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On the molecular information revealed by photoelectron angular
distributions of isotropic samples
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We propose an alternative approach to the description and analysis of photoelectron angular dis-
tributions (PADs) resulting from isotropic samples in the case of few-photon absorption via electric
fields of arbitrary polarization. As we demonstrate for the one- and two-photon cases, this approach
reveals the molecular frame information encoded in the b;,,,, expansion coefficients of the PAD in a
particularly clear way. Our approach does not rely on explicit partial wave expansions of the scat-
tering wave function and the expressions we obtain are therefore interpreted in terms of the vector
field structure of the photoionization dipole E(E) as a function of the photoelectron momentum k.
This provides very compact expressions that reveal how molecular rotational invariants couple to
the setup (electric field polarization and detectors) rotational invariants. We rely heavily on this ap-
proach in a companion paper on tensorial chiral setups. Here we apply this approach to one-photon
ionization and find that while by o depends only on the magnitude of D(k), b1,o (non-zero for chiral
molecules) is sensitive only to the components of B(E) perpendicular to k encoded in the propensity
field B(k) = iD* (k) x D(k), and b, is sensitive only to the the component of D(k) along k. We also
analyze the resonantly enhanced two-photon case where we show that bg,o and b1,0 can be written
in terms of an effectively stretched E(E), and that by ¢ and b3 o reveal structural information of the
field B (E) encoded in three of its vector spherical harmonic expansion coefficients.

I. INTRODUCTION

Photoelectrons provide an important window into the structure of matter. In the case of gas phase
molecules it is remarkable that part of that structural information, which goes beyond the energy
spectrum of the molecule, is imprinted in the PAD even when the molecules are randomly oriented in
space. A paramount example of this is photoelectron circular dichroism (PECD), where the opposite
enantiomers of a chiral molecule (sharing the same energy spectrum) yield markedly different PADs
when illuminated with circularly polarized light [1, 2]. Motivated by the importance of enantiomeric
recognition for the chemical industry and by the fact that it occurs already within the electric-dipole
approximation and yields very strong enantiosensitive signals, PECD has been studied across a
wide range of molecular species [3, 4] and photoionization regimes [5-10]. Crucially, the extension
of PECD into the realm of multiphoton ionization provides both access to time-resolved ultra-fast
enantiosensitive electronic dynamics |9, 11-13] and the means to control the enantiosensitive signal
observed in the PAD [14, 15].

The interpretation of these and other exciting yet intricate phenomena relies on the mathematical
formulation available for the description of PADs in molecules. A cornerstone of this formulation
is the partial wave expansion of the scattering wave function, which is normally performed at the
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outset of any PAD derivation [1, 2, 16—18], in preparation for the orientation averaging step. Here
we show that one can arrive to insightful orientation-averaged expressions for the b; ,,, coeflicients
describing the PAD without invoking the expansion of the scattering wave function. In fact, doing
so reveals interesting physics that would be otherwise obscured by the partial wave expansion itself'.
We already took advantage of a restricted version of this approach (valid only for the by ¢ coeflicient)

in the analysis of one- and two-photon ionization of chiral samples [12, 13, 19]. There it played a
fundamental role in the interpretation of the phenomena and in establishing connections to other
enantiosensitive effects occurring within the electric-dipole approximation [20-22| as well as to a

geometrical effect in solids [23].

With this approach at our disposal we ask a simple question. What is the meaning of the molec-
ular information encoded in the orientation-averaged by, coefficients? Can it be understood as
something else besides the complex interference of (potentially many ~ 15 [2, 24-27]) partial waves
with different phase shifts? Since the photoionization is determined by the photoionization dipole

D(F) = (k|d]0) between the ground state and the scattering state, each of the bi.m coefficients
should tell us something different about the structure of 5(12) Furthermore, since we are dealing
with isotropic samples only rotational invariants of the molecule and of the setup (electric field
polarization and detectors) can be part of the answer. How are these coupled to each other? Here
we provide a method to approach these questions in general, and provide concrete and perhaps
surprisingly simple answers for the case of all b, ,, coefficients in one-photon ionization with arbi-
trary polarization and for the coefficients bg o, b1,0, and b3 ¢ in two-photon ionization with circularly
polarized light. We will also make extensive use of this approach in a companion paper [28] dealing
with tensorial chiral setups and a novel type of enantiosensitive asymmetries in PADs [14, 29].

The paper is organized as follows: in Sec. II we present the main derivation for the b; ,, coefficients
in multiphoton ionization with fields of arbitrary polarization. Section III contains the analysis
of one-photon ionization and Sec. IV the analysis of two-photon resonantly-enhanced ionization.
Section V summarizes the conclusions of this work.

II. GENERAL METHODOLOGY

The photoionization of an isotropic molecular sample results in a photoelectron spectrum WL(EL)
given by

WEE) = [ dgWh(EL, ) 0

where WL(EL, 0) is the photoelectron spectrum for a given molecular orientation ¢ = afvy, afy
are the Euler angles, [do = £t fo% da [ dB fozﬁ dv is the integral over all orientations, and the

= 8n?
superscript L indicates vectors and functions in the laboratory frame. Since we can always expand

WZL(EY) into real spherical harmonics? Y (R,

I The standard expressions can be recovered by subsequent replacement of the partial wave expansion.
2 We will use tildes to distinguish the real spherical harmonics Y} m from the usual complex spherical harmonics
Y}, m. See Appendix. For m = 0 we will omit the tilde.



