ejected electron energies and photon energies. Finally, summary and conclusions are given
in Sec. [Vl Atomic units (a.u.) are employed throughout this manuscript, unless otherwise

specified.

II. SEMI-PERTURBATIVE THEORY

The laser-assisted scattering of electrons by hydrogen atoms in a laser field in which the
atomic target is ionized, the so-called laser-assisted (e, 2e) reaction, can be symbolically

represented as:

e (Ei ki) +H(1s) + Ny y(w, €) —

e (Ep,ky) +e (Ee, ko) + HM + Npvy(w, €), (1)

where E; and Ef, and k; (6;, ¢;) and ks (6, ps) represent the kinetic energy and the mo-
mentum vector of the incident and scattered projectile electrons, respectively, while F, and
k. (0., pe) are the kinetic energy and the momentum vector of the ejected electron, as plotted
in Fig. [l Here v (w, &) denotes a photon with the energy w and the unit polarization vector
e, and N = N; — Ny is the net number of exchanged photons between the projectile-atom

scattering system and the laser field. The laser field is treated classically, and within the



dipole approximation is described as a monochromatic electric field,
E(t) = (i/2) Ege “t e+ c.c., (2)

where &, represents the amplitude of the electric field. The magnetic vector potential, A(t),

is simply calculated from E(t) = —0,A(t), as
A(t) = (&/w) [coswt cos(E/2) ej + sinwt sin(£/2) ], (3)

where € = cos(£/2) e; +isin(£/2) e, is the polarization vector of the laser beam, with e; and
e; two different unit vectors along different orthogonal directions. & represents the degree of
ellipticity of the laser field which varies in the range —7/2 < ¢ < 7/2, and determines the
ellipticity of the field. The value £ = 0 corresponds to a linearly polarized (LP) laser field,
while £ = 7/2 corresponds to a left-hand circularly polarized (CP) laser field.

A. Laser-dressed electronic and atomic wave functions

As mentioned before, we consider that the external laser field has a dominant influence
and neglect the Coulomb interaction between fast outgoing electrons and residual ion in the
scattered and ejected electron wave functions [25-27]. At sufficiently high projectile kinetic
energies, it is well known that the first-order Born approximation in the scattering potential
can be used to describe the electron impact ionization process [15, 28, 29]. We assume fast
incident and outgoing electrons with kinetic energies much larger than the energy of a bound
electron in the first Bohr orbit [30], since for the field-free (e, 2e) reaction in e-H collisions
it is well known that the plane wave approximations agree well with experiment at kinetic
energies above 200 eV [28,131]. Thus, in the non-relativistic regime, as long as both Ef > 1
a.u. and E, > 1 a.u., we describe the fast scattered and ejected electrons by Gordon-
Volkov wave functions [10, 132, 33]. We should mention that the use of a Coulomb-Volkov
wave function provides a more accurate treatment at small impact kinetic energies, where
the effect of the proton’s potential on the incoming and outgoing electrons is important
12, 130, 134]. In order to avoid the direct one- and multiphoton ionization processes, we
consider that the electric field amplitude is weak with respect to the atomic unit of electric

field strengths, & < 5.1 x 10? V/cm, i.e. the strength of the laser field is much lower than
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the Coulomb field strength experienced by an electron in the first Bohr orbit. Therefore,
we describe in a nonperturbative way the initial and final states of the projectile electron,
as well the final state of the ejected electron interacting with a laser field by non-relativistic

Gordon-Volkov wave functions |13, [14], expressed in the velocity gauge as
’i t
Xy (r,t) = (27) "% exp |ik - v — ik - a(t) — iEj t — 3 / dt’A2(t')} : (4)

where r and k represent the position and momentum vectors, and Ej, = k?/2 is the kinetic
energy of the electron. a(t) = [ Ydt’ A(t') describes the classical oscillation motion of a free

electron in the electric field defined by Eq. (), and by using Eq. (B]) we obtain
a(t) = ag [e;sinwt cos(§/2) + e coswtsin(€/2)], (5)

where o = VT Jw? is the amplitude of oscillation, and I = £Z denotes the laser intensity.
Obviously, as noticed from Eq. (), at moderate field strengths the largest effect of the laser
field on the free-electron state is determined by a dimensionless parameter kayg, that depends
on the electron and photon energies, and laser intensity. For example, a laser intensity of 1
TW /cm?, a photon energy of 3.1 eV, and an electron kinetic energy of 200 eV result in a
value of kag ~ 1.58, while the ponderomotive energy acquired by an electron in the electric
field U, = I /4w? is about 0.015 eV, and, therefore can be safely neglected compared to the
photon and unbound electrons energies employed in the present paper.

The interaction of the hydrogen atom, initially in its ground state, with a laser field at
moderate field strengths is considered within the first-order TDPT. An approximate solution
for the wave function of an electron bound to a Coulomb potential in the presence of an

electric field, also known as the dressed wave function, is written as
0) 1) i
\Ifls (I'l,t) = |:¢18 (I'l,t) + wls (I'l, t>:| exp |i—ZE1t — 5/ dt,A2(t,):| y (6)

where ry is the position vector of the bound electron, @Dg) is the unperturbed wave function of
the hydrogen atom ground state, and @Dﬁ) represents the first-order perturbative correction to
the atomic wave function due to the external laser field. We employ the following expression

of the first-order correction in the velocity gauge, wﬁ), as described by Florescu and Marian



in Ref. [35],
QoW . .
ﬁ) (rl,t) = _% [5 : Wloo(ElJr; 1"1)6_M +e*- W100(E1_; 1'1)€M] ) (7)
with the linear-response vector, wigg, defined by

Wloo(Eli; 1"1) = —Gc(Eli) P%s(rl), (8)

where P denotes the momentum operator of the bound electron, and G¢ is the Coulomb
Green’s function. For the hydrogen atom in its ground state the linear-response vector was

expressed in Ref. [35] as
wigo(Ef ;1) = i(4m) "By (B3 r1) 4, (9)
where 1 = r;/ry, and the energies E{" and E; take the following values
Ef =E +w+1i0, Ef =E) —w, (10)

with F; = —13.6 eV representing the energy of the ground state. The radial function Big;
in Eq. (@) was evaluated [35] using the Schwinger’s integral representation of the Coulomb
Green’s function in momentum space including both bound and continuum eigenstates, and

can be expressed in terms of Humbert function, ®;, as

9 9 247
3101(7';7’1) = 5_ - <1 +T> T1 6_”/7@1(2 —7,—1 —7'73—7'7517771)7 (11)

where the parameter 7 takes two values 7* = 1/4/—2FE5, and the variables of the Humbert

function are & = (1 —7)/2 and m; = (1 — 7)r /7.

