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ELI Beamlines, The Extreme Light Infrastructure ERIC, Za Radnićı 835, 252 41,
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Abstract. We study the dynamics of avalanche ionization of pure helium

nanodroplets activated by a weak extreme-ultraviolet (XUV) pulse and driven by an

intense near-infrared (NIR) pulse. In addition to a transient enhancement of ignition

of a nanoplasma at short delay times ∼ 200 fs, long-term activation of the nanodroplets

lasting up to a few nanoseconds is observed. Molecular dynamics simulations suggest

that the short-term activation is caused by the injection of seed electrons into the

droplets by XUV photoemission. Long-term activation appears due to electrons

remaining loosely bound to photoions which form stable ‘snowball’ structures in the

droplets. Thus, we show that XUV irradiation can induce long-lasting changes of

the strong-field optical properties of nanoparticles, potentially opening new routes to

controlling avalanche-ionization phenomena in nanostructures and condensed-phase

systems.
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1. Introduction

Laser-induced nanoplasmas from clusters and nanoparticles are intriguing transient

states of matter featuring extraordinary properties. Nanoplasmas are capable to

efficiently absorb laser light and to convert it into energetic highly-charged ions, fast

electrons and radiation covering the entire electromagnetic spectrum up to X-rays [1, 2].

Laser-induced nanoplasmas and microplasmas can potentially be used as compact

accelerators for charged and neutral particles [2, 3, 4] and for generating pulsed extreme-

ultraviolet (XUV) and x-ray radiation [5, 6, 7, 8, 9].

While the ionization dynamics of clusters and nanodroplets induced by intense near-

infrared (NIR) pulses is fairly well understood [1, 2, 10, 11], a few aspects still remain

unresolved. These include the ignition process of a nanoplasma which occurs on the

ultrashort timescale of electron motion (femtoseconds), as well as processes occurring at

much longer times when the nanoplasma expands and charges recombine (picoseconds

to nanoseconds). The plasma avalanche ionization is usually initiated by strong-field

tunnel ionization (TI) of a few atoms in the nanocluster; the created quasi-free electrons

are driven by the laser field unleashing an avalanche of secondary electrons mainly by

electron-impact ionization (EII) of the surrounding atoms. Apart from tunnel ionization,

seed electrons have been created by XUV and x-ray photoionization [12, 13, 14]. In

the expansion phase of the nanoplasma, correlated electronic decay processes involving

quasifree electrons and highly excited atoms and ions can occur [15, 16, 17, 18]. The

latter have been observed as characteristic features in electron spectra which are usually

dominated by a smooth exponentially decaying energy dependence due to thermal

electron emission [19, 20]. In all experiments reported so far, the regimes of ignition

and expansion of the nanoplasma occur on very different timescales (femtoseconds vs.

picoseconds up to nanoseconds, respectively). Here we present a case where laser-driven

avalanche ionization of He nanodroplets is enhanced even after nanosecond delay times.

Helium nanodroplets are particularly well suited target systems for studying

avalanche ionization and the ensuing nanoplasma dynamics. Due to their simple

electronic structure and the large spacing between atomic levels, electron spectra

are relatively easy to interpret [21]. The extremely high ionization energy and its

unique superfluid nature make He nanodroplets an ideal model system for studying

the ionization dynamics of heterogeneous nanostructures. For example, by adding a

few xenon atoms forming a cluster in the core of the droplet, the intensity threshold

for avalanche ionization is drastically reduced [22, 23]. In contrast, alkali-metal clusters

residing at the droplet surface turned out to be very inefficient in igniting avalanche

ionization despite their extremely low ionization energy [24].

Here we exploit the properties of He nanodroplets to form stable He complexes

around ions embedded in their interior, termed ‘snowballs’ [25, 26, 27]. Due to higher

binding energy of an ion to the surrounding neutral He atoms in a He droplet (compared

to the interactions between neutral He atoms), discrete shells of He atoms form around

the ion whose density can exceed that of solid He. Stable, highly charged droplets
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containing snowballs have recently been studied by mass spectrometry and by means

of x-ray diffractive imaging [28, 29]. It should be noted that the formation of solid-

like shells of atoms or molecules around positive ions by electrostriction is a general

phenomenon occurring in all rare gases and non-polar dielectric liquids [30, 31].

In contrast to positively charged ions, electrons tend to form extended void bubbles

inside He droplets or to reside in metastable states at the droplet surface [32, 33]. In

the context of nanoplasma generation by laser-induced avalanche ionization, both the

formation of snowballs around ions and the attachment of electrons to the nanodroplets

may facilitate avalanche ionization; The presence of ions in the vicinity of He atoms

tends to lower their ionization threshold by 10-17 eV [34], and the quasi-free electrons

present in highly charged nanodroplets act as seeds for laser-driven impact ionization.

Here we present systematic time-resolved experiments of large He droplets irradiated by

weak XUV pump pulses and strong NIR probe pulses. In addition to an enhancement

of avalanche ionization of the droplets at short pump-probe delays on the timescale of

200 fs, we observe enhanced avalanche-ionization rates at long pump-probe delays up to

nanoseconds. Dedicated model simulations suggest that this long-lasting activation of

the droplets by XUV irradiation is due to the simultaneous presence of snowballs and

quasi-free electrons in the He droplets.

2. Experimental setup

The experiments were performed using the Multipurpose end-station for Atomic,

molecular and optical sciences and Coherent diffraction imaging (MAC) at the Extreme

Light Infrastructure (ELI beamlines) user facility in Dolńı Břežany near Prague [35].

The experimental setup is outlined in Fig. 1. A beam of He nanodroplets was generated

by a continuous supersonic expansion using ultrapure He at a pressure of 50 bar out of a

cryogenic nozzle. The average droplet sizes were in the range of 〈N〉 = 9× 104 - 7× 105

He atoms per droplet. Droplet sizes were determined from titration measurements,

see the Supplemental Material (SM) [36]. The collinearly propagating XUV and NIR

laser beams were focused into the He droplet beam inside the interaction region of

an electron velocity map imaging (VMI) spectrometer [35]. At the estimated number

density of He droplets in the interaction region of about 106 cm−3, the maximum rate of

detected avalanche ionization events per laser shot was about 8 %. As a characteristic

feature of avalanche ionization of clusters and nanodroplets by intense NIR pulses, the

signals of individual hits are detected as bright round distributions at the electron

detector (microchannel plate and phosphor screen) [20]. Since a single avalanche-ionized

He droplet creates a large number of electrons, the electron detector was operated at

low gain to ensure approximately linear signal response despite the widely fluctuating

signal intensities. The images are analyzed by integrating their total brightness and

by determining the widths of the radial profiles of the bright spots from gaussian fits.

From the widths we infer the average electron energies Ee. The VMI spectrometer is

calibrated by recording photoelectrons emitted from rare gas atoms injected directly
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the experimental setup. The He nanodroplet

beam propagates from left to right along the horizontal blue line. The NIR and XUV

beams are superimposed and focused into the interaction region of a velocity-map

imaging spectrometer inside the MAC chamber.

into the spectrometer chamber and irradiated with XUV pulses alone.

