arXiv:1909.08649v2 [physics.atom-ph] 15 Aug 2020

Tracing origins of asymmetric momentum distribution for polar molecules in strong linearly-polarized laser fields

S. Wang^{1,2}, J. Y. Che^1, C. Chen^1, G. G. Xin^{3,4}, and Y. J. Chen^{1,∗} 1.College of Physics and Information Technology, Shaan’xi Normal University,Xi’an710119, China 2.School of Physics, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang 050024, China 3.School of Physics, Northwest University, Xi’an 710127, China 4.Shaanxi Key Laboratory for Theoretical Physics Frontiers, Northwest University, Xi’an710069, China (Dated: December 3, 2020)

We study the ionization dynamics of oriented HeH^+ in strong linearly-polarized laser fields by numerically solving the time-dependent Schrödinger equation. The calculated photoelectron momentum distributions for parallel orientation show a striking asymmetric structure. With a developed model pertinent to polar molecules, we trace the electron motion in real time. We show that this asymmetric structure arises from the interplay of the Coulomb effect and the permanent dipole in strong laser fields. This structure can be used to probe the degree of orientation which is important in ultrafast experiments for polar molecules. we also check our results for other polar molecules such as CO and BF.

I. INTRODUCTION

Above threshold ionization (ATI) is a basic process in strong-laser-matter interactions [1–3], which has wide applications in attosecond science [4–6]. One of the important observables in ATI is the photoelectron momentum distribution (PMD), which encodes rich dynamical information of ATI and the structural information of the target [7, 8]. Many experimental and theoretical efforts including numerical solution of the time-dependent Schrödinger equation (TDSE) and analytical treatments based on strong-field approximations (SFA) [2, 3] have been devoted to this issue. It is shown that for the simple case of an atom interacting with a linearly-polarized single-color laser field, the PMD is symmetric with respect to the axis perpendicular to the laser polarization [9]. The phenomenon also holds for a symmetric linear molecule aligned parallel or perpendicular to the laser polarization [10, 11]. This symmetry is easily understood with considering the time-domain symmetry of the laser pulse and the symmetric geometry of the target. The situation is different for an asymmetric molecule even it is oriented along the laser polarization. For example, numerical studies have shown that the PMD for HeH^{2+} is not symmetric [12]. Naturally, one can think that this asymmetry, a typical characteristic of PMD from polar molecules, is a result of the asymmetric geometry of the target. However, the underlying physical mechanism is unclear.

Here, we study ATI from oriented HeH^+ [13, 14] with a permanent dipole (PD) numerically and analytically. The HeH^+ molecule (the first product of chemical reaction in the cosmos) has a stable ground state which can be manipulated in present experiments [15, 16]. The TDSE is first solved with Born-Oppenheimer (BO) approximations, then extended to non-BO cases.

The TDSE predictions of PMD for HeH^+ show a striking asymmetry. This asymmetry, however, can not be described by the SFA with considering the PD effect (SFA- PD). With further considering the Coulomb modification in SFA-PD (MSFA-PD), this asymmetry is reproduced in our simulations. By contrast, this asymmetry also disappears when neglecting the PD effect in MSFA treatments (see Fig. 1). The comparisons provide deep insights into the origin of the asymmetric PMD. We show that the interplay of the Coulomb effect and the PD effect is mainly responsible for this asymmetric structure. When the PD effect destroys the symmetry of the ionization in two consecutive half-cycles, the Coulomb effect further destroys the symmetry of the ionization in the half laser cycle where the ionization mainly occurs. These complex dynamic processes are memorized by photoelectrons, resulting in the asymmetry of PMD.

II. NUMERICAL METHOD

In the BO case, the Hamiltonian of the HeH^+ system studied here has the form of H(t) = H_0 + r · E(t) (in atomic units of ℏ = e = m_e = 1). Here, the term H_0 = p^2/2 + V (r) is the field-free Hamiltonian, and V (r) = − ∑ j=1,2 Z(R,|r−R_j |) √_{ξ+|r−Rj |2} is the Coulomb potential