WL(EL) = Z Bl,m (k) ﬁm(l%L)a (2)

l,m

then any information about the molecule and the ionizing field encoded in the photoelectron spec-
trum WL(kY) is now neatly summarized in the expansion coefficients by, (k),

bym (k) = / AQEY ™ (EH YW (kY),
= /dﬂgﬁm(kL)/diL(EL,gy (3)

where [dQf = [ dof 02ﬂ dok, k¥ = (1,65, ¢}) in spherical coordinates, and kY = kk™. By the
definition of a rotated function (see e.g. [30]) we have that the photoelectron spectrum in the molec-
ular frame is given by the relation WM(EM, o) = WEL(EL, o), or equivalently WM(S—1 (o) kX, 9) =
WE(KL, p), where k¥ = S () kM, S (o) is the rotation matrix that takes vectors from the molecular
to the laboratory frame and the superscript M indicates vectors and functions in the molecular
frame. This means that

b (k) = / ALV () / dgWM (51 () KT, o),

_ / do / AQL V7 (WM (S (0) KV, o), (4)

where in the second line we exchanged the integration order because we want to make the change
of variables kM = S~ (p) k", which only exists inside the integral over orientations and yields

b () = / d / A T (S (0) IM)WM (R, ),

_ / oM / do Yy (S (o) MYWM(RM, o). (5)

where in the second line we exchanged the integration order again because now kM is an integration
variable independent of p. At this point two questions arise: Why would we want to have the
photoelectron momentum in the molecular frame instead of having it in the laboratory frame,
where the photoelectron is actually measured? And why would we prefer to do the integral over
orientations in Eq. (5) instead of the apparently simpler integral over orientations in Eq. (3)? The
answer to both questions has to do with the form that the photoelectron spectrum WM(/ZM, o) takes
in the case of perturbative ionization.

As an example, let’s consider the simple scenario depicted in Fig. 1: two-photon absorption with a
single color field in a three-level system where the two lower levels are bound and non-degenerate
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Figure 1. Two-photon ionization through a bound state.

and the higher level is an infinitely degenerate scattering state. For a Gaussian pulse with central
frequency wy, and spectral width v the field can be written as

., 3 [ e—w2/(2'yz)
E(w)zm[F;L 5, (OL,_~_¢L;L)-|-%5AY (w—wL)] , dy (W)EW’ (6)

and the resulting second-order contribution to the probability amplitude of the scattering state
|EM) reads as

0 (0) = A (b, - L) (dho - FL,) (7)

where d; ; = (i|d|j) is the transition dipole matrix element and A®) is a function of the difference
of the level spacings wg1 — wig, the total detuning 2A = wyo — 2wy, and the spectral width -,
wij = w; — wj, w; is the energy of the state i), and the superscript (2) indicates the order of the
process. The photoelectron spectrum in the molecular frame then reads as

(2)
aEM

WM, g) = [a@)| = |40 (ds, B (dby - F) (b, B (@ B ®

kM,l wr, k:M,l wr,

where the ¢ dependence is implicit in the transition dipoles according to d} ;=98 (0) JZM] Replacing
in Eq. (5) we obtain

52 (0= [ [ait [aoim (i) (- £ (k- £57) (B, B ) (- £5). (9)

Note that when written in component form, the product of four transition dipole vectors (tensors
of rank 1) in this expression forms irreducible spherical tensors of rank p up to 4 (twice the number



of photons N exchanged with the field) which transform according to the Wigner matrix DK (0).
Similarly, the real spherical harmonic Ylm(lAfL) is a superposition of two spherical tensors of rank [
that transform according to D" () [30]. Then, from Eq. (9) and the orthogonality relation of the
Wigner matrices [30] it is evident that the l;l(zgl coefficients with I > ;1. = 4 (in general I,.x = 2N)
vanish, as is well known. Expressions anal(;gous to Eq. (9) can be obtained for the case of fields

with multiple frequencies. In the case of terms E;JX;’NQ)

involving N7 and N» photons we get ln.x = N1 + No.

resulting from the interference of pathways

If instead of relying on the Wigner matrices to perform the orientation averaging we take into
account that the spherical harmonics in Eq. (9) are just polynomials of k% /k, k% /k, and k% /k, then

by,m becomes a sum of terms of the form

font o7 97 -4

x (dg - Bl ) (@ ) (di, - L) (40 £ )L 0)

EM1 T wr kM1 T wr

where p+g+r <[ and p+ g+ r has the same parity as [. The vectors in this expression are of two

types. The set {2%, 9%, 2%, F‘ZjL} is fixed in the laboratory frame, while the set {l%M, J%AM L djl\%

[which appears in the expression above rotated into the laboratory frame o = S () #™] is fixed in
the molecular frame. We take kM fixed in the molecular frame because &M is the quantum label
that characterizes the scattering state |k™), which (like the bound states) is fixed to the molecular
frame (see e.g. Fig. 2). Equation (10) has the form we wanted to achieve, it is a product of scalar
products between vectors fixed in the molecular frame and vectors fixed in the laboratory frame. In
this form the integration over orientations can be performed at once applying the technique in Ref.
[31], which yields a result of the form ) . g;M;; f;, where the g; are rotational invariants formed
with the set of vectors fixed in the molecular frame, the f; are rotational invariants formed by the
set of vectors fixed in the laboratory frame, and the M;; are constants. Examples of such invariants
will be given in the next section.

The structure of the rotational invariants and the fact that Eq. (10) involves only polar vectors
allows us to conclude that if the number of dot products in Eq. (10) is odd (even) then the rotational
invariants are pseudoscalars (scalars). This means that enantiosensitivity can only be observed in
b

coefficients such that [ is odd, in agreement with previous works (see e.g. Refs. [5, 32]). More

interestingly, for coeflicients Bl(]:;l’Nz) resulting from interference between pathways with N7 and Ny

photons the condition for enarftiosensitivity is that [+ N7 + N is odd, in agreement with the recent
works in Refs. [14, 29]. This is a general condition independent of the polarization of the field and
of the photon energies and will be explored in more detail in the companion paper [28].

