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Photoelectron-photoion coincidence momentum imaging has been performed to investigate ex-
citation processes on dissociative ionization of OCS, OCS → OCS+ + e− → OC + S+ + e−, in
phase-locked ω + 2ω intense laser fields. The electron kinetic energy spectra depend on coinciden-
tally produced ion species, OCS+ or S+. The observed electron momentum distribution shows clear
asymmetry along the laser polarization direction with a 2π-oscillation period as a function of the
phase difference between the ω and 2ω laser fields. The asymmetry of electron emission in the
OCS+ channel flips at the electron kinetic energy of 8.2 eV where the dominant scattering direction
switches from forward to backward. In the S+ channel, the asymmetry flips at the lower kinetic
energy of 4.2 eV. In comparison with a classical trajectory Monte Carlo simulation, it has been
clarified that this energy shift between the OCS+ and S+ channels corresponds to the excitation
energy of the parent ion and that electron recollisional excitation takes place to form the fragment
ion in intense laser fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

Tunneling ionization and subsequent electron recol-
lision processes in intense laser fields induce ultrafast
molecular and electronic dynamics such as high-order
harmonic generation [1–3], elastic electron scattering [4–
7], electronic excitation leading to molecular dissocia-
tion [8–13], and non-sequential double ionization [14, 15].
The tunneling electron gains kinetic energy in alternat-
ing laser electric fields, and the excess energy causes
such non-linear phenomena. The tunneling ionization
and electron recollision processes occur within a single
optical cycle (2.7 fs at 800 nm) as described in a three-
step model [16, 17], thus these subsequent phenomena
are promising for imaging ultrafast molecular and elec-
tronic dynamics [4, 18, 19]. Since the tunneling electron
selectively collides with the parent ion and not with other
neutral molecules, the electron recollision in intense laser
fields is a powerful tool to investigate elastic/inelastic
electron scattering by ions.

One of the applications of laser-induced electron
scattering processes is laser-induced electron diffraction
(LIED), which is a promising candidate to investigate ul-
trafast nuclear dynamics with attosecond and picometer
resolutions with an elastic scattering process [4–7]. The
structure and dynamics of molecules at the time when the
electron recollides are encoded in the rescattered electron
wavepacket. The contribution of an electron recollision
process in LIED has been verified by measuring the max-
imum kinetic energy of the backward-scattered electron.

Another application of laser-induced electron scatter-
ing processes is electron recollisional ionization and exci-
tation. The contributions of inelastic scattering in dou-
ble ionization in intense laser fields have been discussed
from the electron momentum distributions of the first
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and second electrons [20]. The double ionization mech-
anisms such as non-sequential double ionization (NSDI)
or recollision-induced excitation and subsequent field ion-
ization (RESI) have been proposed. In contrast, although
electronically excited cations would play important roles
in molecular dissociation in intense laser fields, the con-
tribution of an electron recollision process to form elec-
tronically excited cationic states is still unclear and has
been discussed on the basis of dependencies on elliptic-
ity [11, 21] and carrier-envelope-phase (CEP) [22] of laser
fields.
The elucidation of inelastic scattering from electron

kinetic energy is difficult. The electron kinetic energy
is blurred because the final electron momentum depends
not only on the tunneling (ionization) time but also on
the excitation energy of the ions. In addition, other pro-
cesses such as tunneling ionization from lower lying or-
bitals would compete. Therefore, the reaction pathway
of molecular dissociation in intense laser fields has been
discussed from the total kinetic energy release of frag-
ments, which is determined by the difference between
the potential energies before and after dissociation. How-
ever, intense laser fields can interact with molecules after
ionization [23] and deform the shape of potential energy
surfaces [9]. Although the assignment of the electronic
state is required to discuss molecular dissociation dynam-
ics precisely, it is not easy to assign the electronic states
populated in intense laser fields from the kinetic energy
of ions.
Using phase-locked two-color (ω + 2ω) laser fields is a

simple and powerful method to obtain spatial asymmetry
in laser fields and to investigate the ionization and dis-
sociation mechanisms irrespective of polar or non-polar
molecules [24–28]. An electric field of a phase-locked
ω + 2ω laser field can be expressed as

