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Xiang-Yang Miao, Lei Wang, and He-Shan Song™
School of Physics and Optoelectronic Technology, Dalian University of Technology, Dalian 116023, People’s Republic of China
(Received 8 December 2006; published 24 April 2007)

The time-resolved photoelectron spectra of the Nal molecule, as well as the populations of the Na* ion and
the Nal* ion have been calculated in this paper by using the time-dependent wave packet method. The results
agree well with the experimental ones [J. Phys. Chem. A 101, 2555 (1997)]. It is found that exchange of the
wave packets in the crossing area plays a prominent role in the process of photoionization. Two conclusions
can be derived from the calculation: First, the population of the Na* ion is approximately seven times that of
the Nal* ion when the pump and probe delay is 150 fs and, second, the vibrational period is about 700 fs and

has an increasing trend with the increase of time.
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I. INTRODUCTION

During the past two decades, femtochemistry has made
remarkable progress, and more and more scientists have paid
attention to the dynamical research on a femtosecond time
scale [1-16]. Since the first dynamical study [1,2] about Nal
molecule in 1988 by Zewail ef al., numerous experimental
and theoretical researches [3—13] on the same system have
been performed. For example, a femtosecond ionization ex-
periment [12] on Nal was performed by Jouvet ef al. in 1997,
and all of the experimental results, including time-resolved
photoelectron spectra, molecular and atomic ion kinetic en-
ergy distributions, as well as ion and electron total yields,
were displayed in Ref. [12]. One year later, quantum me-
chanical simulation invoking the rotating wave approxima-
tion (RWA) [13] was carried out by Charron ef al. in 1998,
and the branching ratio between three fragmentation chan-
nels was investigated. In this paper, the femtosecond pulse
time-resolved photoelectron spectroscopy (TRPES) of Nal is
simulated by using the time-dependent wave packet method
and the results accord well with the experimental ones [12].

In the experimental paper [12], Jouvet et al. included their
own classical calculations, albeit the classical simulations
considered that ionization occurred only when the wave
packet is in the ionic region of the excited state of the Nal
molecule. In subsequent theoretical work [13], Charron et al.
invoked the rotating wave approximation (RWA) to simulate
the experimental results. Obviously, parts of their calculated
results did not agreed well with the experimental results. In
their opinions, the discrepancy (Fig. 6 and Fig. 9 in Ref.
[13]) between the experimental and their theoretical results
was due to the autoionization process, partial dissociation by
the static field, as well as the vibrational distribution of the
Nal* ion, and so on. Compared with the earlier simulations,
in our paper, both the pump and the probe pulses were con-
sidered using the accurate quantum mechanics method with-
out invoking the RWA, and then the dynamics of all states of
the Nal dealt with the wave packet explicitly. Hence more
intuitional images of the dynamical process were presented
in our work.
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II. THEORETICAL TREATMENT

In the experiment of Jouvet et al. [12], two femtosecond
pulses, namely a pump pulse and a probe pulse, were em-
ployed. The first pump pulse electronically excites the Nal
molecule from its ground state (X) to the excited state (A).
The second probe pulse has enough energy to access the
ionic states of the Nal molecule and photodetaches the dis-
sociating molecule to form a photoelectron and either an
Nal* ion or an I atom and an Na* ion, where a competition
between dissociative and nondissociative ionization may oc-
cur [13]. To describe these behaviors conveniently, we can
also display the overall process using the time-resolved wave
packet method in Fig. 1. Initially, the wave packet resides on
the potential energy surface of the Nal molecule ground state
(X) and can be detached by the pump pulse and form a new
wave packet on the potential energy surface of the Nal mol-
ecule excited state (A). During the delay time, the new wave
packet propagates on the potential energy surface of the Nal
excited state (A). After that, the new wave packet is excited
to the ionic potential energy surfaces of Nal electronic states
by the probe pulse. In Fig. 1, the potentialcurves of the Nal
molecule and the Nal* ion have also been shown.

