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Multiphoton single ionization of two-electron systems in intense laser fields
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Multiphoton single-ionization of a two-electron system (He and He-like ions) in intense circularly polarized
laser field is reported in a relativistic field theoretic method. Coulomb-correction factor is introduced to
estimate the effect of the Coulomb field of the residual ion on the rate. Antisymmetric wave function is
considered both in the initial and in the final state. The spin-specific currents are calculated. Angular asym-
metry in current generation is noted with the change in the spin direction of the ionized electron. Coulomb-
corrected relativistic-result for total rate is compared with the Coulomb-corrected nonrelativistic KFR rate. At
the high-intensity regime nonrelativistic rate overestimates the relativistic rate. Formation of orthopositronium
and parapositronium from positronium negative ion by multiphoton ionization is discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Multiphoton ionization of a two-electron system mainly
He is looked into in this work for single-ionization in the
intense laser field in a relativistic field theoretic method, with
special emphasis on spin-current production which has many
applications in spintronics and magnetoresistances. Field
theory and Feynman diagrams are used to calculate single
and double ionization of He in a perturbative-approach [1].
In the case of ionization in intense laser field nonperturbative
approach is sufficient. In strong laser field the magnetic com-
ponent of the field plays important role in the spin of the
electron (free or bound). A characteristic aspect of the strong
laser field is the coupling of the magnetic field with the spin
degrees of freedom. Spin-dependent ionization current is ob-
tained earlier using circularly polarized light shining multi-
photon on hydrogen atom in paper [2] and single photon on
helium atoms in paper [3]. In this paper, while we restrict
ourselves to the straight forward relativistic generalization of
strong field S-matrix approach (SFA) with regard to radiation
field to obtain the rate, we multiply the rate by Coulomb-
correction factor [4] of the residual ion analogous to the non-
relativistic Coulomb-corrected Keldysh-Faisal-Reiss (KFR)
rate [5]. In principle the photo-electron is dressed by laser
field [6] (Volkov wave function) and the Coulomb field of
the residual ion. To estimate the effect of this additional Cou-
lomb field, we multiply the relativistic-rate by the square of
the Coulomb-correction factor. In the time reversed S matrix,
the system is initially prepared in a state free of transition
carrying field. The SFA method allows for the rigorous in-
troduction of arbitrary temporal as well as spatial shape of
the laser pulse. The pulse is relatively long but goes to zero
at asymptotic time is automatically satisfied [7]. The energy
of the photo-electron should be much larger than the binding
energy.

A frequency-dependent asymmetry between the spin-up
() and spin-down (d) currents that varies according to the
direction of electron emission is found. Hopefully the rates
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of spin-flips in the ionization process and possibly also the
spin-asymmetry from target atoms could be measured in
“second generation experiments.” Analysis of such multi-
photon ionization experiments would require knowledge of
the spin-dependence of the ionization rates. No such spin
specific ionization rate of He in intense field appeared to
have been obtained so far. In this paper, we consider anti-
symmetric wave functions in the initial state as well as in the
final state. Initially the two bound-electrons are in the ground
spin-singlet (S;=0) state. It is difficult to solve ground-state
helium wave function in a relativistic way. For simplicity, we
have made an effective “Active-single-electron” (ASE) hy-
pothesis. At high-laser intensity He in the ground state is
taken as the antisymmetric product of two hydrogen-type
Dirac-electrons in the spin-singlet state with [3] effective
charge Z,;=27/16. In this paper, unlike Ref. [3], we have
considered the two electrons in the final state (one bound and
one free) to be either in the spin-singlet (S;=0) or in the
spin-triplet (S;=1) state. Inclusion of antisymmetry in the
initial and in the final state gives rise to the two types of
multiphoton ionization processes. (a) Direct process: photon
interacting with one of the bound electrons ionizes it (with
spin direction unchanged or flipped), the other electron re-
mains bound in the same spin state. (b) shake-off process:
where one of the bound electrons interacting with photon,
remains bound with its spin flipped, while the other electron
due to the change in the internal potential is kicked off
without change of spin. Transition to the singlet state (S;
=0, M f=0) involves only direct process while that to the
triplet-state involves both the spin-flip direct process and the
shake-off process.

