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Attosecond science has opened up new frontiers in our understanding of processes happening on
the intrinsic timescale of electrons. The ability to manipulate and observe phenomena at the at-
tosecond level has yielded groundbreaking insights into processes such as electron dynamics and the
behavior of matter under extreme conditions. This interdisciplinary field bridges various research
areas such as quantum optics, quantum chemistry and quantum information science facilitating a co-
hesive understanding. However, despite many emerging successful applications, the discussion about
intrinsic quantum effects has mainly been ignored. In this Perspective, we explore the latest ad-
vancements in quantum phenomena within attosecond science, encompassing both experimental and
theoretical progress. Specifically, in the context of high-harmonic generation and above-threshold
ionization, we focus on discerning genuinely quantum observations and distinguishing them from
classical phenomena. Additionally, we illuminate the often overlooked yet significant role of entan-
glement in attosecond processes, elucidating its influence on experimental outcomes.

I. Introduction

For over a century, investigating matter-field interac-
tions has been a fundamental aspect of physics and chem-
istry research. Matter exposed to high-intensity laser
sources, where the field strength is comparable to the
binding energy of the atom or molecule, undergo fascinat-
ing non-linear phenomena only accessible in the strong-
field regime. The interaction with strong-laser fields
leads to photoionization, producing photoelectrons via
the above-threshold ionization (ATI) or high-order ATI
(HATI) mechanisms [1, 2]. Furthermore, the laser-driven
electron can return to the parent ion, emitting high-
order harmonics (HHG) [3] or producing a second photo-
electron via the nonsequential double ionization process
(NSDI) [4]. An overview of these fundamental strong-
field processes is illustrated in Fig. 1.

The observation of the HHG process led to the sub-
sequent development of extremely short-laser pulses of
only a few hundred attoseconds (1 attosecond = 10−18s)
[5, 6], creating an entirely new field of research known
as attosecond science [7]. Within this field, novel exper-
imental techniques have allowed us to look at the elec-
tron dynamics in their natural timescale with impact in
atomic, molecular, and solid-state physics [8].

The development of novel theoretical approaches has
accompanied the advancement of experimental observa-
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tions. A general challenge faced by attosecond investiga-
tions is the presence of many degrees of freedom with
complex and, in general, unknown interactions. It is
generally accepted that the field-matter interaction is
described by the time-dependent Schrödinger equation
(TDSE). However, in typical strong-field scenarios, the
exact solution of the TDSE is challenging and becomes
unfeasible as the number of degrees of freedom increases.
Additionally, the physical interpretation of the results
from ab initio methods is non-trivial [9]. Henceforth,
approximate methods have been constantly developed to
describe strong-field matter interaction, usually by treat-
ing the light field classically [10]. The most widespread
method is the strong-field approximation (SFA) [11],
which has been very successful in modeling strong-field
induced phenomena. However, as attosecond science
extends to more complex systems, the general quest
for novel theoretical approaches to account for electron-
electron correlations or the coupling between the electron
and nuclear degrees of freedom is crucial. Also closely re-
lated to the theoretical modeling of strong-field phenom-
ena has been the question of the quantum or classical
origin of the experimental observations. For example, in
the process of NSDI, the role of electron-electron correla-
tion has been long known [12], but whether we are in the
presence of classical [13] or quantum [14–16] correlations
has remained an open question.

Entanglement represents one of the most iconic depar-
tures from classical physics. Most of the laser-induced
phenomena involve the breaking of an originally bound
subsystem, leading to the creation of two or more sub-
systems that can in general be entangled. However, over
the years, the role of entanglement in strong-field phe-
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FIG. 1. An illustration of the key strong-field processes: (a) high-harmonic generation (HHG), (b) above-threshold ionization
(ATI) and (c) nonsequential double ionization (NSDI) along with the corresponding quantum states of light and matter. The
states of the driving field mode before and after interaction are represented by |αL⟩ and |αL + χL⟩, respectively. The initial
ground state and final continuum stateof the electron are given by |g⟩ and |v⟩. High-order harmonic modes, due to HHG, are
denoted by |χq⟩.

nomena has mainly remained unexplored. Only recently,
new studies have focused on understanding the role of en-
tanglement in the photoionization process; both looking
at the entanglement between the photoelectron and the
parent ion [17–22], the electron-electron entanglement in
the NSDI process [23, 24] and the entanglement between
electronic and nuclear degrees of freedom[25–29] and its
impact on ultrafast photochemistry [30].

Additionally, new approaches have been developed to
achieve a full quantum optical description of attosec-
ond processes, including the matter and the light field.
Over the years, the theoretical models employed to de-
scribe strong-laser field phenomena have relied on a quan-
tum description of matter while considering a classical
laser field. Only recently, the bridge between strong-
field physics and quantum optics has been built by de-
veloping a fully quantum description of the laser-matter
interaction [31–33]. The HHG and ATI processes have
been studied within a complete quantum electrodynam-
ics framework, showing the appearance of non-classical
and entangled states of light. Furthermore, quantum
optical approaches allow to consider non-classical states
of light driving the processes [34–36] and challenge the
widespread semi-classical models [10]. These recent de-
velopments have opened the possibility of connecting at-
tosecond physics with quantum information science and
modern quantum technologies [37, 38].