with Z(R, r_j ) = Z_{ji} exp[−ρ(R)r^2_j ] + Z_{jo}, r_j = |r − R_j | = √ (x − x_j )^2 + (y − y_j )^2 and j = 1, 2. Here, Z_1 and Z_2 are the effective charges for the He and H centers, respectively. The indices i and o denote the inner and outer limits of Z_1 and Z_2. R_1 and R_2 are the positions of the He and H nuclei that have the coordinates of (x_1, y_1) and (x_2, y_2) in the xy plane, with x_{1/2} = ±R_{1/2} cos θ, y_{1/2} = ±R_{1/2} sin θ, R_1 = M_H R/(M_{He} + M_H ) and R_2 = M_{He}R/(M_{He} + M_H ). M_{He} and M_H are masses of He and H nuclei and θ is the orientation angle which is the angle between the molecular axis and the laser polarization. For HeH^+, we have used the parameters of Z_{1i} = 2/3, Z_{2i} = 1/3, Z_{1o} = 4/3, and Z_{2o} = 2/3. ξ = 0.5 is the softening parameter. ρ(R) is the screening parameter, which is adjusted such that the ionization potential I_p(R) of the model molecule at the distance R matches the real one. For example, for the equilibrium separation of R = 1.4 a.u. with I_p = 1.65 a.u., ρ(R) = 0.94. and for the stretched case of R = 1.8 a.u. with I_p = 1.5 a.u., ρ(R) = 1.21. For non-BO cases, we follow the procedure introduced in detail in [17].

The term E(t) is the electric field which has the form of E(t) = ⃗eE_x(t) with E_x(t) = f(t)E_0 sin (ω_0t). Here, ⃗e is the unit vector along the laser polarization which is along the x axis, E_0 is the maximal laser amplitude relating to the peak intensity I of E_x(t), ω_0 is the laser frequency and f(t) is the envelope function. We use trapezoidally shaped laser pulses with a total duration of 8 optical cycles and linear ramps of two optical cycles. The details for solving TDSE of iΨ̇(t) =H(t)Ψ(t) with spectral method [18] and obtaining the PMD can be found in [19, 20]. Unless mentioned elsewhere, the parameters used here are I = 1.5 × 10^{15}W/cm^2, ω_0 = 0.114 a.u. (λ = 400 nm), R = 1.4 a.u. and θ = 0^∘ at which the He (H) nucleus is located on the right (left) side.

To analytically study the ATI of polar molecules, as in [21], we first incorporate the PD effect into SFA. With the saddle-point approximation, the tunneling amplitude for the photoelectron with the drift momentum p and the complex ionization time t_s = t_0 + it_x can be written as F (p, t_s) ≡ F (p, t_0) ∝ ∑ s [ βE(t_s) · d_i(p + A(t_s))e^{−iS} ] with S ≡ S(p, t_s) and β ≡ (1/det(t_s))^{1/2}. Here, d_i(v) = ⟨v|r̂|0⟩ is the bound-continuum transition matrix element, S(p, t^′) = ∫ t^′ {(p + A(t

′′))^2/2 + [I_p + E(t^{′′}) · D]}dt^{′′} is the quasiclassical action. A(t) is the vector potential of the electric field E(t) and D is the permanent dipole. The value of D used in the expression of F (p, t_s) has the following form: D = D_0 = ⟨0|r̂|0⟩ − ∑_{α=2} α=1 Z_αR_α.

Here, the term of ⟨0|r̂|0⟩ is the ground-ground transition matrix element, R_1 (R_2) is the vector from the origin of coordinates to the nucleus He (H) whose effective charges are Z_1 = 2/3 (Z_2 = 1/3). In this paper, we will call the above SFA with considering the PD effect the SFA-PD. In our TDSE cases, for R = 1.4 a.u., D = −0.13 a.u. and for R = 1.8 a.u., D = −0.27 a.u.. These values will also be used in our model treatments. We mention that with using the expression of D = D_0 − D_1 where D_1 = ⟨1|r̂|1⟩ − ∑_{α=2} α=1 Z_αR_α, which approximately considers the strong coupling between the ground state and the first excited state of the asymmetric system [20], the results obtained are in qualitative agreement with those obtained with D = D_0.