The XUV beamline [37] was driven by a commercial laser system (Legend Elite

Duo from Coherent) operating at 1 kHz with a pulse length ≤ 35 fs. It provides pulses

with up to 12 mJ energy at a central wavelength of 795 nm. About 10 % of the beam

was redirected to a delay stage that has a total travel range of 1 m corresponding to

about 6 ns of variable delay. The more intense part of the beam was focused into

a high-harmonic generation (HHG) unit consisting of a pulsed gas expansion out of

an Even-Lavie-type pulsed valve running at a repetition rate of 500 Hz. The HHG

beamline was operated with Kr gas and was optimized to achieve highest intensity

around the 19th harmonic (HH19) or 21st harmonics (HH21) at photon energies 29.6 eV

and 32.8 eV, respectively. One of the two harmonics was selected using a grating

monochromator. The photon flux was measured by an energy-calibrated XUV-sensitive

photodiode yielding a photon flux of about 107 photons/pulse for HH19 and 6 × 106

photons/pulse for HH21 in the interaction region. A FWHM energy bandwidth of the

XUV pulse of about 300 meV was determined by a grating spectrometer located next

to the monochromator.

The NIR laser beam was focused by a lens with a focal length of 200 mm and co-

linearly superimposed onto the XUV beam using a plane mirror with a centered hole.

The XUV beam was focused by an ellipsoidal mirror with a focal length of 500 mm to a

focal spot size (FWHM) of 35× 50 µm2 yielding an intensity of 5× 107 Wcm−2. In the

presented experiments, the NIR pulses were attenuated to 230 µJ or less. With a focal

spot size of 15 × 20 µm2, the NIR peak intensity was 3 × 1014 Wcm−2. The FWHM
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Figure 2. a) Histograms of the total brightness of electron velocity-map images

recorded with XUV pump and NIR probe pulses at two He droplet sizes, 〈N〉 = 2×105

(blue bars) and 〈N〉 = 7×105 (red bars). The inset shows examples of electron images

with low brightness (left) and with high brightness (right). The circles depict the range

where the electron intensity has dropped to half of the peak intensity as determined

from gaussian fits. b) Histograms of electron energies inferred from the images. The

inset shows the radial intensity profiles of the two images in the inset in a). The dashed

vertical lines indicate the radii of the circles in the insets in a).

pulse duration of the NIR pulses was 150 fs after beam transport in vacuum (4 m of

travel) and through air (20 m) to the MAC chamber. The XUV pulses have an estimated

duration of 50 fs after the monochromator [35]. The spatial overlap of the NIR and XUV

pulses was adjusted by imaging the two beams on a YAG:Ce fluorescence screen inserted

into the focal plane. The temporal overlap of the pulses was determined by measuring

transient Kr2+ ion yields from Kr atoms injected into the spectrometer [38, 39]. The

zero delay, ∆t = 0, was determined with a precision of 10 fs. The exposure time of the

camera recording electron VMI’s was 10 ms thereby averaging over 5 consecutive XUV

and, correspondingly, 10 NIR pulses. For each data point of the pump-probe curves

shown below, 1000 VMI’s were recorded.
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3. Experimental XUV-pump NIR-probe dynamics

Electron signals created by avalanche ionization of rare-gas clusters and He nanodroplets

are subjected to large shot-to-shot fluctuations. This is mainly due to the large variation

of sizes of the individual droplets following a broad droplet-size distribution [40]. In

addition, the laser intensity seen by each droplet varies greatly as each droplet is hit by

a laser pulse at a different position within the laser focus [20]. Fig. 2 a) shows histograms

of the integrated image brightness which is proportional to the total number of detected

electrons in one hit. Histograms of the characteristic electron energies Ee are shown

in panel b). The two distributions in each panel correspond to He droplets of different

mean sizes, N ≈ 2 × 105 (blue) and N ≈ 7 × 105 He atoms per droplet (red). About

4 × 104 images were analyzed for each histogram. In these data, the delay between

XUV and NIR pulses was varied in the delay range 1.5 ps - 5 ns where no systematic

variations of the data were observed. Examples of individual electron VMI’s are shown

as insets in Fig. 2 a) and the corresponding radial profiles are shown as inset in b).

From the circles with radius R placed around each electron distribution at one half of

the peak intensity as obtained from two-dimensional gaussian fits [vertical dashed lines

in the inset in b)] we determine the characteristic electron energy, Ee = kR2 [20]. The

factor k = 7.22 eV/pixel2 is obtained from calibration measurements where Kr atoms

were directly photoionized by the XUV pulses.

While the histograms of total image brightness are peaked at very low values and

smoothly fall off toward higher brightness, the histograms of electron energy show a

maximum at finite Ee. Clearly, larger He droplets produce on average brighter signals

covering larger areas on the electron detector due to higher Ee. In fact, a clear correlation

of the number of electrons (image brightness) and electron energy Ee (deduced from

radius) is observed on the level of individual events, as discussed in a previous study [20].

The most pronounced effect of the XUV pulses on He-droplet avalanche ionization

driven by NIR pulses is observed on the detection rate of images containing nanoplasma

electrons in proportion to the XUV-pulse repetition rate (hit rate). The NIR pulses are

attenuated to a level that the hit rate from the NIR pulses alone, which is equal to the

hit rate at ∆t� 0, is low in the sense that when XUV pulses are added before the NIR

pulses the hit rate is enhanced by at least a factor 10 at optimum delay (∆t = 200 fs).

Note that the hit rate at ∆t � 0 is enhanced by factor 2 as every other NIR pulse

interacts with the He droplets in the absence of a XUV pulse. Fig. 3 shows the hit rate

in proportion to all recorded images as a function of XUV-pump and NIR-probe delay ∆t

for short delays ∆t ≤ 1.5 ps (left panel) and for much longer delays ∆t = 0 to 5 ns (right

panel). A common feature of these pump-probe curves is a steep rising edge centered

around ∆t = 0 followed by a maximum around ∆t = 200 fs. For longer delays, the hit

rate drops again on the time scale of ∼ 1 ps. The surprising new observation is that

the hit rate remains significantly enhanced even if the NIR pulse is delayed by several

nanoseconds with respect to the XUV pulse. At such long delays after XUV activation,

free electrons were assumed to be emitted from the droplets or to recombine with their
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Figure 3. Transient hit rates at different experimental parameters as a function of

XUV pump and NIR probe delays. The hit rate is defined as the percentage of He

droplet avalanche-ionization events per XUV-NIR pulse pair. In a), b), c), and d) the

He droplet size, the NIR pulse energy, the XUV pulse intensity, and the harmonic order

were varied, respectively. In a)-c) HH21 was used to generate the XUV pump pulse.

In b) and d) the mean droplet size was 〈N〉 = 2× 105, in c) it was 〈N〉 = 7× 105. In

a) and c) the probe pulse energy was 230 µJ, in d) it was 160 µJ.

parent ions. A long-lasting enhancement of the hit rate indicates that XUV activation

of the He droplets for NIR-driven avalanching persists for extended time periods.

Based on these observations, we use a fit model of the nanoplasma pump-

probe dynamics given essentially by the sum of two terms; One describes a transient

enhancement of the ignition rate near t = 0 due to resonant coupling of NIR probe pulse

to the XUV-activated He nanodroplets, Sshort(t) = AΘ(t) exp(−t/τ). Similar dynamics

has previously been observed in NIR and soft X-ray-activated He nanodroplets [41, 13].

The second term accounts for long-lasting activation by the XUV pump pulse which we

assume to be constant for t � 0, Slong(t) = BΘ(t). Here Θ(t) is the Heaviside step
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function. As the temporal resolution in pump-probe measurements is limited by the

cross-correlation of the pump and probe pulses M(t) = exp (−t2/(2σ2) /(
√

2πσ), the

resulting model function is given by the convolution of Sshort(t) +Slong(t) +C and M(t)

resulting in [42]

S(t) = A′ exp

(
− t
τ

)
erfc

(
σ√
2τ
− t√

2σ

)
+B′ erfc

−t√
2σ

+ C.