In this Perspective, we address how the notions of en-
tanglement and non-classical states of light emerge in
processes on the attosecond time scale. The paper will
be structured as follows. In section II, we will address
the quantum phenomena of radiation in attoscience, fo-
cusing on the recently developed full quantum optical de-
scriptions, and consider the HHG and ATI process under
this new formulation. We will discuss the observables to
witness non-classicality, as well as the appearance of en-
tanglement of the field modes. In section III, we explore
the recent analysis of the role of entanglement in attosec-
ond processes, with emphasis on ion-photoelectron entan-
glement, nuclear-electronic entanglement, and electron-

electron entanglement. We conclude in section IV by
providing an outlook where novel quantum phenomena
in attosecond science could emerge.

II. Quantum phenomena of radiation in attoscience

In this section, we will focus on the two most prominent
phenomena in attosecond science, namely light scatter-
ing and photoionization by means of the process of high-
harmonic generation (HHG) and above-threshold ioniza-
tion (ATI), respectively. We particularly focus on the
question which observations are genuinely quantum and
how to distinguish non-classical processes from its clas-
sical counterparts. This is of particular current interest
since the theoretical approaches for the aforementioned
processes have recently developed from the semi-classical
to the full quantum optical description [31–33]. The
additional degrees of freedom from the quantization of
the electromagnetic field allow to consider field observ-
ables not conceivable before, and using Hilbert space con-
structs for the driving field as well as for the generated
harmonic radiation offer new possibilities to envision ex-
periments for optical quantum technologies [39, 40].

A. High harmonic generation

It is known that classical radiation is generated from
oscillating charge currents [41]. In the semi-classical de-
scription of the HHG process [42] the electron is driven
by an intense classical electromagnetic field Ecl(t), which
is coupled to the electrons dipole moment. The induced
time-dependent dipole moment, is then analyzed to ob-
tain the spectrum of the scattered light in the HHG pro-
cess. Here, the scattered light is again obtained from
a classical oscillating charge current, emphasizing that
the generated radiation is classical. However, within
the semi-classical description of attosecond processes the
oberservables of the light field is limited. In particular,
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field properties obtained from a quantum optical perspec-
tive remain elusive and genuine non-classical features of
the field are hidden.

We will first briefly review the existing work on the
quantum optical description of radiation in attosecond
processes, some of them going beyond classical radia-
tion properties, and then elaborate possible new avenues
to investigate the non-classical radiation properties in
strongly driven systems.

1. Quantum optical formulation of HHG

To construct a full quantum optical formulation of the
process of HHG, it is inevitable to quantize the radia-
tion field. A detailed quantum electrodynamical quanti-
zation procedure and derivation of the effective interac-
tion Hamiltonian is given in [33]. Constitutive in the full
quantum description is the electric field operator EQ(t)
coupled to the electron dipole moment, instead of the
semi-classical coupling via the classical oscillating elec-
tric field Ecl(t). Furthermore, quantization of the field
requires to define the initial state boundary condition
imposed by the experiment. Assuming the HHG pro-
cess is driven by classical coherent laser light, described
by a coherent state |αL⟩, the classical interaction can be
recovered [10, 32, 43]. This classical interaction leads to
product coherent states in the harmonic field modes after
the interaction

|{0q}⟩ −−−→
HHG

|{χq}⟩ =
⊗
q

|χq⟩ , (1)

where |{0q}⟩ is the initial vacuum state of all harmonics.
This finding is in agreement with the semi-classical pic-
ture, and induces a shift χL in the coherent state driving
laser amplitude [32]. The state after the interaction thus
reads |αL + χL⟩ and accounts for the depletion of the
pump field. In addition, the coherent state amplitudes of
the harmonic field modes are given by the Fourier trans-
form of the dipole moment expectation value, i.e. repre-
senting a classical oscillating charge current

χq ∝
∫ ∞

0

dt ⟨g| d(t) |g⟩ eiωqt, (2)

which further manifests the validity of the semi-classical
approach.

However, when solving the interaction of the radiation
field with the dipole moment of the electron, it is crucial
to neglect the dipole moment correlations [44, 45] in order
to obtain the product coherent states in (1). This is
because the exact operation for the parametric process
of HHG acting on the field state is given by

KHHG = ⟨g| T exp

[
−i

∫ ∞

0

dt d(t)EQ(t)

]
|g⟩ , (3)

which is in general hard to solve since the commutator
of the dipole moment at different times remains an oper-
ator in the electron Hilbert space [d(t1), d(t2)] ∈ H, and

therefore the different field modes in the electric field
operator mix [45–47]. Neglecting dipole moment corre-
lations in (3), the operator can be solved and leads to a
multimode displacement operation in phase-space

KHHG ≃ T exp

[
−i

∫ ∞

0

dt ⟨g| d(t) |g⟩EQ(t)

]
=

∏
q

D[χq], (4)

where D[χq] = exp
[
χqb

†
q − χ∗

qbq
]
. Since the approximate

operation in (4) is linear in the field operators b
(†)
q the

modes do not couple and the field remains in product co-
herent states as reported in [32, 48]. Going beyond, and
taking into account dipole moment correlations, can lead
to interesting effects such as field correlations [49], mode
squeezing [31, 47] or entanglement between the modes
[45, 47]. Further investigation about the role of the afore-
mentioned correlations could reveal novel radiation prop-
erties of the generated harmonics.

