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The problem of resonant potential scattering of a charged particle in the presence of a low-frequency laser
is analyzed. A method suggested by Kriiger and Jung is used and their result is obtained as part of the
lowest order in an expansion in o, the laser frequency. Additional terms are obtained in lowest order and in
the next order. No expansion in powers of w/I" is made where I is the resonance width. A modified sum

rule for the scattering is obtained.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the motivations for studying electron-
atom scattering in the presence of a laser field

is that it provides a means of measuring off-shell
T matrices and interference effects which are not
otherwise accessible. This was recognized' some
time ago in nuclear physics and has been the mo-
tivation for studies of nuclear bremsstrahlung. The
laser, in atomic physics, makes the experiment
easier by increasing the coupling to the radiation
field through the stimulated process rather than
reyling on the weak coupling in the spontaneous
process as in bremsstrahlung.

- The exotic processes mentioned above have yet
to be seen. In the situation in which the laser is
tuned to a transition of the free atomic target the
only new quantities that have been measured?® or
calculated® are cross sections with initial states
that are laser prepared and perhaps not other-
wise accessible. The exotic effects require more-
intense tunable lasers. A similar remark can be
made concerning the situation in which the laser
is tuned to a transition in the compound state,
between resonant states,* or between a resonant
state and a negative ion state.®

If the laser is low frequency and intense, (a
CO, laser for example) it has been shown by
Kroll and Watson® for potential scattering that,
neglecting terms of order w?, the only thing one
obtains is the conventional cross section with no
off-shell effects. The proof has been extended to
atomic targets” and it has been shown® that off-
shell effects will enter in order w?. These de-
velopments neglect the possibility of scattering
resonances in the absence of the laser and, as
Kriiger and Jung® have observed this effect dra-
matically changes the form of the T' matrix in the
presence of the laser for potential scattering.
For example, in lowest order in w, the Kroll-
Watson result for the T matrix for scattering with
the transfer of [ photons is !

IA®, - DB, |TE) 5], (1.1)
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where T is the conventional T matrix in the ab-
sence of the laser, d; and P, are the initial and
final momenta, and

a=(e/mE/w? (1.2)

is held fixed in the expansion in powers of w. The
average initial electron energy €; = p%/2m is
related to the final energy!® by

€f=plf/2m =€i+lw, (13)

but since we are discussing the lowest order in

w the T matrix in (1.1) is evaluated on-shell. The
expansion used to obtain (1.1) is in powers of
w/€;, but as Kriiger and Jung have pointed out,
when a resonance occurs there is also an implied
expansion in powers of w/T", where I is the width
of a resonance, and this is usually not small.
They treated the case in which the resonance en-

ergy occurs such that
Epe€n=€,+myw, (1.4)

where m, is an integer. Then when the projectile
picks up m, photons it has the correct energy to
resonate with the target. Their result for the T
matrix in lowest order can be written

Jmo,,(ﬁf-'&)Jm(’i-a)[@w(eo)mi]. (1.5)

This result has been obtained only in lowest

~order in w and so the T matrix is evaluated on

shell.

Only one experiment!! has been performed in this
field. Values of I as high as +3 have been seen
but the only quantitative result has been the sum
rule

ZI: %%L (ﬁfiﬁi)=%(§f15i)‘a=0' (1.6)
That is, the total scattering for all / in the pres-
ence of the laser is equal to the scattering in the
absence of the laser. This is satisfied by the
Kroll-Watson result (1.1) even when terms of
order w are included. It is not satisfied by (1.5),
where an additional factor Jf,,o(ﬁ ;* @) appears on
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the left-hand side of (1.6). The experiment is not
potential scattering, but electron-argon scat-
tering at the resonant energy of 11 eV and more
important, since m,=0 and® (a* P;)2~0.1, the
Bessel function is hardly different from unity.

In Sec. II the work of Kriiger and Jung is ex-
tended by obtaining higher-order terms in the
expansion in powers of w/e,-, but terms of order
w/T are retained to all orders. The method used
closely follows a suggestion of Kriiger and Jung.
Their result is reproduced as part of the lowest-
order result. Additional lowest-order terms are
obtained and a modified sum rule is discussed.