Now we will discuss two elementary applications of our methodology. First, we will derive the

expression for the bl( Tgl coefficients in one-photon ionization and discuss the molecular information

they reveal. Afterwards we will derive and discuss the expressions for the b((f()), bf&, and bz(f()J

coeflicients relevant for PECD in two-photon ionization. Note that the expressions for b((f()) and bgl())

coefficients in one-photon ionization and the b% coefficient in two-photon ionization have already

been derived using a less general procedure in Ref. [13].
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Figure 2. Two orientations of a diatomic molecule. The black circles indicate the nuclei. The scattering
state depends on the relative angle between the molecular axis and the propagatlon direction k of the
outgoing (asymptotically plane) wave. Therefore, while the states |k1> and \k ) satlsfylng M = M g

related to each other by a simple rotation, the states |k1) and |kb) satisfying k' = ki are not related to
each other in any simple way.

IIT. THE PHOTOIONIZATION DIPOLE FIELD AND THE b§;,, COEFFICIENTS IN
ONE-PHOTON IONIZATION

For the field in Eq. (6), the first-order amplitude of the scattering state |k) reads as

a](;hz =AM <5L . F‘h) , AN = imy (W + wr) (11)

where we use the shorthand notations DM = JI]Z[M o FL = F‘ZjL, and as usual D¥ = S () DM. From

here on, we must keep in mind that DM = pM (kM) is a complex vector field that depends on kM,
That is, for a fixed initial state |0), DM (EM) is a mapping from the space of real three-dimensional
vectors kM € R3 to the space of complex three-dimensional vectors DM € C3. From Eq. (11) it is
clear that this complex vector field fully determines the response of the molecule to the ionizing field
and therefore the coefficients Bl(lgl must correspond to properties of this vector field. The question

is: which property of the photoionization vector field ﬁM(EM) is reflected in a given El(ly)n coefficient?

Since for first order amplitudes all frequencies act separately and the most general polarization of
a single frequency is elliptical then we will assume an electric field that is elliptically polarized in
the zy plane with its major axis along either the " or the ¢ axis. From symmetry it follows that
the only non-zero l;l(lr)n coefficients are bé}g, bg}& bg}%, l;gl%, nd b( ) 5 (we omit the tilde for m = 0).

With the help of Eqs. (5), (10), and performing the orientation mtegrals according to Ref. [31] we

obtain® (see Appendix)
- i forl T T}

3 Note that the expressions (12)-(15) apply for arbitrary polarization of the electric field (in particular for linear

polarization along £I). The assumption that the field is contained in the xy plane with its major axis along & or

9% simply serves the purpose of reducing the number of non-zero E;?ﬂ

coefficients.



13 (k) = [a®] {é@ / Aoy [ - (DM x 5M)] } [ (P x )} ()
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and 5;1)72 = 0, a peculiarity of the one-photon case. That is, each El(lgl coeflicient is the product of:

iy = a0 {1 [amie (sfpee 5" - s

B (k) = ‘Au)f{w%/dﬁzﬂ (3]1&M.5M‘2— @L'ﬁL‘z}’ (15)

2
a coupling term ’A(l)‘ depending on the energy level spacing of the molecule and the spectrum

of the electric field, a molecular term expressed in the molecular frame and averaged over all kM

directions, and a setup (field and laboratory axes) term expressed in the laboratory frame. Unlike
the usual expressions for I;l(lgl (see e.g. [1]), Egs. (12)-(15) provide a rather simple expression for
the molecular terms which, as we will now discuss, are simply related to concrete properties of the

photoionization vector field DM,

As expected, equation (12) shows that bé}()y which is simply the total cross section, records only

the kM-averaged value of the magnitude of the field DM(kM). More interestingly, Eq. (13) shows
that bf()) is sensitive to the kM-averaged value of the triple product &M - (EM* X ﬁM), which, unlike
bé}()), depends on the angles between EM, 5M, and DM*. The meaning of this quantity can be made

evident if we use an appropriate basis for our vector field DM, Starting from the unit vectors in
spherical coordinates k, 6, and ¢ we define spherical vectors

. O F in
B =20 16
+ \/§ ( )
If we now write DM in terms of these contravariant helicity-basis vectors [33],
DM = DMEM 4 DMEM 4 DMEM, (17)

then

B (iDM x DM = DY — DM (18)



Figure 3. Sketch of the photoionization dipole D_'M(I;M) = (EM \J]O) for a particular value of the photoelectron
momentum k™. Red circular arrows indicate the direction of left (+) and right (—) circular polarization
with respect to kM.

The right hand side of Eq. (18) is analogous to the s3 Stokes parameter for light waves in the
circular polarization basis, which describes the difference in intensity between left and right circular
polarization [34]. Here we identify the right hand side of Eq. (18) with the circular dichroism

(CD) of the photoionization vector field DM in the direction &™. Indeed, the right hand side of Eq.