B. The nonlinear scattering matrix

We employ a semi-perturbative approach of the scattering process which is similar to
that developed by Byron and Joachain [16] for free-free transitions, in which the second-

order Born correction is negligible compared to the laser-dressing effects. The evaluation



of the scattering amplitude is very challenging due to the complex three-body interaction:
projectile electron, bound electron, and laser field. However, since we assume that both
scattered and ejected electrons have large kinetic energies the calculation simplifies, and we
can derive a closed form expression for the TDCS. Thus, the initial state of the scattering
system is calculated as the product of the initial states of the fast incident electron and
atomic target dressed by the laser field, xj (ro,t) and Wi (ry,t), while the final state is
calculated as the product of the final states of the fast scattered and ejected electrons,
which are approximated as Gordon-Volkov wave functions. Our treatment differs from that
of Taleb and coworkers [19] in the fact that we dress the fast projectile and ejected electrons
to all order in the laser field and we dress the atomic target by using an atomic wave
function corrected to the first order in the laser field [35]. As mentioned before, we focus
our study at moderate laser intensities (I < 1 TW/cm?) and fast projectile electrons (F;
E¢ > 1 keV) such that the interaction between the projectile electron and hydrogen atom
is well treated within the first-order Born approximation in the static scattering potential
Va(ro,r1) = —1/ro+1/|r1 — ro| for the direct channel, and V. (rg,m) = —1/r1 4+ 1/|r1 — 19|
for the exchange channel.

In order to describe the scattering process ([Il) we employ the direct and exchange scat-
tering matrix elements [36], which are calculated at high kinetic energies of the projectile

and ejected electrons as

“+oo

Sﬁ,ld = —i/ dt <Xl‘£f<r07t)XlYe(rlat)“/d(rrOaTl)‘Xl‘é(rmt)\I]ls(rlvt))v (12)
—+00

SBi,le:c = _Z/ dt <X¥f(r17t)XL/e<r07t)“/ew(rovTl)‘XI‘c/i(rOvt)‘;[]lS(rlvt))’ (13>

where Xl‘é— 0 and XL/S, given by Eq. (), represent the Gordon-Volkov wave functions of the
projectile and emitted electrons embedded in the laser field, whereas Wy, given by Eq. (@),
represents the wave function of the bound electron interacting with the laser field. By using
the Jacobi-Anger identity [37], e7@sn«t = 1% Jy(z)e V! we expand the oscillating
part of the Gordon-Volkov wave functions occurring in the scattering matrix elements, Eqs.

(I2) and (I3), in terms of the ordinary Bessel functions of the first kind, Jy, as

expl—iq-a(t)] = ) Jn(Ry)e NN (14)

N=—o00



where the argument of the Bessel function is defined by R, = aple - q|, and ¢, represents the
dynamical phase which is calculated as e’ = € - q/|e - q|, where q = k; — k¢ — k denotes
the recoil momentum vector of the ionized target, H*. Clearly, for a CP laser field a change
of helicity, i.e. € — €*, leads to a change of the sign of the dynamical phase, ¢, = —¢, in
the TDCS, while for a LP laser field ¢’ = +1, and ¢, = nm with n an integer.

For the direct channel, by replacing Eqs. (@), (@), and ([I4) into Eq. (I2), we obtain
the scattering matrix for electron-hydrogen collisions in a laser field, after performing the
integration with respect to time,

o0
Sply=-2mi >  0(E;+E.— E;— Ey — Nw) T, (15)
N=Nynin

where the Dirac function, §, assures the energy conservation which implies that the kinetic
energy of the scattered electron is determined by the relation £y = E; + Ey — E. + Nw.
Here the kinetic energy of the residual ion, E, = ¢*/2m,, has been neglected in comparison
to any of the electrons kinetic energies, E;, (j =i, f, and e), since the mass of the residual
ion (proton) is much larger than the electron mass. The energy spectrum of the scattered
electron consists of an elastic line, N = 0, and a number of sidebands corresponding to the
positive and negative values of N. Obviously, for a given value of the ejected electron energy,
E., the net number of exchanged photons is limited and cannot be smaller than a minimal
value that is the integer of N, = (E. — E; — E1)/w.

The total nonlinear transition amplitude, T4, for the laser-assisted (e,2e) ionization

process in the direct channel can be split as a sum of two terms
Tna =Ty + T\, (16)

where T](\? ) and T](\,1 ) represent the electronic and atomic transition amplitudes. The first
term on the right-hand side of the total transition amplitude Eq. (I6]), 7' ](VO ), is the transition
amplitude due to projectile electron contribution, in which the atomic dressing terms are
neglected,

1 €iN¢q —tker AT
TJ(\?,zi - WFJN(Rq)/de e R (AT — 1)hy (1), (17)

where the integration over the projectile coordinate, ry, was performed using the Bethe
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integral, and A = k; — k¢ is the vector of momentum transfer from the incident to the
scattered electron. After performing the radial integration with respect to ry in Eq. (),
the electronic transition amplitude can be simply expressed as

1 .
TZ(VOZZ = _—JN(RQ) fBl (AaQ> ke) 62N¢q7 (18)

won

where
25/2 1 1
TA% [ (¢ + 1)  (k2+1)?

is the direct scattering amplitude in the first-order plane-wave Born approximation for ion-
ization of hydrogen atom by electron impact in the absence of the laser field [1, 133]. In
the electronic transition amplitude, Eq. (I8]), the interaction between the laser field and
the projectile and ejected electrons is contained in the argument of the Bessel function
R, = (VI/w?)|e - q|, and phase ¢, being decoupled from the kinematic term. This feature
is a characteristic of employing Gordon-Volkov wave functions for fast electrons and moder-
ate laser intensities [30, 138, 39]. The field-free electronic scattering amplitude f! contains
a factor, —2/A? which is related to the first-order Born amplitude corresponding to scat-
tering by the Coulomb potential —1/7¢, while the two terms in the squared brackets of Eq.
(I9)) are related to the momentum transfer to the residual ion, ¢, and the momentum of the
ejected electron, k., respectively. For the field-free (e, 2e) collisions in the plane-wave Born
approximation, the first term in the right-side-hand of Eq. (I9]) gives rise to the so-called
binary encounter peak [40], which occurs at very low residual ion momentum ¢ ~ 0.