II. DERIVATION OF THE T MATRIX

The method used by Kriiger and Jung® to ob-
tain (1.5) was to treat the projectile-laser in-
teraction in the initial and final states exactly but
to expand in powers of it in intermediate states.
The justification was that the scattering event
takes place rapidly enough so that this interaction
will only perturb the projectile weakly even for
intense lasers. They kept only the zero-order
term but higher orders will be obtained here.

The starting point is the exact S matrix

S=—ijd“rdtx}*(?,t)V(r)zp{”(f, 1), (2.1)

where §{*’ is the exact wave function which evolves
out of the initial state at {=-«, V is the scattering
potential and X, is the final state. It satisfies the
Schrodinger equation with V set equal to zero and
is given by

X (F, 1) =exp i, [ - a(t)] - i€t}
=D J, (B, @) explif, - F-ile, +10)],
h .

(2:2)

where the laser has been treated as a classical
single-mode field in the dipole approximation and
the A%(¢) has been removed from the Hamiltonian
by a contact transformation. The vector potential
has been chosen to be

Al =wlm/e)a coswt, 2.3)
implying
a(t)=asinwt. 2.4)

The expansion described above can be obtained
from

97 =x;+G T Vxy, @.5)

where G is the full Green’s function, which can
be expanded as
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This generates a series for the S matrix in pow-
ers of w. G is the Green’s function.in the ab-
sence of the laser. It can be written

G (Ft, T't) = ~i0(t - 1)) ¢,0)0x0-")

X exp[-GW,+n)(t -t')], (2.7)

where the ¢, are the stationary states (with en-
ergies W,) in the presence of the potential V and
7 is a positive infinitesimal. Substitution of (2.5)
and (2.6) into (2.1) results in a series for S,

S=Y. 8", 2.8)
n=0

The individual terms can then be simplified by
the use of (2.1), since all the ¢ integrations can
be performed. An energy 0 function appears in
all the terms, so (2.8) can be rewritten

S=-i ) 2md(e,—€, 1) I T (§,,5,), (2.9)
l== n=0

thereby defining the T matrix for scattering with
the net absorbtion of I quanta of energy from the
laser. The n=0 term is just

TO B, 8= S (B, 0, (5, @)
hy

x (5| v [5,) (2.10)
and the » =1 term is
T By, 522, dhoy(Br 0 @), (5,0 @)
)y
X[§f|VGé+)(€i+7‘w)V|5i]’
2.11)
where
(a0l
rles® =Y ‘7)(1;@1”;)) (2.12)

is the time-independent Green’s function with the
potential V. These two can be combined to give

T3 (8, 00+ T7" @, B,)

=Z Iy @, @) I, a)[ﬁflT(ii +Aw) lﬁ:] ’
* (2.13)

where T is the exact T operator for scattering
from V in the absence of the laser. The =2 term
can be evaluated with only a little more effort,
yielding



T 5, ;)
w e o -
= 2_2 z Izt (pf ca)d,(B;" @)
A x=xl
X [B|VGE e+ wr=x))a BGS (e, +20)V [B,],

(2.14)

1

= = (@) 5. a), @,
T;n 1) pf1pi)=(2—> Z J,‘_,_Egﬂ,,j(pf-ot)Jx(pi-a)

Axgeeexy,
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where the index x arises from the coswt in A(t)
by the use of

coswt =3 Z explixwt) .

x=%1

With this result it is now a simple matter to ob-
tain the general term in the series which is

n=-1

1

x [ﬁflvcé+) <<‘.+w<7\— }: xj)>a-§c(()+)((i+w<7\-z xj))'&-f)- . .E.§G(§+>(€i+w>\)v|§i] ,
1

with ¢z +1) factors of G’ occurring. These ex-
pressions show that this generates a series in powers
powers of w, but a complication arises because

of the fact that the Green’s functions may be res-
onant. Let us hypothesize that there is an isolated
pole (resonance) in G¢’ at the energy E;=8

-3l such that § p~€,=¢€, +m,w, where m, is an
integer. Near that energy the Green’s function

can be written

Gs ' (E)=Ug)(Ug/(E - Eg) +G R (E), (2.16)

where Gy is a slowly varying function of E. In
the sequence of G’s in (2.15) it is clear that suc-
sessive functions may not-be resonant for a given
set of the parameters (Ax,***x,) since the argu-
ments of any successive pair will differ by one

of the x’s times w, which cannot be zero. This
is just an expression of the fact that the projectile-
atom interaction changes the energy by tw. That
means that at most [3(z +2)] of the G’s can be
resonant, where [3( +2)] is the largest integer
<3(+2). This gives the number of resonant-en-
ergy denominators that can occur in (2.15). Ifa
resonant Green’s function occurs either first or
last in the sequency in (2.15) then it will contri-
bute a factor of @;|V|Ug) or (Ug|V|B;). These
are the matrix elements coupling the resonant