The standard deviation σ is related to the FWHM of the cross-correlation function by

σ = FWHM/
√

8 ln 2. Additionally, a constant offset C is added to this function to

account for the finite hit rate induced by the NIR pulse before the He droplets are

activated by the XUV pulses, i. e. at t < 0. Note that this value should be divided by 2

to account for the twice higher repetition rate of the NIR pulses compared to the XUV

pulses.

When inspecting the pump-probe curves recorded for different experimental

conditions – variable average He droplet sizes [Fig. 3 a)], variable NIR probe-pulse energy

using an adjustable neutral-density filter (b), variable XUV pump-pulse energy achieved

by inserting an additional metallic filter into the beam (c), and for two harmonics HH19

and HH21 (d) – we note the following trends:

(i) The width of the rising edge around ∆t = 0 is nearly constant for all conditions,

σ = 145± 5 fs, corresponding to 330 fs FWHM. This is about twice the expected width

of the cross-correlation of the pump and probe pulses. Thus, the characteristic time for

XUV-NIR ignition dynamics up to reaching the maximum ignition probability is about

330/
√

2 fs = 230 fs.

(ii) The hit rate around ∆t = 200 fs is more strongly enhanced for smaller droplets

N = 2× 105 as compared to droplets of average size N = 7× 105; However, the hit rate

at long delays remains equal for both droplet sizes.

(iii) The exponential short-time decay constant τ is found to depend only on the He

droplet size, τ = 650± 40 fs for 〈N〉 = 2× 105 and τ = 1050± 50 fs for 〈N〉 = 7× 105.

This trend was previously observed for different ignition schemes [41, 13]. Larger

systems tend to expand more slowly as the core remains quasi-neutral and electrons

and ion remain confined in the system for longer periods of time inner (incomplete

outer ionization) [43, 44].

(iv) Increasing the NIR probe-pulse energy from 100 to 230 µJ enhances the hit rate

in the full range of ∆t; At negative delays, i. e. when the NIR pulse interacts first,

avalanche ionization is induced by the NIR pulse alone and the XUV has no measurable

effect; Clearly, more intense NIR pulses lead to an enhanced hit rate. At short delay

∆t ≈ 200 fs, the rise of the maximum ignition rate is even more pronounced. The

long-term hit rate is also systematically enhanced.

(v) Attenuation of the XUV pump pulse mainly reduces the hit rate in the full range of

positive delays.

(vi) No significant difference in the hit rate is seen for the two photon energies of the

XUV pulses, 29.6 eV (HH19) and 32.8 eV (HH21).

While the hit rate shows a strong pump-probe contrast and the XUV pulse fully
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Figure 4. Histograms of integrated image brightness of electron VMI’s recorded at

short XUV-pump and NIR-probe delays ∆t ≤ 1.5 ps and at ∆t > 1.5 ps for harmonic

HH21, 〈N〉 = 2× 105 and 200 µJ probe pulse energy.

controls the probability of avalanche ionization under certain conditions (see e. g. the

curves in Fig. 3 b) at low-intensity), the structure of the nanoplasma electron VMI’s only

slightly depends on ∆t. Fig. 4 shows histograms of the integrated brightness of electron

images recorded using harmonic HH21 at short pump-probe delays ∆t ≤ 1.5 ps (blue)

and at long delays ∆t � 1.5 ps (yellow). The main difference is that at ∆t ≤ 1.5 ps,

the distribution features a local maximum in the range of low brightness around 0.5

arb. u. which is less pronounced in the distribution for ∆t > 1.5 ps. Nanoplasma

events with low total electron yield mostly originate from small droplets which are most

abundant in the droplet beam [40]. This finding is in line with the enhancement of the

hit rate of small droplets at short delays as observed for different mean droplet sizes, see

Fig. 3 a). Activation of small nanodroplets by XUV ionization appears to be more of

a transient phenomenon; Photoelectrons and ions rapidly expand and mostly leave the

droplets within ∼ 1 ps. In contrast, large He droplets tend to trap ions and electrons

in stable and metastable states, respectively, thereby rendering the droplets susceptible

for laser-induced avalanche ionization over longer periods of time. The observation that

the ignition rate does not appear to be proportional to the XUV intensity, which is

varied by nearly a factor 10 in Fig. 3 c), may indicate that the droplet sizes used in this

experiment can sustain only a limited number of snowball complexes in stable states;

Higher XUV ionization rates would induce the ejection of ions from the droplets. Note

that the droplet sizes in this experiment are close to the minimum size needed to support

multiple charges, N = 105 [28].

Efficient ignition of NIR-induced nanoplasmas by high-harmonic XUV pulses

has previously been demonstrated for argon clusters [12]. However, no pump-probe

dynamics were reported. In a previous experiment, we used soft x-ray pulses from a free-

electron laser (FEL) to irradiate He droplets of size ∼ 104 He atoms per droplet doped
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Figure 5. Schematic representation of the suggested dynamics occurring in He

nanodroplets irradiated by an XUV pulse followed by a NIR pulse after some time

delay ∆t. The regular clusters of blue spheres around “+” depict snowball complexes

forming around He+ cations. The black dots depict quasi-free electrons.

with heavier rare-gas atoms [13]. We observed a similar increase of the NIR-induced

avalanche ionization rate as in the current study within the delay range of overlapping

XUV and NIR pulses. However, in contrast to this study, the avalanching rate dropped

again to nearly zero at XUV-NIR delays ∆t ≤ 2 ps; No long-lasting ionization was

observed. It should be noted that in that FEL experiment the droplets were ignited

mainly by inner-shell ionization of the dopant clusters due to the low absorption cross-

section of He at the higher photon energy (250 eV). The dopant clusters were multiply

ionized as the XUV pulse intensity was much higher (3 × 1013 Wcm−2) than in the

present experiment (5× 107 Wcm−2).

Thus, in the present experiment, a new XUV activation process must be active in

pure He droplets at long delays. Here we argue that photoions forming stable snowball

complexes in He droplets as well as quasi-free electrons trapped in the charged droplets

are the origin of the long-term activation of the droplets. Snowballs facilitate NIR

avalanche ionization by the lowering of the ionization energy of He atoms bound to

ions, and quasi-free electrons act as seeds for NIR-induced avalanching. A schematic

view of the proposed dynamics is given in Fig. 5.

4. Molecular dynamics simulations

To get more detailed insights into both the short-delay pump-probe dynamics and

the long-term ionization process, we performed classical molecular dynamics (MD)

simulations. The general features of the MD simulation method for the interaction

of a cluster with the electric and magnetic field of a linearly polarized NIR Gaussian

laser pulse were described previously [10, 11, 13, 24, 45]. In short, all atoms and

nanoplasma electrons are treated classically, starting with a cluster of neutral atoms.
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Electrons enter the MD simulation upon XUV photoionization or when the criteria for

TI, classical barrier suppression ionization (BSI) or EII are met. Conventionally, all

channels by which atoms or molecules of a cluster or droplet are ionized, such as TI,

BSI, EII and photoionization, are subsumed by the term inner ionization; The stripping

of nanoplasma electrons from the cluster or droplet nuclear framework is termed outer

ionization [43]. The criteria for TI, BSI and EII are checked at each atom at every MD

time step, using the local electric field at the atoms as the sum of the laser electric

field and the contributions from all ions and electrons of the cluster. Instantaneous

TI probabilities are calculated by the Ammosov-Delone-Krainov formula [46], EII cross

sections by the Lotz formula [47], taking the ionization energy with respect to the local

atomic Coulomb barrier in the cluster [48]. Interactions between ions are described

by Coulomb potentials, electron-ion and electron-electron interactions by smoothed

Coulomb potentials [49, 43]. Interactions involving neutral atoms are disregarded except

for a Pauli repulsive potential between electrons and neutral He atoms. Chemical

bonding involving electronic open-shell atoms is disregarded, so that the formation of

He+n complexes is not accounted for. Such He+n complexes, which are the subject of this

paper, will be introduced in an ad hoc manner as described in the following section.

