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We develop an approximate model for the process of directd@guential) two-photon double ionization of
atoms. Employing the model, we calculate (generalized) tobss sections as well as energy-resolved differ-
ential cross sections of helium for photon energies ranffimg 39 to 54 eV. A comparison with results aib
initio calculations reveals that the agreement is at a quanétitirel. We thus demonstrate that this complex
ionization process is fully described by the simple modeyjaling insight into the underlying physical mech-
anism. Finally, we use the model to calculate generalizesiscsections for the two-photon double ionization of
neon in the nonsequential regime.

PACS numbers: 32.80.Rm, 32.80.Fb, 42.50.Hz

Correlated dynamical processes in nature poses uniquencourage further investigation of nonsequential douine i
challenges to experiments and theory. A prime example ofzation processes in various noble gases.

this is the double ionization of helium by One-photon im- Reducing a Comp|ex quantum mechanical pr0b|em to a
pact, which has been studied for more than 40 years. Howsimple and transparent model problem, while retaining the
ever, it is only during the last 15 years or so, that advancegssential physics, is very useful in order to access the un-
in theory, modeling and experiment have enabled scientistge”ying physicsl[4, 27, 28]. With such a goal in mind, we
to gain a deeper insight into the role of electron corretetio will now outline a possible physical mechanism for the non-
in this ionization process [1-5]. The corresponding prob-sequential two-photon double ionization process in an atom
lem of two-photon double ionization of helium, in the photon and then proceed to construct a simple quantum mechanical
energy interval between 39.4 and 54.4 eV, is an outstandinghodel which implements these ideas. The idea behind the
quantum mechanical problem that has been, and still is, subnodel is that the electrons are considered to be distinguish
ject to intense research worldwide, both theoretically1ff- aple particles that can absorb one photon each. However, in
and experimentally, employing state-of-the-art highesftar-  order to include the effect of the first emitted electron om th
monic [20--22] and free-electron (FEL) light sources [23, 24 second one, we impose the additional but important comstrai
Despite all the interest and efforts that have been putimgo t that the absorption of the second photon, by the second elec-
research, major fundamental issues remain unresolvedt Whgon, can only occur after the first photon absorption. Iss thi
characterizes this particular three-body breakup prasésat  way, and according to the principle of conservation of eperg
the electron correlation is a prerequisite for the proceset  the first electron may transfer energy to the second eleeson

cur, i.e., it depends upon the exchange of energy between thigs emitted, allowing for the nonsequential ionizatioopess
outgoing electrons, and as such it represents a clear depart to take place.

from an independent-particle picture. The starting point of our model is the single-active elettro

Inthis Letter, we present a novel approximate model for the,pyroximation (SAE) where both electrons are considered to
direct or nonsequential two-photon double ionization PESC  pe independent particles and treated differently in thet tire
in helium, sketched in Fig.11 (a). We show that the simplepgth assumed to move in their respective ionization paaémti
model predicts the essential features of the process, dven @5t is, the "outer’ electron moves in an effective potrstia
a quantitative level, which is quite surprising given theye up by the nucleus of chargge (e is the elementary charge),
high complexity of the problem. In particular, we find very the "inner electron and th& — 2 other electrons. The inner
good agreement between the model predictions and thesesull|ectron sees a corresponding screened potential givemeby t
obtained by solving the time-dependent Schrodinger eguiati ncleys and th2 — 2 remaining electrons. We will label these
from first principles, regarding (generalized) total cress- g different cases simply byA’ and 'B’, respectively. Fol-
tions as well as energy-resolved differential cross sastfor lowing this procedure, the wave function of the ground state

the process. The proposed model may be generalized to agyay pe approximated by the product ansatz
count for direct double ionization processes in multi-gizc

atoms. We demonstrate this by calculating the generalized W(ra,re) = Ya(ra)ws(rs), (1)
cross section for nonsequential two-photon double ioiunat
of neon. where @ and yg refer to the one-electron wave function of

Few-photon multiple ionization of noble gases beyond he€lectronA andB, respectively.
lium have been studied experimentally in some detail[2B—26 Now, the first ionization event in the direct two-photon dou-
but to the best of our knowledge, the cross section for théle ionization process can be represented by the one-@hectr
nonsequential two-photon double ionization process has nalipole coupling between the ground state wave functios-of
yet been obtained. Therefore, we hope that our results willher Aor B, i.e., the stat¢A, EQ) or |B,EZ), and their respec-
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FIG. 2. (color online). Total integrated (generalized)ssrsection
for the nonsequential two-photon double ionization ofimeli Black
line: present model result obtained with Eg. (5); open (phikeles:
abinitioresult of Feiset al. [15] obtained with a 4 fs pulse; and open

- (red) squares: correspondia initio result of Nepstadt al. [19].
——I|Hesag,E) ‘Hf E > The vertical lines define the two-photon direct double iatian re-
gion.