Explicit analytical formulae for the relativistic rate are
derived for multiphoton ionization of a two-electron atom/
ion by circularly polarized light, and results of numerical
calculations for multiphoton ionization rate after Coulomb-
correction are presented. Atomic units are considered 7 =|e]

=m=ay=1, c=a"l.

II. THEORY

Using SFA analogous to the nonrelativistic KFR approach
[5] the leading term of S matrix is
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s # S,=u, d are the electron-spins in the initial ground state
of He atom. s{, s} are the corresponding spins in the final
state.

Transition rate per unit time

&’p
2
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The angular differential rate for transition from the ground-
singlet state to the final states Sy, M, on ionization is given
by

dT)s,w, cpolpl
A 2EPolP
|: dQ - |(Ssl SZHS )Sfo| (277_)2 . (lb)

The parenthesis in y*(i) in (1) indicates photon interacts with
electron at r;=(ry,7;) and. p=(py,p) is the four-momentum
of the ionized electron, dQ)=sin 6d0d .

The vector potential is given by

eA , )
Alry) = 2 [{gel 1 + 87, ()
2¢
The polarization vectors for circularly polarized photons are,
respectively,

1 o1
eé=—(1,i,0) and &'=-—=(1,-i,0
\5( ) 2( )

k:(ko,lg) is the four-momentum of photon, ky=w/c,

where k=0, k= (0,0,k,). Let us denote the spin-up elec-
tron as “u” and spin down-spin electron as “d.” The initial
ground state of He atom is considered as an antisymmetric

combination of the two Dirac-hydrogen wave functions with
[3] effective charge Z,;=27/16.

W5y = [wl.y(rl)wls(e)]\%{[u(nd(z)] —ud(D)}.
3)

The two electrons in the final state lﬂ)(fi’sé)(rl,rz) may be
either in the singlet state

Sy=s1+5,=0, M;=0 or in the triplet state Sy=s{+s;=1,
M=1,0,-1.

The final singlet state is

r ! 1 + *
'r/f}(‘%Sz)(rl,rz) = \J_E[‘//p(”l)‘/’ﬁe (r2) + () ()]

x%{[ua)d(z)]—u(z)d(l)}. @)

The final triplet-states corresponding to the three magnetic-
quantum states are as below
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(i) Sy=1, M;=0,

! ’ 1 + *
U o) = ST () = gy YA )]

x\,%{[u<1>d<2>]+u<2>d<1>} (5)

(11) Sf=1’ Mf=1’

’ ’ 1 + *
U2 ) = S ) = ) ()

X{lu(Du(2)]} (6)

(lll) Sf: 1, Mf:—l,

o 1 + +
lﬁ}j]’sz)(rl,rz) = E[‘ﬁp(ﬁ)l//f[f (r2) = g (r) P ()]

X{[d(1)d(2)]}. )

Dirac-Volkov solution [6] for photo-electron in intense
laser field ¢,(r)u, for ionized electron is given by

©

Yp(rug= 25 N, expli(p - ri+ Nk - rp)}

n>ng

Xexp(—ink-r) &) (p), (8)

where ng is the minimum photon number required for ion-
ization.

