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Abstract

We theoretically study atomic laser-assisted photoelectric emission (LAPE) beyond the electric
dipole approximation. We present a theoretical description for first-order nondipole corrections
(O(c1) where c is the speed of light) to the nonrelativistic description of the laser-atom interaction
for a strong circularly polarized infrared (IR) laser field combined with a train of extreme-ultraviolet
(XUV) laser pulses. We investigate the photoelectron momentum distribution (PMD) as the
product of two main contributions: the intra- and interpulse factors. Whereas the interpulse factor
gives rise to a sideband pattern with a shift opposite to the IR beam propagation direction, the
intrapulse factor forms an angular streaking pattern following the IR time-dependent polarization
direction. We explore the transition of the PMD from the dipole to the nondipole framework,
showing the gradual break of the forward-backward symmetry as the laser parameters are varied.
Furthermore, we find non-zero contributions in dipole forbidden directions independent of the
IR polarization state, wherein Cooper-like minima are observed. Our work lays a theoretical

foundation for understanding time-resolved nondipole LAPE in cutting-edge ultrafast experiments.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, there has been increasing interest in exploring strong laser-matter interac-
tions beyond the widely used electric dipole approximation. In this context, the assumption
of a spatially homogeneous electric field becomes invalid when the laser wavelength is shorter
than the size of the atomic system, defining a high-frequency limit. However, the opposite
limit —very long wavelengths or low frequencies— is rarely discussed. In 2014, Reiss criticized
the tunneling model at low frequencies [1]. According to Reiss, the atomic, molecular, and
optical community became accustomed to approximate lasers as quasi-static electric (QSE)
fields, which can oscillate in time but it does not propagate. Instead, he pointed out that
true traveling plane waves are transverse fields and compared differences between QSE and
laser fields. Considering the electron-laser interaction in the context of transverse fields, he
argues that relativistic, radiation pressure, and magnetic displacement effects delimit the
dipole approximation, establishing an enlightening “dipole oasis” in a frequency-intensity
map (see Fig. . Outside this region, a nondipole approach needs to be considered.

More recently, Maurer and Keller [2] expanded on these ideas by providing a comprehen-
sive review of ionization processes in the nondipole regime where a fully relativistic approach
is not required. They described that during ionization and specifically at longer wavelengths
(for example, into the mid-infrared spectral region) or higher intensities, the photoelectron
acquires sufficient momentum such that the magnetic component of the laser field (consid-
ered negligible within the dipole approximation) plays a significant role through the full
Lorentz force. Not only is the photoelectron driven by the oscillating electric field but also
it experiences a drift in the laser propagation direction due to the influence of the magnetic
field. This displacement can be estimated by the amplitude of a “figure-8” motion in the
framewrok of the accelerated electron in the direction of laser propagation [I], 2]:

U
Bo =57

2mwe’

(1)
where ¢ is the speed of light and the ponderomotive potential U, = (Fro/2w)? depends
on the square of the ratio between the laser electric field amplitude and frequency. The
equation fy equal to the Bohr radius delimits the validity of the dipole approximation for
very long wavelengths or small frequencies (Fig. . An immediate consequence of this
electron trajectory drift is its impact on rescattering processes, i.e., high-above-threshold

ionization (HATI) and high-order harmonic generation (HHG). Both processes, based on
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the photoelectron recollision with the parent ion, show a decrease in their probability to

occur within the nondipole regime [2H6].

Another notable nondipole issue is the linear photon momentum transfer [2]. Since the
laser photon carries energy and momentum, conservation rules require a transfer of both
quantities to the atomic system. Meanwhile, energy transfer is well understood within the
dipole approximation, the photon momentum transfer remains not fully scrutinized yet.
This fact has motivated a large production of theoretical and experimental research works
[3, Bl [7HIT], just to cite a few. An observed relevant feature, precisely due to the photon
momentum transfer, is the existence of a forward-backward photoemission asymmetry in
the propagation direction. It has also been shown that the acquired momentum is shared
between the electron and the ion in a complex way [2]. From an experimental perspec-
tive, investigating this phenomenon requires measuring the electron and ion momenta in
coincidence. From a theoretical standpoint, it demands a highly realistic description of
the electron-ion interaction [3| ]. These difficulties keep the topic open and under current
discussion. In fact, Maurer and Keller [2] have suggested that more studies on photon mo-
mentum transfer would be desirable, especially those with attosecond temporal resolution,
so that they could provide deeper insight into the underlying mechanism of the electron-ion

momentum sharing.