F (t,∆ϕ) = Fω(t) cos (ωt+ ϕCEP)

+ F2ω(t) cos (2ωt+ 2ϕCEP +∆ϕ) , (1)

where Fω(t) and F2ω(t) are the envelope functions of laser
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fields with the carrier frequencies of ω and 2ω, respec-
tively, ϕCEP is the CEP of the fundamental (ω) pulse,
and ∆ϕ is the phase difference between the ω and second
harmonic (2ω) pulses. Examples of the ω+2ω laser elec-
tric fields at different combinations of ϕCEP and ∆ϕ are
shown in Figs. 1(a) and (b). The asymmetry of the laser
electric fields depends on ∆ϕ, but not on ϕCEP. When
the one-color laser fields are employed, the electrons are
ejected symmetrically along the laser polarization direc-
tion. In contrast, the phase-locked ω+2ω laser fields en-
able us to obtain the asymmetric electron and fragment
momentum distributions along the laser polarization di-
rection.

In this paper, photoionization of carbonyl sulfide
(OCS) molecules in the phase-locked ω + 2ω intense
laser fields has been investigated by the photoelectron-
photoion coincidence (PEPICO) three-dimensional mo-
mentum imaging technique to clarify the effects of elec-
tron recollision on molecular excitation in intense laser
fields. The direction of electron ejection and its depen-
dence on the shapes of laser electric fields have been mea-
sured and compared with a classical trajectory Monte
Carlo (CTMC) simulation with a potential calculated us-
ing density functional theory (DFT).

II. EXPERIMENT

A schematic diagram of the experimental setup is
shown in Fig. 1(c). The output of a Ti:Sapphire chirped
pulse amplifier (λ ∼ 795 nm, 70 fs, 1 kHz) is introduced
into a β-barium borate (BBO, type I, θ = 29.2 deg,
0.1mm thickness) crystal to generate the 2ω pulses (λ ∼
400 nm). The ω and 2ω pulses are separated by a di-
electric mirror (Layertec, 106853), which reflects the 2ω
pulses and transmits the ω pulses. The polarization di-
rection of the ω pulses is rotated by a half-waveplate to
be parallel to that of the 2ω pulses. The ω and 2ω pulses
are co-linearly combined again by another dielectric mir-
ror, and the ω and 2ω pulses are focused on an effusive
molecular beam of gas mixture (He 95% + OCS 5%) in-
troduced into an ultrahigh vacuum chamber (residual gas
pressure < 10−8 Pa) by an off-axis parabolic mirror with
an effective focal length of 200mm. The effective laser
field intensity of the ω and 2ω pulses at the focal spot is
estimated to be 5×1013 W/cm2 and 5×1012 W/cm2, re-
spectively, from the ponderomotive energy shift Up mea-
sured in the photoelectron spectra of Xe. The phase dif-
ference ∆ϕ at the focal spot is calibrated by measuring
the phase difference dependence of the maximum kinetic
energy of backward-scattered electrons from Xe [29].

To stabilize ∆ϕ over a long acquisition period, a feed-
back system is used in the present study. The ω+2ω laser
pulses passed through the experimental chamber are in-
troduced into another β-BBO crystal to generate the 2ω
pulses from the residual ω pulses. The shift of ∆ϕ is mon-
itored by measuring the interference spectrum between
the 2ω pulses generated at two β-BBO crystals, being
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FIG. 1. Examples of the phase-locked ω + 2ω laser electric
fields at the different (a) ϕCEP and (b) ∆ϕ. (c) Schematic
of the experimental setup. MM: motorized mount, BBO: β-
barium borate crystal, DM: dielectric mirror, HWP: halfwave
plate, WP: wedge plate, OAP: off-axis parabolic mirror,
W: window, PSD: position sensitive detector, L: lens, WW:
wedged window, CCD: charge-coupled device camera, P: po-
larizer, SP: spectrometer. (d) Distributions of phase differ-
ence ∆ϕ measured with feedback loop stabilization (red solid
line) and without stabilization (grey broken line).

compensated by using a pair of fused silica wedge plates
mounted on a linear motorized stage [23, 26, 27, 30]. Dis-
tributions of ∆ϕ measured for 15 minutes with and with-
out stabilization are shown in Fig. 1(d). The measured
∆ϕ without stabilization is distributed over 0.5π, which
is large enough to change the shape of the laser electric
fields from asymmetric to symmetric (see Fig. 1(b)). The
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standard deviation of ∆ϕ with stabilization is kept below
0.06π over a week. A part of the ω+2ω laser pulses is re-
flected by a wedged window to monitor and stabilize the
beam position at the focal spot by using a charge-coupled
device camera and a motorized mirror mount.