2. Radiation properties: observables to witness
non-classicality

With the quantum optical formulation of the HHG pro-
cess we can consider field observables beyond the HHG
spectrum which is obtained from the oscillating classical
charge current of the electron. Recent investigations have
shown that there is a variety of interesting observations
which further characterize the field properties. These al-
low to obtain insights about the associated quantum state
of the field modes and to witness non-classical properties.
We refer to Table I for a collection of observables in HHG
and a classification of their genuine quantum origin and
possible classical counterparts.

Beyond the spectrum, which has its classical counter-
part in HHG, there are a variety of different observables
accessible within the quantum optical description. One of
the most prominent examples to witnesses non-classical
field states is the Wigner function W (β), obtained from
homodyne measurements of the probe field together with
a local oscillator [50–52]. Such homodyne measurements
allow to measure the field quadrature of the probe field
and to reconstruct it’s Wigner function (for experimen-
tal details related to HHG see [33, 37]). In the quantum
optical context the Wigner function is commonly used
to classify the state into classical and non-classical fields.
Since classical probability distributions are strictly posi-
tive, negativities in the Wigner function quasi-probability
are witnesses of non-classical light [51, 53]. In the pro-
cess of HHG, there has been recent progress in study-
ing the radiation properties of the scattered light field
using the Wigner function. For instance in [49] it was
shown that initial matter correlations are imprinted in
the Wigner function, leading to non-Gaussian Wigner
functions with W (β) ≥ 0, and allows for the engineer-
ing of the quantum states of the harmonic field modes.
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Another direction to perform quantum state engineering
of light using the process of HHG has been developed in
[32] and subsequent works [33, 45, 46, 48, 54]. Instead of
using correlated matter systems, the state engineering is
approached with conditional measurements. Correlating
the harmonic radiation with the driving field allows to
generate optical cat and kitten states in the driving field
mode [32, 46, 48] or the harmonic field modes [45, 46].
All those methods allow to generate high photon num-
ber non-classical field states ranging from the infrared
to the extreme ultraviolet regime. The intensities of the
non-classical optical cat states are even sufficient to drive
non-linear processes [54] and allow to perform quantum
state engineering of the second harmonic field obtained
when driven by a non-classical field. Another prominent
example of non-classical field properties is the squeez-
ing of a field quadrature. Squeezing allows to manipu-
late the field fluctuations along a specific quadrature, the
most prominent being the amplitude or phase squeezing
[55]. While the amplitude squeezing reduces the fluctua-
tions in the field intensity, and consequentially increases
the phase fluctuations, the phase squeezing increases the
field intensity fluctuations, in contrast leading to a bet-
ter defined phase. For instance, classical coherent states
saturate the product of these two uncertainties, whereas
the non-classicality in squeezed states is manifested if the
variance of one field quadrature is below the level of the
vacuum fluctuations [55]. Squeezing of the field in HHG
has been reported recently due to dipole moment corre-
lations [47] or when driven by squeezed light [56]. An
illustration of the aforementioned states in phase-space
by means of their Wigner function can be seen in Fig.2.

Moreover, quantum optics allows us to consider driv-
ing fields beyond the classical perspective, and study the
process of HHG driven by fields differing from the con-
ventional assumption of coherent laser light was initiated
in [34]. In there, it was shown that light fields with a
higher intensity fluctuation than classical coherent laser
light, such as bright squeezed vacuum or thermal states,
lead to an extended cut-off in the HHG spectrum. In
contrast, intense photon number states have a well de-
fined intensity and therefore have the same cut-off as the
conventional classical coherent driving field. The well
defined intensity of the photon number states has the
consequence of an arbitrary phase and leads to vanishing
mean electric field values at all times Ecl(t) = 0. Conse-
quentially, this poses the question about the validity of
the semi-classical perspective in such cases [10], and the
role of the optical phase of the driving field in the pro-
cess of HHG was studied in [35]. This ultimately raises
the question of whether quantum optical coherence of
the driving field, in terms of non-vanishing off-diagonal
density matrix elements, is necessary to generate high-
order harmonics. Indeed, it was recently shown in [35]
that quantum optical coherence is not needed to drive
the HHG process and that the generated harmonics are
diagonal in their respective photon number basis. This
has the intriguing consequence that inferring the coher-
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FIG. 2. Examples of Wigner functions W (β) for different
states considered in the quantum optical formulation of HHG.
The top row shows classical states: (a) coherent state |α⟩ and

(b) phased mixed coherent state ρ ∝
∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∣∣|α|eiϕ〉〈|α|eiϕ∣∣.
In the bottom row are non-classical states (c) squeezed vac-
uum and (d) optical cat state.

ence properties of the harmonics from the HHG spectrum
alone is not justified.