60/

¢i(p) |:J (ap’bp’X) + {ké‘] l(ap7bp7X)

+ k£ T, (a,,,b,,,)()}} uy(p)

= fuus(p) (8a)

u,(p) is the Dirac-spinor for free electron having four-
momentum p and spin s. The photon four-momentum is k

C . . .
and N, = o Xs 1 the Pauli spinor.

u(p)=( e )
0 s

Potc Po—¢€
= 2¢ M= 2c

k'P=k0P0—E'ﬁ,

po= (N + )

oo

> Jnsam(@)d,(b,)emmx - (8b)

m=—%

Jﬂ(ap’ban) =

are the generalized Bessel function [2] of three arguments
with
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For circularly polarized light é=7/2, eventually y=¢ and
b,=0
Since J,(0)=0 for m#0 and J,(0)=1,

=T (a)em" $n(a5.0-%)
= a,)e

/2
fo= | da + 52 (@) TR (@)} | 9)
In the final state the Dirac hydrogen-type wave function of
He7, is
He+(s£)

i (r’)a)sé and the same as in [3] with z=2. We cal-
culate below the transition matrix elements from the singlet
ground state to the singlet and to the three triplet states. Let
us denote the spin-up electron as “u;, or u,” (the subscripts
“b and f” indicate bound and free electron, respectively) and
the spin-down electron as “d, or d;.”

A. Singlet to singlet transition

Using (2)—(4) in (1) the transition matrix from singlet to
singlet state

(Sgpe=dr) | (10)

(SSI.Y2*>S;X

1
, — — Uy dbﬂu/ dy .
2)0,0 { —= (S )+ 2

Sz*h&‘l

The general matrix element S}’ = to be mentioned as

direct term is given by

= [ a0

where

(Islﬁs]/)=fﬁs{(P)lﬂ;("l)Y(I)A(r1)¢1s(71)wsld3r1 (10b)

(IZZHXQ) = f dSrZE’sé('7[/{-156+(r2))+¢15(r2)w52 (10(3)

(1;'"1) gives the bound-free transition of electron from spin

sy to s; by photon interaction. (I3 2HSZ) glves the bound-
bound transition of electron from spin s, to s;. It is to note
that in singlet to singlet transition there is no spin-flip after
interaction, i.e., u,—uy and d,— d;. Substituting from (8)
and Dirac-type hydrogen wave function [2] for #,,(r) in Eq.
(10b) we get

L > T,Y,‘ﬂi exp i{— g1 +po+(\,

I'LZI'LO

I‘;]HS{ = —n)ko}ry (10d)

T = [ BV (), ], (10e)

where L1=N,,0N15C0(q)%'
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The momentum transfer §=p+(\,, —n)k=qq and from [2]

k'P=k0P0—E‘I-77 Po—(VC +p°)

l,p=four-momentum of each of the bound electron in the
ground state of He.

and [, is the four-momentum of the bound electron in the
ground state of He*

2_p2, and

[2 2
Lig=Vc™—pip Lp=\c"—pip

Vig) =[1.B18(9)4]

Colg) = 47TF(%—+1),sm[(y{ + l)tan‘l(i”
! PiB

%B+Q)

_lPiB ’)’i +1 P13
g(q) = -
q Y

}1/2
sin[y] tan™ ((]/PIB)] }

sin[(y} + )tan" (g/p,p)]

’ l+ 'y

Ns= ) (n+12)| ——~— ~ 71
1= Cp1) 8al(1+27])

1+ 'yz

N =2 (vy+172)
Is (2p2p) 87T (1 +27/2)

p13=21=27/16, P23=ZZ=2
eAy/
B,o= 2k0 ko{2J, + cos &(J,,_o + J,.0)}

én = |_(Jn+1é* + Jn—lé) + lanoj
Similarly we get for (10c) as in [3]

(127 = Ly, exp illp Lo, (10f)
where
. , Al (y + v, + 1)
Ly=J(1-BiB), J=N|Ny )
(Ip1sl +pag) 1t
(I;zﬂé) exists if s5=s, and we write
L =13 % = [, = Ly exp illg, — Ig)rg
Finally integrating (10a) over r
SB;;"ZHS{,.é:‘I‘ (I‘ilﬂ,slr)(lgzﬂ,sé)dro
=LiLy 2 T, 18+ po+ (N, = ko]
n=ng
lp=1lp—2lp (10g)
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Defining binding energy of each of the electrons in the
initial and in the final states as €; and &,, respectively, and
the kinetic energy as &;,, where

gy=clc—1lip), &y=clc—lp), and egy,=c(py=-c).