Details of the PEPICO momentum imaging system
used in this study are described elsewhere [31–33].
Briefly, the generated ions and electrons in the phase-
locked ω + 2ω laser fields are accelerated to the oppo-
site directions by an electrostatic field, and detected by
using respective fast micro-channel plate detectors with
position-sensitive delay-line anodes (RoentDek HEX80).
The three-dimensional momentum vector of each charged
particle p = (px, py, pz) is obtained by measuring the po-
sition on the detector (x, z) and the arrival time t in a
single-shot acquisition mode. The event rate is kept at
about 0.3 per shot to reduce false events.

III. SIMULATION

The electron momentum distribution in the phase-
locked ω + 2ω laser fields is simulated with a CTMC
method [34]. The following equations are given in atomic
units. Here, we employ a sin2 envelope for both pulses
for simplicity. Thus, the envelope functions in Eq. (1)
are given by

Fω(t) = Fω sin2 (πt/τω) , (2)

F2ω(t) = F2ω sin2 (πt/τ2ω) , (3)

where Fω and F2ω are the amplitudes of the laser electric
fields, and τω and τ2ω are the full width of the ω and 2ω
pulses. The durations of τω = τ2ω = 1033.54 a.u. (25 fs)
are employed in the simulation.

The initial electron flux is obtained as the tunnel-
ing ionization rate from the highest occupied molecu-
lar orbital (HOMO) based on weak-field asymptotic the-
ory [35, 36], which includes the effects of permanent
dipole moment as well as the shape of HOMO. The tun-
neling ionization rate Γ(β, F ) as a function of the molecu-
lar orientation angle β with respect to the laser polariza-
tion direction and the fields strength F can be expressed
as

Γ(β, F ) =

[
|G00(β)|2 +

F

2κ2
|G01(β)|2

]
W00(F ), (4)

W00(F ) =
κ

2

(
4κ2

F

)2/κ−1

exp

(
−2κ3

F

)
, (5)

where G00(β) and G01(β) are the structure factors,
W00(F ) is the field factor, and κ =

√
2Ip with Ip be-

ing the ionization potential of OCS. The structure fac-
tors of OCS are taken from [37]. The molecular orienta-
tion β is chosen randomly in each trajectory simulation.
By taking into account the effect of depletion of neutral
molecules, the effective tunneling ionization rate Γeff at
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FIG. 2. Two-dimensional plot of potential energy V (β =
0, r, z) employed in the CTMC simulation at β = 0. The
carbon atom is at the origin, the oxygen atom is at z < 0, and
the sulfur atom is at z > 0. The laser polarization direction
is along the z-axis.

the ionizing time ti can be expressed as

Γeff(β, F, ti) =

[
1−

∫ ti

−∞
Γeff(β, F, t)dt

]
Γ(β, F ). (6)

The position and velocity of the tunneling electron as a
function of the time are calculated by sequentially solving
the classical equations of motion:

d2r

dt2
= − d

dr
V (β, r, z), (7)

d2z

dt2
= F (t,∆ϕ)− d

dz
V (β, r, z), (8)

where r, z are the perpendicular and parallel components
of cylindrical coordinates with respect to the laser po-
larization direction, respectively, V (β, r, z) is a potential
energy of OCS+, and F (t,∆ϕ) is the ω + 2ω laser elec-
tric fields given by Eq. (1). The potential energy surface
is obtained by combining a DFT potential VDFT for the
inner region (|r| < 5.9,−5.9 < z < 10.6) and a three-
center Coulomb potential VCoulomb for the outer region
(|r| > 14, z < −9, 18 < z). The middle region is inter-
polated with a cubic spline. The DFT potential is cal-
culated with the Krieger-Li-Iafrate self-interaction cor-
relation [38]. The Coulomb potential VCoulomb is given
by

VCoulomb = −
∑
i

qi√
(r − ri)2 + (z − zi)2

, (9)

where qi, ri, and zi are a charge and positions of the i-th
atom, respectively. Net charge on each atom is evalu-
ated as the electron distribution perceived by a HOMO
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electron: −0.30, 0.55, and 0.75 for the oxygen, carbon,
and sulfur atoms, respectively. The employed potential
for β = 0 is shown in Fig. 2. The carbon atom is at the
origin, the oxygen atom is at z < 0, and the sulfur atom
is at z > 0.