3. Entanglement of the field modes

Besides the Wigner function representation of a single
field mode, there is a crucial aspect of quantum theory
when considering more than a single mode. Considering
all the field modes participating in the process of HHG we
can study entanglement within the total quantum state
(for a brief introduction to entanglement see section III).
As shown in Eq. (1) the final state of all field modes is
a product state, which holds when neglecting dipole mo-
ment correlations (see Eq. (4)). It was shown that this
is related to the assumption of negligible ground state
depletion of the electron in the case of moderate driving
laser intensities [45, 47]. However, as indicated in [43] this
approximation has the consequence of neglecting high or-
der terms, such that the field operators of different modes
do not mix. It was thus shown in [47] that going beyond
the assumption of negligible continuum state population
leads to mode mixing, and thus, all field modes in the
HHG process are, in general, entangled. Using the pro-
cess of HHG, therefore, allows the generation of massive
and bright entangled states using conditioning schemes
[46] or resonant media [57].
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TABLE I. Overview on the recent findings for the full quantum optical description of the HHG process and its classification
into classical (x) and quantum processes (✓), or observations which are yet not classified. In case a classical analog exists, the
respective counterpart is given.

Quantum phenomena in HHG
Observable Classical counterpart Quantum

HHG emission [32, 48] HHG spectrum Dipole moment expectation value x
Field mode entanglement [45–47] Correlation measurement (unknown) Unknown ?a

Mode squeezing [47, 56] Homodyne detection x ✓b

Quantum optical coherence [35]
Spectrum & Photon statistics ρq = 1

2π
e−

|χq|2
2

∫ 2π

0
dϕ

∣∣|χq|eiϕ
〉〈
|χq|eiϕ

∣∣ xc

Interferometric measurements Unknown ?d

Non-Gaussian Wigner function
Optical cat states W (β) ≤ 0 [32] x ✓
Wigner function with W (β) ≥ 0 [49] Mixed coherent state ρ =

∑
i pi |αi⟩⟨αi| xe

HHG for Ecl(t) = 0 [10, 35] HHG spectrum Driven by phase mixed coherent state xf

Extended HHG cut-off [34] HHG spectrum Driven by classical fluctuating fields xg

Analog Simulation of HHG [60] Absorption image for HHG spectrum HHG spectrum xh

a Although entanglement between the field modes is a feature of the full quantum optical description, the associated correlations in the
observations can still have classical counterparts.

b Note that in [56] only a fraction of the harmonic modes exhibit non-classical squeezing below the vacuum fluctuatons, and the residual
harmonics are classical.

c The phase mixed coherent state ρq gives rise to the same HHG spectrum and photon statistics as the pure coherent state |χq⟩ of equal
amplitude. The mixed state ρq can equivalently be expressed in diagonal form in the photon number basis

ρq = e−|χq|2 ∑
n
|χq|2n

n!
|n⟩⟨n|, and therefore does not exhibit quantum optical coherence [35].

d Although the HHG spectrum and the photon statistics do not allow to infer on the quantum coherence properties of the harmonic
radiation, it does not exclude possible interferometric measurements to reveal quantum coherence, i.e. the necessity of off-diagonal
density matrix elements in the photon number basis to describe the phenomena.

e The fact that non-Gaussian Wigner functions refer to non-classical states only holds for pure quantum states [58], leading to
negativities in the Wigner function.

f The phase mixed coherent stat ρ ∝
∫ 2π
0 dϕ

∣∣|α|eiϕ〉〈|α|eiϕ∣∣ allows to generate high harmonics, which makes the assumption of
non-vanishing electric fields unnecessary to describe the HHG process [35]. Further, it was recently shown that HHG in the
semi-classical description also occurs for vanishing classical electric fields [59]. However, the subtle difference here is that for the
driving fields considered in [10, 35], the electric field vanishes at all times.

g The extension of the HHG cut-off was shown to occur also for classical fields exhibiting large fluctuations in the field intensity, such as
thermal states [34].

h Although quantum simulators [61] are a versatile platform to study quantum phenomena, the approached used in [60] to simulate the
HHG spectrum is based on classical interactions.

B. Above threshold ionization

For the process of above-threshold ionization (ATI),
the semi-classical description has thus far focused on the
photoionization process alone. However, due to the in-
herent limitations of such a classical description of the
light field, it is easily overlooked that the photoionization
process can be accompanied by the emission of radiation.
In the following, we highlight the insights obtained when
analyzing the ATI process in light of a full quantum op-
tical perspective.