Since photon frequency w=ck,
we can write

lg+po+ (N, = n)ko=[eg+ &g, + (N, —n)ol/c.
Delta function in (10g) gives
28, — &y + g4y + (N, —n) 0] =0.
Hence, energy conservation relation
gg+ &y + N0 = now, (10h)

where ez=2€,—¢, is the ionization potential.

The terms of 7,' 1 (10e) for spin-symmetric transitions
are

Ty~ = By, (m; +myS,p - §) — By - (5,4 + myp)
+i{B), X (= m;$,G + map)}, (10h1)
and

sz_}df:BSn(ml +my81p - §) —B: - (my81G + myp)

= i{B, X (= m;$14 + myp)} (10h2)
T:l'_“{ for spin-flip terms
Ty~ = By,mySi[i(p X §),— (p X §),]
+i[B,, X (= mS1G +myp)],
— i{{B;, X (= m 8, + myp)}, (10h3)
and
T3 = By,moSiLi(p X ).+ (5 % 4),]
+i[B,, X (= myS$g +myp)];
+i{B, X (= m 81 +myp)},, (10h4)

where ,=6/g(q).

B. Singlet to triplet transition

Singlet to triplet (S;=1) transition matrix (Sélfzﬂ s ") SpM;
consists of three matrices (Sflfzﬂlfz)l’o’ (Sslszﬂ s )1 1, and
(lexzas{sé)l,—l’ corresponding

to the three magnetic quantum numbers M f=0, 1,-1.

Using (2), (3), and (5) in (1) it can be shown that

Ay

1 d, d, d, d
’ = Up,dp—ipap bUp—dpip
2)1,0 \r(S )- \2(5 ) |-

(SY] YZ*?Y

i
(11)

Using (2), (3), and (6) in (1) we get
(Ssysysts1n =LSTT10) = (Sl s )] (12)

Using the Egs. (2), (3), and (7) in (1) we get
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(S5, 5,stsp)1-1 = (S ) — (S )], (13)

SEu= i qnd S4A—%% in (12)and (13) are the spin-flip
direct-terms (10g). These are to be obtained using (10h3) and
(10h4).

The general matrix element for shake-off term
(Svllkyz—wxi,xé) iS
Sh
ol ’ ’
(Ssi? ) = f dro(Iy " DIE ™, (14)

where

(Igl_mi):fd3V1lCT)s1’[’w//ﬁe+(rl)]T')’(l)A(rl)’/’ls(rl)wSlJ
(14a)

2 [ e wee,). (4

(157°1) gives the bound-bound transition of electron from

spin s; to s; by direct photon interaction. ;> 2 gives the
bound-free shake-off transition of electron from spin s, to s5.

’ A —
(1371 = NNy SHC (08 (0H=2(B] + 85)]

Xexpli(lg, = Ig1)rol, (14al)

where Cy(k) — C/\(k) and g(k) — g’ (k)
as y;— (yj+v¥,—1) and p;— (p,p+p2p) in equations be-
low (10e).

We find (75'"1) correspond to the spin—flip terms in
bound-bound transition by photon interaction. Hence, the
non-null terms are

Igbaub = Igbﬂdb =I3=L; eXP[i(le - 131)70] (14a2)

Ly= lles {Co(k)g ()} - \'2(:81 +B5)].