(18) is proportional to the difference between the probability of inducing the transition [0) — [kM)
using left and right circularly polarized light such that left (4+) and right (—) rotations are defined

with respect to kM (see Fig. 3). Therefore, the molecular term in b% is simply the l%M—averaged

value of the EM—speciﬁc CD in the molecular frame. Note that the EM—speciﬁc CD can be non-zero

even for achiral molecules, but its average over EM s only non-zero for chiral molecules. Further
discussion of b% can be found in Ref. [19]. Remarkably, Eq. (18) shows that b% depends only on
the tangential components of DM, namely Dﬂ\f[ and DM (or equivalently D)! and Di\,/[). Since the

electric field term of b% has the same form as the molecular part we can apply a similar procedure

and rewrite b% as

= O {5 foou (ot - o) st i)

where

FUl = pleb 4 phel o plst, (20)

€L = ; (21)

and |F_{_‘|2 - |FE|2 is the Stokes parameter sz in the circular polarization basis [34].
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If we now take the ratio between b(lfé [Eq. (19)] and b(()}()) [Eq. (12)] we get rid of the coupling term

|AM |2, and therefore obtain an expression which factorizes into a purely molecular and a purely
electric field part,

o VY g | ra@t (|pXP = DY) | | e e
= = - — 5 . (22)
0,0 fngA‘DM’

—.

FL

As discussed in Ref. [35], for any number of photons N, we have that ﬁ%N) = \/§b%) / bé{\é) =

SjEN) / j,(-N), where jgN) is the net photoelectron current (i.e. vector sum of photoelectron currents
in all directions) and jan) is the total photoelectron current (i.e. sum of magnitudes of photoelectron
currents in all directions). Equation (22) shows that the molecular factor is a measure of the degree
of “circular polarization” of the photoionization vector field DM (kM) and takes values between —1
and +1, which correspond to the limits DM = DL\_AI%_IXI (left circularly polarized EM) and DM =
DMjM (right circularly polarized EM), respectively. Since the electric field factor is also a measure
of the circular polarization of the electric field, then B%l) = 3j£1)/ jﬁl) is given by the product of
the l%M—averaged “circular polarization” of the photoionization vector field EM(EM) and the circular
polarization of the ionizing electric field. Clearly, for a known electric field, ﬁgl) is a measure of the
kM-averaged “circular polarization” of ﬁM(EM)

Moving on to the next coefficient, Eq. (14) shows that, complementarily to b((f()) and b(ﬁ()) which

depend on the magnitude and on the tangential components of ﬁM, respectively, the coefficient
bg()) depends on the projection of DM along kM, i.e. on its radial component DM [see Eq. (17))].

We can also consider the ratio between bé?()) and bf()) to get rid of the coupling term, and obtain the
asymmetry parameter?,

1y _ VBbyg (k) 1 LS IDM°

|’
= = 1 3L 2L 15, (23)
2 1 P P
bho(k) 2| faqu D fad
which satisfies the well known fact that the values of ﬁél) for linear polarization along z and circular
polarization in the xy plane are related to each other by a factor of -2 [18]. More interestingly, we

see that Bél) is a linear function of the molecular property

aoM | pM|?
REM 0<R<I, (24)

N 27 — —
Jag)t|pv

4 The factor of v/3 in Eq. (22) and /5 in Eq. (22) are included to recover the ratio obtained when the expansion is
done in terms of Legendre polynomials (instead spherical harmonics), as is usual for the cylindrically symmetric
cases when the light is either linearly polarized along z or circularly polarized in the zy plane.
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Figure 4. The relation between ,Bél) and the molecular property R, which measures how radial the pho-
toionization dipole field DM(EM) = (kM[dM|0) is in average for a given k [see Eqs. (23) and (24)], for the
case of linear polarization along 2 (thick blue line) and circular polarization in the ¢ plane (narrow green

line). The red shaded area shows the range of values that 551)

can take for a given value of ﬂél) (and
correspondingly of R) for the circularly polarized case [see Eq. (25)]. B§l) is zero for linear polarization.
The insets on the left show the angular distributions for the extreme values Bil) = £1.5 and Bf) =05
obtained for circular polarization. The insets on the right show the angular distributions for ;1) =0 (for
simplicity) and Bé” = —1 (bottom), él) = 0.5 (center), and ﬂén = 2 (top), which are the values reached

for linear and circular polarizations in the limits R = 0 (tangential DM) and R = 1 (radial DM).

which measures to what extent the vector field ﬁM(EM) is a radial field and takes values between
0 and 1, corresponding to the limits DM = Dﬂ\fll%_l\f + DMjM (tangential field) and DM = Dg/IlAc
(radial field), respectively. Figure 4 shows Bél) as a function of R for linear (F~ = F,2%) and cir-
cular polarization (ﬁ L = Fyé. ) along with the angular distributions obtained in the limits R = 0
(tangential DM) and R = 1 (radial DM). We can see that for both linearly and circularly polarized
fields, a predominantly tangential field DM will yield most photoelectrons with directions perpen-

dicular to the electric field, while a predominantly radial field DM will yield most photoelectrons
with directions parallel to the electric field.

Figure 4 also shows the range of values that ﬂ%l) can take as a function of R for light circularly
polarized in the xy plane. This follows from using the expressions for b((f()), bg%, and bgé in Egs.
(12), (14), and (19), and taking into account that |D,|? + |D_|* > |D,|* — |D_|?, one can show

that for circularly polarized light ﬁil) and 652) satisfy the inequality (see Appendix)

1B <1+ 8. (25)

This inequality follows naturally from the fact that, for circularly polarized light, small values of 651)
indicate that the field D(K) is (in average) mostly radial and therefore the tangential components
along with B%l) are very small. On the contrary, big values of BS) indicate that the field D(Fk)
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has (in average) a very small radial component, which means that the field is mostly tangential
and can potentially display a large dichroism |D4|? — |D_|?. The maximal value of [3"| = 3/2
and occurs for ,Bél) = 0.5 [D(k) purely tangential]. As explained in Ref. [37] [Eqs. (9) and
(10)] the net photoelectron current [i.e. the vector sum of all photoelectron currents] is given by