1. Quantum field coupled to ATI electrons

The photoionization mechanism in ATI can be well de-
scribed by considering classical driving fields, while the
radiation properties are often neglected in the process.
However, recent advances in the full quantum optical de-
scription of ATI [33] have revealed that the photoioniza-
tion process is accompanied by noteworthy consequences
for the light field. For instance, it was shown that the
ATI process is accompanied by the emission of radiation

and that the driving laser field can experience variable
changes depending on the emission direction of the pho-
toelectron [33]. Further, it was shown that quantizing
the radiation field allows to study the role of entangle-
ment between the emitted electron and the simultane-
ously emitted light field [62]. This allows to study hybrid
light-matter entangled systems, which can potentially be
used for quantum state engineering of light. In [63] it
was shown, that the light emission during ATI can be
controlled by varying the laser intensity, wavelength and
by considering different driving field polarizations.

2. ATI driven by non-classical light

As was shown for the process of HHG (see section
II A 2), driving fields beyond the classical perspective
leads to new observations. This is also the case for ATI
as shown in [36], in which a bright squeezed state is con-
sidered to induce the photoionization mechanism, with
profound consequences on the dynamical properties of
the driven electron. This has measurable consequences
on the photoelectron momentum distribution of the ion-
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ized electron [64]. Furthermore, the observed extension of
the HHG-cutoff for driving fields with increased intensity
fluctuations, the same occurs in photoionization. It was
shown in [65] that the photoelectron energy distribution
experiences a similar extension of the cutoff energy.

III. Entanglement phenomena in attoscience

Entanglement [66] describes an inherent quantum phe-
nomena where the components within a quantum system
become interconnected in such a way that the individual
subsystem has no definite description. Consequently, the
state of a multipartite quantum system cannot be ade-
quately represented by a single product of wave functions
|ψi⟩ describing the individual parts, i.e. |Ψ⟩ ̸= ⊗

i |ψi⟩.
In particular, the corresponding quantum correlations
can reveal stronger correlations within the composite sys-
tem than classically allowed, and contradict the classical
assumption that any physical object possesses predeter-
mined and individual properties. Quantum entanglement
is a fundamental component of quantum theory and has
been the subject of extensive research and fascination in
the realm of physics. In the following, we delve into the
significance of quantum entanglement in photoionization
or photoionization-induced processes. These processes
form the foundation for a large variety of spectroscopic
and imaging techniques within the field of attosecond sci-
ence.

A. Ion-photoelectron entanglement

Photoionization involves the disintegration of a com-
plex many-electron quantum system, like an atom or
molecule, into an emitted photoelectron drifting away
and the remaining parent ion. The induced dynamics of
the resulting ionic or photoelectronic subsystem is often
the focus in attosecond experiments. These experiments
often rely on interference effects, and the measurements
typically focus on probing the ultrafast dynamics either
within the ion [70–72] or photoelectron system [5, 73].
In most cases, theoretical investigations of
photoionization-induced processes treat the parent
ion and photoelectron separately, overlooking their
possible quantum entanglement. For instance, in studies
concerning ultrafast hole dynamics and the associated
charge migration in polyatomic molecules [74–78], a
sudden coherent wave packet formation of the parent ion
is assumed yielding a well-defined initial state. However,
the question how such a coherent state is initially
generated remains. Similarly, in studies centered on the
emitted photoelectron, the quantum correlations of the
combined system have largely been disregarded [79].
Nevertheless, quantum entanglement arising between
the parent ion and photoelectron during attosecond
photoionization can significantly influence the entire
quantum system. Particularly, entanglement con-

strains coherence properties, potentially hindering the
observation of delay-dependent observables sensitive
to these coherences [80, 81]. Although the precise
role of ion-photoelectron entanglement in attosecond
science remains largely unexplored, recent experimental
and theoretical studies have increasingly focused on
understanding the influence of quantum entanglement
on experimental observations.
For example, pioneering experimental research on the
evolution of an electron hole in ionized Kr atoms
[71] already indicated how the entanglement with the
accompanying photoelectron might restrict electronic
coherence [82], further supported by theoretical work
on similar systems [83, 84]. Furthermore, entanglement
acting as a limiting factor for vibrational and electronic
coherence of ionized H2 molecules was demonstrated
by several papers [17–19, 22, 67]. The measure used
to quantify the degree of entanglement has been the
purity of the reduced density matrix of one subsystem
(see Table II). In [67], the purity of the reduced density
matrices of the ion and photoelectron was used to show
how the degree of entanglement can be controlled by
changing the time delay between two ionizing extreme
ultraviolet (XUV) pulses. Fig. 3 (a) shows the purity
as a function of the XUV-XUV time delay for different
pulse duration. This was followed by the experiment
[18] showing how the vibrational coherence of the H2

+

ions can be controlled by varying this time delay. Addi-
tionally, it has been explored how using a chirped XUV
pulse can also affect the degree of entanglement [17].
Fig 3(b) presents the purity of the ion-photoelectron
density matrix as a function of the chirped parameter
of the XUV pulse. Overall, these studies [17, 18, 67]
extensively discuss the inherent relation between quan-
tum entanglement and coherence, and propose the
potential manipulation of these quantities by adjusting
the spectral attributes of the photoionizing pulse. The
characteristics of the ionizing pulse, e.g. pulse duration
or mean photon energy will dictate the kinetic energy of
the photoelectron and thus its proximity to the parent
ion that will result in different interchannel couplings to
the ionic states and therefore the entanglement [81, 83].