To simulate the transient NIR avalanching rates on the few-picosecond time scale,

the XUV pulse (photon energy 32.8 eV) is not described explicitly but mimicked by

creating Npump He+-electron pairs randomly distributed in the droplet as part of the

initial conditions of the trajectories, that is to say, as instantaneous ionizations. All

photoelectrons are placed at a distance of 2.5 Å in random directions from their parent

atoms. The initial photoelectron kinetic energy is corrected for the interaction with the

parent ion and with the droplet environment. That is to say, with the initial distance

of 2.5 Å from their parent ions and the corresponding residual kinetic energies, the

photoelectrons are given plenty of opportunities to collide with other atoms on their

path through the droplet so that an equilibrium of electrons leaving the droplet or

being retained by the droplet can establish in a natural way. In the experiment, the

NIR probe-pulse peak intensity in the center of the focus was 2 - 3 × 1014 Wcm−2

(Gaussian intensity FWHM tFWHM = 150 fs which corresponds to a FWHM τ = 212 fs

of the Gaussian electric field envelope). Since focal averaging [50] is not considered

in the present simulations, we choose a pulse peak intensity IM = 1014 Wcm−2 which

represents some average in the inner region of the NIR focal spot. Test simulations for

a He10149 droplet at short delays of the NIR pulse arrival ∆t = 200 fs reveal that the

pump-probe signals (He ion and electron yields) begin to emerge at a numberNpump ≈ 20

XUV photoionizations per droplet in part of the trajectories, and for Npump ≈ 30 the

He ionization avalanche takes place in every trajectory. For the simulation of the pump-

probe signal curve Npump = 40 and 55 is chosen.

Given the experimental XUV pump-pulse characteristics (107 photons per pulse,

35× 50 µm2 spot size) and the photoionization cross sections of He at a photon energy

of 32.8 eV (4.57 Mb) [51], the photoionization probability of a single He atom per pulse

is 3.3 × 10−6. This implies that measurable pump-probe signals are generated by He
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droplets of size & 6× 106 atoms containing at least Npump ≈ 20 XUV photoionizations

according to the simulation. Given the experimental average droplet sizes (2-7× 105 He

atoms), these large droplets, present in the tail of the droplet size distribution, contribute

most to the detected pump-probe signal [40]. Unfortunately, droplets of this size exceed

our computational capabilities; Therefore we restrict our simulations to droplets sizes

of 104 atoms. The initial structure of the He nanodroplet before irradiation is assumed

to be a fcc lattice with an interatomic He-He distance of 3.6 Å [52].

The efficiency of an avalanche ionization event in a single trajectory can be

quantified by the average He charge

〈qHe〉 =
NHe+ + 2NHe2+

NHe +NHe+ +NHe2+
. (1)

Here, NHe, NHe+ and NHe2+ are the numbers of He, He+ and He2+ species at the end of

a trajectory. Although the trajectory simulations in principle allow for classical three-

body recombination (TBR), the temporal length of the trajectories is too short for TBR

to be completed. Accordingly, we do not check for TBR and NHe, NHe+ and NHe2+ are

the populations of bare atom charges as obtained by inner ionization.

A simulated average He charge 〈qHe〉 of a trajectory corresponds to the number of

electrons of a single droplet in the experiment. In the experiment the ignition probability

is given by the fraction of droplets in which a given threshold of electron counts is

exceeded. To directly relate our simulations to the experimental nanoplasma hit rate,

we determine the ignition probability by evaluating the proportion of trajectories for

which 〈qHe〉 transcends a given threshold. To define a suitable threshold for 〈qHe〉,
we assume that the ionization avalanche starts at a single location in a droplet and

propagates from there, so that a small simulated droplet can be viewed as an excerpt of

a large droplet in the experiment. Accordingly, one should anticipate that the ionization

avalanche has a chance to propagate through a large droplet only if at least the vast

majority of He atoms of a small droplet is ionized at the end of a trajectory. Here

we choose a threshold value of 〈qHe〉 = 1 for which resonant avalanche ionization was

observed. In many cases, 〈qHe〉 = 1 was found to be realized when 90 % of the He

atoms are singly ionized and the rest remains neutral or is doubly ionized. It turned

out that the exact value of the threshold of 〈qHe〉 is uncritical in the range of 0.2-1.8

for the pulse parameters IM = 1014 Wcm−2, τ = 212 fs. When avalanche ionization

occurs in the simulation, 〈qHe〉 reaches nearly 2. In the absence of ignition, 〈qHe〉 ≈ 0.

Deviations from this bimodality are only observed for negative time delays (rising edge

of the pump-probe curve), when the effective part of the NIR pulse is truncated and

consequently leaves many He atoms singly ionized.

For each pump-probe delay time, a set of Ntraject trajectories with different initial

conditions (slightly different initial atomic coordinates, different random locations of

the Npump He+-electron pairs created by the pump pulse, a different initialization of the

random number generator for TI) are simulated. The number Ntraject of trajectories per

set varies between 15 for high ignition probabilities (ignition of a He avalanche ionization

in every trajectory, which is the case for short positive pump-probe delays ∆t) and 100
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Figure 6. Simulated pump-probe curves at short delays ∆t for different amounts of

initial photoionizations in a He nanodroplet composed of N = 10, 149 He atoms. The

inset shows the ignition probability at fixed delay ∆t = 200 fs.

for low ignition probabilities (ignition only in a fraction of the trajectories occurring for

negative or large positive ∆t).

5. Discussion

Fig. 6 shows the simulated ignition probability as a function of the pump-probe delay

for 40 and 55 photoionized He atoms in one droplet of size N =10,149. In agreement

with the experimental data, the ignition probability promptly rises around ∆t = 0

when the probe pulse acts on the XUV-photoionized He nanodroplet. In the simulation,

nanodroplets subjected to 40 and 55 initial ionizations are fully ionized by the NIR pulse

because partial recombination of electrons and ions in the later phase of the expansion

is disregarded. The inset shows the ignition probability at fixed delay ∆t = 200 fs

as a function of the number of XUV-induced photoionizations. Thus, it takes 30

photoionization events to fully avalanche ionize a He nanodroplet by every NIR pulse.

At delays ∆t > 200 fs, respectively ∆t > 400 fs, the signal falls off again. Since the

photoelectrons act as seeds for the NIR laser-driven EII avalanche, the falling edge

reflects the escape of photoelectrons and He+ ions from the droplets as the retaining

potential created by the expanding photoions flattens out. Details of the electron and

ion picosecond pump-probe dynamics are discussed in the SM.