To calculate the TRPES of the Nal molecule, we per-
formed the three-state (the ground state of the Nal molecule,
the excited state of the Nal molecule, and the ionic state of
the Nal molecule) quantum mechanical calculations. The ro-
tational degree of freedom in our treatment is frozen because
of the ultrashort interaction time between the Nal molecule
and the femtosecond laser pulses. Invoking the Born-
Oppenheimer approximation and neglecting the coupling be-
tween the core and photoelectron, we write the Hamiltonian
for the vibration motion of the molecule as

2

o
H=-———=I+V(R 1
2 OR +V(R.1), (1)

where [ is the identity matrix, R is the internuclear separa-
tion, and u is the reduced mass of the molecule, while the
potential matrix V(R,) can be explicitly written as [17-23]
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FIG. 1. Potential energy curves for the Nal molecule are taken
from Refs. [7,28-30] and the movement of the wave packet on the
potential energy curves are also shown.
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where X, A, and [ stand for the ground state of the Nal
molecule, the excited state of the Nal molecule, and the
ground state of the Nal* ion, respectively, and V; (i
=X,A,I) refers to the potential matrix element of the mol-
ecule in the absence of any laser field. For the continuum
state of the Nal® ion, the free electron-ion pair states are
detached by 50 discrete states. V;+E;, (n=0,2,...,50) de-
note the total energies of the discrete set of continuum states
in the part of the free electron-molecule pair states, and £,
are the electron kinetic energies of the ground state of the
Nal® ion.

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 75, 042512 (2007)

The energies E;, of the quasicontinuum states can be
written as Ej,=(Ep—Emnn)/n, where Eg . (Eq,) is the
maximum (minimum) of the Kinetic energy (photoelectron)
which is detected in the experiment [12]. The discretization
of the continuum is not arbitrary. To get accurate dynamic
results, it is necessary to validate the astringency of our re-
sults. In the paper, n=50 was found suitable to get the stable
results in our calculation. Actually, we have calculated the
photoelectron spectrum when n is equal to 40, 50, 60, and
70, respectively. After calculation, it was found that the re-
sults were different when n is equal to 40 and 50, whereas
the same results were obtained when 7 is equal to 50, 60, and
70, respectively. That is to say, the results are stable when n
is equal to 50. Therefore, it is enough to get the accurate
dynamical results when n is equal to 50.

V;; denotes the coupling between the ground state of the
Nal molecule or the excited state of the Nal molecule and the
ground state of the Nal* ion, and it can be written as

Vii=Vi=u;EQ®), i=XAl, (3)
where u;; and E(t) are the dipole matrix elements and the
external field, respectively. The dipole matrix elements wu;;
are the same as those in Ref. [13]. The shape of the laser
pulses is chosen as

E(t) ={E f(t))cos(w 1) + E,f(t, — At)cos(wyt)}é,  (4)

where E| and E, are the electric field amplitudes of the pump
and probe pulses with the linearly polarized direction é, re-
spectively. w; and w, are the corresponding angular frequen-
cies. Az is the delay time between the two Gaussian pulses.
The envelopes f(t,) and f(t,—Ar) of the pulses are expressed

as
r\2
sp=on] ()]
7

AL\2
f(rz—Az>=exp[—(’ At) ] (s)

)

where 7, and 7, denotes a full width at half maximum
(FWHM) of pump and probe pulse, respectively.