The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. ([I6)), Tjs,l ), represents the first-order atomic
transition amplitude and corresponds to processes in which the hydrogen atom absorbs or
emits one photon and is subsequently ionized by the projectile electron impact. T ](Vl ) occurs
due to modification of the atomic state by the laser field, the so-called atomic dressing,
which is described by the first-order radiative correction, wﬁ)(rl, t), in Eq. (). After some
straightforward algebra, integrating over the projectile coordinate, ry, the direct first-order

atomic transition amplitude can be written as

QoW . .
T](Vl,)d: _% Tn-1(Ry) MWD ()ef™=D8s 1 1 (R) MW (—w)ei®+Da ] (20)

where ./\/lgi) (w) denotes the specific first-order atomic transition matrix element related to
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one-photon absorption,

1

1) _
M (w) T 95/2,07/2 A2

/dr1 e~ kTl (AT e wygo (B 1), (21)

whereas the transition matrix element ./\/l[%)(—w) is related to one-photon emission

1 1 —ikeT iAT * —
M((lt)(_w) = 252112 A2 dry e ke (e Ar_ 1) e* - wigo(Ey;11), (22)
where the energies Ef" are given in Eq. (I0). Obviously, in Eq. (20) only one photon is
exchanged (emitted or absorbed) between the laser field and the bound electron, while the
remaining N + 1 or N — 1 photons are exchanged between the laser field and the projectile
electron. By performing the radial integral over r; in Eq. (2I)) we derive the first-order

atomic matrix element for one-photon absorption as,

1 . ~
M[%)(w) = —m [(8 : Q) lel(W,Q) - (5 : ke) jlol(W, _ke) ) (23)

while the following changes are made w — —w and € — €* in Eq. (23]) to obtain the first-
order atomic transition matrix element, /\/lgi) (—w), for one-photon emission. The expression

of the atomic radial integral Ji91, is given by

o0

T (Fw,p) = / dry v} j1(pr1) Bioi(E5m1), (24)
0

with Ji01(w, —p) = —J101(w, p), where p = q or k.. After performing some algebra in Eq.
(24), by using the expansion of the spherical Bessel function, j;, an analytical form of the
radial integral is obtained in terms of two Appell’s hypergeometric function, F}, as

207 ia?

j w,p) = Re (131 b,l,g,b+ ]_,37, — —1 b,2,2,b+1,.17, y)l,

in which @ = 7/(1+4ip7), b = 2 — 7, and the variables of the Appell’s hypergeometric

function are
T—1 (1 —=7)(1 —ipr)
xr = s - - 5
y (1+7)(1 4+ ipT)

1 20)

where the parameter 7 depends on the photon energy, w, and it takes two values, 7= =

12



1/v/—2E] and 7% = 1/\/=2E; , corresponding to the two energies E; and E; defined in
Eq. (). The first-order atomic matrix element, Eq. (23]), has a structure that explicitly
contains the scalar products €-q and E-Re, depends on the scattering geometry, being written
in a closed form that allows us to analyze the dependence on the laser field polarization. The
last term in the right-hand side of the electronic scattering amplitude and atomic matrix
element, Eqs. (I9) and (23]), occurs due to the non-orthogonality of the Gordon-Volkov wave
function of the ejected electron and the initial ground-state wave function of the hydrogen
atom. The structure of Eq. (23]) is also similar to other processes, with the vectors q and
k. replaced by vectors which are specific to each particular process, such as elastic laser-
assisted scattering of electrons by hydrogen atoms [41, 42], bremsstrahlung cross sections
in the electron-hydrogen atom collisions [43], or laser-assisted electron-impact excitation of

hydrogen atoms [39].

C. The nonlinear scattering matrix for exchange scattering

Our formalism does not neglect the exchange effects between the scattered and ejected
electrons in both the electronic and atomic terms, since fast incident and outgoing electrons
are involved in the calculation, and, as in the EMS experiments their kinetic energies could
have comparable orders of magnitude. In the first-order Born approximation in the ex-
change potential, V,,, we obtain the exchange scattering matrix for the laser-assisted (e, 2¢)
reactions, after performing the integration with respect to time in Eq. (I3]),

o0

Sple=—2mi >  O(Ef+E.—E— E — Nw) Ty, (27)

1,ex
where Ty o = T](\?, ) +T }Vl ) The electronic transition amplitude for the exchange scattering,

ET EXT

Tﬁ? ). in which the atomic dressing contribution is neglected, can be expressed as

,ex)

0) _ 1 B iN¢,
TN,em - _W']N(RQ) gion,ex(Ae7 q) € ) (28>

where
25 /2

B (AN )= ——
gzon,ex( 67q) WAg(q2+1)27
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denotes the electronic exchange amplitude in the absence of the laser field, that is in agree-
ment to the Born-Ochkur approximation [36, 144], and A, represents the amplitude of the
momentum transfer vector from the incident to the ejected electron, A, = k; — k..

Similarly to the direct scattering, the first-order atomic transition amplitude for the exchange

scattering can be expressed as

QoW (N — %
Tk = =257 [Inea(Ry) Mo (@) ™09 4 Ty (Ry) MUy (—w)e 0% | (30)
where
1 €-q
Mier(0) = ~ 57— T (3, 0), (31)

and Jy01(dw, q) is calculated from Eq. (25). Obviously, the exchange effects for both
electronic and atomic contributions to the transition amplitude vary like AZ?, and cannot
be neglected in comparison to the contribution of the direct scattering channel if k., and
k¢ are of comparable order of magnitude. In contrast, for very fast incident and scattered
electrons, with k; and ky much larger than the atomic unit, and slow ejected electrons,

ke < k¢, the electronic and atomic exchange terms can be neglected compared to the

corresponding direct terms.