The initial position at the ionizing time ti along the
z-axis is determined as the tunnel exit point given by
solving the equation zF (ti,∆ϕ) + V (r = 0, z) = −Ip.
The distribution of the initial transverse velocity [39] is
given as

w(vr, ti) =
4πκ

F (ti,∆ϕ)
exp

[
− κvr(ti)

2

F (ti,∆ϕ)

]
. (10)

The other initial conditions are r(ti) = 0, vz(ti) = 0. In
this simulation, ti, ϕCEP, β, and vr are randomly chosen
for each trajectory.

In order to take an inelastic scattering process into ac-
count, a boundary is determined as the position where
the potential energy is equal to the field-free ionization
potential of OCS+, V (β, r, z) = −Ip,2 = −30.3 eV, and
the energy transfer between the photoelectron and the
parent ion is assumed to occur at an incoming boundary.
When the electron, which has larger kinetic energy than
the threshold energy for the A-X transition of OCS+,
approaches the parent ion across the boundary, the elec-
tron loses the excitation energy of Eth = 4 eV [40]. The
relationship between the kinetic energies before and after
the inelastic scattering can be written as

1

2
v2r(t) +

1

2
v2z(t) =

1

2
v′2r (t) +

1

2
v′2z (t) + Eth, (11)

where v′r(t) and v′z(t) are the velocity along the r and
z axes, respectively, after the inelastic scattering, the
propagation directions of electron are assumed to be con-
served at the moment of the energy transfer.

The propagation is performed using a standard fourth-
order Runge-Kutta algorithm and proceeds until the time
of 16×105 a.u. sufficiently after the end of the laser pulse
(1033.54 a.u.) [34]. After the propagation, the momen-
tum of the electron with a distance from the origin larger
than 10 000 a.u. is used for the following analysis.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Here, we focus on the following two major ionization
channels; (i) OCS → OCS+ + e−, (ii) OCS → OCS+∗ +
e− → OC + S+ + e−. The former is the OCS+ channel,
and the latter is the S+ channel. Since the ground X
state of OCS+ is a stable state, S+ would be generated via
electronically excited states OCS+∗ such as A or B states,
which are lying 4-5 eV above the X state [40]. In our
experimental conditions, the yield of the S+ channel is
about 5% of that of the OCS+ channel. Other channels,
e.g. OC+ and CS+ channels, are minor.

A. Measurement of channel-resolved photoelectron
momenta

The electron kinetic energy Ekin distributions are
obtained by averaging over ∆ϕ from 0 to 2π. The
phase-averaged Ekin distribution of the OCS+ channel
in Fig. 3(a) has a series of peaks with the interval of
1.55 eV, which corresponds to the photon energy of the
ω pulses. The periodic peak structure can be attributed
to above threshold ionization [41]. On the other hand,
the Ekin distribution of the S+ channel in Fig. 3(b) has
only a broad peak.
The following mechanisms for the S+ channel are pos-

sible as combinations of ionization and excitation pro-
cesses;

I) multi-photon or tunneling ionization to the ground
state of OCS+, and multi-photon excitation to the
excited state,

II) tunneling ionization to the excited state (tunnel-
ing ionization from the inner valence orbital, e.g.
HOMO-1),

III) tunneling ionization to the ground state, and elec-
tron recollisional excitation to the excited state.

If the mechanism I is dominant for both channels, since
the photoelectrons are not affected by the excitation pro-
cess after photoelectron ejection, the periodic peak struc-
ture should also appear in the Ekin spectrum of the S+

channel. The disappearance of the periodic peak struc-
ture means that the different ionization process from the
OCS+ channel or coupling between the ionization and
excitation processes play an important role in the S+

channel. Therefore, the mechanism I is not appropriate
for the S+ channel. To clarify the mechanism further,
the dependence on the shape of the laser electric fields
will be investigated.