The time-dependent Schrodinger matrix equation can be
written as

Wy Hyxy Hxy 0 Wy
v, Hyx Hagy Hy,; Hy; v,
il ¥ 0 H,, H;+E 0 0 V4
P no|_ w Hp+Ep n ’ ©6)
ot : :
v, 0 Hpy Hy+E;, vy,
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where ¥, (i=X,A) and V¥, (n=0,...,50) denote the wave
function of the bound states and quasicontinuum states (dis-
crete states). The diagonal element can be expressed as

i 7
Hi=——7=5+ViR,1). 7
5= VilR.) ™)

The off-diagonal element can be expressed as
H;j=H;=V;=uw;E({). (®)

The above matrix equation can be solved by using the “split-
operator Fourier” method [17-27]. The evolution of the
wave packets with time can be expressed as
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W(R, 1+ A1) = UYA(R,OUyUYA(R, )W (R, 1), 9)

where Uy and Uy denote the kinetic and potential energy
evolution operators, respectively. The kinetic energy operator
is given by

iAt . ihk>At
Ur=exp —7TR =Fexp| - F, (10)
where F denotes the Fourier transform
1 “ o
F[f]= oo dR' e f(R"), (11)
V —=

The potential operator is calculated by [18,19]

exp(— i\ At/h) 0 e 0
j j 0 exp(— iNAt/h) - 0
Uy= exp[— évm} =M exp[— éMTVMAt}MT= M ) p( s ) , ) MT, (12)
0 0 exp(— i\, At/h)
|
where M denotes the matrix that diagonalizes the potential . 2
matrix V from Eq. (2), the superscript T represents the trans- pP,= f dE f dRV (R)V(R,1)| , (17)

pose of the matrix, and N\, \,, ..
the matrix V.
Therefore, Eq. (9) can be rewritten as

., N\, are the eigenvalues of

W(R,t + nAt)

n—1
~ | [T UYA(R,t + kAD U UY*(R,t + kA1) | (R, 7).
T T
k=0

(13)

Once the wave function W(R,¢) is determined, the popu-
lation in each electronic state can be written as

2 =X AI+1,...,0+n (14)

Pi(t)=de|wi(R’t)
and the photoelectron spectrum can be expressed as follows:

2, i=1,2,...,n. (15)

t—®

P(E) =lim f dRZ |W,..(R,1)

The total ion signal P;,, is then given by the sum of P(E)
over all possible kinetic energies for the ejected electron

P = J dE P(E). (16)

For the Nal* ion, the probability in a given vibrational state
can be written as

where W ,(R) is the field-free vibrational states of the Nal*
ion, and the total signal of the NaI* ion Pyy+ is the sum of
the P, over the complete set of ion vibrational states [13]

Prar=2 P, (18)

whereas the population of the Na* ion with a relative nuclear
kinetic energy e is written as [13]

2

Puai(e) = | dE : (19)

f dR W (R)W(R,1)

where W, (R) is the field-free continuum states of the Na* ion
and the total signal of the Na* ion Py,+ is the sum of the
Py,+ (E) over all possible energies

PNa+: f de PNaJr(S). (20)

In the experiment [12], the slow electron and the fast elec-
tron are described as 0 eV <ggy,, <0.06 eV and 0.25 eV
< e <0.5 eV, respectively. So the population of the slow
electron can be written as [13]

0.06 eV ©
Pyow = f dE J V(R t)W(R,1)dR (21)
0 0

and the population of the fast electron can be written as
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FIG. 2. The comparison of the slow electron population between
our calculated result (solid line) and experimentally obtained result
(solid square), as well as the result of the theoretical study [13]
(dashed line). The 312 pump radiation and the 263 nm probe pulse
are used in the calculation.

0.5 eV ©
Py = f dE J V' (R,NV(R,1)dR, (22)

0.25 eV 0

where the W(R, 1) is the wave function of the electron.

In this paper, the internal time Ar=0.2 fs is found to be
suitable for the converged results. Except for the dipole ma-
trix elements, other parameters, such as laser wavelengths
and width, are the same as those of the experiment [12].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In experiment [12], signals of slow (0 eV <&<0.06 V)
and fast (0.25 eV<e<0.5 eV) electrons as well as popula-
tions of Na* ion and Nal* ion have been measured, respec-
tively. Subsequently, invoking the rotating wave approxima-
tion (RWA), Charron et al. simulated the experimental
results [13]. Here, the electron spectra and the ion spectra
have been calculated by using the accurate quantum mechan-
ics method. The parameters of the pump (312 nm) and the
probe (263 nm) pulse, such as intensity, full width at half
maximum, frequency et al., are the same as those of the
theoretical simulation by Charron et al. [13].