We can mention two typical schemes for attosecond time-resolved measurements: The
attoclock and the streak-camera methods (see [12H16] and references therein). The latter
utilizes the ionization with synchronized low and high frequency pulses: A typically extreme
ultraviolet (XUV) attosecond pulse ionizes the target generating an electron wavepacket in
the continuum in the presence of a typically infrared or near-infrared (IR/NIR) intense laser
field. This is a type of laser-assisted photoionization (LAPE) process. LAPE processes have
a long record of studies within the dipole approximation: From the first identification of
the sideband peaks [I7] to the present (see, for example, [I8, [19] and references therein).
Nevertheless, LAPE beyond the dipole approximation is a rather unexplored topic. To the
best of our knowledge, there are only a few theoretical studies on this topic: Jensen et
al. [9] have presented a nondipole Hamiltonian from which a first theoretical framework
for streaking could be obtained. We have also recently focused on nondipole LAPE in the
sideband regime for linearly polarized light [20]. Liao et al. also investigated nondipole

effects in the RABBIT protocol [2I]. In addition, more recently, Liang et al. [22] have
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measured streaking patterns of helium atoms due to a XUV train pulse phase-locked with
an intense IR laser field, resolving the forward-backward asymmetry of the photoelectron
yields with attosecond resolution.

It is worth highlighting that nondipole LAPE in the streaking regime enables time-
resolved measurement schemes, extending attosecond spectroscopy into the nondipole do-
main (as a recent experiment see e.g. [22]). The aim of this work is to develop a compre-
hensive theoretical model of LAPE processes to enhance the understanding of time-resolved
photoelectron patterns during the transition from dipole to nondipole behaviors. We inves-
tigate on the case of an attosecond pulse train assisted by a circularly polarized infrared
laser, focusing on the streaking spectra as a function of the ionization time.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. [[I we briefly resume the leading-order
nondipole SFA theory of LAPE processes and analyze the properties of the photoelectron
momentum distribution (PMD) for a circularly polarized probe IR field and a pump XUV
pulse train. In Sec. [[II] we analyze the main features and behavior of the PMD as the
laser parameters are varied, transitioning from the dipole regime to the nondipole regime.
Concluding remarks are presented in Sec. [[V] Atomic units are used throughout the paper,

except where otherwise stated.

II. THEORY
A. First order nondipole electromagnetic fields

Let us model the laser field, typically with a wavelength in the infrared or near-infrared
range, as a traveling electromagnetic (EM) wave described by a monochromatic plane wave
with wave vector K = K2 (where Z is chosen as the propagation direction). Starting from
the vector potential A and assuming a null scalar potential, the electric and magnetic fields

can be obtained as

E(r,t) = —%A(n) and B(r,t) =V x A(n), (2)

respectively, where the vector potential depends on time and position explicitly through the
dimensionless parameter n = wt — K - r, where w = c¢K7, is the frequency of the field.
We are interested in the nondipole and not fully relativistic effects on the laser-atom

interaction. To explore this, we consider an inhomogeneous vector potential, expressed to



the lowest order in 1/c. Specifically, a first order (in 1/c) Taylor series expansion of the

vector potential around r = 0 yields

A(?’]) = 7' 0 + Z 091: 7' 0
~ Ay(l) + TEo(t)a (3)
where the subscript 0 indicates evaluation of the quantities at the origin: Aq(t) = 77}

and Ey(t) = E(r = 0,t) = —2 Ao(t). Considering the vector potential from Eq. (3 , the

electric and magnetic fields become

E(r,t) ~ Ey(t) (4a)
B(r,t) ~ %2 x Ey(t). (4b)

Since the interaction Hamiltonian between a free electron (e) and the EM field is —i A -
V+ %AQ, the gauge transformation % = exp(—iAy-r)¥ allows us to identify an alternative

interaction Hamiltonian of the form

(z-r
HE = Eo(t) - {r — z(—C)V] : (5)
It can be shown that the so-called nondipole Gordon-Volkov wavefunction in the length

gauge (see [23] and Eq. (2.199) of [24])
YN0 (r 1) = (27) 2 exp [iTI(k,t) - 7] exp = / I (k,t) (6)

verifies the following Schrodinger equation

-0 v _V_Q L Vb 2
[ GtX = 5 + Hogn | X0 4+ O(1/c%). (7)

describing an electron with momentum k moving in an intense laser field, up to order ¢~ .

In Eq. (6], we have introduced the “nondipole effective momentum” IT as
1 .
TI(k,1) = k+ Ao(t) + [k Ao(t) + 5A3(1)] z (8)

It will be useful for a later discussion to have an explicit equation for the square of the

nondipole effective momentum II(k,t), i.e

~

% (k,t) = k* + Ag(t) - 2k + Ag(t)] [1 + %} +0(1/c?). (9)
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The approach presented in this section allows the dipolar scheme to be easily recovered by
simply taking the limit 1/¢ — 0. In fact, in such condition Eq. @ goes to the standard
dipole Gordon-Volkov function [24].