Figures 3(c) and (d) show the sliced images of the
three-dimensional momenta (|py| < 0.05 atomic units)
of the photoelectrons of the OCS+ and S+ channels, re-
spectively, in the phase-locked ω+2ω intense laser fields
(Iω = 5×1013 W/cm2, I2ω = 5×1012 W/cm2) at ∆ϕ = π.
The shape of the laser electric field at ∆ϕ = π is schemat-
ically shown in the inset of Fig. 3. The electron momen-
tum images show anisotropic distributions with respect
to the laser polarization direction ε along the z-axis. The
electron image of the OCS+ channel shows a periodic
peak structure corresponding to a series of peaks appear-
ing in the Ekin distribution and an asymmetric distribu-
tion with larger electron yields on the larger amplitude
side of the laser electric fields (pz < 0). On the other
hand, the electrons of the S+ channel show a broad dis-
tribution and less pronounced asymmetry than those of
the OCS+ channel at ∆ϕ = π. The electron momen-
tum distributions vary depending on channel and ∆ϕ,
suggesting that different electron ejection processes take
place in the OCS+ and S+ channels.
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FIG. 3. Electron kinetic energy Ekin distribution of (a) OCS+

channel and (b) S+ channel obtained by averaging over ∆ϕ
from 0 to 2π. Momentum images of the photoelectron coinci-
dentally detected with (c) OCS+ and (d) S+ in the phase-
locked ω + 2ω laser fields (Iω = 5 × 1013 W/cm2, I2ω =
5× 1012 W/cm2) with ∆ϕ = π. The laser polarization direc-
tion is indicated as ε. The shape of the ω + 2ω laser electric
field at ∆ϕ = π is schematically shown in the inset at the
bottom-right corner.

B. Asymmetry of electron ejection direction

To evaluate the electron ejection direction quantita-
tively, the asymmetry parameter α is defined as

α(Ekin,∆ϕ) =
Y+(Ekin,∆ϕ)− Y−(Ekin,∆ϕ)

Y+(Ekin,∆ϕ) + Y−(Ekin,∆ϕ)
, (12)

where Y+ and Y− are yields of electrons with positive and
negative momenta, respectively, along the z-axis. The
yields are obtained as the number of electrons ejected
within a polar angle of 30◦ with respect to the laser po-
larization direction.

Figure 4(a) shows the two-dimensional plots of
α(Ekin,∆ϕ) of the OCS+ channel. The asymmetry pa-
rameter shows a 2π-oscillatory behavior depending on
∆ϕ. In addition, the asymmetry parameter flips at the
kinetic energy of 8 eV at ∆ϕ = 0. These ∆ϕ and Ekin

dependencies can be qualitatively explained on the ba-
sis of a semi-classical picture of a tunneling electron in
alternating electric fields.

The 2π-oscillatory behavior depending on ∆ϕ can be
explained with a vector potential. After the tunneling
ionization, the electron is accelerated by the alternating
electric fields. Under the assumptions that the initial
momentum is zero and the effects of the Coulomb force is
negligible, the final momentum of the tunneling electron
pf generated at the ionization time of ti can be given as
the vector potential,

pf (ti) = A(ti,∆ϕ) = −
∫ ∞

ti

F (t,∆ϕ)dt, (13)

showing an asymmetric distribution along the laser po-
larization direction depending on ∆ϕ.
The asymmetry flip at Ekin = 8 eV can be attributed

to a change in the main contribution from the forward- to
backward-scattered electrons. Under the same assump-
tions of the initial momentum and the Coulomb force, the
maximum kinetic energy of the forward-scattered elec-
tron Ef, max would be given by

Ef, max = 2Up =
F 2

2ω2
. (14)