= /4n/3 kb(l) ) and the total photoelectron current [i.e. the sum of the magnitudes of all

photoelectron currents] is given by j, (k) = \/éﬁkb(l)( k). Therefore, the maximum value of the
ratio of net photoelectron current to total current is | j=1/jr = 1/2. Note that Eq. (25) can also be
derived exclusively from the condition that the angular distribution W(k%) [Eq. (2)] is positive
for every K-

Finally, Eq. (15) shows that, up to constants, l;gl% differs from b;}g only in the electric field factor,

which in the case of Bglg yields the s; Stokes parameter in the linear polarization basis [34]. That is,
l;élg and bg (0 reveal the same information about the photoionization vector field DM(EM) and differ
only on the electric field information they encode. This is a general property of bl,m coeflicients
with the same value of [ and corresponding to the same quantum pathway. It reflects the fact that
such coefficients differ only in their laboratory axes vectors [see e.g. Egs. (9) and (10)] but not

on their molecular vectors (photoelectron momentum and transition dipoles), and therefore they
involve the same molecular rotational invariants.

IV. PECD IN RESONANTLY ENHANCED TWO-PHOTON IONIZATION

We begin by rewriting Eq. (9) as

1 ~ s .
B2 (0) = SIAD P P [ a0t [ ag¥pm iysin? 55" - FLP (26)

where we used the shorthand notation DM = @/[M ) for the photoionization dipole from the in-

termediate state, F' = FL = F (1,i0,0) /V/2, 0 = %1, and we chose the molecular axis so that

M = CZM = dzM and therefore d¥ = d(sin 8 cos a,sin B sin «, cos ) where a5y are the Euler angles
in the ZYZ convention, and in partlcular [ is the angle between the molecular and laboratory Z

axes. This yields \JL-FL\Q = 1d? |F|?sin® 8. Written like this, the second order coefficients bz,m (k)

take the form of the first order coefficients El(lyzl for an anisotropic (in this case anti-aligned) sample

with an orientation distribution given by w () o sin® 3 and an initial state |1) instead of |0) (see
also Refs. [19, 36, 37]). Such anisotropy gives a certain preference to the z components of the
molecular vectors. Performing the orientation averaging according to Ref. [31], the expressions for

the total absorption bé?& and for the enantiosensitive terms bf()) and bg& yield® (see Appendix)

5 See also Ref. [13].
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=3 [aindhonl . 7

bf()) oC {é\/g/dﬁﬁd [kM (iﬁé\gf*(l,o) X 5%(1,0))] } ) (28)
O LT ) | KO

b3 = oC {351\/5@ / aQ)! [, - (iDM" x DM)] } (30)

2)

“m, coefficients that simply encodes the bound-

where C' = d2 |F|* |A®|2 is a common factor to all bz(
bound transition and the second order character of the process, and the expressions for ﬁé\gf(o.o)’

ﬁgﬁf(l 0y’ I_ﬂ\f{o, and I_(%\flo are given below. We wrote Egs. (27)-(30) so that we can draw a parallel

to the corresponding Eqs. (12) and (13) in the one-photon case. Equations (27) and (28) show
that we can recover the forms obtained in the one-photon case if we introduce effectively stretched
photoionization dipoles given by

- 3 2
DYoo =1/ = ( DY, DY, —=DM 31
eff (0,0) 10 < z Py \/?*) z ’ ( )

and

S
V5

D0 = —= (DY, Dy, 2DY) . (32)

In view of the discussion in Sec. III, Eq. (27) shows that b((f()) records the l%M—averaged magnitude
of an effective photoionization dipole ﬁé\ﬁf(o,o)(le). Similarly, Eq. (28) shows that bf()) records the
“circular polarization” [see Eq. (18)] or equivalently the EM—averaged value of the ];M—speciﬁc CD of
an effective photoionization dipole ﬁgf(1,o)(EM>- Their ratio, 6{2) = \/gbﬁ% / b((f()), can be interpreted
as the average “circular polarization” of 5%(1,0) normalized with respect to the average magnitude

of Dé\é(o’o).

In the case of bgf&, quadratic terms in k., (see Appendix) hinder a straightforward interpretation
of the integrand in terms of a effectively stretched DM. However, like b% and bf()) [Egs. (13) and
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(29)], Eq. (30) shows that bgf& depends on the photoionization dipole ﬁM(EM) only through the
EM—dependent field

BM = iDM* x DM, (33)

and we can therefore attempt an interpretation of bgg in terms of BM directly.

We have already found rigorous physical interpretations for the projections AM . BM for AM —
M gM gM M (see [19] and Sec. III). In these cases we found that AM . BM vyields the kM-specific
CD associated to the transition [0) — |kM) for light circularly polarized with respect to the axis
AM (see Fig. 3). In fact, this interpretation is valid for an arbitrary AM. To see this, note that for
a given AM one can always build AM—dependent unit vectors é)! associated to positive and negative
rotations around AM, write DM = DMeM 4 DMeM 4 DM AM and obtain AM . BM = |Di1\f|2 — |DM2.
This scalar product is evidently maximized for AM = BM, and therefore the direction of BM
indicates the axis with respect to which the I%M—speciﬁc CD is maximal. The magnitude of BM
is then the magnitude of such maximal EM-specific CD. Light circularly polarized with respect to
axes perpendicular to BM yield zero I%M—speciﬁc CD.