D. The low-photon energy approximation

In the low-photon energy limit where the photon energy is small compared to the ioniza-
tion energy of the hydrogen atom (typically in the infrared region), it is worth presenting
some useful simple approximation formulas for the atomic transition amplitude. In most
theoretical works the analytical calculations cannot be done exactly and, as the photon en-
ergy remains small is expected that only few intermediate bound states to contribute to the
atomic transition amplitude and thus to approximate the complicated analytical formulas.
This is the key of the closure approximation method [16], which consists in replacing the dif-
ference energy FE,, — F1 by an average excitation energy @ ~ 4/9 a.u. for the hydrogen atom
in approximating the sum over the intermediate states in the atomic transition amplitudes.
Here we present a different approach based on the low-frequency approximation (LFA), given
by the lowest-order term of the expansion of the atomic matrix element ME;) (w) in powers

of the laser photon energy. After some algebra we derive an approximate formula for the
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atomic radial integral, Jio1, in the low-photon energy limit w < |FE;| in Eq. (25), in the

first order in w,

16p wp?—9
Jio1 (W, p) =~ NTERE <1 927 1) ; (32)

where p = ¢q or k., and, therefore the atomic transition amplitude for the direct process, Eq.

(20), in the low-photon energy limit reads as

93/2iNgq
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For a LP laser field the following formula holds, Jy(R,) = Jx(ap€-q)e V% and we obtain
from Eqgs. (I8)) and (I9) the direct electronic transition amplitude,

o.Lp 2172 1 1
Ivd™ = mpe/loos 9 |Gy ~ Garap) (39

and the direct atomic transition amplitude, Eq. (33]), simplifies to

25/2 ) 1 ek !
s e ]
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where we have used the recurrence relation Jy_1(z) + Jyi1(z) = Jy(2)(2N/z), and Jy is
the first derivative of the Bessel function which satisfies the relation Jy(z) = [Jy_1(x) —

In+1(2)]/2, with x = ap(e - q), [37]. If we consider the lowest order in the photon energy w

in Eq. (33)

52 N 1 -k 1
1),LPN2 w €K
Tva™ = —5 pzIvlace-q) @+ e qEt i)

(36)

we obtain the LFA formula for N-photon absorption atomic transition element in the case

of a LP field. However, in the limit w — 0 for scattering parameters such that R, > 1, i.e
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there is a strong coupling between the projectile and ejected electrons and the laser field,
the transition amplitudes derived in the semi-perturbative approach do not diverge, but
approach the zero value, due to asymptotic behavior of the Bessel function of the first kind
[37] at large arguments, Jy(z) =~ \/2/7z cos(x — Nm/2 — 7/4), for © — oc.

Furthermore, whenever the condition R, < 1 is satisfied, i.e. the perturbative regime of
low laser intensities where oy < 1 a.u. and/or scattering kinematics with |e - q| < 1 a.u.,

we can use the approximate formula for the Bessel function at small arguments,

1 (RN
JN(Rq)2ﬁ<7q) , for N >0, (37)

and Jy(R,) = (=1)™MJ_n(R,), for N < 0 [37]. Thus, in the perturbative region with
R, < 1, we obtain from Eq. (B4) a simple formula for the direct electronic transition

amplitude for N-photon absorption (N > 0), as

212 e q\N 1 1
TO ~ o (559 = 38
Nd “0 AN\ 2 (2+1)2  (k24+1)2]° (38)

while for the direct atomic transition amplitude for N-photon absorption in the LFA we

obtain from Eq. (36])

25/2 N, g\ N 1 ke 1
T = o S (559) [( ° ] (39)
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Expressions similar to Eqs. (34)-(B3) and Eqgs. (B8])-(B9) can be easily derived for the
exchange scattering channel. As expected, the electronic and atomic transition amplitudes
are important at scattering and ejected angles where the momenta ¢, A, and A, are small.

The ratio of the direct atomic and electronic transition amplitudes derived in the low-photon

energy limit, Eqs. ([39) and (38),

T](Vl,)d’LP _ 4Nw m (P+1)Pe -k L (2+1)217" (40)
NV (k2+1)3 e-q (k2+1)2] 7’

shows that, compared to the projectile electron contribution, the first-order atomic dressing
effects for w < 1 a.u. and laser parameters such that R, < 1, are increasing with the

net number of exchanged photons, N, and photon energy, w, and are decreasing with the
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momenta of the ejected electron, k., and residual ion, g. Obviously, Eq. (@0) shows that
differences occur in the TDCSs for absorption or emission of N photons, which correspond
to positive or negatives values of N, due to constructive or destructive interferences of the
electronic and atomic terms in TDCS.

In the case of one-photon absorption (N = 1) in the perturbative regime with R, < 1
and low photon energies we can use the approximate formula for the Bessel function, Eq.
B7), and by keeping only the first order in laser field intensity, I, we obtain simple formulas
for the direct electronic transition amplitude, Eq. (I8,

70
v GRSV RS

VI e-q 1 1
=1,d = 2123 ()2 A2 ’ (41)

as well for the direct atomic transition amplitude derived in the low-photon energy limit,

Eq. (33),

23/2\/7 £-q (A}q2_9 e -k (A}]{j2—9
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Moreover, if we keep the lowest order in the photon energy in Eq. (42]) we obtain a quite

simple formula for the direct atomic transition amplitude

23/2 /T : -k
O o \fl €-q €k } (43)
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in the LFA for one-photon absorption in the perturbative regime.
Similarly, for the exchange scattering we derive simple approximate formulas for the elec-
tronic and atomic transition amplitudes at R, < 1, Egs. (28) and (30) in the low-photon

energy limit, as

1 \/7 €-q

(0) ~
TN:l,em - 21/27'('3 ngg (qg + 1)27 (44>
TN CRPPVEAR C RN AL Y P el A (45)
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The infrared divergence in the limit w — 0 is evident in all the above electronic and atomic

transition amplitude expressions derived at R, < 1. Thus, in the perturbative regime

and low-photon energy approximation the electronic transition amplitude varies like w2,

1

while the atomic transition amplitude varies like w™", which is reminiscent of the infrared
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divergence of quantum electrodynamics [45] and Low theorem [46] in the limit w — 0.
Clearly, these simple analytical formulas we have derived for one-photon absorption, as well
for nonlinear atomic transition amplitudes might provide more physical insight into the

laser-assisted (e, 2¢) reactions.