Using Egs. (8), (9), and (14b) becomes

I 72=1, > T, "2 exp i[— l15+ po + (N, = n)ko]ry.

n=ng

(14c)

Integrating over ry Eq. (14) becomes

(Soh> ") = LaLy 2 (T,)2 28+ po + (N, = ko],

n=ny

(144d)

where

T, = iy (V@) o, (14)

and V=[1 ,B;g(q)qA], L4=N15NP()CO(q)'
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FIG. 1. Representative diagram showing the geometry of inter-
action (see text)

The spin-specific matrices corresponding (14e) are

(T = [J( )A + @A+, (a)Al}]

(T,’l)dh—*dlej( )A + {J l(a)A1+J:+l(a)A2}],

where

A <m1 ~ mzﬁfj(q)

[|P| + (N - n)|k|cos 49])6—"'“15

/2 .
A1=2,B{g(q)ko[(m1 m, cos ﬁ)usm 0} O ind

Big(q)

A, = [—2m2k0 sin 0{1 “ {|p|cos 6
q

. n)ko}” kO/i

—ing

III. CALCULATION OF IONIZATION RATES

In this calculation photon propagation and electron spin
are taken along the z-direction (Fig. 1). Using above equa-
tions we shall calculate below the matrix elements for tran-
sition from the singlet to singlet state and the singlet to
triplet state by +ve helicity beams. With change of helicity of
the beam the electric and the magnetic field vectors which
are in the plane of polarization (xy plane) change their direc-
tions

A. Singlet to singlet

The angular differential transition rate from singlet to sin-
glet state is obtained using (10) and (10g) in (1a).

d(T)g0 cpolpl

— 2
40 - |( 51578, 's )00| 2 )2 (15)
4T up—iy 4T db—>df
=< ( >0,0> +( ( )0,0) L ae)
dQ Dir dQ Dir

Since from Egs. (10a)—(10f) and (10)
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0,0= IEL Ly 2 (T4 + T %)

n=n

X+ po+ (N, —n)ko]

( Y] Yzﬁﬁ‘ S‘

we have
d(r)()o)S 2 < ) ZCP0|17|
—_— = —L,L THY .
< dQ Dir n=ny \’E ? | (277)2
(16a)

B. Singlet to triplet state

The transition rate from singlet state to triplet Sy=1, M,
=0
is written as (I'); .

d(r)l,0_|( , ’) |2€p0|ﬁ|
dQ - S1S)7815, 1,0 (277)2

d uy=uy (q(T dy=dy

=< ( )LO) +< ( )1,0> LA
d‘Q’ Dirt dQ Dir
From the Eq. (11)
1 —U —
( Y]Yzﬁv S‘ )1 0= EL LZ 2 (Tub S = Tdb df)
n=n

X5[13+p0+()\p—n)ko]. (173)

There is only a phase difference of 7 between the 2" term of
(Sslszﬂsisé)O,O and (Sslszésisé)l,O'
Hence from (16) and (17)
(D)1 d(D)g
dQ dQ

The transition rate (I'); | from the singlet-state to the triplet-
state Sf= 1, My=1 is written as

dl’), cpolp|

_ 2
dQ |(S3132~>s )Sf—l Mf_1| (277)2
_ (d(r)m )d'ﬁuf N (d(r)m)ubﬂuf
dQ) direct-flip (9]
On using (10g) and (14d) in (12)

(18)
shake-off

Sy =275 (st - 2—<subdﬁ”f“b>

1
= 2'_5[L1L2 > (T ") - LsL, > (T,;)"b_'"f]
\J

n=n n=ng
X lp+po+ (N, —nkol. (18a)
Hence in (18)
[&Tﬂf > ( —L,L ) (e Pol7]
2| 157 3
dQ direct-flip  n=ng \ (2m)

(18b)

and
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dlr Up—uy 1 2 cpolp
{ ( )1,1] _ E (2_/—L3L4> |(Tl,1)ubﬂ,f|2 P0|P2|.
dQ) shake-off V2 (2 77)

(18¢)

n=n

Here Eqgs. (18b) and (18c) produce spin-up currents (u). The
first term of (18) gives spin-up current (i) by spin-flip of the
bound electron of spin (d,) by direct interaction, the other
electron remains in the same spin state (u,,). The 2" term of
(18) gives shake-off current u,— u, while the bound electron
(dp) suffers spin-flip to (u;,) by direct interaction.