Thus, the electrons with the kinetic energy below and
above 2Up are mainly assigned to the forward- and
backward-scattered electrons, respectively. Since the
electrons ejected around the peak of the electric field
amplitude recollide to the parent ion at the time when
the amplitude is close to 0, the electric field direction
flips before and after the collision. Thus, after the colli-
sion, the forward-scattered electron is decelerated while
the backward-scattered electron is accelerated. As a re-
sult of the entire interaction with the laser field, the
backward-scattered electron has a higher kinetic energy
and is ejected to the opposite direction compared to the
forward-scattered electron. Since only the backward-
scattered electrons contributed in the higher kinetic re-
gion than 2Up, the asymmetry flip occurs around 2Up =
6 eV in the present experimental condition. In the ex-
periment, the asymmetry flips at 8 eV, which is slightly
larger than 2Up. This would be attributed to the effects
of the Coulomb force.
To clarify the ∆ϕ dependence of two kinetic energy

regions, the Ekin-integrated asymmetry parameters are
shown in Fig. 4(c). The electrons in the low kinetic
energy region (Ekin < 5 eV) are preferentially ejected
to the larger amplitude side of the laser electric fields;
the asymmetry parameter shows the positive values at
∆ϕ = 0. On the other hand, the electrons in the high
kinetic energy region (Ekin > 10 eV) are preferentially
ejected to the lower amplitude side of the laser electric
fields; the asymmetry parameter shows the negative val-
ues at ∆ϕ = 0.
For a quantitative evaluation, the Ekin-integrated

asymmetry parameter α(∆ϕ) is fitted with a cosine func-
tion;

A0 cos (∆ϕ− η) , (15)

where A0 is the amplitude of α(∆ϕ) and η is the phase
offset, where α(∆ϕ = η) has a maximum value. The
phase offsets η are 2.17π and 1.39π in the low and high ki-
netic energy regions, respectively. The shift in the phase
offsets of the two energy regions is ∆η = ηhigh − ηlow =
−0.78π, clearly indicating that the electrons in these re-
gions are ejected to the opposite direction because of
forward- and backward-scattering as described in the
above discussion without the Coulomb interaction. To
determine the electron kinetic energy at which the domi-
nant scattering process is changed from forward to back-
ward, the phase offset η as a function of the electron
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FIG. 4. Two-dimensional plot of asymmetry parameter of
(a) the OCS+ channel and (b) the S+ channel. Dotted lines
indicate the phase offset η at which the asymmetry parameter
has a maximum value at each kinetic energy. (c) Integrated
asymmetry parameters of the OCS+ channel over the ranges
of 0-5 eV (red circles) and 10-20 eV (green triangles). (d)
Integrated asymmetry parameters of the S+ channel over the
ranges of 0-4 eV (orange circles) and 5-12 eV (blue triangles).
Lines are the fitting results by a cosine function.

kinetic energy is obtained as a dotted line in Fig. 4(a).
The asymmetry flipping energy Eflip is defined by the ki-
netic energy where the shift in the phase offsets is the
middle point between those in the low and high kinetic
energy regions, being evaluated as 8.2 eV in the OCS+

channel. Obtained results are qualitatively explained by
the semi-classical picture of the tunneling electron. How-
ever, it should be noted that the asymmetry parameter
expected from the vector potential A(ti,∆ϕ) in Eq. (13)
is symmetric at ∆ϕ = 0 and π unlike the experimental
results. This discrepancy can be attributed to the effects
of the Coulomb force. Therefore, we perform the numeri-
cal CTMC simulation including the Coulomb interaction
for quantitative discussion.

The two-dimensional plot of the asymmetry parame-
ter of the S+ channel is shown in Fig. 4(b), indicating
a clear difference from that of the OCS+ channel. In
the S+ channel, the asymmetry is weaker and flips at the
lower kinetic energy than that in the OCS+ channel. The
larger asymmetry is observed in a high kinetic energy re-
gion than in a low kinetic energy region, in contrast to
the OCS+ channel. The phase offsets η are 2.18π and
1.63π for the low (Ekin < 4 eV) and high (Ekin > 5 eV)
kinetic energy regions, respectively, as shown in Fig. 4(d).
The shift in the phase offsets of the two energy regions
is ∆η = −0.55π, which is 0.23π larger than that of the
OCS+ channel. In addition, the asymmetry flipping en-
ergy of Eflip = 4.2 eV is 4 eV lower than that in the OCS+

channel. These changes in the phase offset η and the
asymmetry flipping energy Eflip indicate that the ion-
ization and excitation processes in the S+ channel are