E. The triple differential cross section

It is well known that the TDCS can provide useful information about collision dynamics in
the electron-impact ionization process [7]. For laser-assisted (e, 2e) collisions accompanied
by the transfer of N photons, we calculate the nonlinear TDCS in the first-order Born
approximation in the scattering potential, for unpolarized incident projectile and hydrogen

beams, and without distinguishing between the final spin states of the electrons,

3 +B1
Pof ik
Q) dQ. dE; ks

3
( |Tn.a + TN,em\z + Z‘TN,d — TN,em\2> , (46)

averaged over the initial spin states and summed over the final spin states. The projectile
electrons are scattered into the solid angle €2y and €y +d2; with the kinetic energy between
E; and Ey 4 dEy, and the ejected electrons are emitted within the solid angle €2, and
Q. + d).. The TDCS is a function of the electrons momentum vectors k;, k¢, and k., and
depends on the laser parameters: intensity I, photon energy w, and polarization €. The
dominant contribution to TDCS is due to collisions involving small momentum transfers A
and A., small momentum of the residual ion ¢, or near resonance photon energies. The

TDCS for the laser-assisted (e, 2¢e) process is given by

d3 B1 d3 B1

Q2 dQ, dE, NZ dedQ dE;

=IVNmin

(47)

By integrating TDCS over the direction of the scattered electrons, 2f, we obtain the dou-
ble differential cross section of the ejected electrons, while by integrating TDCS over the
direction of the ejected electrons, ()., we derive the double differential cross section of the
scattered electrons. Finally, the total ionization cross section is deduced by integrating over
the angles and energies of the scattered and ejected electrons

By neglecting the atomic dressing in Eq. (46]), namely T ~ ( and T](\,1 )~ 0, at small

EeET
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momentum of the residual ion, ¢ < k., we obtain a simple formula for the laser-assisted

TDCS,

Pok kke 4< A2 At

dmmm@—@LM&W§1—§+§)ﬁ%W (48)

that “decouples” into a product of three factors: (i) the squared Bessel function which in-
cludes the laser-projectile and ejected electrons interaction, (ii) the electron-electron collision

factor in the first-order Born approximation

1 A A
Bl __
e (s

that is the absolute square of the half-off-shell Coulomb-matrix element summed and aver-

aged over final and initial spin states for fast projectile and outgoing electrons [47], and (iii)
|w§2)(q)|2 = 87 2(¢*> + 1)~* that represents the squared momentum-space wave function for
the ground state of atomic hydrogen [1]. Equation (8] is in agreement to the TDCS de-
rived for EMS by Kouzakov and coworkers, namely Eq. (26) in Ref. [22]. The half-off-shell

Mott scattering TDCS, for fast projectile and outgoing electrons that includes the exchange
Bl

ee )

do 4 Az At
(«me) ~ A (1 “at A—g) ’ (49)

If we take into account the atomic dressing in Eq. (AG]) in the low-photon energy limit w <

terms, [4,36], is simply calculated as (27)*

|E4|, and consider the lowest order in the photon energy in Eq. (33), at small momentum

of the residual ion, ¢ < k., we obtain

d30_1€fl k’fk’e 9 do AN w 2 ) )
de dQe dEf - kz |<]N(Rq)| (dQe)ee <1 + q2 I 1) |wls (Q)| ’ (50)

that is in agreement to the laser-assisted TDCS derived in the low-photon energy approxi-

mation for EMS by Bulychev and coworkers, namely Eqgs. (9)-(11) in Ref. [23]. In contrast
to Eq. (48)) in which the atomic dressing effects are neglected, the TDCS Eq. (50) does not
obey the well-known Kroll-Watson sum rule [48]. Obviously, the TDCS in the laser-assisted
(e,2e) collisions provides valuable information about the collision dynamics [4], electronic
structure of the target, and can be used to derive the momentum density distribution of the

target electron, which was first demonstrated for hydrogen and helium atoms [1, 31].
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III. NUMERICAL EXAMPLES AND DISCUSSION

In this section we present our numerical results for the laser-assisted electron-impact
ionizing collisions in hydrogen, described by Eq. (), for fast incident and outgoing electrons,
and we apply the semi-perturbative formulas derived in Sec. [l to calculate the nonlinear
TDCSs in the presence of a LP laser field. Obviously, due to the complicated analytical
form of the laser-dressed atomic wave function, the total scattering amplitude has to be
numerically evaluated. It is worth pointing out that the electronic and atomic transition
amplitudes, Eqs. (I8)), 20), [28)), and (30), as well their approximations derived in Subsec.
LI Dl are applicable for arbitrary scattering configurations and laser field polarizations. We
study the laser-assisted (e, 2e) process in the coplanar geometry depicted in Fig. [ in
which the momenta of the electrons, k;, ky, and k., lie in the same plane where the two
outgoing electrons are detected in coincidence at the scattering angles 6; and 6., with equal
corresponding azimuthal angles ¢ = ¢, = ;. The momentum vector of the incident
electron, k;, is taken parallel to the z axis, with 6; = 0° and ¢; = 0°, and the scattering angle
8 of the scattered electron is fixed, while the angle 6. of the ejected electron is varied. The
asymmetric scattering geometry is considered in which 6 # 6, and k; # k.. At this point it is
useful to recall the differences between the symmetric and asymmetric scattering geometries,
namely the symmetric geometry is defined by the requirement that the scattering angles
and energies of the scattered and ejected electrons are equal. In a kinematically complete
experiment by measuring the momentum vectors of both ejected electron and ionized target,
k. and q, we can deduce the momentum of the scattered electron, k; = k; — k. — q, as
well as the momentum transfer of the scattered electron, A = k; — ky, occurring during the
collision [8]. Thus, from the energy conservation law, the final momentum of the projectile
is given by ky = (k? — k2 + 2F; + 2Nw)1/2, while the momentum transfer of the projectile
is simple calculated as A = (k? + k3 — 2k;ky cosfy)'/2. The Cartesian components of the
momentum transfer vector, A, are given by (—k;sinfy,0,k; — kycosf;) and the amplitude
A varies in the range |k; — kf| < A < k; + ky, for forward 6y = 0° and backward 6y = 180°
scattering, respectively. Similarly, the amplitude of the momentum transfer vector A, is

calculated as A, = (k? + k2 — 2k;k. cos 0,)'/2. The amplitude of the recoil momentum vector
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of the residual ion, ¢, is given by

1/2

q = [A* + k2 — 2k;k. cos O, + 2k sk, cos(0; — 0,)] (51)

The argument R, of the Bessel functions is calculated as
R2 =R + R} +R:—2R;Rycos(d; — ¢5) — 2R Re cos(¢s — Pe) + 2R Re cos(dy — ¢e),

where R, = agle - k| and €'** = € - k,/|e - k|, with s = 4, f, and e. For a LP laser field
the dependence of R, on the laser polarization is given by Rs = ale; - k| and ¢, = nm,
while for a CP field with the polarization unit vector € = (e; + ie;)/v/2, we obtain R, =
(a0/V2)+/(ej - ks)? + (e - ky)? and ¢ = arctan (e; - k) /(e; - ks)+nm, where n is an integer.