Then as in [22, 23], we solve the Newton equation r̈(p, t) = −E(t) − ∇_rV (r) for each SFA electron trajectory (p, t_s), with initial conditions [24] ṙ(p, t_0) = p + A(t_0) (the exiting momentum) and r(p, t_0) = Re( ∫_{t0} t_s [p+

A(t^′)]dt^′) (the exiting position). Here, the real part t_0 of t_s is considered as the exiting time. The final Coulomb-modulated drift momentum is obtained with p_f = ṙ(p, t → ∞), which is related to the amplitude F (p, t_0). In this paper, we will call the above Coulombmodified SFA-PD the MSFA-PD. According to the SFA, the exiting time t_0 agrees with the ionization time t_i at which the instantaneous energy E_a(t) = [ṙ(p, t)]^2/2 +

Figure 1: Photoelectron momentum distributions of HeH^+ obtained with different methods at θ = 0^∘, internuclear distances are fixed at R = 1.4a.u.. (a): TDSE-BO; (b): SFA-PD; (c): MSFA-PD; (d): MSFA without considering PD. The insets indicate the positions of these two nuclei He and H and the unit vector ⃗e along the laser polarization. The parameters used here are I = 1.5 × 10^{15} W/cm^2, ω0 = 0.114 a.u. (λ = 400 nm)

V (r) becomes larger than zero. However, as discussed in [25], the MSFA predicts a time lag t_d = t_i − t_0 with t_d > 0. The influence of this lag on the dynamics of laserdriven system is remarkable. It can change the direction of the drift momentum, e.g., from p_x < 0 to p_x > 0 in our cases, and importantly increases the contributions of long trajectory to ATI. As a result, the PMD of SFA is modified remarkably. Below, we will show that for HeH^+, the time lag t_d which is related to electrons exiting the potential along the H side plays an important role in the PMD of the polar molecule.

III. ASYMMETRIC PMD

In Fig. 1(a), we show the TDSE photoelectron momentum distribution for HeH^+ in BO cases. This distribution shows a remarkable asymmetry with respect to the axis of p_x = 0. The SFA-PD result, as shown in Fig. 1(b), however, shows a symmetric distribution, implying that the PD effect itself does not induce this asymmetry. With considering the Coulomb effect, as seen in Fig. 1(c), the MSFA-PD clearly reproduces this asymmetry. In addition, the interference structures of the distribution in Fig. 1(c) are also comparable to the TDSE ones in Fig. 1(a). By contrast, when assuming D ≡ 0 in the MSFA-PD simulations, a symmetric distribution is observed, as seen in Fig. 1(d). This result implies that the asymmetric Coulomb potential itself also does not induce the asymmetric distribution. From these comparisons, one can conclude that the asymmetric PMD of

Figure 2: A sketch of the PD effect and the Coulomb-induced ionization time lag. (a) and (b): the field-free (dotted curves) and laser-dressed (solid curves) asymmetric potentials and these two field-free (|0⟩ and |1⟩) and laser-dressed (|0^′⟩ and |1^′⟩) lowest states when the laser polarization is antiparallel (a) or parallel (b) to the permanent dipole (which is directing from the He nucleus to the H nucleus); (c): the fields of Ex(t) and -Ax(t); (d): time-dependent ionization probabilities calculated with TDSE-BO, SFA-PD, MSFA-PD and MSFA without considering PD for I = 1.5 × 10^{15} W/cm^2, λ = 400 nm, R = 1.4 a.u.. For comparison, each model curve in (d) is multiplied vertically by a constant factor to match the TDSE one. The vertical lines divide the laser cycle into four parts (I-IV) as shown.

polar molecules is closely related to the interaction of PD and Coulomb effects.

IV. POTENTIAL MECHANISM

To understand the potential mechanism, first, we introduce the PD effect on ATI of polar molecules. In Figs. 2(a) to 2(c), we present a sketch of the laser-dressed states related to the PD effect and the electric field E(t) in one laser cycle. As discussed in [20], the PD effect depends strongly on the polarization of the laser field. For the first half cycle with E(t) > 0 at which electrons escape from the H side, due to the PD effect, the energy of the ground state |0⟩ (the first excited state |1⟩) is dressed up (down), making the ionization easier to occur (see Fig. 2(a)). For the second half cycle with E(t) < 0 at which electrons tunnel out of the potential along the He side, the situation reverses and the ionization is more difficult to occur (see Fig. 2(b)). This phenomenon has been termed asymmetric ionization of polar molecules [26]. The classical prediction [27, 28] of drift momenta p_x(t) = −A_x(t) is also presented in Fig. 2(c), indicating that the electron born in the time regions I and IV (II and III) contributes to p_x < 0 (p_x > 0).