J

2.15)

state to the continuum, the mechanism of its decay,
so that these can be expected to be small and of
order I''/2, ~

If we put these arguments together then the
maximum contribution to 7™ will be

n+1 odd,

w" {I‘,

(1/2)(n+2] ¢
!E—E’? ez T2 n+1 even
For n =3 this is *T''/2 /(E - E,)?, and since E
—E,~T near resonance this is of order w*?(w/
I')3/2, which we drop. Higher values of # give
even smaller results so only # < 2 need be con-
sidered.

Before proceeding we note that the factors
(Ug|V|B,) are taken to be small but factors such
as (f)fIVGNR&.- B|Ug) are not necessarily small
since there is no reason to assume that the p
operator will only weakly couple the resonance
state to the slowly varying part of the Green’s
function.

Now let us turn to the successive terms in the
series for 7. We first assume that neither the
initial nor the final energy is resonant, that is
that m,#0 and I #m,. The leading term is (2.13)
and we must distinguish A =m, from all the others:

T @y B+ TS0 6y B2) = ey B D, B0 @) B, T (€ [B.]+ 22 I, By @), 6+ @)

AfEm

x[f’f]Tki“\‘*’)'ﬁi]- (2.17)

The second term is nonresonant and so can be expanded about €; or any other nonresonant energy. The

choice is arbitrary, but for symmetry' we choose

T(€i+7\w)=é[T(ei)+T(€f)]+%w(>\ = Tle)+ (O —1) 5

"’f T(s,)>+- .-

(2.18)
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The summations over A can now be carried out, with the result

TO @, D)+ TG, D)) = ., B A, B @) [5,|T(€,) |B;] +

x3[B; | T(e,) +T(e,) |B;] -

el 6 99,6, D5 50

2§

[7.,@" @)=, z(p

TG a)[pflp,

a)d, @, a)]

- 9
€i — T(€,)+p;~ @ %, T(g,)

ﬁq

kN . > >
— T(€;) + b T(€,) pi] , q4=P,-D;. (2.19)
1

The next order, T®, can have either of the two Green’s function resonant. This can be written

Z Jmo l-x

x=%1

w - - >
+ E ZIJ"'O‘I(-IS)‘. a)Jm0+x (pi. a)[
xX=%

w >
+ ? Z ,Jh- l-x(pf

Ay x

TG, 3, 5+ &), 6, 3

By VGs e s+ wlmy -1 = x)) as PG (€)V D]

Isf‘VGt()”(io)a PGS (e i“"(mo“' x»”ﬁ:]

@) d, B, @)D, VG (€,+ wh =1 —x) @ BCE (€, + )V | B, ], (2.20)

where the prime on the last summation deletes the terms X =m, and A =m,+x, which appear explicitly in
the first two terms. The Green’s function G(€,) is resonant and given by (2.16), where Gy, is a slowly
varying function of €, and Uy is interpreted as the resonance wave function.’? The remaining Green’s func-
tions in (2.20) are all nonresonant and can be expanded in powers of w. The contribution from the terms

linear in w is of order w®I~1/2,

which is dropped. So each of these Green’s functions can be evaluated at

some nonresonant energy €; or €, and the difference (of order w) is not significant. Moreover, the non-
resonant part of the resonant wave function G, is expected (to order w) to be the same as G(e;) and
G(e;), so the distinction among the three will now be dropped. The summations over x and X in (2.20) can

all be carried out, with the result

T;ZJ(ﬁf, ﬁz)

J 2z .q )
€0—ER mo'l(pf a)Jmo(pz a)(pf

1
—q—wer_,(q axg, | vea-sevip,).