It is worth highlighting that higher-order corrections to the Hamiltonian are comparable
to terms of order ¢~2 derived from a purely relativistic Dirac and Klein-Gordon equations;
see [L1], 25, 26]. Thus, the time-dependent Schrédinger equation of nonrelativistic quantum
mechanics must be revised if terms of O(1/c?) were taken into account, which is out of the
scope of the present article. Here we want to mention that a semirelativistic formulation
within the so-called propagation gauge [27] was successfully derived [25] 26, 28] in the transi-
tion from the dipole laser-matter interactions to a fully relativistic treatment required when

the ponderomotive potential energy U, is comparable to the rest mass of the electron (see

Fig. [1)).

B. Laser-assisted photoelectron emission (LAPE)

We consider ionization of an atomic system by the combination of an extreme ultraviolet
laser pulse assisted by an intense infrared or near infrared laser field. In the single-active-

electron (SAE) approximation, the time-dependent Schrédinger equation (TDSE) reads

i%w(t) - [HO + Hint(t)}w(t), (10)

where Hy = —V?/2 + V(r) is the time-independent atomic Hamiltonian. The first term
represents the electron’s kinetic energy, while the second term describes the electron-core
Coulomb interaction. In Eq. (10), Hiw = Ex(t) - 7 + H%,; describes the interaction of the
atom with both time-dependent XUV and IR electric fields in the length gauge. We assume
the XUV pulse to be sufficiently weak and of short wavelength, yet large enough compared
to the atomic radius (see Fig.|l|and its discussion), such that XUV ionization can be treated
within the dipole approximation, with nondipole effects arising only from the subsequent
action of the NIR laser. In Fig. (1| (following the analysis by Reiss [I]), we show the regions
where the dipole approximation is well justified, along with the points representing the sets
of parameters selected in this work. As observed, the XUV pulse considered here is clearly
deep in the dipole regime.

The electron, initially bound in an atomic state ¢;, is emitted to a final continuum state

7



Wavelength (nm)

10° 100 10° 10!
1017 LA ey [P
casecA B 0
B 1107 =g
s c ¥ 3
—~ 10 3 D =
NE E 1,1 &
3, F * E 10 (*'.g
2 1015 L DIPOLE @
g OASIS -
‘E 4 10 ]
& - =
8 101 b 5 =%
= K Y) Tl {107 B
XUV s
13 <2 A
10 F |
il Ll Ll ol e e 10-4

10* 10° 10?2 1! 10’ 1w 10* 10°
Frequency (a.u.)

FIG. 1. (Color online) Intensity-frequency map indicating the threshold curves for the validity
of the dipole approximation (green region), the nondipole regime (above Sy = 1 line), and the
relativistic regime (above the light blue line defined as U, = mc?). The points on the plane

represent the parameter values used in the present calculations (see Table .

¢, with momentum k and energy F = k?/2. The photoelectron momentum distribution

(PMD) can be calculated as

dP
T = 1Tl (1)

where T is the T-matrix transition amplitude element corresponding to the transition ¢; —
¢y. Within the time-dependent distorted wave theory, Ti¢ in the prior form can be written

as

“+oo
T = —i/ dt (X (7, 1) [ Hine (7, 8) |0 (7, 1)), (12)

[e.o]

where ¢;(r,t) = ¢;(r) €'’r! is the initial atomic state with ionization potential I,,, and Xy (r, 1)
denotes the distorted final state. Equation is exact as far as the final channel, x (r,t),
is the exact solution of Eq. . However, various levels of approximation have been applied
to solve Eq. (12). The most widely known is the strong field approximation (SFA), which

neglects the Coulomb distortion caused by the interaction between the ejected electron and



the residual ion in the final channel. Additionally, it disregards the influence of the laser
field on the initial ground state [29, [30].

In the present work, we approximate the distorted final state using the nondipole Gordon-
Volkov wave function Eq. @, where the space- and time-dependent IR laser EM field is
defined in Egs. . Since the wave propagates in the Z direction, the polarization remains
in the  — g plane. Following Eq. , a right circularly polarized vector potential and electric

fields can be written as

Ao(t) = Wé[ Z sin (wt) + 7y cos(wt)] and (13)
Eq(t) = % [—% cos (wt) + 4 sin(wt)], (14)

where Fpq is the electric field peak amplitude. The linearly polarized IR case was already
considered in a previous work [20]. For the XUV we consider a linearly polarized pulse of
duration 7x, modeled as

—Ex Fxolt t) f t—to < 2
By(t) Ex Fxo(t) cos(wxt) for | ol <7x/ (15)

0 otherwise
where £x and wx are the polarization vector and the carrier frequency, respectively.
In Eq. , Fxo(t) is an envelope function, nonzero only during the temporal interval
(to — 7x/2,to + 7x/2). Eventually, it can be approximated by its maximum amplitude,
i.e., Fxo(t) = Fxo, typically reached at time ¢y, the midpoint of the pulse indicating the
XUV time delay with respect to the IR field.