Entanglement naturally arises here since different com-
binations of rovibrational states of the parent ion and an-
gular momentum states of the ejected electron are pos-
sible, such that the total wavefunction represents an en-
tangled state. To that end, a witness and quantifica-
tion of this entanglement is of current interest. Since the
underlying process is dynamical, its measurement will
at first require the identification of appropriate observ-
ables that are easy to detect and which allow to infer
about entanglement. A possible proof of quantum entan-
glement would be a (loophole free) test of the violation
of Bell inequalities [85], which in the case of measuring
ion-photoelectron entanglement, means detecting corre-
lations in the measurement of two non-commuting ob-
servables for the ion and the photoelectron. Such a test
has been recently proposed in the context of attosecond
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TABLE II. The table summarizes the different entanglement measures together with the advantages and disadvantages as well
as how they have been used in the context of attosecond science.

Entanglement measure and witness in attoscience
Entanglement Measure Relation to Entanglement Applications in Atto-

science
Pros and Cons

Purity:

P = Tr
(
ρ2A

)
≤ 1,

where ρA = TrB(|ψAB⟩⟨ψAB |) is
the reduced density matrix

1/d ≤ P ≤ 1, with d the dimension
of the Hilbert space. For separable
states P = 1 and maximally entan-
gled states P = 1/d.

Measure of the ion-
photoelectron entanglement
in photoinization process
[17, 20, 67, 68]

• entanglement measure for
pure states

• non-trivial extension to
entangled mixed states

Entanglement entropy:

S(ρA) = −Tr(ρA log ρA),

where ρA is the reduced density
matrix

S(ρA) = 0 for pure states ρA
and therefore separable |ψAB⟩⟨ψAB |
and S(ρA) maximal for maximally
mixed ρA and thus maximally en-
tangled |ψAB⟩⟨ψAB |

Measure of the ion-
photoelectron entanglement
in photoinization process
[22, 69]

• clear interpretation in
terms of entropy and
information theory

• non-trivial extension to
entangled mixed states

Logarithmic negativity:

LN(ρ) = log ∥ρΓ∥1

where ρΓ is the partial transpose

of ρ and ∥A∥1 = Tr
[√

A†A
]

de-

notes the trace norm

Uses Positive Partial Transpose cri-
terion: applies the partial trans-
pose to the system and check if
ρΓ = (1A ⊗ TB)[ρ] ≥ 0 positive
semi-definite (equivalent to positive
eigenvalues). But not a sufficient
condition for entanglement in arbi-
trary dimensions

Quantifies entanglement be-
tween the OAM of the two
photoelectrons in NSDI [24]

• simple computation
• directly applicable to

mixed states
• can not detect entangle-

ment in arbitrary dimen-
sions of the subsystems,
i.e. state can be entangle-
ment but still LN(ρ) = 0

Entanglement witness W is
an operator that is positive on
all separable states

Associated with observables whose
expectation values are negative for
entangled states, i.e.

Tr(Wρ) < 0

Distinguish a subset of entangled
states as non-separable.

Quantifies entanglement be-
tween the OAM of the two
photoelectrons in NSDI [24]

• directly applicable to
mixed states

• versatile, can be tailored
to specific system under
consideration

science [21]. The authors theoretically reported a vio-
lation of Bell inequalities in the photoionization of ar-
gon atoms, with the degree of freedom encoded in the
spin angular momentum of the photoelectron. The sim-
ulations, based on first principles, reported on correla-
tions in the measurements of the observables which vio-
late the Bell inequality; while the challenge lies in iden-
tifying the appropriate pairs of non-commuting observ-
ables. On the experimental side, a considerable promise
to quantify entanglement due to spin-orbit interactions
was demonstrated [68]. Within this work a continuous-
variable quantum state tomography of the photoelectron
was used – a protocol that is commonly used in quantum
optics to tomographically reconstruct the quantum state
of a system, which they further validated with density
matrix calculations.

B. Nuclear-electronic entanglement

In the field of molecular dynamics, nuclear and elec-
tronic motion are generally associated with different
timescales justifying the conventional practice of separat-

ing the slowly moving nuclei from the fast moving elec-
trons building the foundation of the Born-Oppenheimer
(BO) approximation. This approximation serves as fun-
damental framework, particularly in visualizing potential
pathways of photochemical and photophysical processes.
Although simulations involving excited electronic states
often require to go beyond the traditional BO picture
by incorporating non-adiabatic coupling terms (if elec-
tronic states cross each other), the initial step of parti-
tioning the molecular system into distinct, independent
electronic and nuclear degrees of freedom persists.

In investigations primarily centered on nuclear dynam-
ics, this assumption manifests in the concept of a poten-
tial energy surface (PES). These surfaces represent solu-
tions to the electronic problem alone and depend solely
on the nuclear position in a parametric manner. Subse-
quently, the nuclear problem is solved, yielding the well-
established depiction of nuclear wavepackets moving on
PESs (within and beyond the BO approximation). How-
ever, this sequential resolution of the electronic and nu-
clear problems relies on the existence of two disentangled
sets of degrees of freedom.