The angular differential transition rate to Sf: 1, Mp=-1

1S written as.

dl), »cpolp|
d—Q= |(Ssls2~>sisé)l,—l| (277)2
B} {d(rn,_l ]Wf . [d(rx,_l ]dﬂf
aq direct-flip aq shake-off .
(19)

On using (10g) and (14d) in (13)

1 dn—dnd 1 d, —dd
(St = 2 (S04 — 2 (o)

/
2 /
N

1
- 2,—5[L1L2 S (@)
\

n=n

SLiL, D (T,;>dﬁdf]

n=n

X g+ po+ (N, —n)ke]. (19a)
Hence
dT B ub—>df 1 2 N
|: ( )1, 1:| - E (2?L1L2) |Tzh4>df|ch()|p2|
dQ direct-flip n=ng V2 (277)
(19b)
and
d 1" _ db_’df 1 2 >
[ D, l} = (2?L3L4> |(T;;)d”ﬂdf|cho|p2|'
d€) shake-off n=ng V2 (277)

(19¢)

Here both the terms of (19) produce spin-down currents (d,).
The 1%, term contributes spin-flip current by direct interac-
tion and the 2™ term contributes shake-off current (dy) the
bound electron (u,) suffers spin-flip to (d;) by direct inter-
action.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

Total angular differential rate Z—g is obtained by taking

average over the initial spin states and sum over the final
spin states and multiplying the rate thus obtained by the
square of the Coulomb-correction factor (CC).
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FIG. 2. Total ionization rate in atomic unit (a.u.) vs intensity at
different frequencies. Present theory: 2.02 eV (continuous line with
filled circles), 2.5 eV (broken line with open circle), 3 eV (line with

filled triangle). Coulomb corrected KFR theory [4]: 2.02 eV (con-
tinuous line).

W g opr| 120, 3
The Coulomb-correction factor [4]
C(Z,ep,F) = [%]Z\E,

where egz=g,-2g, is the ionization potential (10h), F
=Aqw/c is the peak field strength

and Z=z, (=27/16) is the core charge of the atom.

The first term of (20) is the contribution from singlet to
singlet transition and the square bracket in (20) is the contri-
bution from singlet to triplet transition. The total transition
rate is obtained by integrating (20) over solid angle ().

In Fig. 2 the present result for the total transition rate I' is
shown for frequencies 2.02, 2.5, and 3 eV. At any intensity,
the rate increases with frequency. At each frequency present
rate attains peak value depending on intensity. The peaks
shift toward higher intensity as frequency increases. Drop of
the rate curve after attaining the peak shows start of the
stabilization with the increase in intensity [7]. Total Rate at
each intensity is obtained by summing the rates over photon
order n=n,. The minimum photon number n, depends on
intensity and frequency. In the present case we take n=n
+n'. Any increase in the value of n’ above 50 does not
change the total rate any further. As intensity increases there
is a competition between kinetic energy of the electron and
the quiver energy leading to stabilization. The nonrelativistic
Coulomb-corrected KFR result [4] for frequency 2.02 eV
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FIG. 3. Total ionization rate vs. intensity at 20.2 eV beam
frequency.

(614 nm) is also shown. Up to the intensity 10'> W cm™
present Coulomb-corrected relativistic result at 2.02 eV com-
pares well with the nonrelativistic Coulomb-corrected KFR
result. As intensity increases the nonrelativistic result over-
estimates the relativistic result. Figure 3 gives the total ion-
ization rate at soft x-ray wavelength 61.4nm (20.2 eV) where
stabilization starts after 10'® W/cm?.