For the slow electron and Na* ion, Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 com-
pare our calculated result (solid line) with the experimentally
obtained result (solid square) as well as the result of the
theoretical study [13] (dashed line), respectively. In Fig. 2,
the double peaks (the first peak and the second peak, or the
third peak and the fourth peak) structure (dashed line) calcu-
lated by Charron et al. [13] can be seen clearly. The double
peak structure was explained by Charron et al. in Ref. [13] as
follows: The first peak appears when the wave packet is
moving toward large internuclear distances, while the second
occurs when it is located at the same place but moving in the
opposite direction during the squeezing of the molecular
bond [13]. Similarly, double peak structure (dashed line) cal-
culated by Charron er al. [13] appears again in Fig. 3 about
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FIG. 3. The comparison of the Na* population between our
calculated result (solid line) and experimentally obtained result
(solid square), as well as the result of the theoretical study [13]
(dashed line). The 312 pump radiation and the 263 nm probe pulse
are used in the calculation.

the Na* ion. In their opinions, the double peak structure was
due to the autoionization process, partial dissociation by the
static field, as well as the vibrational distribution of the Nal*
ion. However, we do not think that their explanations are
reasonable.

Obviously, prominent differences can be seen in Fig. 2
and Fig. 3 between our calculated results (solid line) with the
results calculated by Charron et al. In Fig. 2 and Fig. 3,
instead of the double peaks structure, the peaks are degres-
sive one by one in our calculations, and our results agree
well with the experimental ones. By using the time-resolved
wave packet theory, a conclusion can be obtained that the
degressive peaks of our calculations in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 are
mainly due to the exchange of the wave packets in the cross-
ing area. Obviously, there is a potential crossing between the
ground state (X) and the excited state (A) in Fig. 1. Excited
by the pump pulse, the initial wave packet is pumped into the
excited state (A). After that, the wave packet transmits on the
excited state (A). When the wave packet reaches the cross-
ing, the wave packet is divided into two parts. One part of
the wave packet remains in the potential of the excited state
(A), whereas the other part of the wave packet runs out of the
excited state (A) and leaks to the ground state (X). After a
vibrational period, the wave packet that moved along the
ground state (X) returns partly to the excited state (A) and
overlaps with the next wave packet entering into the crossing
area, which will impact the populations of the slow electron
and the Na* ion after exciting by the probe pulse.

With regard to the fast electron and Nal* ion, our calcu-
lated results (solid line) with the experimentally obtained
results (solid square) as well as the results of the theoretical
study [13] (dashed line) are displayed in Fig. 4 and Fig. 5,
respectively. Except for the height of each peak in Fig. 4 and
Fig. 5, there are few differences between our results and
those calculated by Charron et al. Similarly, in our opinions,
the differences are due to the wave packet counteracting with
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FIG. 4. The comparison of the fast electron population between
our calculated result (solid line) and experimentally obtained result
(solid square), as well as the result of the theoretical study [13]
(dashed line). The 312 pump radiation and the 263 nm probe pulse
are used in the calculation.

the returned wave packet. The other characters have been
illuminated explicitly in Ref. [12] and Ref. [13].