The last term in (2.21) can be rewritten with the
aid of the identity®

a: (_V::i +-€7p,)[§f' T(E) ' B;]

1
:-r;— pf

1 . - s -
= = [pf|VGé"’(E)a'pG((, WEYWV|B;]-

a-p .
T(E) (—'WT(E)\I){] (2.22)

Then 1t can be combined with the two terms of
(2.19) which contain the factor J_, ({- @) to give

-z(‘l'0‘)5{[1)f‘7‘|T(€i"\'pi/""’)lpi—X
+[By - M T (e, =% B,/m) |5, - 3T}, (2.23)
where X =wlmd /g @. In obtaining (2.23) from the
3

@, | VG a-B|U )WL V|5 +

(p,|V|U )(Ug|a- pGV|p)

(2.21)

T

two terms of (2.19) and the last term of (2.21) ex-
plicit use has been made of the fact that the T
matrices occurring in (2.23) are nonresonant and
can therefore be expanded in powers X. These T
matrices are on shell (with error of order w?) and
are the simple generalization of the Kroll-Watson
result arising from the averaging procedure adopted
in (2.18).

The next term, 7®, has contributions from the
situation where two of the Green’s functions (the
first and last) are simultaneously resonant and
another in which only the middle G is resonant.

In each case the remaining G’s can be expanded
in powers of w and all but the lowest-order terms
can be dropped. This results in

> - wz - > N> . > + - ->
T, B:) = iy ZJmo-t @+ )o@+ B, | VG (€o)a PGS (e )a BGs €V [B)]

4 ZJMO_,_x (5 a)me G- @) pf’VG(”(Ef)a PG (e)a BGE € )V|D,]. - (2.24)

xlx
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The resonant Green’s function is now replaced by the first term of (2.16) and the summations over x are
then done. The result is

@ =y L w? J B @)
T3 @, b)) = 2 € -E, “mt p;* & mo(pi a

UL|V|B)+ (—gfrf%"—%f—?% (5,{VG?E~§|UR)(UR|5-5GV[§,.)>,

. Upla+PGa-BIU
X<(pf|V|UR)( & (p 5 BIUg)
0o~ R

(2.25)

where the distinction between the nonresonant Green’s functions which appear here has been neglected
since that would introduce terms of order w®. As pointed out above, higher-order terms such as T can
be dropped.

Before we proceed it should be noted that, although the expansion has been in powers of w/€; with a
retention of only the zeroth and first orders, (w/I") has been treated as a quantity of order one. In fact fora
CO, laser w~0.1 eV, and a typical Feshach resonance width is of order 5X 1073 eV, so that w/I'~20. It
then could be that the higher-order terms in the expansion in w/€,; can be compensated by powers of w/T.
That this is not the case can be demonstrated in the following way. Let us investigate the leading terms in
the resonant part of the expansion for T™. For example, the odd terms T ®*!) can be obtained in essen-
tially the same way as was T‘®, with the result

. - 1 w? . - - (Ugla-BGa 51U, ))
(2j+1) e e —— . .
T @, 51 = 57 o5, et Bt B &')<(p_f|V|UR)< < E, w |V|p)
2(m0-l)m Ugla-$Ga-plu

o (B, |vea-B|Uy) (( - ) )j'l(URl'&-ﬁcv\ﬁ,.)>, (2.26)

pap

which sums from j=1-» with the result

1 ey (B @Vl )
Z: (24 +1) ey 35
TY (p+5p|) 2 € ._ER zwz(Uthf'ﬁG&'ﬁUR)

i=1

U - 2(m,—1)m - > >
< pflVI UE) URl Qe pGa p l x) (UR‘ le _(__Q?L) (Pfl VGa- p|UR)(URla‘pGV|Pi> .
€o i

-E, P
(2.27)

f
From this it is clear that this expansion parameter the “dressing” of the resonance state by the laser,
is and the term

(W/TYUg|a@PpGa - PlUR) ~ (w?/Te;)|d B2, 3w (Ugl@pGa-plUpg)

can be interpreted as the dynamic Stark shift of the
which is small for the experiment in question,* complex energy of the resonance.
but it is also clear that a more intense laser will If we now assemble the result 7+« 7@ we
make this effect significant. The effect is just obtain

o (0l sl S} o -8

+Jomo (-f)f-&)Jmo(—ﬁi.&) {[pflT(eo ‘pi]—i[prT 6‘ *’T(ef)l—f)i]