From (16) to (18) the Coulomb-corrected total up-current
and the total down-current are, respectively,

[M}W =C%(z, sB,F){ l[ d(F)o,o]"”H”f

Q) 4l 40 |,
3[a(m), o]“fﬁ“f 3 [d(rn 1]
+4[ aQ |, T4l a0 @D

and

dQ 4l do |,

B {d(rx,o}dﬁdg 3 [d(rn,_l}
41 a0 |, 4L dQ '

(22)

[M}d"wn = CZ(Z Ep F){l|: d(r)0,0:|dhadf

Angular spin-asymmetry parameter (A) between spin-up cur-
rent and spin-down current is defined as the ratio

({2~

) Q) \dQ
ERc
dQ dQ

Spin-flip currents are obtained from the singlet to triplet tran-
sitions with M;=1,-1 and are given respectively from Egs.
(18) and (19) and are defined as

(23)
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FIG. 4. Asymmetry parameter (A) vs angle (deg) of electron
emission from the incident beam direction for photon frequency
2.02 eV. Outer curve is for laser intensity 10'> W/cm? and the
inner curve is for laser intensity 10'% W/cm?.

d(W) :|de”1” , { dn), _, }dwuf
— =C(Z,eg,F)| ——— (24)
|: dQ) b dQ) direct-flip
and
d(w) |m—ds {d(r)l_l}uwf
—_— =C*(Z,gp.F)| ——— 25
|: dQ :| ( o ) aq direct-flip ( )

We define spin-flip asymmetry parameter “A” as the ratio

[aono-_aw s
dQ | 40

(dW>up (dW)down
a0) \an
Angular dependents of (A) and “A” are shown in the Figs.
4-7. The Fig. 4 gives the angular asymmetry parameter (A)
at 103 and 10" W/cm?. The absolute value of (A) at any
angle increases with intensity as in [2]. Similar increase in
the absolute value of spin-flip parameter A with intensity is
found in Fig. 5. At soft x-ray wavelength spin-asymmetry
parameter and spin-flip parameter are shown in Fig. 6 and
Fig. 7, respectively, for 10'%, 10'7, and 10'"® W/cm?. It is to
note that asymmetry decreases as frequency increases. The
absolute value of asymmetry obtained at 20.2 eV frequency
(70-110 deg) are quite large of the order of 20% in magni-
tude and they are well within the current resolution of spin-
analyzers in the laboratory. The total angular differential rate
(20) from direct interaction and shake-off interaction is
shown in Fig. 8.

The spin-symmetric currents u;, — uy and d;,— d; from the
direct-interaction gives the total current u;,— u; from (16a)
and (18b)

A= (26)
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FIG. 5. Flip-parameter “A” vs angle (deg) of electron emission
from incident beam direction for photon frequency 2.02 eV. Outer
curve is for the intensity 10'* W/cm? and the inner curve is for the
intensity 105 W/cm?.

a(w) [ 1 [d(I‘)O O]Mbwf
_ - Z F —_] —
|: dQ :| C ( ) 837 ){ 4 dQ Dir

3 d F llb*ﬂlf
+ — m (27)
and the total current d),— d; from (16) and (19b)

d(w) |%—4 1[d(r)00]dwdf
= = C¥(Z, 85, F)] —| =220
[dn] “eeP3 a0 |y,

31 d@) o |
+4’|: dQ) :|Dir } (28)

The currents from direct interaction and shake-off interaction
are shown (Fig. 8).

LIS (L LN L N BN SO BN IR R

0.04

Asymmetry parameter

T 1 T T T 1T T T T T 71717
IS BV U SO R U S .

1 l' [ L I L I L | L | 1 I 1 |“
_0‘270 75 80 8 90 95 100 105 110
Angle (deg)
FIG. 6. Same as in Fig. 4 for photon frequency 20.2 eV. The

upper, middle and the lower curves are for intensities 10'°, 10'7,
and 10'® W/cm?, respectively.
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FIG. 7. Same as in Fig. 5 for photon frequency 20.2 eV. The
upper, middle and the lower curves are at intensities 106, 10'7, and
10'® W/cm?, respectively.