coupled. Therefore, the mechanism I plays a minor role
for the S+ channel. If the mechanism II, tunneling ion-
ization to the excited states, is dominant to generate the
electronically excited OCS+, the asymmetry parameters
α(Ekin,∆ϕ) of the OCS+ and S+ channels would show
similar phase and kinetic energy dependence because the
electron trajectory mainly depends on the shape of the
laser electric fields, but not on the electronic state gen-
erated by tunneling ionization. Thus, the Eflip should
be independent of the orbital from which an electron is
ejected, such as HOMO and HOMO-1. Meanwhile, the
experimental results indicate the weak asymmetry in the
low kinetic energy region and the channel dependence in
the Eflip, suggesting that the ejected electron is involved
in the excitation process in the S+ channel. Furthermore,
in the S+ channel, the asymmetry flips at the 4 eV lower
kinetic energy than in the OCS+ channel, which is con-
sistent with the excitation energy of OCS+ to the first
excited state [40]. This energy difference suggests that
the molecular excitation occurs by the energy transfer
from the ejected electron to the ion. From the above
discussions, the mechanism III including tunneling ion-
ization and electron recollisional excitation is considered
to be most likely to occur. For more detailed evaluation,
we perform the CTMC simulation.

C. CTMC simulation

The simulated results of electron trajectories in
the phase-locked ω + 2ω laser fields (Iω = 3.5 ×
1013 W/cm2, I2ω = 3.5 × 1012 W/cm2) are summarized
in Fig. 5. The momentum image of the OCS+ channel
at ∆ϕ = π is shown in Fig. 5(a). A strong asymmetric
distribution along the laser polarization direction ε is ob-
tained as clearly as that in Fig. 3(c). No periodic peak
structure is observed because the tunneling ionization is
assummed instead of the multiphoton ionization and the
interference between electron wavepackets emerging ev-
ery optical cycles is not included in the CTMC simula-
tion. Nevertheless, the simulated results of asymmetric
photoelectron momentum distributions are comparable
with the experimental results. The electrons are prefer-
entially ejected to the larger amplitude side of the ω+2ω
laser fields (pz < 0), reproducing the experimental re-
sults. The momentum image of the S+ channel, where
the inelastic collision between the electron and the ion
is included, is shown in Fig. 5(b). The electrons show
a weak asymmetric distribution along the laser polariza-
tion direction in contrast to the OCS+ channel. The
CTMC momentum images qualitatively reproduce the
experimental results that the electron is preferentially
ejected to the larger amplitude side in the OCS+ channel
and weak asymmetry is observed in the S+ channel.

The two-dimensional plots of the simulated asymme-
try parameter α(Ekin,∆ϕ) of both channels are shown in
Figs. 5(c) and (d). As observed in the experiment, the
simulated α(Ekin,∆ϕ) shows clear dependencies on ∆ϕ
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FIG. 5. Results of the CTMC simulation. Simulated mo-
mentum image of the photoelectron in (a) the OCS+ and
(b) the S+ channels in the phase-locked ω + 2ω laser fields
(Iω = 3.5 × 1013 W/cm2, I2ω = 3.5 × 1012 W/cm2) with
∆ϕ = π. The laser polarization direction is indicated as ε.
Simulated two-dimensional plots of asymmetry parameter of
(c) the OCS+ channel and (d) the S+ channel. Dotted lines
indicate the phase offset η at which the asymmetry parameter
has a maximum value at each kinetic energy. (e) Integrated
asymmetry parameters of the OCS+ channel over the ranges
of 0-5 eV (red circles) and 10-20 eV (green triangles). (f) In-
tegrated asymmetry parameters of the S+ channel over the
ranges of 0-2 eV (orange circles) and 5-12 eV (blue triangles).
Lines are the fitting results by a cosine function.

and Ekin; 2π-oscillatory behavior and asymmetry flip.
To evaluate the phase offset η in the high and low en-
ergy regions, the Ekin-integrated asymmetry parameters
α(∆ϕ) are shown in Figs. 5(e) and (f). In the OCS+

channel, the phase offsets η are 1.82π for the low energy
region (Ekin < 5 eV) and 1.03π for the high energy re-
gion (Ekin > 10 eV). Although absolute values of the
phase offsets in the simulation are lower than those ob-
served in the experiment, the shift in the phase offsets of
∆η = −0.79π well reproduces the experimental results
(−0.78π) in Fig. 4(c). In the S+ channel, the phase off-
sets are 1.77π and 1.02π for the low (Ekin < 2 eV) and
high (Ekin > 5 eV) energy regions, respectively. The shift
in the phase offsets of ∆η = −0.75π is almost the same
as in the OCS+ channel. In addition, the asymmetry
flipping energy Eflip changes from 10.1 eV in the OCS+

to 3.7 eV in the S+ channels.