The time scale of the decrease of the ignition probability is in good agreement

with the experimental results (Fig. 3). The somewhat more extended falling edge of
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the experimental pump-probe curves is likely the effect of averaging over the broad

distribution of He droplet sizes and laser intensities, not taken into account in the

simulations. However, in contrast to the experimental result, the simulated ignition

probability drops nearly to zero at ∆t > 1 ps, indicating that this version of the

simulation does not accurately describe the long-term dynamics of XUV-pump, NIR-

probe-ionized He nanodroplets. The main deficiency is likely the lack of He+-He

interactions which causes photoions to rapidly expand and leave the droplet even when

only few ions are present and Coulomb repulsion is weak. In the real system at least

some of the He+ ions form He+2 and He+3 molecular ions. Subsequently, some of these

molecular ions form snowball complexes by gathering a shell of neutral He ligand atoms

within picoseconds [53]. Since the interatomic distance between the surrounding neutral

He ligand atoms and the central He+2 or He+3 ion is shortened from the bulk value of

3.6 to 1.9 Å [54], the Coulomb barriers at the ligand atoms are considerably reduced.

Approximating a He+2 ion core by two point charges of e/2 at a distance of its bond

length (1.08 Å), the Coulomb barrier of a neutral He atom located perpendicularly to

the He+2 bond is reduced from 16.6 to 9.8 eV when the distance between the He and

the He+2 decreases from 3.6 to 1.9 Å. When the NIR laser electric field is additionally

applied, the barrier of 9.8 eV is further reduced to 7.6, 6.4 and 5.2 eV at the pulse peak

for intensities of 2× 1013, 5× 1013 and 1014 Wcm−2, respectively. Since EII is the main

ionization channel, for an estimate of the feasibility of ionization the barrier heights can

be compared with the maximum kinetic energy a free electron acquires during a laser

cycle (twice the ponderomotive energy). For the NIR photon energy of the experiment,

1.56 eV, the maximum electron kinetic energy is 2.4, 5.9 and 11.8 eV for intensities

of 2 × 1013, 5 × 1013 and 1014 Wcm−2, respectively, so that EII of He ligand atoms

should be feasible at least for pulse intensities of 1014 Wcm−2. Taking into account

that in the presence of ions the laser field can accelerate the electrons to even higher

energies [55], the pulse peak intensity requirements are expected to be even lower than

1014 Wcm−2. Additionally, the positively charged snowballs likely retain at least part

of the photoelectrons in bound or quasi-bound states in the droplets. These retained

electrons act can as seed electrons for the EII avalanche and therefore further enhance

the susceptibility of the droplet for laser-induced ignition. Thus, due to the reduced

Coulomb barriers one may expect that the presence of just a few snowball complexes

and electrons in a droplet can keep the droplet susceptible for ignition by a NIR pulse

long after XUV irradiation.

Alternative scenarios could be the formation of long-lived He∗ and He∗2 excitations

in He droplets by recombination of photoelectrons and ions [56, 57], as well as

electrons bound to droplets in metastable bubble states [58, 33]. Indeed, even

at the initial photoelectron kinetic energies up to 8 eV the photoelectron can get

captured in large He droplets by multiple electron-He scattering and subsequent bubble

formation [59]. However, the formation of metastable electron bubbles in He droplets

in the presence of ions appears unlikely due to strong Coulomb attraction. Long-lived

He∗1, 2 excitations, either in highly excited Rydberg states or in low-lying metastable
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states correlating with the 1s2s 1, 3S atomic states, might be formed by electron-ion

recombination in He nanodroplets. We mention that highly excited Rydberg states have

been observed in pure and doped He nanodroplets with lifetimes in the nanosecond

range [60, 61]. However, highly excited He droplets are known to rapidly decay by

autoionization [62, 63] and by electronic relaxation leading to the emission of Rydberg

atoms into the vacuum [64, 65, 63]. He∗1, 2 excitations have not been observed at photon

energies exceeding 26 eV in previous experiments using tunable XUV radiation, see the

SM. Besides, even if He∗1, 2 excitations were formed in a He droplet, they would rapidly

decay by interatomic Coulombic decay [66, 67]. Thus, only the formation of stable

snowball complexes appears to be a viable explanation for the experimentally observed

long-lasting ignition signal, as detailed in the following. However, we cannot strictly

rule out other processes.

In an attempt to simulate the dynamics occurring at very long pump-probe delays

up to several nanoseconds, for which we still detect an enhanced ignition probability in

the experiment, we use a modified version of the MD simulation that includes implanted

rigid He+13 snowball complexes in the droplets. Since at present the simulation neglects

interactions between neutral atoms and ions, it cannot describe the snowball formation

process and its consequences on the evolution of the entire droplet such as evaporation of

He atoms caused by the release of heat of snowball formation. Also, the small time steps

of 4 × 10−4 fs needed for an accurate propagation of the electron trajectories prohibit

simulations extending to nanoseconds. Therefore we apply additional approximations

and simplifications. In this second type of simulations, we initially implant a small

number Nsnow of icosahedral He13 subunits in a He10149 droplet, cutting out the original

He atoms in the droplet such that a minimum distance of 3.6 Å between snowball atoms

and original droplet atoms is preserved. Inside each He13 subunit, the distance between

the central neutral He atom and its surrounding 12 neutral He ligand atoms is 1.9 Å.

Only the central He atom is then ionized at the beginning of the trajectory. Thus, the

droplets initially contain [He13]
+-electron pairs instead of He+-electron pairs. While in

our snowballs a He+ ion forms the core, in real snowballs the core consists of a He+2 or

He+3 molecular cation with a shell of neutral He at a distance of about 1.9 Å [54]. The

Coulomb barrier at the He ligand atoms is slightly lower, 9.5 eV, than for the value of

9.8 eV given above for a He+2 ion.

Despite this difference, our simplified description of a He+n snowball accounts at

least qualitatively for the lowering of the Coulomb barriers at the surrounding He

shell, which likely is an important feature to assist the ignition of the EII avalanche

driven by the NIR pulse. The simulations are carried out for various numbers of

snowballs Nsnow = 1, 3, 7, 13 which could be realized in large droplets as those used

in this experiment. After the central He atom in the snowball is photoionized, the

system is propagated for 800 fs with all inner ionization channels being switched

off, so that the released photoelectrons equilibrate; ≈ 2/3 of them leave the droplet

and stay partly in the vicinity of the droplet. The remaining photoelectrons roam

through the entire droplet volume, occasionally visiting a snowball complex without
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bias towards the snowball of their parent He+ ion. After this equilibration period, the

inner ionization channels are enabled and the NIR probe pulse reaches its intensity

maximum at ∆t = 1.4 ps. The total neglect of interactions between ions and neutral

atoms requires that nuclear coordinates are frozen; otherwise the He+13 snowballs would

decompose due to the Coulomb repulsion acting between He+ ions of different snowballs

long before the arrival of the NIR pulse. Consequently, Coulomb explosion cannot be

accounted for by the simulations.

In summary, in the ‘snowball version’ of the simulation model, the formation process

of snowball complexes inside the droplet is not simulated, but the He droplet is doped

with a given number Nsnow of snowball complexes in an ad hoc manner. The preparation

procedure of the doped droplet can be seen as an attempt to mimic the fully relaxed state

of a He droplet reached & 100 ps after its irradiation by an XUV pulse. Consequently,

(i) the simulated pump-probe signal is time independent, because the irradiation with

the NIR pulse is not associated with a specific instant of the droplet evolution. (ii)

Since the number Nsnow of snowball complexes is an input parameter of the simulation,

the simulated ignition probabilities cannot be related to those of the ps pump-probe

signals shown in Fig. 6. Such a direct relation would be possible only if the snowball

formation were explicitly included in the simulation, so that Nsnow followed naturally

from the number Npump of He+-electron pairs initially generated by the XUV pump

pulse. Helium ions formed in He nanodroplets by photoionizaton or electron impact

are known to be ejected to some extent by a non-thermal process [68]. However, as the

droplets grow larger, the number of He ions that remain bound to the droplets increases.