L wimg=1) (B, | VGa - Bl Up)(Ug| VD) | wmo @B | VIUL)Ugld-BGV| ;)
J Y] €,-Epg pi €,—Ep

N L |8 (Ugld *DGa Bl Ug)
+2wmo[pf 3¢ ) (e, —E o)

o2 Talmg —1) B, | VGa U)Wl &* BCV| B;) }
(p.o a)o(p, ) €, —Ex ) (2.28)

T(ei)+% T(e,)‘ﬁi]Jréwz(ﬁ,l LA WVIB,)
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The first term [~ J;(q* &)] is essentially the Kroll-
Watson result discussed above. The first term in
the second expression in curly brackets is the
resonant contribution calculated by Druger and Jung;
the next is a nonresonant contribution which tends
to cancel the first as we move away from reso-
nance. Thé next two are of order wI''/?/e ~E,
and the remaining are of order w, w?l'/(e,—Eg)?,
and w?/(e,— Eg). [It should be pointed out here
that in the absence of resonance, i.e., as I'=x,
the result (2.28) returns to its usual form.®]

The cross section is proportional to the absolute
square of the T matrix (2.28), which evidently con-
tains interference between the resonant and non-

Z dol (ﬁf ) 5" )
7 ase

resonant terms. In the absence of the laser this
interference is also present:

dcﬁzls)z’p’)lho (zn)‘[prTNR+TR B 112, (2.29)

where we have used

T(eg) =T yg + Tr(€y) - (2.30)
If we retain only the terms of zero order in w in
(2.28) but continue to distinguish between resonant
and nonresonant terms, then the sum rule (1.6) can
be written

m\? > > > = o > BT - -
= (’2‘;> { (Dfl TNRI pP+d ?no(pi * a)l[pfl T g€l B; 117+ 20 io(pi ‘ a)Rel.pfl T yzl pi][ Pr | Tr(e)| By ]} v (2.31)
which, with the aid of (2.29), e
do; (B, P v e do(@,,B;) do(d;, B;)
___J_.__I_._l__ —- . Bty B 8 5 A 2 k' 5 228 26 24
2 hebl (1o a6, @) R +J 5,6, @) 2B : (2.32)
NR a=0
]
where nant part of the cross section.
Ao, . 5:) m\ 2 The summation over [ in (2.31) extends over all
—5&—’2‘—— ! = (ﬂ) | B | Tygl B:)I? (2.33) integers and in particular includes I=m,, which
- was excluded before the start of calculation (2.17).

This result already provides a new tool since in
the absence of the laser only (2.29) is measurable,
whereas the laser, through the parameter ﬁi *a,
allows for an additional measurement of the reso-
J

>

A*D;

However in lowest order in w, (2.28) applies just
so long as the distinction between resonant and
nonresonant energies is preserved. So (2.32) is
correct. A procedure similar to the one used
above yields, for I=m,#0,

T B 50) = (171G ) [5, -X 2B 5, 5] s @y )

x{tﬁfx TeF: 1 ~[5,] T()| B ] +

9T (€;)

o€,

—mow(ﬁf

g, ) sw i v

wmy (B | VIUR)(U,|d - PGV| ;).

WAl V1B, >})

p;ra € —Eg

(Ugl @ -G - p|Upg)
(eo —ER)?

(2.34)

The other values of I and m, can be obtained similarly but will not be discussed here.
If the next order, wI''/2/e —E, is retained in the T matrix then an additional term is added to the sum

rule, the right-hand side of (2.32). 1t is

2 > wmo ((ﬁf‘ TNRlﬁi )*
. Re
(p a) = 5. 8 e -,

LMM_L&_]._ p,lV\UR) Urld@-BGV|5;) > ’

o—Ex

L@\ VIUR)Ugl@-BGV| D)+ B, 1VGE Bl Up) Ukl VI B;)]

(2.35)



which is the lowest-order off-shell information
obtainable via the sum rule. More detailed in-
formation can be obtained by investigating the in-
dividual ! values.

Before attempting a comparison with experiment
it is necessary that one extend the above calcula-
tions to include the fact that the target is an atom
not a potential and to average over the energy
distribution of the incident beam. In the usual
case in which the beam energy width is much lar-
ger than the resonance width, the resonance
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structure will then be averaged away and the addi-
tional information contained in (2.35) will be much
more difficult to obtain, This will be discussed

in a subsequent publication.
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