With the introduction of the PD effect, in Fig. 2(d), we further compare time-dependent ionization probabilities in one laser cycle predicted with different methods. The TDSE ones are obtained with evaluating I(t) = 1 −

∑_{m=15}

m=1 |⟨m|Ψ(t)⟩|^2. Here, |m⟩ is the bound eigenstate of H_0 obtained through imaginary-time propagation. The model ones are obtained with calculating I(t) = ∑ p,t |F (p, t_0)|^2 at E_a(t) > 0. The SFA-PD results give a good illumination on the asymmetric ionization, with showing a remarkable increase just around the time of t = 4.25T in the first half cycle and a small increase just around t = 4.75T in the second half cycle. Here, T = 2π/ω_0. The TDSE results, however, show a larger increase around a time obviously later than t = 4.25T (about 100 attoseconds) in the first half cycle and a smaller increase around a time near t = 4.75T for the second half cycle. These phenomena of asymmetric ionization and striking ionization time lag in two consecutive half-cycles are reproduced by the MSFA-PD. Considering that the ionization mainly occurs in the first half of the cycle, we mainly focus on the ionization time lag during the first half of laser cycle. Here, the value of the ionization time lag is taken as the time difference between the time when the electric field rises to its peak value and the instant around which the ionization probability increases remarkably. Without considering the PD effect, the MSFA fails for predicting the asymmetricionization phenomenon. These results in Fig. 2(d) are in agreement with those in Fig. 1. From Fig. 2, this asymmetry in PMD can be easily understood. For SFA-PD and MSFA without PD, the contributions of regions II and III versus regions I and IV to ionization are almost the same. For TDSE and MSFA-PD, the contributions of regions II and III are remarkably larger than those of regions I and IV. These results indicate that due to both the PD effect which induces the dominating ionization for electrons exiting the potential along the H side, and the Coulomb effect which induces the large ionization time lag related to the H-side ionization, the PMD for p_x > 0 has larger amplitudes than that for p_x < 0, explaining the asymmetry in PMD observed in Figs. 1(a) and 1(c). This remaining difference between TDSE and MSFA-PD predictions, especially for the second half cycle may be due the omission of the excited-state effect [20] in MSFA- PD treatments, which is not easy to incorporate into the MSFA at present.

V. ASYMMETRY DEGREE

We have also extended our simulations to other laser parameters and non-BO cases. Relevant results are presented in Fig. 3, where we plot the asymmetry degree of the PMD which is defined as the ratio of the total amplitudes with p_x > 0 to those of p_x < 0. The TDSE results with R = 1.4 a.u. in Fig. 3(a) show that on the whole, this degree is larger for shorter laser wavelengthes and lower laser intensities. These parameter-dependent

Figure 3: Asymmetry degrees evaluated with different methods for different laser parameters at θ = 0^∘. (a): TDSE-BO with R = 1.4 a.u.; (b): TDSE-nonBO; (c): MSFA-PD with R = 1.4 a.u.; (d): MSFA-PD with R = 1.8 a.u..

phenomena are basically reproduced by the MSFA-PD in Fig. 3(c). When the nuclear motion is considered, the non-BO TDSE results in Fig. 3(b) are similar to the BO ones in Fig. 3(a), but the curves are more smoothing and the evaluated degrees are somewhat larger than the corresponding BO ones. Due to the PD effect, the HeH^+ molecule usually stretches rapidly towards larger R in strong laser fields [17]. For the present laser parameters, the maximal stretching distance is around R = 1.8 a.u.. For comparison, MSFA-PD simulations at R = 1.8 a.u. are also presented in Fig. 3(d), these parameterdependent phenomena are similar to those in Fig. 3(b).