In many theoretical inquiries into purely electronic
phenomena in molecules, such as hole migration, electron



8

dynamics is often simulated at fixed nuclear geometries
[74, 86, 87]. This practice again overlooks the potential
entanglement between the nuclear and electronic degrees
of freedom. Nevertheless, several studies have already in-
dicated a high correlation between electronic and nuclear
dynamics, suggesting the likelihood of electronic decoher-
ence or even recoherence due to nuclear motion [88–92].
Specifically, the dependence of quantum coherence on
electronic-nuclear entanglement created by non-adiabatic
coupling has been demonstarted in [26, 27]. While non-
adiabatic couplings generally lead to both a breakdown
of the BO approximation and to entanglement, the actual
degree of electron-nuclear entanglement and the degree
of validity of the BO approximation are unrelated [28].
Moreover, recent work [30] delves into the time evolu-
tion of entanglement, utilizing a matrix representation of
the wave functions for the entangled systems. A singular
value decomposition of this matrix at each time will re-
sult in singular values, whose time evolution will govern
the time evolution of entanglement. Their findings not
only confirm the influence of non-adiabatic couplings on
molecular entanglement but also highlight the interaction
with the exciting pulse as a major contributing factor.

Thus, even under the assumption of complete unentan-
gled parent ion and photoelectron, with the ionic subsys-
tem exhibiting full coherence, internal entanglement may
persist between the molecular electronic and nuclear de-
grees of freedom [81]. This internal entanglement has
implications for electronic coherence and consequently
impacts the outcomes of experiments in the field of atto-
science.

C. Electron-electron entanglement

Electron-electron correlation has been observed from
the early days of attosecond science [4] in the context
of laser-induced double and multiple ionization. In par-
ticular, the process of non-sequential double ionization
(NSDI) has been extensively studied, revealing the role
of electron-electron correlation in the laser-induced dy-
namics [12, 93] where the inter-electronic Coulomb inter-
action governs the entanglement [94].

The theoretical modeling of this phenomena has been
controversial. Although classical models have been quite
successful in modeling NSDI [13], it has been debated
whether we are in the presence of classical or quantum
electron-electron correlation. Several studies have re-
vealed the onset of quantum interference between the two
photoelectrons [14–16]. However, the study of electron-
electron entanglement has not been the center of atten-
tion. One important reason is that typically measuring
entanglement will require evaluating the continuous vari-
able density matrix or entanglement measures like the
purity or von Neumann entropy, which are very chal-
lenging to compute (see Table II for a summary of the
different measures of entanglement, the advantages and
disadvantages, and the applications in attoscience). A

FIG. 3. The figure shows different entanglement measures
and their applications in attoscience. Panel (a) shows the pu-
rity of the reduced density matrix of the ion-photoelectron
system as a function of the time delay between two XUV
pulses for different pulse durations. The theoretical predic-
tions show how, by tuning the time delay, we can control
the degree of entanglement from low (high purity) to high
(small purity), and thus have a high and low degree of vibra-
tional coherence, respectively. Panel (b), adapted from [17],
shows the dependence of the purity of the ion-photoelectron
density matrix as a function of the chirp of the XUV pulse.
The figure shows theoretical results obtained from the solu-
tion of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation indicating
the transition from a pure to a mixed state and can be un-
derstood as the consequence of the ion-photoelectron entan-
glement. Panels (c) and (d), adapted from [24], present the
logarithmic negativity EN and the average value of the en-
tanglement witness ⟨W⟩, respectively as constructed in [24].
The figure shows an extensive search over different targets and
field intensities, the blue text corresponds to λ = 400 nm, and
the red text to λ = 800 nm. Panel (a) reprinted with per-
mission from [67]. Copyright 2021 by the American Physical
Society. Panel (b) reprinted from [17] under the premises of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License.
Panels (c) and (d) reprinted from [24] under the premises of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

breakthrough in this direction has been made in [24].
They demonstrated the use of orbital angular momen-
tum (OAM) to quantify and measure entanglement in
NSDI. Here, entanglement arises due to the shared an-
gular momentum during recollision with subsequent ion-
ization mechanism. The use of the OAM significantly
reduced the computational cost of evaluating the density
matrix and allowed a simple evaluation of the logarithmic
negativity and entanglement witnesses, exploring a wide
range of targets and field intensities as shown in Fig. 3
panels (c) and (d). In particular, the entanglement wit-
ness can be decomposed into local measurements, which
has a significant impact on experimental entanglement
detection. Thus, in NSDI, which provides a direct man-

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
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ifestation of electron-electron correlation, the OAM en-
tanglement of photoelectrons can reveal its fundamental
non-classical nature. A question that remains open is
how we can measure the OAM of the electrons. In the
past decade, new techniques have become available to
measure the OAM for electron vortex beams [95, 96].
As suggested in [24], adding some of these techniques to
the typical reaction microscope, which is already suitable
for studying the many-particle entangled dynamics [97],
could be one of the directions to explore. Some chal-
lenges will arise using alkali metals, and further theoreti-
cal studies should be performed to enhance entanglement
in noble gas targets.