In our numerical calculation we consider that the laser field is linearly polarized in the same
direction along the momentum vector of the incident electron, €||k;. Specifically, for a LP
laser field and a coplanar scattering geometry with ¢; = ¢y = ¢. = 0° the argument of the
Bessel function simplifies to R, = aq(k; — kf cos; — k. cos 6, )/2.

To start with, we have checked that the numerical results of TDCSs for the (e, 2¢) scat-
tering of fast electrons by hydrogen atoms in their ground state are in agreement with earlier
numerical data published in the literature. A very good agreement is obtained with the nu-
merical results of TDCS for one- and two-photon exchange presented in Fig. 1 of Ref. [22]
and Figs. 1 and 2 of Ref. 23], under the kinematical conditions of EMS (small momentum
of the residual ion ¢ and large momentum transfers A and A.), for incident electrons of
kinetic energy E; = 2013.6 eV, in a noncoplanar symmetric scattering geometry, and a LP
laser of intensity 4 x 102 W/cm?, calculated in the low-frequency approximation at w = 1.17
eV. At an incident electron kinetic energy E; = 500 eV, in a coplanar symmetric geometry,
g||A, and a LP laser of intensities I = 1.3 x 107 W/cm?, 10? x I,10* x I, and 10° x I,
the behavior of the TDCS calculated from Eq. ({6]) is in fair agreement, up to a scaling
factor, to the first-order Born calculation of TDCS for the ionization of hydrogen shown in
Figs. 2 and 3 of Ref. [24]. Since the atomic wave function was calculated within the closure
approximation [24], our numerical results disagree at larger photon energies w > 3 eV where
the atomic dressing effect is more important, and cannot be accurately described by this ap-

proximation. At the resonance photon energy of 10.2 eV, laser intensity of 1.3 x 10" W /cm?,
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and polarization el|k;, in the Ehrhardt asymmetric coplanar geometry, with the incident
and ejected electrons kinetic energies F; = 250 eV and F, = 5 eV, and scattering angle
8y = 3°, the TDCS given by Eq. (46) is in an satisfactory agreement with the first-Born
TDCS for the ionization of hydrogen plotted in Fig. 3(a) of Ref. [19] where the atomic wave
function is calculated using a Coulomb-Sturmian basis. Obviously, despite the low value
of the ejected electron kinetic energy, the agreement is due to the fact that for one-photon
resonance the TDCS is dominated by the atomic contribution due to 1s — 2p excitation.
Now, we return our discussion to the scattering geometry depicted in Fig. [ where the
laser polarization, g, is parallel to the incident electron momentum direction, k;, and the
outgoing electrons move asymmetrically with respect to the direction of the incident electron,
with different scattering and ejected angles, and different kinetic energies. We have chosen
high kinetic energies of the projectile and ejected electrons (compared to the atomic scale),
moderate laser intensities below 1 TW /cm? which correspond to electric field strengths lower
than 2.7 x 107 V /ecm, and have considered photon energies below the ionization threshold of
the hydrogen atom. Specifically, a laser intensity of 1 TW /cm? and a photon energy of 1.55
eV (Ti:sapphire laser) result in a quiver motion amplitude oy ~ 1.64 a.u. and an argument
of the ordinary Bessel function R, ~ 1.64|e - q|, while for a larger photon energy of 3.1 eV
(Ti:sapphire second harmonic) the corresponding amplitude ag and the argument R, are
about 4 times smaller. The numerical results obtained for TDSCs in the first-order Born
approximation in the scattering potential, Eq. (4g]), are compared with those obtained by
considering the atomic contribution in the LFA, Eq. (B86]), and those obtained by neglecting
the dressing of the target by setting T](Vl’zi ~ (0 and Tz(vl)ex ~ 0 in Eq. (406)).
In Fig. 2 we present the TDCSs as a function of the angle of the ejected electron, 6., with
exchange of one photon, N = 1, at high kinetic energies of the projectile electron E; = 2
keV and ejected electron E, = 200 eV, and a small scattering angle, 6; = 5°. The laser
intensity is I = 1 TW /cm?, while the photon energies we consider are: 1.55 eV in Fig. Bfa),
3.1 eV in Fig. 2I(b), 4.65 ¢V in Fig. 2(c), and 9.3 eV in Fig. 2(d). Figure B show similar
results to Fig. [2 but for a larger scattering angle ; = 15°. In all figures the solid lines
correspond to the laser-assisted TDCSs calculated from Eq. (@@]), which include the laser
dressing effects of the projectile and of the hydrogen atom, the dot-dashed lines correspond
to the TDCSs in which the atomic dressing is considered in the LFA for the direct and