The total vector potential is the sum of the IR and XUV ones, with the IR field dominating
in terms of the amplitude-to-frequency ratio. Moreover, it has been shown in Ref. [31] that
the so-called “DipA” approximation accurately describes the XUV single-photon absorption.
This approximation is obtained by simply setting A x;yy =~ 0 in the Volkov phase. With this
in mind, we set Ay = Arr + Axyyv >~ Ay as the total vector potential used in II(k,t) and
the Volkov phase (see Egs. @ and @D)

The transition amplitude can be split into two contributions: T, the ionization by the
IR laser, and T;¥YY| the ionization by the XUV laser, as Hiy, = Ex(t) - 7 + HZ;,; consists
of two terms (IR and XUV) contributions, i.e.,

Ty =Ti V" + T (16)

1
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An interesting aspect of LAPE ionization processes is that, with an appropriate choice of IR
and XUV laser parameters, the energy domains of XUV and IR induced ionization can be
well separated, i.e., |T:XYV|? + |TEE 2. While |TH?|? extends from the energy threshold up to
QU,E [32], the XUV term is centered at wy for one-photon absorption. Thus, by selecting
sufficiently high XUV frequencies, the two domains do not overlap. Hereinafter, we focus
exclusively on TxUV | leaving the analysis of the IR term. Thus, in order to study T:¥VV,

we can assume H,, ~ Ex(t)-r. Considering only XUV photon absorptlorﬂ the matrix
element in Eq. can be written as

to+—
Ty ~ TFVV = / ((k,t) exp[iS(k,t)] dt, (17)
to—l
where
(k1) = —%Fxo(t) éx - d[T(k, )], (18)

and S(k,t) is the generalized action

1 t
Sk 1) = (I, —wx)i + / ATE (I, 1), (19)
In Eq. we have introduced the dipole element d[v] = @(ei”'rwgpi(r» between an

atomic state ¢;(r) and an electronic plane wave with velocity v.
Keeping in mind Egs. @ and , and neglecting terms of order 1/c¢?, the generalized

action can be written as

S(k,t) = at + beos(wt) + V' sin(wt), (20)
where

a—%2+[ —wX—i—U[ k'é], (21a)

b = ;f:f; (k - ) [1 + kcz} and (21b)

W = ;Lji(k-g) [1+ kcz} (21¢)

Here, the parameter U, = (Fr/2w)? represents the ponderomotive energy.

! Except for linearly polarized dipole IR lasers, for which the 10U, limit can be reached due to the HATI

process [32].

2 Disregarding the emission of one XUV photon we can consider cos(wxt) ~ exp (—iwxt)/2.

10



The PMD can be calculated using Eq. and Eq. (17). However, it is insightful to ex-
amine the periodicity properties of the transition-matrix amplitude, as previously discussed
in [19]. Tt is straightforward to observe that, since the vector potential Ag(t) oscillates with
a period T' = 27 /w, the action S(k,t), the effective momentum II, and the dipole element
d all exhibit T'—periodicity of the form

d[IL(k,t + jT)] = d[II(k,?)] (22)
S(k,t +5T) = S(k,t) + ajT, (23)

where 7 is an arbitrary integer. Note that the present Eqs. and are equivalent to
Egs. (9) and (12) in Ref. [19] where we derived analytical expressions for PMD within the
dipole approximation, corresponding to typical regimes such as streaking, sidebands, and
pulse trains. With an appropriate choice of XUV profile envelope, the analytical expressions

previously derived in Ref. [19] remain valid in the present nondipole approach.

C. Attosecond Pulse Train

An attosecond pulse train (APT) can be interpreted either as a specific sum of harmonics
in the frequency domain (see, for example, [33]) or as a field composed of a series of small
pulses that repeats periodically in the time domain (see, for example, Fig. 1c of [19]). Let
us consider the case of an APT with the same T'—periodicity of the IR laser, i.e., a short
XUV pulse that repeats every optical cycle of the IR field. Each jth individual pulse has
the shape given in Eq. (15]), centered at to; = to + (j — 1)T, with j ranging from 1 to N,
the total number of pulses. Then, ¢ also fulfills

Ut + §T) = 6(1) (24)

and analytical expressions derived in Ref. [19] are applicable in this context. In particular,
according to Eq. (33) of [19], the emission probability for the pulse train can be expressed
as the product of two interference contributions: (i) the intrapulse interference factor corre-
sponding to the emission probability of a single isolated pulse, i.e. the streaking pattern, and

(i) the interpulse interference accounting for the coherent interference between emissions
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from different pulses of the train [19, [34]. Then,

in (aT'N/2)7?
= (1 | (25)
S~ | sin (a1/2) )
intrapulse inte;;)ulse

If the repetition rate of the pulse train matches the IR cycle, as in the present case, the inter-
pulse interference factor resembles the intercycle interference factor, proper of the sideband
regime [19] 20].