Atthe instant of ionization of electrofy, electrorB remains
FIG. 1. (color online). a) Sketch of the direct two-photorubie  unaffected. However, once electraas absorbed its photon,
ionization process in helium. The abbreviation Sl and Dhdsafor e allow for the possibility that electrd® (but notA) can be
single and double ionization continuum, respectively,ihs the ar-  hit by a second photon. This secondary process is included

rows illustrate the photons that are absorbed by the sydigBketch . : . i . .
of the model process for two-photon double ionization (st for into the model by introducing additional dipole couplings b

details). ¢) Matrix representation of the model Hamiltonitor the twegn theB QFOU”P' state and _|ts corresponding one-electron
case where the outer electron is emitted before the innetrete(see ~ cONntinuum states in the following way:

text for more details). Atomic units (a.u.) are used in theriég(1l ,

a.u. of energy corresponds to 27.2 eV). (B, Eg| —eE(t)-rg|B,Eg) 0(Ea,En) 4)

Note here that there are only non-vanishing couplings be-
) , 0 o tween SAE states (systed) of the same energy, i.e., the
tive continuum statesA, E) and|B, Eg), whereE, andEg, resulting coupling matrix attains a very simple structuas,
andEa andEg represent the energies of the ground and conghqn in Fig.[1, with typically only a few hundred different
tinuum states, respectively. In the product basis reptasen ., sjings. The same procedure may also be followed ith
tion (), with the length gauge formulation of the light-teat g interchanged, however, this will neccessarily yield the
interaction, the dipole coupling matrix elements may ba-wri ¢5ma result, and therefore need not explicitly be considere
ten on the following simple fqrm (for the case where electron The couplings[{2) and14) and the mentioned constraints,
Ais assumed to be emitted first), along with the corresponding diagonal energies, consetthe

0 0 0 entire model that we propose. To this end, we would like to

(AEa| —€E(1) alA Ex) (B,E5[B,Es). @ 2dd that all excited, bound states have been left out of the

whereE(t) is the time-dependent electric field that defines theM0del, as they play no role in the present context. As a matter
laser pulse, which is assumed to be linearly polarized alon§f fact, despite the extremely simple form of the model matri
the z-axis. These coupling elements are related to the on&léments, with no explicit presence of the correlation pote
photon (one-electron) photoionization cross sectionheere- tial, it actually aIIovys for the pos§|b|l|ty that the two eteons
lation [29] exchange energy in the excitation process. Thus, both elec-

trons may be emitted into the continuum even though the en-
7 (3) ergy of the secondary photon may not itself be sufficient to

eject the inner electron into the continuum.

wherea is the fine structure constant. Applying second order perturbation theory to the resulting

Oa = 4120 (Ea— EQ) | (A, ES|zal A En) |
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10 ‘ ‘ and Marr [30]. Figurél3 shows corresponding energy-resblve
—Model result single-differential cross sections at two selected phetoer-
o gies, 44.9 and 51.7 eV. As a matter of fact, the agreement
gf| [~—-Abinitio result between the model result and thb initio results is almost

perfect in Figs[R an@]3, in particular for the lower photon
energies, demonstrating the strength of this extremelplgim
model in predicting accurate values for the generalizedscro
section in direct two-photon double ionization processes-
mula [B) predicts a sharp rise of the total cross sectionen th
vicinity of the threshold at 54.4 eV, which is in agreemerttwi
recentab initio calculations|[11, 13, 15, 18,119,/31].