as well as exchange scattering, while the dashed lines correspond to the results in which
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the atomic dressing is neglected. As resulted from our theoretical calculations, the TDCS
is quite important at scattering and ejected angles where the recoil momentum ¢ is small.
Thus, at the scattering angle ; = 5° the angular distribution of the electrons is observed
with a highest probability at the maximum values of TDCSs, which occur at the following
detection angles 0, ~ —61° in Fig. 2(a), . ~ —40° in Fig. 2(b), 8. ~ —38° in Fig. 2(c), and
0. ~ —39° in Fig. 2(d). Similar to the free-free transitions or other laser-assisted processes
[29, 130, 49], the net effect of the laser field is to decrease the peak values of the angular
distributions of TDCSs, while the atomic dressing contribution is increasing with photon
energy. The dressing effect of the laser is included in the argument of the Bessel function
through the quiver motion amplitude, ag, in the electronic transition amplitudes, Eqs. (18]
and (28), as well through R, and the factor apw in the atomic transition amplitudes, Eqgs.
(20) and (B0). Thus, as the photon energy increases the atomic dressing effects (included in
the full lines) are more important than the electronic dressing effects (included in the dashed
lines), and the TDCS decreases as suggested by Eqs. (38), [39), and ({@0Q) derived in the
low-photon energy limit. At low photon energies which are far from any atomic resonance,
of 1.55 eV or even 3.1 eV at 0y = 5°, the laser-assisted (e, 2e) process depicted in Figs. [2[(a)-
2i(b) and Bl(a) is well described by the LFA (dot-dashed lines), as long as the photon energy
is much smaller than |E;|. A clear signature of the nonperturbative effect of the laser is the
oscillatory character of the angular distribution of TDCS, as shown in Fig. la) compared
to Figs. 2A(b)42(d). The nonperturbative behavior, due to a larger quiver amplitude, is seen
at the small photon energy of 1.55 eV (ap ~ 1.64 a.u. and U, ~ 0.03 eV), and resides in
the occurrence of an increasing number of zeros in the Bessel functions of the first kind and,
therefore, in the TDCS [20]. Thus, kinematic minima of TDCSs appear at R, = 0 if the
scalar product € - q = 0, condition that is fulfilled at ejected electron angles given by the
relation cos 0. = (k; — kycosfy)/k.. The first two kinematical minima which are located on
the left- and right-side of the main maximum in Fig. 2(a) at the photon energy of 1.55 eV,
occur at the angles 0, ~ —79° and 80°, while the next minima of TDCS are due to the zeros
of the Bessel function J;(R,) with R, # 0. At larger photon energies in Figs. RI(b){2(d) the
first two kinematical minima of the TDCSs occur at the angles 6, ~ —79° in Figs. 2I(b){2(d),
and at 0, ~ 80° in Fig. BIb), 6. ~ 81° in Fig. 2(c), and 6, ~ 83° in Fig. 2(d).

In Fig. @ we show the numerical results for TDCSs plotted in a logarithmic scale for

N =0,1 and 2, at w = 3.1 eV and the scattering angles 6y = 5° in Fig. [(a) and 6; = 15°
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in Fig. @(b), with the same parameters as in Figs. 2(b) and B[b). The angular distributions
of TDCS at different N present similar features with different magnitudes, and show that
the net effect of the laser field is to decrease the values of TDCSs and to split the peaks
which occur at N = 0 (full lines) at 6, ~ —62° in Fig. [M(a) and 6. ~ —71° in Fig. H(b).
The splitting of the peaks by the kinematical minima, which is a well known signature of
the laser field on the TDCSs, appears due to cancellation of the scalar product € - q and is
located almost symmetrically with respect to the direction of the incident electron at the
ejected angles 6, ~ —79° and 80° in Fig. M(a) and 6, ~ —74° and 75° in Fig. E(b).

It is well known the projectile electron plays a major role in the scattering process since it
interacts with the atomic target electron (a repulsive interaction), its nucleus (an attractive
interaction), as well as with the laser field. In Fig. [flwe present the TDCSs for the ionization
of hydrogen by electron impact in the presence of a LP laser field, for absorption of one
photon N = 1, at a photon energy of 4.65 eV as a function of the ejected electron angle.
The kinetic energy of the ejected electron is £, = 100 eV in Fig. [l(a), 200 eV in Fig. Bl(b),
400 eV in Fig. Bl(c), and 800 eV in Fig. Bl(d). The other parameters concerning the scattering
geometry, incident projectile energy, angle of the scattered electron, and laser field intensity
are the same as in Fig. Figure [6] shows similar results as in Fig. Bl but for a larger
scattering angle §y = 15°. Clearly, the electronic contribution (dashed lines) underestimates
the angular distribution of TDCS. For kinetic energies of the ejected electron E, < 100 eV at
0 = 5% and E, < 200 eV at 0y = 15°, the atomic dressing effects are quite important, and the
TDCS calculated in the LFA (dot-dashed lines) fails to describe accurately the laser-assisted
(e,2e) process. As the kinetic energy of the ejected electron increases to 800 eV, at small
scattering angles the atomic dressing effects are less important than the electronic dressing
effects, as it is shown in Figs. Bl(d) andBl(d). As we approach the symmetric coplanar case of
scattered and ejected electrons of equal energies, £y ~ E, ~ (E; + Ey +w)/2, the minimum
of the recoil momentum amplitude g occurs now at larger angles close to 0y ~ —0, ~ 45°,
Eq. (51).

In order clarify the importance of the atomic dressing term we illustrate in Fig. [7(a) the
TDCS, in a logarithmic scale, with respect to the photon energy for one-photon absorption.
The kinetic energies of the projectile and the ejected electrons are F; = 2 keV and E, = 200
eV, while the angles of the scattered and ejected electrons are chosen ¢y = 15° and , = —55°.

The polarization vector of the electric field is parallel to the momentum of the incident
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electron, and we consider a moderate laser intensity, I = 1 TW/cm?, for which the non-
perturbative dressing effects of the projectile and ejected electrons can be visualized at
small photon energies with ag > 1. The solid line corresponds to the laser-assisted TDCS
calculated from Eq. (@), which includes the dressing effects of the projectile and of the
atomic target, the dashed line corresponds to TDCS in which the atomic dressing terms are
neglected, while the dot-dashed line corresponds to the result in which the atomic dressing
terms are considered in the LFA, Eq. ([36]). The TDCS shows a strongly dependence on the
atomic structure of the target and exhibits a series of resonance peaks which are associated
with one-photon absorption from the initial ground state of the hydrogen atom, at photon
energies that match atomic resonances w = F,, — F4, and correspond to poles that occur in
the atomic radial integral at 7 = n, with n > 2, as detailed in Fig. [[{b). The noteworthy
feature of the atomic radial integral Ji01, Eq. (28], is that it presents poles with respect
to 7 which arise due to the cancellation of the 2 — 7 factor in the denominator, as well as
from the poles of the Appell’s hypergeometric functions Fy at 7 = n/, where n’ > 3 is an
integer. The origin of these poles resides in the poles of the Coulomb Green’s functions used
for the calculation of the linear-response vector wig, [35]. Clearly, the LFA, which does
not take into account the atomic structure, fails to describe the laser-assisted (e, 2e) process
at large photon energies (typically in the UV range). Figure [[(c) shows the energy spectra
in the nonperturbative regime at low photon energies, w < 1.6 eV in Fig. [M(a), domain
where at the laser intensity I = 1 TW/cm? the quiver amplitude aq is larger than 1 a.u.
and increases up to 395 a.u. for w = 0.1 eV. The TDCS presents oscillations due to the
Bessel function J;(R,), and the LFA (dot-dashed line) gives a good description of the atomic
dressing effect. It should be kept in mind that both the laser intensity and photon energy
play an important role, and obviously, the nonperturbative effects are seen to be important
as laser intensity increases and photon energy decreases due to increasing quiver motion of
the free and bound electrons, and contribute to the oscillatory behavior of the laser-assisted