While Eq. (13) shows that b% involves the projection of BM on the radial vector &M, Eqs. (29)

and (30) show that bf()) and b:(f()) involve the projection of BM on the vector fields K i\f[o and I_(g\f[o,
respectively, defined as (see Appendix)

=2 zz%M—ky M (34)
Lo =\ 17 k ’

q V3 EMN 2T M

M _ V< _ Dz M Yz sM

0= 1 5<k) k +2-22M 0, (35)

and shown in Fig. 5 as a function of 9,1;/1 on a plane parallel to kM. The integrations over all EM di-
rections in Egs. (28) and (30) tell us that bf()) and bg?()) record the extent to which the vector field BM
resembles the vector fields K Mo and K 30 respectively, and therefore record structural information
about BM. Such information can be made more explicit by expanding K %, K %\{107 and BM in terms
of vector spherical harmonics [35] Yll\fn(fcM) = Y, (RM)EM, @ym(l%M) = kVY,(BM) /T + 1),
and (i’)%\/lm(lAcM) = kM x \I_;%\/Im/\/m,

R = 37 [V — 2725 - VB, 0] (39)
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Figure 5. Direction (arrows) and magnitude (color and solid lines) of the vector fields K My(EM) and
K3, (kM) in Eqs. (34) and (35).

R (M) = \/? [~ VBV (M) + VaBY, ()] (37)
BM(EM) = 37 [ B () (M) + BY, (k) B}, (6™) + B, (k) B}, (i) (38)
l,m

Replacing Eqgs. (33), (36)-(38) in Egs. (29) and (30) and using the orthonormality relations for the
vector spherical harmonics [38], we obtain

(2) UC % Y ]
pi2) = 5v5BY —2BY  —V6BY, ), 39
1,0 30 /*15 ( 0,0 2,0 2,0) ( )
@ _ oC _ Y b
o = 070 (—v3BY,+ vaB,). (40)

That is, while in the one-photon case b% encodes Béf, o (because EM o }70%), in the two-photon case
bf()) and bgg encode Bj, By, and By . This motivates looking for a third linearly independent

equation to solve for Bé/) 05 B{ 0, and 15’51’7 o- This is delivered by the equation for b/l%) for the com-

plementary process where the first photon is linearly polarized along 2% and the second photon is
circularly polarized in the 24" plane (see Appendix),

b/(2) . oC

= —— (5vBBY, +4BY  +2V6BY,) . 41
1,0 30\/ﬁ< 0,0 2,0 2,0) ( )
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Equation (41) together with (39) and (40) yield

2v/3
Yy _ (2) /(2)
By = oC (251 0Tb ) (42)

2/T5
350:7( (-0 — V2 + 6 %), (43)

BY, = @ (V3o + 27 + VB Y. (44)

g

These coefficients quantify the contributions of the fields ?O%(EM)od%M, 37'2% (kM) (3 cos? 9,1;/[—1)1%1\4,
and \1712\/7[0(1%1\4)0(— cos O}1sin 92/19}4 to the total field BM(kM) [Eq. (33)]. Equations (42)-(44) thus
clearly show how structural information of the molecular field BM (EM) can be reconstructed from
photoelectron angular distributions resulting from an initially isotropic sample of chiral molecules.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have presented an alternative approach to obtain expressions for the b( ) coefficients of photo-
electron angular distributions resulting from perturbative N-photon 1onlzatlon of isotropic samples.
These expressions are explicitly written in terms of products between the molecular rotational in-
variants and the setup rotational invariants, and do not invoke a partial wave expansion for the
scattering wave function. The molecular rotational invariants are expressed in terms of vector prod-
ucts involving only molecular vectors: transition dipoles and the photoelectron momentum labeling
a particular scattering state in the molecular frame. The setup rotational invariants are expressed
in terms of vector products involving only setup vectors: field polarization vectors and detection
axes. Our expressions reveal the coupling of molecular and setup rotational invariants. Knowledge
of this coupling can assist the interpretation and design of future experiments and simulations. The
standard expressions can be recovered by subsequent expansion of the scattering wave function if
needed.

With the help of this methodology we found that, independently of the polarization of the field,

enantiosensitive b(];fnl’ N2) coefficients resulting from interference between pathways involving N; and
N5 photons have odd [ + N1+ No.

The application of our methodology to the case of one-photon ionization |0>—>|E> reveals a clear
meaning for the molecular information encoded in each of the b;)n coeflicients which is otherwise
obscured in the usual (and equivalent) formulation in terms of partial waves: b(()lg encodes the average
magnitude of the photoionization dipole D( ) <k|d\0> 1 0 ) encodes the average radial component

of the propensity field B =iD* x D, which in turn encodes the average circular dichroism of D(k)
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and depends only on its transverse components; and bgé encodes the average radial component of

5(12) The averages are taken with respect to the direction of the photoelectron momentum k in the
molecular frame. b% is sensitive to a single coefficient of the vector spherical harmonic expansion
of B(k).

We also derived expressions for the coefficients b((f%, bf()), and b;(f()) relevant for two-photon resonantly
enhanced ionization |0)—|1)—|k) of isotropic chiral samples with circularly polarized light. The

coefficients b((f()) and bfg have analogous interpretations to those found in the one-photon case
provided one takes into account an effective anisotropic stretching of the photoionization dipoles.

bf()) and bé?% yield structural information about the propensity field B = iD* x D [19], which encodes

the E—speciﬁc circular dichroism. In particular they depend only on three coefficients of the vector
spherical harmonic expansion of B(k). These coefficients can be solved for in terms of bf&, bg?()),

and b/l%), where the latter corresponds to the process where the first photon is linearly polarized.