As discussed above, the asymmetric structure arises from the interplay of effects of the Coulomb potential and the permanent dipole in strong laser fields. Hence, the asymmetry degree of PMD reflects the ionization dynamics of polar molecules. In Fig. 4, we show the ionization probabilities calculated by TDSE-nonBO (upper panels) and MSFA-PD with R = 1.8 a.u. (lower panels) for different laser parameters. Combining the results of Fig. 3(b) and Figs. 4(a) and 4(b), one can observe that the ionization time lag as well as the asymmetry degree of the PMD decreases with the increase of laser intensity at the same laser wavelength or decreases with the increase of laser wavelength at the same laser intensity. These phenomena of parameter-dependant ionization time lag are reproduced by the MSFA-PD in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d), indicating the applicability of this model. We mention that the normalized ionization probabilities within one laser cycle obtained by SFA-PD without including the coulomb effect for different laser parameters are almost the same, so we only show the results of SFA-PD at one certain laser parameter here, as shown by the gray lines in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d). Comparisons between the results of MSFA-PD and SFA-PD in Figs. 4(c) and 4(d) also indicate that the Coulomb effect is mainly responsible for the parameter-dependant ionization time lag of polar molecules in strong laser fields.

Figure 4: Calculated time-dependent ionization probabilities of HeH^+ with various laser parameters for TDSE-nonBO (upper panels), and for MSFA-PD with R = 1.8 a.u. (lower panels). For comparison, we normalize the ionization probabilities within one laser cycle. In (a) and (c), we show the ionization probabilities of λ = 500 nm with different laser intensities. In (b) and (d), we show the ionization probabilities of I = 1.5 × 10^{15} W/cm^2 with different laser wavelengths. In (c), the inset shows the enlarged results of the corresponding time-dependent ionization probabilities. The gray lines in (c) and (d) are calculated by SFA-PD at I = 1.5 × 10^{15} W/cm^2 and λ = 500 nm for comparison (see the context for details).

VI. POTENTIAL APPLICATIONS

Our further research shows that the asymmetric structure also depends on the molecular orientation. Compared to the case of θ = 0^∘, the He (H) nucleus is located on the left (right) side for θ = 180^∘. With this inversion of the molecular geometry, our results indicate the inversion of the asymmetric structure in PMD for both numerical and analytical simulations. One of the potential applications of the asymmetric PMD is to evaluate the degree of orientation α = (n_u −n_d)/(n_u +n_d) achieved in experiments [29, 30]. Here, n_u (n_d) is the number of the polar molecule pointing up (down). In Fig. 5, we show the PMDs of TDSE-BO at different degrees of orientation α with assuming perfect alignment. One can observe that with the decrease of the value of α, this asymmetry in PMD diminishes and for α = 0 (random orientation), a symmetric PMD is observed. In other words, this asymmetric structure is sensitive to the degree of orientation. Using this phenomenon, one can evaluate the value of α. In Fig. 5(c), we plot the asymmetry degree versus α, obtained with TDSE-BO simulations and a simple formula:

γ(α, β) = (√_{1+α} 2 + √_{1−α} 2β )_2 (√_{1+α} 2β + √_{1−α} 2 )_2 . (1)

Here, γ is the asymmetry degree at α, and β is that at the perfect orientation obtained with TDSE simulations. This formula can be easily deduced with the assumption that for each |p_x|, the PMD of p_x > 0 differs from that of

Figure 5: Photoelectron momentum distributions of HeH^+ obtained with TDSE-BO at different degrees of orientation α. (a): α = 0.8; (b): α = 0. In (c), we show the asymmetry degree evaluated with TDSE (solid) and a simple formula (dashed) at different α and laser parameters.

Figure 6: Photoelectron momentum distributions of CO and BF obtained with TDSE-BO at α = 1 (perfect orientation). In (c), we show the corresponding asymmetry degree evaluated with TDSE (solid) and a simple formula (dashed) at different α for these two polar molecules. The laser parameters used are as shown.

p_x < 0 only for a constant factor γ. The TDSE and analytical results agree with each other, implying that this formula can be used to evaluate the degree of orientation.

We have also extended our TDSE simulations to other polar molecules such as CO and BF with using the model potentials as introduced in [20]. For CO with I_p = 0.52 a.u., we have used the laser parameters of I = 1 × 10^{14}W/cm^2 and λ = 1200 nm, and for BF with a smaller ionization potential of I_p = 0.41 a.u., we have used the parameters of I = 4×10^{13}W/cm^2 and λ = 1200 nm. Relevant results are presented in Fig. 6. In Figs. 6(a) and 6(b), the PMDs for these two polar molecules at perfect orientation also show the striking asymmetry, similar to the case of HeH^+ in Fig. 1.