Let us first analyze the inter-pulse/cycle factor. The zeros of the denominator, i.e., the
energy values satisfying a7'/2 = nm, are removable singularities, as the numerator also
cancels out, resulting in maxima at these points. These maxima correspond to sideband
peaks in the photoelectron spectrum and exhibit angle dependence or inclination, which
increases with energy [20]. Even more, using Eq. and rewriting the condition a7'/2 =

n7 in momentum space, we obtain
U2
K24 k2 (kz+—p> = 2(nwy, + wx — I, — U,) + O(1/c?). (26)
c

This equation can be interpreted as a sphere in momentum space for each n, with radius

V2(nwr, + wx — I, — U,) and shifted an amount U,/c in the —2 direction (see Fig. . One

would expect a shift in the same direction as the IR laser propagation, due to the photon
momentum transfer, and not opposite to it. Thus, each sphere given by Eq. must be
anisotropically modulated so that the total momentum is shifted in the propagation direc-
tion, as expected. This observation may be consistent with the findings of Fgrre [I1] in
strong field ionization by infrared light. He has found that the quadratic vector potential
operator (whose average is essentially the ponderomotive energy U, [35]) is responsible for a
negative induced nondipole shift of the photoelectron momentum opposite to the light prop-
agation direction, whereas another linear term is generally responsible for a corresponding
positive shift.

The intrapulse factor corresponds to a single isolated XUV pulse and, in this sense,
resembles a streak-camera scenario, i.e., a streaking PMD, and hence the “st” superscript.
In this case, we carry out the time integration into the transition matrix 733" in Equation
from the beginning of the isolated XUV pulse, to — 7x /2, to its end, tg + 7x/2. As
mentioned earlier, we eventually assume that the envelope of the XUV field reaches its
maximum amplitude, Fxq, at the delay time t3. Given the short time span, it can also be

assumed that ionization occurs instantaneously, i.e., at the specific time ;.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Sideband rings in momentum space. For this figure we use ¢ = 13.7 a.u. to

enhance the shift in the center of symmetry of the interpulse interference rings given by Eq. .

With the above analysis in mind, we can proceed analytically using the semiclassical
model (SCM). The SCM involves evaluating the time integral of Eq. using the saddle-
point approximation (SPA), where the primary contribution comes from times ¢; at which
the action is stationary, i.e., dS/dt = 0. This stationary time ¢ can be attributed to the
ionization time t;, which means that in the streaking regime, we set t; = t,. Then, the

integral can be approximated by evaluating it at a single time, i.e.,

ot Lot /2 iS(t) i(S(t0)+ = S (t0)) 2m
T = 0(t) e dt ~ ((t) e'Pro)matio - :
ta—x /2 |S(to)]

(27)

where, from Eq. (19) we have S(t) = —v2/2 + IT*(k,t)/2 and S(t) = (k. t) - TI(k,t). The
streaking PMD becomes then proportional to |T3F|? ~ 2r|¢(to)|?|S(to)]~" under the saddle
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Intersection between k(to) surfaces and the k, = 0 plane for several values
of tg, where ¢ = 13.7 a.u. was considered to highlight the non-dipolar asymmetries. Center (green):
to = 0,7/2 and T. Left (red) and right (blue) correspond to to = 7'/4 and 3T/4, respectively.

Dashed lines: SCM within the dipole approximation.

condition dS/dt = 0 at time t,, which yields
IT%(k, tg) = vg, (28)

where v2/2 = wx — I, corresponds to the mean energy of photoelectrons ionized by the
XUV pulse in absence of the NIR laser field. Unlike the SCM in the sideband regime, where
an entire region in momentum space is accessible for multiple values of ¢4 (see [20]), in the
streaking regime, only a few momentum values are permitted by Eq. for a single ty:
k(ty). Within the dipole approximation, these values define a spherical surface in momentum
space with a radius vy and centered on —Ag(tg). However, the nondipole surface k(ty) is
not exactly spherical but slightly deformed due to term of order 1/¢ in Eq. @