The simulated results qualitatively reproduce the ex-
perimental results, indicating that the tunneling ion-
ization and recollisional excitation play important roles
in molecular dissociation processes in the intense laser
fields. However, there are some quantitative discrepan-
cies between the experimental and simulated results such
as absolute values of η and Eflip, and ∆η in the OCS+

and S+ channels. In the present CTMC simulation, the
volume effects are not considered, which affects not only
the effective laser field intensity but also ∆ϕ due to the
Gouy phase. The Gouy phase shift can be written as

ϕGouy = − arctan

(
x

xR

)
, (16)

where xR is the Rayleigh length, which depends on the
wavelength. The laser pulses are focused at x = 0. Thus,
the phase difference ∆ϕ between the ω and 2ω pulses
depends on the x-position along the laser propagation
direction. The difference in ϕGouy between the ω and
2ω pulses is about 0.1π at the largest. Considering that
fragment ions are more likely to be generated in a high
intensity region because of increase in the recolliding en-
ergy of the tunneling electrons, the difference in intensity
would be responsible for the larger ∆η in the S+ channel
than in the OCS+ channel. Other concerns are about
the assumptions in the CTMC simulation, such as the
initial position and momentum (r(ti) = 0, vz(ti) = 0),
neglecting a motion of nuclei, and combining the DFT
and Coulomb potentials of OCS+. These volume effects
and the assumptions in the simulation may cause dis-
crepancies in the absolute values of the experimental and
simulated phase offset η and asymmetry flipping energy
Eflip. Nevertheless our simulation with a simple model
sufficiently well reproduces the experimental results.

V. SUMMARY

In this study, we have investigated electron recol-
lisional excitation leading to molecular dissociation of
OCS+ in the phase-locked ω + 2ω intense laser fields.
Three-dimensional momenta of photoelectrons show clear
asymmetric distribution depending on the phase differ-
ence ∆ϕ of the two electric fields, and the photoelectron
ejection direction is flipped at a specific photoelectron
energy Eflip. The electrons in the lower and higher ki-
netic energy than Eflip are attributed to the forward- and
backward-scattered electrons, respectively, showing that
the forward-scattered electrons are preferentially emit-
ted toward the larger amplitude side of the laser electric
field and the backward-scattered electrons are emitted to
the opposite side through the inversion of the photoelec-
tron momentum direction at recollision. In addition, the
asymmetry of photoelectrons also depends on the coinci-
dentally produced cations, OCS+ and S+. The asymme-
try flipping energy Eflip of the OCS+ channel and the S+

channel were measured to be 8.2 eV and 4.2 eV, respec-
tively, whose difference is consistent with the excitation
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energy of OCS+ to the first excited state. The CTMC
simulation with the DFT potential has been performed
and describes the experimental results well, including the
difference in the asymmetry flipping energy Eflip and the
phase offset η of both channels.
These results indicate that the molecules are excited

by electron recollision in the phase-locked ω + 2ω laser
fields and that the excited states generated in the in-
tense laser fields could be clarified on the basis of the
observed asymmetry flipping energy Eflip. Our approach
by a combination of the PEPICO momentum imaging
with the phase-locked ω + 2ω laser fields provides a clue
of the excited state assignment and enables us to discuss

molecular dissociation dynamics induced by inelastic el-
erctron scattering in intense laser fields.
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J. C. Kieffer, P. B. Corkum, and D. M. Villeneuve, Tomo-
graphic imaging of molecular orbitals, Nature 432, 867
(2004).

[2] S. Baker, J. S. Robinson, C. A. Haworth, H. Teng, R. A.
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