A more detailed picture about the exchange of the wave
packet in the crossing area is presented in Fig. 6. The evolu-
tive populations of the Na* ion (solid line) and the Nal* ion
(dashed line) have been shown in Fig. 6 when the delay time
is 150 fs. It can be seen that the population of the Na* ion is
approximately seven times greater than the population of the
Nal™* ion, and the populations of the Na* ion and the Nal* ion
have prominent oscillation with the propagation of time. Ob-
viously, it is the exchange of the wave packets in the crossing
area that leads to the vibration of the populations. We can
also find in Fig. 6 that the vibrational period is approximately
equal to 700 fs and the period becomes longer and longer
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FIG. 5. The comparison of the Nal* population between our
calculated result (solid line) and experimentally obtained result
(solid square), as well as the result of the theoretical study [13]
(dashed line). The 312 pump radiation and the 263 nm probe pulse
are used in the calculation.
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FIG. 6. The solid line and the dashed line present the popula-
tions of the Na* ion and the Nal* ion, respectively. The dotted line
presents the total population of the Na* ion and the Nal* ion. The
delay time is equal to 150 fs.

with the increase of time, which is mainly due to the wave
packets’ interacting many times. Noticeably, the total popu-
lation Pyy++ P+ (dotted line in Fig. 6) of the two competi-
tive photoionization processes (Na* and Nal*) should be
equally constant according to the “split operator-Fourier
transform” scheme.

Additional information about the process of photoioniza-
tion is calculated in our work and the results presented in
Figs. 7(a)-7(c) are the simulated time-resolved photoelectron
spectra responding to the delay time of 600 fs, 400 fs, and
200 fs, respectively. Two characters of the spectra can be
observed clearly in Fig. 7. First, each spectrum has two
peaks and the first peak decreases monotonically with the
delay time, whereas the second one increases monotonically
with the delay time. Secondly, as the pump-probe delay in-
creases from 200 fs to 600 fs, the electron kinetic energies
corresponding to the two peaks shift little by little toward the
high electron kinetic energy.

The following is the detailed explanation for the first
character. It has been described in Ref. [13] that the probe
pulse has enough energy to access the photoionization
(Nal"+#Aw—Nal*+¢7) and the dissociative photoionization
(Nal"+#Aw—Na*+I+e7). Obviously, the two competitive
channels result in the decrease of the first peak and the in-
crease of the second peak with the propagation of the delay
time. Because of the existence of binding energy in the Nal*
ion, the dissociative photoionization of the Na* ion needs
more energy than the photoionization of the Nal* ion. There-
fore, the conclusion can be acquired that the first peak cor-
responding to the lower electron kinetic energy in Fig. 7 is
induced by the dissociative photoionization of the Na* ion,
while the second one corresponding to the higher electron
kinetic energy is induced by the photoionization of the Nal*
ion.

With regard to the second character, time-resolved wave
packet theory can be used to interpret the variety of spectra.
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FIG. 7. The femtosecond time-resolved photoelectron kinetic
energy spectra of the Nal molecule. The different delay times 600,
400, and 200 fs correspond to (a), (b), and (c), respectively. The 312
pump radiation and the 263 nm probe pulse are used in the
calculation.

At short delay time, the wave packet on excited state (A) is
mostly situated in a short internuclear area. With increasing
of the delay time, the wave packet will move to an
asymptotic area. Clearly, one can observe from Fig. 1 that
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the potential energy curve of the excited state (A) is closer to
that of the ionic state (I) in an asymptotic area than in a short
internuclear area. That is to say, the vertical detachment en-
ergy is lower in an asymptotic area than in a short internu-
clear area, so the electron kinetic energy increases with the
delay time increase from 200 fs to 600 fs. Hence the shift to
higher electron kinetic energy with the delay time is due to
the movement of the wave packet on the potential of the
excited state (A).

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the accurate quantum mechanics method
was employed to calculate the photoelectron spectroscopy
(PES) of the Nal molecule, as well as the populations of the
Na* ion and the Nal* ion. By using the time-resolved wave
packet theory, the PES was explained in reason. Through
calculation, it has been found that not only is the population
of the Na* ion approximately seven times that of the Nal*
ion, but also the vibrational period is about 700 fs and has an
increasing trend with the increase of time. We considered
that exchange of the wave packets in the crossing area played
a prominent role in the process of photoionization.
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