To our knowledge, the exact ratio of bound to ejected He ions as a function of droplet

size is yet unknown. Thus, the current simulations do not allow for a smooth transition

from the ps pump-probe signals shown in Fig. 6 to the ignition probabilities obtained

by the ‘snowball version’ of the simulation. The snowball model only informs about the

enhancement of the ignition probability of a droplet for a given size, number of snowballs

and NIR-pulse intensity. A simulation capable of modelling the full dynamics including

ultrafast pump-probe dynamics and formation of snowballs and their interaction with

laser pulses is of great interest and subject of future work.

The ignition probabilities obtained in this version of the simulation are shown in

Fig. 7 as a function of the NIR probe-pulse intensity and for various numbers Nsnow of

snowballs implanted in the He nanodroplet (filled circles). Thus, it takes NIR intensities

> 2×1013 Wcm−2 to avalanche ionize a He nanodroplet containing Nsnow > 1 snowballs.

This is in good agreement with the lowest NIR intensity at which we observe ignition

of the He droplets in the experiment; At a minimum pulse energy of 60 µJ (not shown),

the NIR intensity averaged over the focal spot of the size one beam radius amounts to

3 × 1013 Wcm−2. For Nsnow ≤ 1, no ignition is predicted by the simulation, whereas

in the experiment we do observe a low level of ignition at t < 0 where no charges are

present in the droplets. In the experiment, larger droplets were used , which feature a

significant cumulative tunnel ionization probability (one of the He atoms tunnel ionizes

when subjected to the NIR pulse). Additionally, large droplets tend to pick up molecules
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Figure 7. Simulated ignition probabilities as a function of probe pulse intensity.

Filled symbols: He droplets are initialized with a given number Nsnow of pre-configured

snowball complexes in each He droplet. Open circles: Droplets with 13 snowball

complexes but no electrons. Open squares: Droplets with 13 He+ ions and electrons

with the He ions not being arranged as snowball complexes. See text for details.

from the residual gas (mainly H2O) owing to their large pick up cross section which

further enhances their ignition probability.

The simulation shows that EII by far (> 95 %) dominates the avalanche ionization

channel, as it was also the case in all previous studies of pure and doped He

droplets [11, 13, 24]. The photoelectrons act as seed electrons for the EII avalanche.

Accordingly, comparative simulations where the photoelectrons are discarded result in

drastically reduced ignition probabilities. This is shown in Fig. 7 by the open circles

representing the results for Nsnow = 13. The ignition probability amounts to only

1 % at most. Without photoelectrons, seed electrons are provided by TI which in

our simulations occurred only in 1 % of trajectories at the highest considered intensity

I = 2 × 1014 Wcm−2. This intensity is just below the threshold of ∼ 5 × 1014 Wcm−2

at which TI triggers ignition in pristine droplets of size N ∼ 104 with unity probability.

Another set of comparative simulations (open squares in Fig. 7) is carried out for 13

photoelectrons and He+ ions; However, these ions and electrons were not organized

as snowball complexes with shortened interatomic distances to surrounding He ligand

atoms (1.9 Å), but at fixed interatomic distances as in the neutral droplet (3.6 Å). (The

same equilibration time was used and positions of all nuclei are kept fixed as in all other

simulations of this section.) These simulations show higher ignition probabilities than

for the case where snowballs are formed around the He+ ions but photoelectrons are

discarded (open circles). However, ignition probabilities are still much lower than for
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droplets containing both snowballs and electrons (closed circles). This indicates that

the simultaneous presence of electrons and snowballs, the latter containing He atoms

with lowered Coulomb barriers, are responsible for droplet ignition at nanosecond pump-

probe delays.

With increasing numbers of snowballs Nsnow an increasing number of electrons are

retained in the droplet. At the end of the 800 fs equilibration phase (during which

inner ionization is disabled), the electron population in the droplet amounts to 0.5

for Nsnow = 3 and 5 electrons for Nsnow = 13 on the trajectory-set average. Part

of these electrons are trapped in the neighborhood of the snowballs; the trajectory-

set averaged number of trapped electrons increases from 0.1 for Nsnow = 3 to 3 for

Nsnow = 13. 70-90 % of the ionization avalanches induced by the NIR pulse can

be traced back to snowballs; The vast majority of ionizations originate at snowballs

which temporarily trapped electrons during the laser-free period. In the remaining

cases, the ionization avalanche started somewhere else in the droplet or could not be

unambiguously identified.

When drawing conclusions from the simulation results, one must keep in mind

the shortcomings of the simulation model. In particular, the formation of extended

void bubbles that can trap electrons [59] cannot be accounted for by our current

classical model with fixed nuclei. What we infer from the present simulations with fair

confidence is the basic principle that both electrons and He snowballs together induce

the nanosecond pump-probe ignition signal, while the nature of the electron reservoir,

e. g., electrons trapped at snowballs or in bubbles, may be somewhat different in real

large droplets.

6. Conclusions

In conclusion, we have presented systematic XUV-pump and NIR-probe measurements

of the rate of avalanche ionization of pure, relatively large He nanodroplets using high-

harmonic pulses. Despite the low intensity of the XUV pulses compared to NIR pulses

and soft x-ray pulses used to activate the droplets for avalanche ionization in earlier

experiments, a high pump-probe signal contrast was achieved; Under certain conditions,

ignition of the He nanodroplets by the NIR pulse was controlled by the XUV pulse with

nearly unity contrast and a clear maximum of the ignition rate was observed at a pump-

probe delay of 200 fs. The pump-probe dynamics at short delays on the ps scale is well

reproduced by classical MD simulations. Mainly the expansion of the He photoions and

the emission of XUV photoelectrons out of the He droplets determines the observed

drop of the pump-probe ignition signal.

The salient feature of these experiments is the persistent increased ignition

probability for extremely long XUV-pump and NIR-probe delays up to nanoseconds.

It is explained by the formation of stable ionic snowball complexes inside the He

nanodroplets, which retain a number of electrons inside the droplets. Alternative

scenarios where electrons trapped in bubbles or metastable or highly excited Rydberg



20

states are attached to the droplets appear unlikely. Simplified MD simulations of the

snowball system indicate that the combined action of these electrons and the snowballs,

in which the ionization threshold of the neutral ligand atoms are lowered, crucially

facilitate NIR-driven avalanche ionization. Future model calculations should include

all relevant interactions between neutral and charged particles thereby encompassing

the full dynamics from the formation of long-lived fragments and complexes up to

nanoplasma ignition. The demonstrated ability of XUV irradiation to long-term activate

nanodroplets for subsequent laser-driven avalanche ionization could potentially open up

new routes to laser processing of nanostructures, soft-matter and surface systems.
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21

P. B. Corkum, “Linking high harmonics from gases and solids,” Nature, vol. 522, pp. 462–464,

June 2015.

[7] C. Gnodtke, U. Saalmann, and J. M. Rost, “Ionization and charge migration through strong

internal fields in clusters exposed to intense x-ray pulses,” Phys. Rev. A, vol. 79, p. 041201, Apr.

2009.