As mentioned in the introduction, the problem of nonse-
guential two-photon double ionization of helium has been
subject of intense research in recent years, and accumte pr
dictions for the generalized cross section remain eludive |
24] as the values obtained for the cross section for the reac-
tion may differ by as much as an order of magnitude. On the

. o theoretical side, the great discrepancies that remaindsstw
FIG. 3. .(ccl)lor.onllne). Electron energy dlstrlbutlon forayphoton different approaches are usually ascribed to the differeys
double ionization of helium at photon energies of 44.9 and 8V. ; . . .
Solid (black) line: model result; and dashed (red) liabinitiore-  €lectron correlations are handled in the final state. Toethds
sult. we hope that the predictions of the present model study may

shed new light on this controversy.
Having justified the validity of our simple approach, we

model Hamiltonian, one can show that the single-diffemnti NOW turn to a more complex problem, namely the process of
cross section for the direct two-photon double ionizatibaro ~ nonsequential two-photon double ionization of neon. Irser

r

do/dE (107°% cm?*s)

atom is simply given by ing, in Eq. [3), the correct first and second ionization ener-
gies of neon, i.e., 21.6 and 40.9 eV, as well as experimental
do = 1 [f(E)+ f (2how+ EQ+ES— E)] (5) Vvalues for the photoionization cross sections of Ne [30] and
de 2 Ne' [32], obtained using synchrotron radiation, the result-
f(E) = R w? UA(E - EX) UB(Zﬁw— E+ EX) ?ng mode! prgdiction for the double ionization cross settio
T (E-EY) (2hw—E+EY) (E— Eg_ﬁw)z’ is shown in Figl# (upper panel). The lower panel shows the

corresponding electron energy distribution at three setec

whereo, andog now refer to theotal one-photon single ion-  photon energies. Interestingly, at lower photon enerdes,
ization cross sections &k andB, respectivelyE is the ex-  energy distribution exhibits a maximum (negative congvit
cess energy, and where we have explicitly accounted for th@hen both electrons are emitted with the same energy, while a
exchange symmetry of identical particles and the possibili higher photon energies the distribution is U-shaped. Impha
that either the inner or the outer electron is emitted first. A contrast to this trend, for helium, the model yields a U-stthp
this point we would like to emphasize that the only parameenergy distribution for all photon energies (see Flg. 3).
ters needed in order to calculate the nonsequential thBphO In Conc|usion, we have imp|emented an approximate and
double ionization cross section within the model framework very simple model to study the two-photon double ionization
is the effective binding energies of electrarandB, as well  process of helium in the direct regime, i.e., at photon ener-
as their respective one-photon single ionization CrossBe  gies below 54.4 eV where the sequential ionization process i
For instance, for helium all these parameters are well kmowrbnergetically inaccessible. We have investigated theliwali
The model may straightforwardly be generalized to accoungf the model by calculating generalized total cross sestion
for e.g. nonsequential three-photon triple ionizatiorcesses  and energy-resolved differential cross sections and cosdpa
in atoms. A more detailed exposition of the model and ahe model results with corresponding results obtained by ac
derivation of the perturbation theory expression for thessr  cyrateab initio calculations. Quantitative agreement between
section, will be outlined in a forthcoming communication.  model results and the full results was achieved in all censid

In Fig.[2 we compare the total cross section obtained usered cases, demonstrating the general validity of the nfodel
ing the approximate model, Eq(5), (black line in the figure) the two-photon double ionization process. Finally, we have
with the ab initio result of Feistet al. [15] (blue circles) and obtained the cross section for nonsequential two-photorn do
Nepstackt al. [19] (red squares), both of which were obtained ble ionization of neon, demonstrating that the model has a
by solving the time-dependent Schrodinger equation of hegreat potential to be used in studies of nonsequential multi
lium from first principles. The model result is obtained wsin photon multiple ionization processes in more complex atomi
tabulated values for the absolute one-photon photoidpizat systems. This is an avenue of research we plan to pursue in
cross section of helium, as obtained experimentally by Westhe future.
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FIG. 4. Upper panel: generalized total cross section foptheess
of two-photon double ionization of neon in the direct reginiéhe
model result is obtained using EQJ (5), inserting availabjgerimen-
tal values for the total one-photon single ionization cremstions of
neon [30] and N& [32], respectively. The vertical lines define the
two-photon direct double ionization region. Lower panebrmal-
ized energy distributions at various photon energies.
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