IV. Outlook

In this Perspective, we have presented an overview of
quantum phenomena in attosecond physics and particu-
larly highlighted the emerging full quantum descriptions
and the increasing interest in entanglement in attosec-
ond processes. We can see that this rapidly growing field
of quantum phenomena in attosecond science provides
new insights into the underlying dynamics and its con-
sequences to experimental observations. Moreover, this
emerging field still provides promising new perspectives
for processes on the attosecond timescale and can open
many different research directions in this field. In the
following we present a list of potential future research di-
rections to further emphasize on the deep connection be-
tween quantum phenomena and attosecond physics with
the use for quantum information science [38].

• Non-classical field properties: As illustrated
in Sec. II the full quantum optical description of
attosecond processes has enabled to consider field
observables beyond the classical realm. Investi-
gating novel field properties, inaccessible before, is
far from being uncovered and many different per-
spectives can be considered. In particular, genuine
quantum features such as entanglement and squeez-
ing of the optical field [47, 56] or driving the process
by non-classical light [10, 34, 35, 56] are only be-
ing considered very recently. Properties such as the
photon statistics or quantum noise as well as field
correlation functions are only a fraction of what can
be explored within the Hilbert space of the optical
field modes inaccessible before.

• Field-field entanglement: Interestingly, the
derivation of the entangled field state in [47] does
not rely on specific strong field dynamics and is
therefore generic to all parametric processes. We
thus expect, that this opens a new avenue for study-
ing and engineering massive entangled states of
light when considering that Ref. [49] indicated that
material correlations can be imprinted in the field
properties. This might allow to probe topologi-
cal materials [98, 99] or quantum phase transitions

[100] using the process of HHG.

• Quantum state engineering of light: The
quantum optical description of HHG opened the
avenue to use strong laser driven processes as a
novel platform for quantum state engineering of
light [33, 37]. Further understanding the role of
quantum optical coherence [35], the importance of
the material correlations [47, 49] as well as bring-
ing these approaches to different targets such as
molecular [101], plasma [102] or solid state systems
[103–105] is of current interest. Further control-
ling the properties of the generated non-classical
field states is of great importance and extending
its range of application to non-linear optics [54] or
quantum metrology [106] is of current interest.

• Influence of entanglement on electronic co-
herence: In atomic or molecular photoionization,
ion-photoelectron entanglement limits the elec-
tronic coherence in the ionic system [18, 71]. The
electronic coherence further depends on the spec-
tral characteristics of the ionizing pulse [83] and
any internal entanglement between the electronic
and nuclear degrees of freedom in the ionic system
[30]. Understanding the role of entanglement is of
particular interest in charge migration studies to
achieve charge-directed reactivity. Search for tech-
niques to quantify the entanglement is currently in
progress, with a considerable promise shown by the
recent application of quantum state tomography in
attoscience [68].

• Entanglement in attosecond science: An al-
ternative route to treat the entanglement prob-
lem is the Bohmian framework [107]. This formu-
lation offers a natural playground to distinguish
between classical and quantum phenomena, and
entanglement has already been addressed in sev-
eral contexts. The applications of this theory to
model entanglement in strong-field-induced phe-
nomena are yet to be explored. The initial steps
have been taken in [23] in the context of NSDI.
Recently, an implementation of Bohmian mechan-
ics using the conditional wave function method
has been applied to model entanglement in multi-
particle bosonic systems [108]. The extension of
such a model to multi-particle fermionic systems
represents a promising alternative to understand-
ing electron-electron entanglement in double and
multi-ionization processes.

• Conceive novel experiments: For all of the
aforementioned cases, it is inevitable to conceive
novel experiments. On the one hand, to measure
the previously unexpected field properties as well as
to witness the proposed entanglement in attosecond
processes [18]. This also includes techniques for the
reconstruction of quantum states of the field or the
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electronic wavefunctions, which are currently lim-
ited to specific cases.

• Bringing attosecond science towards opti-
cal quantum technologies: With the flourishing
connection between quantum information science
and attosecond physics, it seems likely that this
symbiosis leads to the implementation of optical
quantum technologies [38]. This can emerge from
the recently developed quantum state engineering
of light approaches or by using entanglement or
quantum coherence as a resource for technologies.
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oričić, S. Luo, M. Gisselbrecht, C. L. Arnold, A. Buch-
leitner, T. Pullerits, A. L’Huillier, and D. Busto.
Continuous-variable quantum state tomography of pho-
toelectrons. Phys. Rev. Res., 4:033220, Sep 2022.

[69] M Ruberti. Onset of ionic coherence and ultrafast
charge dynamics in attosecond molecular ionisation.
Physical Chemistry Chemical Physics, 21(32):17584–
17604, 2019.

[70] G. Sansone, F. Kelkensberg, J. F. Pérez-Torres,
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