Further application of the methodology introduced here can be found in the companion paper [28],
where it is used to analyze the enantiosensitive asymmetry recently found in the photoelectron
angular distributions resulting from interaction of chiral samples with a field containing w and 2w
frequencies linearly polarized orthogonal to each other [14, 29].

VI. APPENDIX
A. Real spherical harmonics

The real spherical harmonics (with tilde) are defined in terms of the complex spherical harmonics
(without tilde) according to

\@(—l)mlm{Yllm‘} , m<0,

and satisfy the orthonormality relation

/ AQY"YL = 6 30 - (46)

For an arbitrary function W, the relation between the coefficients of the real and the complex
spherical harmonics can be derived from

l
W= ¥ =S ¥+ > [V + by ™ (47)
l,m

l Im|=1
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and yields

— (=)™ V2Im {by jpy } , m <0,
bim = 4 bim, m =0, (48)
(_1)m \@Re {bl,m} y m > 0.

B. Derivation of the I;l,m coefficients in one-photon-ionization

According to Egs. (5), (6), and (11), and following Ref. [31] for the orientation averaging, we obtain

b(()lg _ ’A(l)r/koM/dQYOo(,%L) (D"L* .F"L*) (ﬁL . F’L)’

A(l)‘ /dQM/dQ DL* FL*) (DL FL)

i
 3Varn

aoM ‘BM‘ (ﬁL’ . (49)

b = a® Q/dQl,:/I/delo(l%L) (D ) (R 7Y

— 4w 2@/(&%/@ (,;L.éL) (ﬁL*_ﬁL*) <5L_F¢L)7
= a0 L Lo (B )] [ab (R )] (50

b = |A®) /dQM/dQY2 i) (DL* FL*) (EL-F’L),
~ a0 L2 faoit [ s )" ] (0 ) (5 )
= a® \[/dQM/dg = ’ ) (DB (Bt F) - \/gbg;g, (51)

C . . (1
For the remaining integral over orientations in bg ()) we have

/dg (]%L . 2L)2 (D“L* ,ﬁL*) (D’L ) ﬁL) — Y. M(4)f“(4) (52)
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where

(M - M) (DM= . pM) |DM?
G = | (M. DMeY(EM L MY | = | [EM . DM (53)
1 4 -1 -1
MO = -1 4 -1 (54)
-1 -1 4
(2L ) éL) (F’L* ) F’L) ‘ﬁL|2
f‘t4) = | (3L F’L*)(?:,L . F’L) = | |- F‘L|2 (55)
(ZA,L.F’L)(QL ,ﬁL*) |2L.ﬁL|2

Replacing Egs. (53), (54), (55) in Eq. (52) we get

o -2 (5 50) (5.
- 115{[2‘51\4‘2 - )EM.BMIQ] ‘ﬁL‘Q _ “51\4‘2 _S‘EM,BM‘T ’QL_F_"LF}’ (56)

and replacing Eq. (56) in Eq. (51) we arrive to the rather symmetric result

ﬁMf) <3

Similarly, by replacing 2% by either #¥ or g~ in Eq. (56) we obtain

w _ [AY
207 19 /51

| 2

sb . L Fr

~ 2 2
aoM <3’kM~DM’ - ’

2) (57)

B = a0 / da)! / Ao T3 (k) (B ) (DU Fv)
= a® Qi\/f/d%ﬂ/dg {(I%L@Lf— (/%L.QL>2] (Dt F) (Bt FY)

_ a1 /dQM [3‘1%M-5M’2 DMﬂ { ’ 2} (58)
4157 ¥

—

SACL'FL

—

_ gL.FL

Finally,
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00 (k) = A0 [anit [ do¥y2(@ty (B ) (B-- FY),
e ”ﬁ / ao) / do (3% (i %) (D% F+) (B )

1 ~ — — — —
=0 (59)

C. Range of values of by,0 in one-photon PECD

For circularly polarized light we have F = Fié;. The bl( g coefficients take the form (bglg =0)

2 1 2 2 2
bglg:\Am‘ {?)\/E/koM (1D + | DM]* + | DY )}|F|2, (60)

211 3
42 = [40) {6,/4ﬂ [ o (1o - rDMF)} P (o1

(1) ‘ M M M2 _ 5| pM }FQ. 9
b {12r aa (| + [0 2|y ) b iF (62)

The sum and the difference of the k- averaged absolute value squares of the spherical components
of D can be written in terms of b((]lg), bgz()), and b( 5.0 as

(\/Eboomfb(”)
POIRTE

/ng4 (IDY* + [DM[) =

’A(l)‘ |F|

Since



20

)

[ asis (1D - D)

< [aa||pY[* - |p¥[°
< /dggﬂ (IDY° + DY) (65)

then
VAl = (10 + vED). o

D. Derivation of the bo,0, b1,0, and bs,o coefficients in two-photon PECD

From Eq. (9) we have that

2

2 _ |2 -
j@ _ 1 ’A@)‘ /dﬂy/dg’DL,FL’ ‘d"L,FL 7 (67)

0,0 — T’/T

where we use the shorthand notation D = dk, , d* = d}'y, and F* = F% . The orientation

EM,1
averaging can be performed following Ref. [31],
/ do (DU~ %) (DY) (a- ) (d FY) = g a0, (68)
where®
‘BM‘QdQ
g»(4) — |D:M . d‘M|2 , (69)
DM QM
Iaals
fO=IEs2e (70)
|

6 In the absence of magnetic fields dM can be taken real.
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M@ is given by Eq. (54). Replacing Eqs. (54), (68), (69), and (70) in Eq. (67) yields

2
b(()()] \/7‘14 2

+ [0 - DM @

/dQM{ [\EM M2 +3|5M|2d2] |FL)L,

This expression is valid for arbitrary dM and arbitrary polarization. If we choose the molecular
frame so that dM = dzM . we focus on the case of circular polarization F¥ = F (x + iyL) /V/2, and
use the definition (31), Eq. (71) reduces to Eq. (27).