In particular, this asymmetry for BF with a larger PD is more remarkable than that for CO. For these cases, the simple formula of γ(α, β) introduced in Fig. 5 also gives a good description for the dependence of the asymmetry degree on the degree of orientation, as seen in Fig. 6(c).

VII. CONCLUSION

In summary, we have studied ATI of HeH^+ in strong linearly-polarized single-color laser fields. The PMD of HeH^+ shows a striking asymmetry. With the development of a model which considers both the Coulomb effect and the PD effect, we show that this remarkable asymmetry arises from attosecond dynamics of polar molecules in strong laser fields. The PD effect induces a preferred ionization when the active electron escapes from a certain side of the molecule. The Coulomb effect further induces a large time lag (about 100 attosecond) between tunneling and ionization, which remarkably changes the symmetry of PMD. This mechanism is essential for polar molecules with a large PD such as CO and is believed to has important influences on other strong-field processes such as high-order ATI and non-sequential double ionization. Besides monitoring the electron tunneling dynamics with attosecond resolution, the asymmetry of PMD for polar molecules can also be used for calibrating the degree of orientation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 91750111), the National Key Research and Development Program of China (Grant No. 2018YFB0504400), and the Fundamental Research Funds for the Central Universities, China (Grant No. GK201801009).

[1] B. Yang, K. J. Schafer, B. Walker, K. C. Kulander, P.

Agostini, and L. F. DiMauro, Intensity-dependent scattering rings in high order above-threshold ionization, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71, 3770 (1993).

[2] M. Lewenstein, K. C. Kulander, K. J. Schafer, and P.

H. Bucksbaum, Rings in above-threshold ionization: a quasiclassical analysis, Phys. Rev. A 51, 1495 (1995).

[3] W. Becker, F. Grasbon, R. Kopold, D. B. Milos̆ević, G.

G. Paulus, and H. Walther, Above-threshold ionization: from classical features to quantum effects, Adv. At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 48, 35 (2002).

[4] P. Eckle, M. Smolarski, F. Schlup, J. Biegert, A. Staudte, M. Schöffler, H. G. Muller, R. Dörner, and U. Keller, Attosecond angular streaking, Nat. Phys. 4, 565 (2008).

[5] C. I. Blaga, F. Catoire, P. Colosimo, G. G. Paulus, H.

G. Muller, P. Agostini, and L. F. DiMauro, Strong-field photoionization revisited, Nat. Phys. 5, 335 (2009).

[6] M. Paul, L. Yue, and S. Gräfe, Imprints of the Molecular Electronic Structure in the Photoelectron Spectra of Strong-Field Ionized Asymmetric Triatomic Model Molecules, Phys. Rev. Lett. 120, 233202 (2018).

[7] M. Okunishi, T. Morishita, G. Prümper, K. Shimada, C. D. Lin, S. Watanabe, and K. Ueda, Experimental Retrieval of Target Structure Information from Laser- Induced Rescattered Photoelectron Momentum Distributions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 143001 (2008).

[8] S. Micheau, Z. J. Chen, A. T. Le, J. Rauschenberger, M. F. Kling, and C. D. Lin, Accurate Retrieval of Target Structures and Laser Parameters of Few-Cycle Pulses from Photoelectron Momentum Spectra, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 073001 (2009).

[9] Y. Huismans, A. Rouzée, A. Gijsbertsen, J. H. Jungmann, A. S. Smolkowska, P. S. W. M. Logman, F. Lépine, C. Cauchy, S. Zamith, T. Marchenko, J. M. Bakker, G. Berden, B. Redlich, A. F. G. van der Meer, H. G. Muller, W. Vermin, K. J. Schafer, M. Spanner, M. Yu. Ivanov, O. Smirnova, D. Bauer, S. V. Popruzhenko, M. J. J. Vrakking, Time-Resolved Holography with Photoelectrons, Science 331, 61-64 (2011).

[10] M. Meckel, A. Staudte, S. Patchkovskii, D. M. Villeneuve, P. B. Corkum, R. Dörner and M. Spanner, Signatures of the continuum electron phase in molecular strong-field photoelectron holography, Nat. Phys. 10, 594-600 (2014).