[8] T. Gorkhover, S. Schorb, R. Coffee, M. Adolph, L. Foucar, D. Rupp, A. Aquila, J. D. Bozek,

S. W. Epp, B. Erk, L. Gumprecht, L. Holmegaard, A. Hartmann, R. Hartmann, G. Hauser,

P. Holl, A. Hömke, P. Johnsson, N. Kimmel, K.-U. Kühnel, M. Messerschmidt, C. Reich,

A. Rouzée, B. Rudek, C. Schmidt, J. Schulz, H. Soltau, S. Stern, G. Weidenspointner, B. White,
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Supplementary Fig. 1: Normalized He+2 signal measured in the last vacuum chamber of the He nanodroplet
apparatus as a function of the He gas pressure in the doping chamber for different nominal temperatures of the He
nozzle. Filled symbols represent the experimental values. Solid lines are linear fits in the single logarithmic plot,

from which we determine the values of α according to Eq. (2).

I. DETERMINATION OF THE HELIUM NANODROPLET SIZE

The mean size of the He droplets 〈N〉 used in the experiment is determined by so-called titration measurements as
described in Ref. [? ]. To this end, we leaked He gas into the doping chamber of length L = 0.296 m located between
the source chamber and the MAC chamber, see Fig. 1 in the main text. When the beam of He droplets passes through
the He atmosphere the droplet beam is attenuated by multiple collisions of the He droplets and the He atoms in the
background gas. By measuring the flux of He droplets passing through this chamber, through the MAC chamber, and
all the way into the last chamber containing a quadrupole mass spectrometer (QMS) for different pressures of the He
gas in the doping chamber, we determine 〈N〉 using the formula [? ],

〈N〉 = Cπ

(
3

4nHe

)2
(

L

kBT

√
v2D + v2M
v2D

· EM

EV
· 1

α

)3

. (1)

Here, C = 3.3, nHe = 0.022 Å−3, T = 293 K, vD = 236 m/s is the droplet beam velocity, vM = 1360 m/s is the
thermal velocity of the He atoms in the gas, EM = 3kBT/2 + mHev

2
D/2 = 3765 J/mol is the energy deposited in a

He droplet upon collision with one He atom, and EV = 73.3 J/mol is the energy dissipated by evaporation of one He
atom from a droplet. α is determined from the titration measurements shown in Supplementary Fig. 1 by

α · PM = ln

(
ΦHe(0)

ΦHe(PM )

)
, (2)

where PM is the He pressure in the doping chamber and ΦHe is the flux of He droplets measured by recording the
He+2 signal using a quadrupole mass spectrometer QMS installed in the last chamber of the He droplet beam line.
For the read-out temperatures of the He droplet nozzle of 4.5, 5.5, 5.5 K, we find α = 59, 91, 115 Pa−1m−1 and thus
〈N〉 ≈ 7× 105, 2× 105, 9× 104 atoms per droplet.
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II. DISCUSSION OF THE NUCLEAR AND ELECTRON DYNAMICS UNDERLYING THE
FEMTOSECOND-PICOSECOND PUMP-PROBE SIGNALS

Supplementary Fig. 2: A single-trajectory example for the time evolution. (a) The normalized electric field envelope
function of a Gaussian NIR pulse centered at t = 0.4 ps. The instant of the XUV photoionization is at t = 0. (b)
The average bare He charge 〈qHe〉 (without TBR, black closed curve) and the number np of nanoplasma electrons
per atom inside the nuclear framework of the expanding droplet (electrons within the distance of the most distant

He ion from the center of mass of the droplet nuclear framework). The normalized droplet radius R/R0 of the
expanding nanoplasma (black dashed curve). Unlike for the determination of np, here R and R0 are taken from the

median distances of He atoms or ions from the droplet center of mass. In this way, single photoionized He+ ions
kicked off prior to the ionization avalanche are excluded from the cluster expansion. (c) The number of electrons

(red curve) and the number of He+ ions within the unexpanded droplet of radius 43.1 Å (red curve). (d) The
average kinetic energy 〈Te〉 per electron (black curve) and the maximum kinetic energy Te,max(t) of a single electron
(light blue curve). Te,max(t) is displayed only until t = 0.4 ps, as subsequently Te,max(t) exceeds the range of values
displayed in the panel. The maximum kinetic energy 2Up (red curve) of a free electron (without cluster potential) is

included for comparison, indicating that the quasi-free electrons of the nanoplasma are accelerated by a more
efficient mechanism than by the laser electric field alone. (e) The power absorption P (black curve) and energy

absorption Wabs (red curve). (f) The reduced power absorption function ζ (Eq. (5), gray curve), the reduced energy
absorption Ξ (Eq. (6), blue curve) and phase shift φ between the NIR pulse electric field and the center-of-mass

motion of the nanoplasma electron cloud (orange curve).

In what follows we discuss the nuclear and electron dynamics of the short-time pump-probe signals on the
femtosecond-picosecond timescale in greater detail. Supplementary Fig. 2 exhibits a number of time-dependent key
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quantities which characterize the time evolution of a single-trajectory example. Panel (a) shows the normalized Gaus-
sian electric field envelope function of the NIR probe pulse centered at the pump-probe delay time of ∆t = 400 fs.
Here, t = 0 marks the XUV photoionization, taken as an instantaneous event. Panel (b) describes the inner ionization
avalanche, outer ionization and Coulomb explosion of the droplet in terms of the average bare He charge 〈qHe〉 (with-
out ion-electron recombination), the number np of nanoplasma electrons per atom inside the nuclear framework, and

the relative radius R/R0 of the expanding nuclear framework normalized to the initial droplet radius R0 = 43.1 Å.
The NIR pulse almost completely inner ionizes the droplet (final average He charge of ≈ 2), which is always the case
for these pulse parameters (IM = 1014 Wcm−2, τ = 212 fs, ∆t ≥ 0), once an inner ionization avalanche is triggered.
EII is the dominating inner ionization channel (98 %). Only ≈ 1/4 of the electrons is stripped by outer ionization.
The spatial expansion of the nanoplasma sets in notably at the peak of the NIR pulse.

Of particular interest is the initiation of the inner ionization avalanche, since this phase is decisive for the question
whether the droplet contributes to the pump-probe signal. Since the photoelectrons are the seeds for the EII avalanche,
panel (c) shows their number inside the unexpanded droplet of radius R0. Included is also the number of He+ ions.
At t = 0, photoionization generates 55 He+-electron pairs. The number of electrons drops very rapidly to 20 % of its
initial value within the first few femtoseconds, whereas the He+ ions leave the droplets more slowly. With the onset
of the inner ionization avalanche driven by the NIR pulse, the He+ ions and electron population inside R0 increases
again and exceeds the definition range of the graph, to drop soon after in the course of the ionization to He2+ and
the Coulomb explosion.

To inquire the occurrence of nanoplasma resonances, in panels (d) – (f) the electron kinetic energy and laser energy
absorption are monitored. In panel (d), 〈Te〉(t) is the average electron kinetic energy per electron, Te,max(t) the
maximum kinetic energy of an electron at time t. Panel (e) shows the laser power absorption P (t) and its time
integral, the laser energy absorption Wabs,

Wabs(t) =

∫ t

−∞
P (t′)dt′, with

∑

i

eqi~vi(t) · ~ε(t). (3)

Here qi and ~vi are the charge in units of the elementary charge e and the velocity vector of particle i, respectively, and ~ε
is the laser electric field. P (t) is almost exclusively given by the contribution of the nanoplasma electrons. During the
avalanche ionization, when 〈qHe〉 and np rise steeply (panel (b)), P and Wabs exhibit the typical resonance behavior
which was observed in previous nanoplasma studies [? ? ? ]: Pronounced oscillations of P and a steep rise of Wabs, the
latter converging shortly after the completion of inner ionization, and the average electron kinetic energy 〈Te〉 reaching
its maximum when Wabs converges to its final value. During this nanoplasma resonance, the maximum single-electron
kinetic energy Te,max (light blue curve in panel (d)) assumes several hundred eV and exceeds the definition range of
the panel. As a further indicator of resonance, we determine the phase shift φ(t) between the oscillating NIR laser
electric field and the center-of-mass motion of the nanoplasma electron cloud [? ]. φ(t) is displayed as the orange
curve in panel (f). Near the beginning and at the end of the ionization avalanche, φ(t) passes the value π/2, and
assumes values not far from π/2 during the avalanche, in accordance with the criterion of a resonance situation [? ?
].