TDCSs, which resides in the occurrence of increasing oscillations of the Bessel function.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

We study the electron-impact ionization of hydrogen at large projectile and ejected elec-

tron kinetic energies in the presence of a linearly polarized laser field, and investigate the
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laser-assisted (e, 2e) reaction at moderate laser field intensities. We focus our numerical
results on the case of the asymmetric coplanar scattering geometry, where we discuss the
importance of the dressing effects and analyze the influence of the laser field on the TDCS
in several numerical examples. The laser-assisted (e, 2¢) reaction has a nonlinear character
which consists in multiphoton absorption (emission) of photons from (to) laser radiation by
projectile and ejected electrons and atomic target. We present a new method to calculate
the atomic radial amplitude in a closed form, which represents the main difficulty in the
evaluation of TDCS. Thus, a semi-perturbative approach is used, in which for the interaction
of the fast incident and outgoing electrons with the laser field we employ non-perturbative
Gordon-Volkov wave functions, while the interaction of the hydrogen atom with the laser
field is considered in first-order TDPT, and the interaction of the fast incident electron with
the hydrogen atom is treated in the first-order Born approximation. The exchange between
the outgoing electrons can not be ignored when ejected electrons with large kinetic energy
are detected, and is included in the calculation. Our theoretical formulas and numerical re-
sults clearly demonstrate the strong influence of the photon energy and laser intensity on the
dynamics of laser-assisted (e, 2e) process. It was found that the atomic dressing contribu-
tion calculated in first-order TDPT in the laser field substantially modifies the laser-assisted
TDCSs at small momenta ¢, A, and A, and for photon energies close to resonances. The
introduction of the laser field in the (e,2e) reaction changes the profile of TDCS as it is
seen in Fig. [, where the peaks of TDCSs are reduced in magnitude and splitted by the
presence of the laser, due to appearance of the kinematical minima. We show that the
atomic dressing effects strongly depend on the structure of the atomic target as is seen in
Fig. [ and cannot be correctly described by the LFA at large photon energies. At low
photon energies we confirm the validity of LFA by comparing the numerical results obtained
for the atomic matrix elements within LFA with the results obtained by first-order TDPT.
Thus, the theoretical studies remain very useful for understanding essential details of the
scattering signal due to the fact that the derived analytical formulas have the advantage of
giving more physical insight into the laser-assisted (e, 2¢) process and valuable information

in future theoretical and experimental investigations.
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Schematic representation of the scattering geometry for the (e, 2e) reaction.
The incident electron has energy FE; and momentum k;, while the scattered electron has energy K
and momentum k¢, and is detected at a fixed scattering angle 6. The ejected electron has energy
E. and momentum ke, and its detection angle 6. is varied. A = k; — k¢ denotes the momentum
transfer vector from the incident to the scattered electron, and q = A — ke is ion recoil momentum
vector. For a coplanar scattering geometry lying in the (z, z)-plane the azimuthal angles ¢; and

e are equal to 0° or 180°, with the incident electron propagating in the z-axis direction, ¢; = 0°
and 6; = 0°.
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FIG. 2: (Color online) The TDCSs, in atomic units, for the ionization of hydrogen from the ground
state by electron impact in the presence of a LP laser field with £||k;, as a function of the ejected
electron angle 6., for one-photon absorption. The kinetic energies of the incident and ejected
electron are E; = 2 keV and E. = 200 eV, and the scattering angle is 0y = 5°. The laser intensity
is I = 1 TW/cm?, while the photon energy is w = 1.55 eV in Fig. B{(a), 3.1 eV in Fig. 2(b), 4.65
eV in Fig. 2lc), and 9.3 eV in Fig. 2l(d). The solid lines correspond to the laser-assisted TDCSs
calculated from Eq. (@f]), the dashed lines correspond to TDCSs in which the atomic dressing is
neglected, and dot-dashed lines correspond to TDCSs in which the atomic dressing is considered
in the LFA.
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FIG. 3: (Color online) Similar result as in Figs. 2(a)42(d), but for a scattering angle 6y = 15°.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) The TDCSs for the ionization of hydrogen by electron impact in the presence
of a LP laser field as a function of the ejected electron angle, 6., at the photon energy w = 3.1 eV
for no photon exchange (full line), one- and two-photon absorption (dot-dashed and dashed lines).
The scattering angle is 6y = 5° in Fig. Ml(a) and 6y = 15° in Fig. E{(b). The other parameters
concerning the scattering geometry, incident and ejected electron energies, and laser intensity are
the same as in Fig. 2l
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FIG. 5: (Color online) The TDCSs for the ionization of hydrogen by electron impact in the presence
of a LP laser field as a function of the ejected electron angle 6., for one-photon absorption. The
photon energy is w = 4.65 eV, while the kinetic energy of the ejected electron is F, = 100 eV in
Fig. Bla), 200 eV in Fig. Blb), 400 eV in Fig. [Bl(c), and 800 eV in Fig. Bl(d). The other parameters
concerning the scattering geometry, kinetic energy of the incident projectile, angle of the scattered
electron, and laser intensity are the same as in Fig. 2
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FIG. 6: (Color online) Similar result as in Figs. [Fl(a)45(d), but for a scattering angle 6y = 15°.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) The TDCSs for the ionization of hydrogen by electron impact in the presence
of a LP laser field as a function of the photon energy w, for one-photon absorption. The solid lines
correspond to the laser-assisted TDCSs calculated from Eq. (@), the dashed lines correspond
to TDCSs in which the atomic dressing is neglected, and dot-dashed lines correspond to TDCSs
in which the atomic dressing is considered in the LFA. The angles of the scattered and ejected
electrons are 6y = 15° and 0. = —55°, while the other parameters concerning the scattering
geometry, incident and ejected electron energies, and laser intensity are the same as in Fig. 2
Figure [M(b) shows the detailed structure of the resonance peaks which occur at photon energies
w = |F1|(1 — 1/n?), with n > 2. Figure [[(c) shows, in a linear scale, the detailed structure of the
oscillatory behavior of TDCS at small photon energies, w < 1.6 eV.
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