[11] M. M. Liu, M. Li, C. Y. Wu, Q. H. Gong, A. Staudte, and Y. Q. Liu, Phase Structure of Strong-Field Tunneling Wave Packets from Molecules, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, 163004 (2016).

[12] X. B. Bian, and A. D. Bandrauk, Orientation-dependent forward-backward photoelectron holography from asymmetric molecules, Phys. Rev. A. 89, 033423 (2014).

[13] K. E. Banyard and C. C. Baker, Molecular formation and electron correlation in HeH^+, Int. J. Quantum Chem. 4, 431 (1970).

[14] R. Güsten, H. Wiesemeyer, D. Neufeld, K. M. Menten, U.

U. Graf, K. Jacobs, B. Klein, O. Ricken, C. Risacher and J. Stutzki, Astrophysical detection of the helium hydride ion HeH^+, Nature 568, 357 (2019).

[15] P. Wustelt, F. Oppermann, L. Yue, M. Möller, T.

Stöhlker, M. Lein, S. Gräfe, G. G. Paulus, and A. M. Sayler, Heteronuclear Limit of Strong-Field Ionization: Fragmentation of HeH^+ by Intense Ultrashort Laser

Pulses, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 073203 (2018).

[16] L. Yue, P. Wustelt, A. M. Sayler, F. Oppermann, M. Lein, G. G. Paulus, and S. Gräfe, Strong-field polarizability-enhanced dissociative ionization, Phys. Rev. A 98, 043418 (2018).

[17] W. Y. Li, S. J. Yu, S. Wang, and Y. J. Chen, Probing nuclear dynamics of oriented HeH^+ with odd-even high harmonics, Phys. Rev. A 94, 053407 (2016).

[18] M. D. Feit, J. A. Fleck, Jr., and A. Steiger, Solution of the Schrödinger equation by a spectral method, J. Comput. Phys. 47, 412 (1982).

[19] F. Gao, Y. J. Chen, G. G. Xin, J. Liu, and L. B. Fu, Distilling two-center-interference information during tunneling of aligned molecules with orthogonally polarized two-color laser fields, Phys. Rev. A 96, 063414 (2017).

[20] S. Wang, and Y. J. Chen, Ionization dynamics of polar molecules in strong elliptical laser fields, Phys. Rev. A. 96, 043413 (2017).

[21] D. Dimitrovski, C. P. J. Martiny, and L. B. Madsen, Strong-field ionization of polar molecules: Stark-shift-corrected strong-field approximation, Phys. Rev. A. 82, 053404 (2010).

[22] T. Brabec, M. Yu. Ivanov, and P. B. Corkum, Coulomb focusing in intense field atomic processes, Phys. Rev. A 54, R2551 (1996).

[23] S. P. Goreslavski, G. G. Paulus, S.V. Popruzhenko, and N. I. Shvetsov-Shilovski, Coulomb Asymmetry in Above-Threshold Ionization, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 233002 (2004).

[24] D. B. Milos̆ević and W. Becker, Role of long quantum orbits in high-order harmonic generation, Phys. Rev. A 66, 063417 (2002).

[25] Y. J. Chen, X. J. Xie, C. Chen, G. G. Xin, and J. Liu, Coulomb-induced ionization time lag after electrons tunnel out of a barrier, arXiv:1905.13483 [physics.atom-ph].

[26] G. L. Kamta and A. D. Bandrauk, Phase Dependence of Enhanced Ionization in Asymmetric Molecules, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 203003 (2005).

[27] K. J. Schafer, B. Yang, L. I. DiMauro, and K. C. Kulander, Above threshold ionization beyond the high harmonic cutoff, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70, 1599 (1993).

[28] P. B. Corkum, Plasma Perspective on Strong-Field Multiphoton Ionization, Phys. Rev. Lett. 71, 1994 (1993).

[29] E. Frumker, C. T. Hebeisen, N. Kajumba, J. B. Bertrand, H. J. Wörner, M. Spanner, D. M. Villeneuve, A. Naumov, and P. B. Corkum, Oriented Rotational Wave-Packet Dynamics Studies via High Harmonic Generation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 113901 (2012).

[30] Y. J. Chen, L. B. Fu, and J. Liu, Asymmetric molecular imaging through decoding odd-even high-order harmonics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 073902 (2013).

[*] chenyjhb@gmail.com