Similarly, for the case of bf& we get [see Eq. (9)]

b%\F‘A(?’ /dQM/dg kL L ’DL FL’ ‘JL ol (72)
The integral over orientations p reads as
/ do (- 24) (B4 F) (- FY) (DR B (d ) =@ MO O, (1)
where”
b (50)| (5.9
i (5 D)) g
~(5) _ lAc ﬁ*xd}(ﬁ-d ) _ [ (o B 1211
7 - 7-5)] (5 o JO =z (P F)| |F a (74)
L K .
k- (Dxd)| (Dr-d)
3 -1 -1 1 1 0
-1 3 -1 -1 0 1
Me -1 -1 3 0 -1 -1 (75)

3| 1 -10 3 -11
1 0 -1-13 -1
0 1 -1 1 -1 3

7 For the moment we omit the M superscript on E, 5, ﬁ*, and d_: and the superscript L on 2, ﬁ, and F*.
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Since M(5)f(5) = f(s)7 then

5 MO = g [k (5 B)) i (572 )] (5-0)« i (< 5)] (5}
<{ e (7 < F)] |} (76)

With the help of some vector algebra the second and third terms can be rewritten as

(5 5)] (5 [ (52)) (57-0) = i (-0

Replacing Egs. (73)-(77) in Eq. (72) yields

F

=\ “R oo {0 (5 o)) (s ()}

This expression is valid for arbitrary orientations of dM and arbitrary polarization. If we choose the

molecular frame so that d™ = dzM, focus on the case of circular polarization FL=F (ﬁL + iyL) /2,
and use definitions (32) and (34), Eq. (78) reduces to Egs. (28) and (29)

Finally, for bg?()) we get [see Eq. (9)]

e ey LGN CRICR]
- Z\/Z\/?b% (79)

The orientation integral in the first term reads as

[ (i oa) (B For) (@ ) (DU BV (& ) = @ M OFD (s0)
From table III in Ref. [31] we see that fim = gm 0 for 1 < i < 27. For 28 < i < 36 we get®

i =

8 For the moment we omit the M superscript on E, 5, ﬁ*, and d_: and the superscript L on 2, ﬁ, and F*.
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A~
oy Ty

T

T

ST

*

*

i (D x )| (k-&) (D
'ﬁﬁw% agy
i (D x D)] (k- k) (d
. (D* x D Ek-d Ek
k D* x d kk)((f
%.E%H%EKE)@
i (70)] (1-3) (5
0
i (Dxd)] (k-F) (D"
0 _
0
xF)|(s2-2) (F*-F
xﬁ)) (5-13)((2-13*))
xﬁ) (zz)(ﬁﬁ)
xF)|(2-2)(F*-F
xﬁ; (2-32) ﬁ*.ﬁg
0

The relevant part of M(7) in Ref. [31] reads as

oL

therefore

1
7 AN — L
g f -

420

(20Tm {g1} + 25 — g2) |F|” + (4ilm {91} — 3g5 + 59) |E=[*] [2 - (

[ 51

—33 =21 15 =21
=33 45 15 —-15 15
-21 15 51 =33 -21
15 —-15 =33 45 15
-21 15 =21 15 341
15 —-15 15 —-15 —-33
18 —-12 -18 12 0
18 —12 0 0 —18
0 0 18 —-12 —18

a, o, Oa, o, T o

S

{:2- (ﬁ*

15 18
—15 —12
15 —18
—-15 12
-33 0
45 0
0 30
12 -6
12 6
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g1
g2
g3
94
g1 (81)
g2
—91
0
L 97 ]
P
0
12
F
P
12
xF)} F (82)
F,|?
7.
F
12
F
L 0 |
18 0
-12 0
0 18
0 -12
—18 —-18 |, (83)
12 12
—6 6
30 —6
—6 30 |

—

ﬁ*xF)}.

(84)
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Equations (78), (79), (80), and (84) yield

b;(fg:i\/Z‘A(Q)‘Q;)/koMdQ{Kl—E)(fcd)Q)I%+2(l%-a?>d}-(ﬁ* xﬁ)}
x {[ZL (£ 7)) (‘FL‘Q —5|FZL|2>} (85)

This expression is valid for arbitrary orientations of dM and arbitrary polarization. If we choose

the molecular frame so that d™ = dsM, we focus on the case of circular polarization FL =
F (2% +iy") /v/2, and we use definition (35), Eq. (85) reduces to Eq. (30).

E. Derivation of b'l(f)) in Eq. (41)

Analogously to Eq. (26), the b'l(,%) coefficient corresponding to the process where the first photon is

linearly polarized along 2" and the second photon is circularly polarized in the Vg™ plane is given
by

U3 () = (AP F? [ a0t [ oY) cos® 5| - FLP (56)

where we have added a prime in order to distinguish it from the bfg coefficient in Eq. (28), and we

have FL' = F (0,0,1) and FX = F (1,i,0) /v/2. Using Eqs. (26) and (86) we obtain

)+ 63 () = [ADPa P? [ a0t [ dovPhy|Bh - AP

=A@ )22 |F)* {/koM M EM} o
_ Co

= 27\/383/’ 0 (87)

where in the second line we solved the integral over orientations as in Eq. (50) and in the third line
we used Yo (k) = k/+/4r, Eq. (38) and the orthonormality of the spherical harmonics. Using Eq.
(39) for b7) yields Eq. (41).
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