In Fig. , we show the solutions of Eq. for different values of ¢y, projected onto
the k, = 0 plane and in order to emphasize the differences from the dipole approximation,
the speed of light has been artificially shortened to ¢ = 13.7, tenth of its real value. As
tg varies from 0 to 7', the vector potential traces a full circumference in the z = 0 plane
[see Eq. ], causing the values of k, which are solutions of Eq. , to evolve over

time. The solutions depicted in Fig. [3| enable us to interpret the structure of the classical
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solution in three-dimensional momentum space. The resulting structure corresponds to an
ovoid surface whose center rotates clockwise around the z-axis. At ty = 0, —Ay(ty) points
opposite to the g-direction, and the k, and k., components form the central green circular
contour, subtly displaced downward along the k.-axis, opposite to the propagation direction
of the IR laser. As ¢, increases from 0 to T'/4, the region shifts leftward, enlarging the
enclosed area and introducing a forward-backward asymmetry in the k, direction of the
electron emission. Compared to the dipole approximation, the momentum magnitude is
intensified in the second quadrant and reduced in the third one, see the left (red) curve.
For T'/4 < ty < T/2, the process reverses, returning to the central green circular region.
A similar process occurs to the right as tg progresses, reaching the right (blue) contour at
to = 37'/4 before returning to the center for to = 7. It is only at to = T'/4 and t, = 37'/4
that —Ag(tp) lies in the plane of the figure. For these particular times and t, = 0, the
solutions in the dipole approximation correspond to spheres (circumferences in the & — g

plane), shown as black dashed lines in the figure.

III. RESULTS

We present the ionization spectra for a pulse train consisting of only N = 2 XUV pulses.
In order to perform the calculation of T5 according to Equation , each isolated short
XUV pulse, will be assumed to have a sin®-shaped envelope of duration of 7x = T/6, i.e.,

)]

TX

Fxo(t) = Fxo sin® { (29)

We select a series of parameter sets such that the calculations progressively deviate from the
dipole regime, with increasing 5y as shown in Table [, The XUV polarization is assumed to
be aligned with the direction of IR propagation, éx = 2.

Although incorporating complex atomic states would not be difficult, we have simplified

the calculation by considering a 1s hydrogenic state, for which

v

7
d i - 27/2 5/2 Y
1 ('U) p o (UQ +a2)3

(30)

where a = /21, = 1 since I, = 13.6058¢V = 0.5 a.u. for an H(1s) atom.
To compute the presented results, it was necessary to evaluate ((k,t) [Eq. (L8)], using
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TABLE 1. Laser parameters for each study case. In all the cases Fxg = 0.01, éx = 2

CASE Fpr (Iin W/cm?) w (X in nm) Uy, wx vy Bo=U,/2wc
A 0.0569 (1.14 x 10'* W /cm?) 0.0569 (800.8 nm) 1/43 224 25/c

B 0.0569/+/6 (1.89 x 10" W /cm?) 0.0569/+/12 (2773.9 nm) 1/2 3.25 2.34 15.2/c¢

C 0.0569/v/2 (5.68 x 10 W/cm?) 0.0569/+/12 3/2 4.25 2.74 45.7/c

D 0.0569 0.0569/v/12 3 575 3.24 91.3/c = 0.67
E 0.0569 0.0569/4/16 (3203 nm) 4 6.75 3.54 140.6/c = 1.03
F 0.0569 x 2 (4.55 x 10" W/cm?) 0.0569/v/12 12 14.75 5.34 365.3/c = 2.67

Eq. for dy,, i.e.,

Uk, t) = —M(QQ)EJ/Q z-TI(k,t)

7r (IT2(k,t) + a2)3

(31)

In the following, we represent the PMD defined in Eq. using the factorization of the
streaking and interpulse interferences evidenced in Eq. . According to this equation the
streaking factor |T°|> modulates the (very fine spaced) ring-shaped sidebands arising from
the interpulse interference. Once it was understood how this modulation works (see Fig. ,
c and d and their discussion) we will concentrate in the PMD of the intrapulse factor for the
rest of the figures. To plot the PMD, which depends on the three momentum components,
we choose to make cuts in two distinct planes: in Figs. [d] b and [6] we fix k, = 0, visualizing
the (k,, ky,0) plane. Contrariwise, in Figs. 7| and , we fix k, = 0, displaying the (k,,0, k)
plane, which corresponds to the same plane shown in the schematics of Figs [2] and