While the aforementioned resonance during the ionization avalanche is a common phenomenon, the more interesting
question is whether there is an additional resonance prior to the ionization avalanche, when the droplet contains only
the seed electrons generated by the photoionization. Such a resonance could increase the kinetic energy of the seed
electrons and could therefore play an important role in the initiation of the avalanche. An early small first resonance
was observed in simulations of He droplets doped with small Xe clusters followed by the main resonance during the
avalanche [? ].

Indeed, the maximum electron kinetic energy Te,max(t) (light blue curve in panel d) increases considerably from
≈ 10 eV before the arrival of the NIR pulse to values of 50-100 eV in the time interval 0.28 ps ≤ t ≤ 0.38 ps. Te,max(t)
also exceeds by far the maximum kinetic energy of 2Up (red curve in panel (d)) a free electron (i. e., outside a potential
well) can have during a laser cycle. Up is the ponderomotive energy

Up(t) =
e2ε2env(t)

4meω2
, (4)

with the electric field strength εenv(t) of the Gaussian laser envelope function, the electron mass me and the laser
frequency ω. Despite the Te,max values being enhanced for 0.28 ps ≤ t ≤ 0.38 ps, neither P (t) nor Wabs (panel (e))
show any features in the corresponding time interval. However, the power absorption is essentially determined by
the scalar product ~vi(t) · ~ε(t) of the electron velocities and laser electric field in Eq. (1); in case of resonance the
scalar products are accumulated periodically over time. Since P (t) also depends on the number ne(t) of nanoplasma
electrons, which strongly increases over time, and the strength of the laser electric field, we introduced a “reduced
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power absorption function” ζ(t) in our previous work [? ],

ζ(t) ≡ P (t)

ne(t) |~ε(t)|
, (5)

where the power absorption P (t) is normalized to the number of nanoplasma electrons ne(t) and to the absolute value
of the instantaneous laser electric field ~ε(t). In analogy to Wabs, we also introduced the reduced energy absorption
function

Ξ(t) ≡
∫ t

−∞
ζ(t′)dt′. (6)

In this way, the effect of the scalar products ~vi(t) · ~ε(t) on a possible nanoplasma resonance is better brought out also
in cases when only a few electrons are involved as well as when the laser electric field is still weak at the rising edge
of a pulse.
ζ(t) and Ξ(t) are portrayed in panel (f). ζ(t) shows strong oscillations in the time interval 0.28 ps ≤ t ≤ 0.38 ps,

but Ξ(t) assumes values near zero, indicating nearly no net reduced absorption. This together with a phase φ(t) near
zero let us conclude that an early weak resonance is absent. Instead, we attribute the high maximum electron kinetic
energies to an ion-assisted acceleration of single electrons by the laser electric field (“powered flyby”) [? ? ]. In this
acceleration mechanism, an electron gains velocity in the potential well of an ion during a close encounter, so that
during a short path of the electron the scalar product ~vi(t) · ~ε(t) of an electron can assume high values, if the laser
electric field has the right phase. In this way, the time integral of P (t) can be intermittently high for short traces of
an electron path, leading to high electron accelerations and decelerations, but with much less net energy absorption
than in a regular resonance where ~vi(t) · ~ε(t) assumes high values periodically. Thus, as stated above, one may view
resonance as a special case of powered flyby, where the ~vi(t) · ~ε(t) are accumulated.

Supplementary Fig. 3: The number of electrons (red curve) and the number of He+ ions (black curve) inside the
unexpanded He droplet of radius 43.1 Å following an instantaneous XUV photoionization of 55 He atoms. The

number of electrons and He+ ions is averaged over 100 trajectories.

Both powered flyby and resonance require the presence of cations in the droplet. While in Supplementary Fig. 2b
the electron and He+ populations were discussed in combination with a NIR probe pulse, Supplementary Fig. 3 shows
the decay of the populations over the entire considered pump-probe delay time range of 1.4 ps without that a NIR
pulse interferes. The populations are averaged over a set of 100 trajectories. While the time dependence of the He+

population resembles a bell shape, the decay of the electron population consists of two components: (i) An almost
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sudden component of only several fs comprising ≈ 80 % of the photoelectrons, as in the single-trajectory example
of Supplementary Fig. 2b. (ii) A slow bell-shaped component whose pace is similar to the one of the He+ ions,
obviously because the potential retaining the electrons flattens out with the escape of the He+ ions from the droplet.
At t = 1.4 ps, the droplet contains on average 1.5 He+ ions and 1.3 electrons.

Supplementary Fig. 4: Correlation plot of the number of electrons vs. the number of He+ ions inside the
unexpanded He droplet of radius 43.1 Å following an instantaneous XUV photoionization of 55 He atoms. Data sets

(100 trajectories per set) are given for times t = 0, 0.2, 0.6 and 1.4 ps after photoionization, each data point
representing a single trajectory.

By how much these populations vary among the trajectory set is shown by the correlation plot in Supplementary
Fig. 4 for times t = 0, 0.2, 0.6 and 1.4 ps after 55 photoionizations at t = 0. For every trajectory, the number of
electrons inside the droplet is plotted vs. the number of He+ ions, every data point representing a trajectory. Due to
the implementation of the photoionization as an instantaneous event, the droplet loses a few electrons even at t = 0,
when an atom near the droplet surface is ionized and the initial random position of the photoelectron happens to be
outside R0. At t = 1.4 ps, the population varies between no ions and electrons and at most six He+ ions and five
electrons.

III. RESONANT EXCITATION OF HE DROPLETS

To assess the relevance of long-lived excited states in He droplets in the present experiments we studied the decay
of large He droplets that were resonantly excited using tunable XUV synchrotron radiation. Multiple excitations
in one He droplet rapidly decay by the process He∗ + He∗ → He + He+ + eICD often called Interatomic Coulombic
Decay (ICD) [? ? ? ]. The measured yield of characteristic ICD electrons eICD as a function of photon energy hν
is shown in Supplementary Fig. 5 for various radii of the He droplets. These spectra resemble those measured by
detecting fluorescence emission for large He droplets [? ]. While high yields of ICD electrons are measured in the
range 23-26 eV, no ICD of He∗ is found at hν > 26 eV. We conclude that while electrons may be captured in large He
droplets even at hν > 26 eV by electron-He scattering and bubble formation, either short-lived He∗ states are formed
which decay faster than ICD by other processes (autoionization [? ], desorption [? ]), or more stable structures form
such as snowballs and quasi-bound snowball-electron systems.
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Supplementary Fig. 5: Measurements of the yield of electrons created by Interatomic Coulombic Decay (ICD) of
multiply excited He nanodroplets of given radius by tunable XUV radiation generated by the synchrotron radiation

source Elettra, Trieste.