The currents (27) and (28) from the direct interaction are
identical (Fig. 8) but less than the shake-off currents from
(18¢) and (19c¢), which are also of the same magnitude. The
flip-current d;,— uy from (18) is almost 10 order less than
the flip-current u;, — d from (19). This explains why the val-
ues of (A) and A are negative but of equal magnitude (see
Figs. 4, 5 and Figs. 6, 7). However flip-currents have peaks
(Fig. 8) above and below the plane of polarization and
minima on the plane of polarization, while u,—u; and d,
—dy currents have maxima on the plane of polarization.

In the present case, there is no spin-orbit interaction aris-
ing from the derivative of the atomic potential, either in
the initial state (ground s state) or in the final state (Dirac
plane-wave Volkov state). In intense laser the high-magnetic

field E:% in the laboratory interacts with the magnetic

moment (=—$0’ a.u.) of the bound electron and may cause

1x10™"°

1x10™
1x10™

um luw lum

1x10™®

Differential rate (sec™')
-
X
'
=)

1

|
30 60 9 120 150
Angle (deg)

FIG. 8. Differential spin rates (per sec) vs angle in degree of the
electron emission from the beam direction for beam frequency 2.02
eV at intensity 1.4 10> W/cm? for direct and shake-off interac-
tions (see text). Direct interaction: u;,— uy line with open circles;
d,—d; line with filled-squares; u,— d, (spin-flip) line with open
square; dj,— uy (spin-flip) line with filled-circles. Shake-off interac-
tion: u, —uy line with open triangles; d;, — d line with open dia-
mond. Sum of spin rates (direct and shake-off) broken line with
Cross.
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spin-flip of the bound electron (14al). On ionization the
electric field in the laboratory is Lorentz transformed [8], in
the moving frame of the emitted electron, into a (motional)
magnetic field component B'=EXj/c au. Coupling of B'
with the magnetic moment may provide further torque to the
spinning electron causing spin-flip even if the retardation
effect on the electron is switched off (k=0), as is evident
from the expressions szadf and Tffbﬂ"f of (10e), further, the
weak components of the Dirac wave-functions in the free
and the bound states contain factors such as m, and B|g(g),
respectively. These factors are largely responsible for spin
currents and necessary flip.

V. CONCLUSION

We have calculated spin-dependent multiphoton ioniza-
tion current from the ground state of He by intense circularly
polarized laser. Considering the effect of the Coulomb field
of the ion on the relativistic rate good agreement is obtained
with the KFR rate in low intensity regime. As intensity in-
creases nonrelativistic KFR rate overestimates the relativistic
rate. Spin-flip current u;,—d; is higher than the spin-
symmetric currents u,—u, or d,— d, except around the po-
larization plane. The spin-direction of in spin-specific current
can be altered from outside by changing the helicity of the

PHYSICAL REVIEW A 80, 013418 (2009)

beam. Hence, asymmetry (A) will change its sign on chang-
ing the helicity of the beam from left circular polarization to
right circular polarization. At any frequency stabilization
against ionization starts with the increase in intensity causing
drop in the ionization curve. The peak value of the rate de-
creases with frequency while the position of the peak shifts
toward the higher intensity side.

An interesting application of this formalism is in calculat-
ing the probability of formation of orthopositronium (otho-
Ps) and parapositronium (para-Ps) from positronium nega-
tive ion (Ps”) [9]. Most stable (Ps™) forms in the singlet-
state. On multiphoton ionization the final state consists of a
continuum electron of spin u or d and positronium para-Ps or
otho-Ps. Para-Ps thus formed can be quenched into two pho-
tons in presence of a spectator electron. The formalism is
used in the case of ionization by high-energy single photon
[3] derived from circularly polarized laser taking only the
plane wave part of the Volkov solution. In the present case of
multiphoton ionization we have considered full-Volkov solu-
tion for the electron and the number of photons (n=1) in-
volved in the process depend on the intensity and the fre-
quency of the laser field. Hence importance of this field
theoretic formalism lies in calculating the probability of
spin-polarized current from the two-electron atom or ion by
the polarized laser.
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