In Fig. [4, we present the k, = 0 PMD, corresponding to the case where the isolated XUV
pulse is centered at to = 0 associated with the parameter set labeled as A in Table[l] Note
that the dipole limit is obtained by neglecting terms of the order 1/c¢ or higher. According
to Egs. and @D, in the dipole limit one obtains ¢ ~ k- Z, since Ay (t) stays perpendicular
to the propagation direction, which implies that, emission in the direction perpendicular to
the Z axis is forbidden, as the transition matrix element becomes zero. However, emission
does occur in that direction when nondipole contributions are considered. Consequently, the
emission in the k, = 0 plane (as shown in Fig. {4)) is inherently a nondipole effect per se. In
panels b) ¢) and d) of Fig. 4| we show a zoomed section of the PMD for the intrapulse factor,

interpulse contribution and their product, respectively. Since the small frequency value, the

sidebands rings are very close to each other and thus in a general view, the structure of the
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FIG. 4. (Color online) a) Streaking PMD for H(1s) in case A (see Table [[) in the k, = 0 plane
for tg = 0. The SCM prediction is represented by the black line, and the Cooper-like minima are
indicated by the orange dashed line. Refer to the text for further details. a) Zoomed-in view of the

intrapulse factor, b) the interpulse contribution and c) the product of inter- and intrapulse factors.

streaking pattern survives: Fig. [dd recovers Fig. [db. In what follows we analyze only the
streaking PMD factor.

Within the SCM, the momentum distribution is localized on a surface described by Eq.
that, under the restriction k, = 0 turns out [k + Ag(to)]* = v, which corresponds to
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FIG. 5. (Color online) Same as Fig. [4/a), but changing the ionization time ty, indicated at the top

left in each panel.

a circumference of radius vy centered at —Aq(tp). This is illustrated in Fig. [4a, where the
black line represents a circumference with a radius of /5, centered at —Aq(0) = f . Over
time, the center of the ring rotates clockwise, as shown in Fig. [f] This Fig. corresponds
to different polarization directions as a function of the delay time ¢y, which is indicated in
each panel. As ty increases, the instantaneous polarization of the IR pulse rotates and, thus,
it does the center of the rings. It can be seen in all the panels that the emission is not
symmetric as there is more intensity in the k-region pointing to the — A, direction. This
can be considered as a nondipole angular streaking or attoclock process. A very important
result is that whereas the interpulse sidebands are shifted in the direction opposite to the IR
propagation, the streaking pattern is shifted in the direction opposite to the instantaneous
polarization direction of the IR. Since polarization and propagation directions are orthogonal
in a propagating EM wave, both shifts are in orthogonal planes.

From Figs. 4 and [5] it is evident that all PMD spectra exhibit regions with minimal angu-

lar emission zones. This can also be interpreted within the SCM framework by incorporating
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Egs. and :

_FXQ(to)(2a)5/2 Ug — ]{?2

(2w ) T e+ ko) +0(1/¢?). (32)

(to) =

Under condition k, = 0 and dismissing terms of order ¢=2, Eq. vanishes along the £ =
v2 /2 ring, represented by the dotted line in Figs. and This structure corresponds to a null
region of the transition-matrix amplitude in momentum space. In atomic photoionization,
the zeros of the transition matrix are called Cooper minima when they originate in the nodes
of the initial wave function [36]. In both the present case and the photoionization of Hy
case (see [37, 38]), the initial state does not have any nodes, and for that we will refer to
them as Cooper-like minima. It is worth highlighting that the factor ¢(t) in Eq. is
independent of the instantaneous polarization state of the IR laser, as we can observe in
Fig. . This is the same reason why we have previously found the same condition F = v2/2
for the Cooper-like minimum in the case of linear polarization even in the sideband regime
(see [20]). However, we expect it to be highly dependent on the initial orbital through the
matrix element d[II(k,to)], which is involved in £(ty). It would be interesting to investigate
the Cooper-like minimum conditions for different initial states in upcoming work.

Figure [6] shows the streaking PMD for the different kinematical cases of Table [I[] where
the nondipole parameter 3, increases from cases A to F. The axes are shifted and scaled
in the (k,, k,,0) plane such that all the PMD are centered at the origin with radii equal to
one. Thus, the rings maintain the same size for all panels changing their shapes, widening
or narrowing in different zones, increasing the north-south asymmetry with increasing (.
For higher values of 5y the PMD emission concentrates in the direction pointed by the
instantaneous polarization (—Ag(ty)) for tg = 0, direction in which it also narrows (in
scaled units). As [y increases from case A to case F, the PMDs become narrower and a
blurring effect is observed near the equator line (k, + Ag(ty) ~ 0) advancing toward the
poles (k; + Ao(tg) ~ 0). This blurring effect is due to the angular streaking motion of the
distributions with time delay, i.e., as the XUV pump pulse acts during a certain time (7/6
in our simulations), the PMD moves in the & —¢ plane to the left (see Fig. ), consequently,
the edges of the PMD are not sharp. As the width of the PMD is different for different angles
in the (ky, ky, 0) plane, the blurring effect is more pronounced near the equator because the
width of the PMD in the direction of angular streaking motion is narrower than the width

near the poles. In fact, this blurring effect is analogous to normal photography in which the
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FIG. 6. (Color online) Same as Fig. [ a), but using the parameters labeled A to F in Table
The momentum space is scaled with v,' and shifted by —Ag(ty = 0), so the PMD emission
approximately aligns with centered circumferences of radius 1. To maintain the same color bar,
the streaking PMD are multiplied by 4, 0.3, 0.4, 1, 1.4 and 50 for cases A to F, respectively, as

indicated in parentheses of each panel.

shutter time is comparable to the motion of the snapped object as Louis DiMauro showed
more than twenty years ago in the dawn of attophysics [39]. In Fig. |§| we also observe the
Cooper-like minimum as the region when the PMD intersects the XUV absorption nodal
line k% = v3 (orange line).

In Figs. [7|and [§, we present the PMD in momentum space for k, = 0, analogous to the
representation in Fig. . The emission times are set to to = 0 and ¢ty = T'/4, corresponding
to the respective green and red curves in the SCM regions shown in Fig. |3l The parameter
sets A through F from Table [[| were used for the subplots with matching labels. We observe
almost circular contours consistent with the predictions of the SCM condition given by
Eq. . Notably, the PMD exhibits a minimum value for k, ~ 0 across all parameter set.

This minimum is not strictly zero, as it would be in the dipole approximation, but rather
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a small nondipole contribution of order |1/c|?. Conversely, a maximum value is observed
for k, ~ 0 at t; = 0 across all parameter sets, which is consistently wider and smaller than
the PMD for ty = T'/4. This occurs because, at t, = 0, the center of the SCM surface
lies outside the k, = 0 plane. The distance to the center, |Ao| = Fro/v/2w, increases
taking the values ~ 0.71, 1, 1.7, 2.45, 2.8, and 4.9 for cases A through F, respectively.
However, any contributions near the threshold (£ = 0) would be obscured by the direct
ionization term stemming from the IR pulse, which is not considered here. The maxima in
the PMD for ¢y = T'/4 (red regions) do not align exactly with the north and south poles of
the circumference (as appeared to do in case A), but they are consistently displaced to the
right. This displacement is particularly evident in case E. Furthermore, there is no reflection
symmetry with respect to the k, = 0 plane, as discussed in the SCM representation shown
in Fig. The exact geometry predicted by the SCM will be addressed in a forthcoming
publication. In the zoom of Fig. [§] corresponding to case F, two important features can be
observed. First, the spectrum deviates significantly from the circle predicted by the SCM
under the dipole approximation. Second, the spectrum displays a complex interference
pattern, which does not arise from the previously discussed interpulse interference, i.e., they
are not sidebands, since Fig. |8 corresponds to the streaking PMD without the interpulse

factor. This interference pattern stems from the Fourier transform of the XUV profile given

by its envelope function Fxo(t) of duration 7x in Eq. (29).

IV. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

This work presents a theoretical model to describe circularly polarized laser-assisted pho-
toelectron emission processes beyond the dipole approximation. Specifically, we focus on
the train pulse regime, where periodic properties allow the photoelectron momentum dis-
tribution (PMD) to be expressed as a product of the interpulse sideband contribution and
the streaking PMD. To study a concrete case, we consider the ionization of a hydrogen
atom initially in its 1s state and systematically explore the transition from the dipole to the
nondipole regime by varying the laser parameters.

Our key findings are as follows: (i) The PMD is predominantly distributed on a surface
predicted by the semiclassical model (SCM) in momentum space. This is a spherical sur-

face in the dipole regime but gradually deforms as the nondipole parameter [, increases,
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breaking the forward-backward symmetry. (ii) The PMD exhibits a non-zero contribution
in the plane k, = 0, which is a forbidden region within the dipole approximation. In this
plane, a nodal line resulting from a Cooper-like minimum is observed, and this feature is
independent of the polarization state of the infrared (IR) laser. (iii) The PMD exhibits
major signal in the direction opposite to the instantaneous polarization vector. Adjusting
the time delay ty, the PMD can provide useful information for attoclock chronoscopy. A
particularly significant result is that the interpulse sidebands shift in the direction opposite
to the IR propagation, whereas the streaking pattern shifts in the direction opposite to the
instantaneous polarization vector. Since the polarization and propagation directions are or-
thogonal in a propagating electromagnetic wave, these shifts occur in mutually orthogonal

planes.

In summary, our investigations of nondipole laser-assisted photoemission (LAPE) in both
the ATP and streaking regimes provide new insights into time-resolved photoelectron pat-
terns. These findings could assist the experimental community in designing time-resolved
measurement schemes to observe the transition from dipole to nondipole behavior. It would
be desirable experimental validation of our theoretical predictions for circularly polarized

IR lasers.
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