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Abstract

The photoelectric effect is not truly instantaneous, but exhibits attosecond delays
that can reveal complex molecular dynamics. Sub-femtosecond duration light
pulses provide the requisite tools to resolve the dynamics of photoionization.
Accordingly, the past decade has produced a large volume of work on photoion-
ization delays following single photon absorption of an extreme ultraviolet (XUV)
photon. However, the measurement of time-resolved core-level photoionization
remained out of reach. The required x-ray photon energies needed for core-level
photoionization were not available with attosecond tabletop sources. We have
now measured the x-ray photoemission delay of core-level electrons, and here
report unexpectedly large delays, ranging up to 700 attoseconds in NO near
the oxygen K -shell threshold. These measurements exploit attosecond soft x-
ray pulses from a free-electron laser (XFEL) to scan across the entire region
near the K -shell threshold. Furthermore, we find the delay spectrum is richly
modulated, suggesting several contributions including transient trapping of the
photoelectron due to shape resonances, collisions with the Auger-Meitner elec-
tron that is emitted in the rapid non-radiative relaxation of the molecule, and
multi-electron scattering effects. The results demonstrate how x-ray attosecond
experiments, supported by comprehensive theoretical modelling, can unravel the
complex correlated dynamics of core-level photoionization.

Keywords: ultrafast, attosecond, x-ray free electron laser, photoionization delay
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Introduction

Understanding complex multi-electron interactions is a frontier scientific challenge
since electron-electron interactions (or correlations) play a fundamental role in deter-
mining the properties of matter. The photoelectric effect (or photoionization) in
isolated atoms or molecules is inherently a multi-electron process. Even if only one
electron is removed from a molecule, the electronic wavefunction of the residual ion
will rearrange during and after the interaction with the ionizing field. This effect is
especially pronounced when the electron is removed from a core-level orbital of a
molecular system.

In this work, we use attosecond x-ray pulses to measure the temporal retardation
of photoemission between electrons emitted from the oxygen and nitrogen K-shells
of nitric oxide.The photoelectric effect was long treated as an instantaneous process,
because the extreme timescales associated with photoionization dynamics were inac-
cessible to experimental science. However, the development of attosecond duration
light pulses, has made it possible to achieve the requisite time resolution to resolve
the dynamics of photoionization [1, 2]. Time-domain measurements of photoemission
have provided rich information on electron correlation effects in the system being
ionized [3–12], which is inaccessible to other electronic observables, such as electron
binding energy, partial-photoionization cross-section, or photoelectron angular distri-
bution. The photoemission time delay can be related to the kinetic energy dispersion
of the phase of the dipole matrix element for x-ray photoionization [13], which enables
the complete measurement (amplitude and phase) of a fundamental quantum phe-
nomenon, the photoelectric effect. Moreover, we find that the inclusion of electron
correlation effects are critical for accurately modeling our experimental results.In doing
so, we demonstrate that K-shell photoemission delays offer a sensitive experimental
probe of correlated electron motion in multi-electron systems.

Previous measurements of photoemission delays has employed methods such as
RABBITT [14–16] and laser streaking [1, 17]. Initially used to study photoemission
processes in atoms [1, 16, 18], these techniques have also been extended to molecu-
lar systems [6, 7, 10, 19–22]. These studies have lead to a deeper understanding of
photoionization, particularly ionization in the vicinity of continuum structures [3–
12, 19–22]. To date, a significant limitation of these measurements has been the sparsity
at which the electron kinetic-energy-dependent photoionization delay can be probed.
In typical experiments only a few (3-5) kinetic energy points can be collected, and
this limits the ability to compare these results with theory. However with the advent
of tunable attosecond-XFEL sources [23], it is now possible to tune across a large
range of electron kinetic energies. To this end, we employ attosecond angular streak-
ing [23–27] using x-ray pulses from a free-electron laser to extend measurements of
photoemission time-delays to core-level (K-shell) electrons.

Attosecond angular streaking

In angular streaking an ionizing attosecond x-ray pulse is overlapped with a circularly-
polarized, long wavelength (infrared) laser field. The infrared (IR) dressing field maps
the temporal profile of the x-ray photoemission to the final momentum of the photo-
electrons.This mapping is similar to the principle of a time-resolving streak camera [28]
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and takes place via the so-called streaking interaction [17, 29]. In a semi-classical
approximation, the final momentum of an ionized electron measured at a detector is
described (in atomic units) by

p⃗(t→∞) = p⃗0 + eA⃗(t0), (1)

where A⃗(t0) = − ∫ t0−∞ E⃗L(t′)dt′ is the vector potential of the circularly polarized laser
field, EL(t), at the time, t0, the electron is released into the continuum, e is the charge
of an electron and p⃗0 is the momentum of the electron in the absence of the IR field.
In this semi-classical approximation, the interaction with the laser maps the arrival
time of the x-ray pulse to the angle of the electron momentum shift (or streaking
angle). In the presence of a short-range potential, the interaction between the outgoing
electron and the potential modifies the streaking angle, and the apparent emission
time of the electron is effectively delayed with respect to the arrival time of the ionizing
pulse. This delay can be attributed to the group velocity of the outgoing electronic
wavepacket [1], as shown in the supporting material, and can be related to the kinetic
energy dispersion of the phase of the photoionization matrix elements [13].

To define a delay, we must specify a reference event. We measure the photoemission
delay of low energy electrons from the oxygen K-shell of nitric oxide with respect to> 120 eV electrons emitted from the nitrogen K-shell of the same molecule ionzied by
the same attosecond x-ray pulse. The photoemission delay of the high-energy nitrogen
K-shell electrons is not strongly affected by correlation effects and can be calculated
with confidence to be less than ∼ 5 as with reference to the arrival of the x-ray pulse [13,
18, 30]. The photon energy was scanned in 0.5 eV steps across the oxygenK-edge near-
edge X-ray absorption fine structure (NEXAFS) region (540−580 eV) while measuring
the momentum shift experienced by the oxygen and nitrogen K-shell electrons.

Our measurement was performed at the Atomic, Molecular and Optical
physics (AMO) experimental hutch at the Linac Coherent Light Source (LCLS),
using attosecond x-ray pulses produced by enhanced self-amplified spontaneous emis-
sion (ESASE) [23, 27, 31]. Photoelectrons produced by X-ray ionization were streaked
by combining attosecond x-ray pulses with a co-propagating 2.3 µm wavelength, circu-
larly polarized laser pulse with ∼ 100 fs FWHM duration. The momentum distribution
of the emitted photoelectrons was recorded using a co-axial velocity map imaging (c-
VMI) spectrometer, as shown in Fig. 1, which was designed for measurement of high
energy electrons [27, 32].

The vector potential of the circularly polarized streaking pulse rotates with angular
velocity 2π/T , where TL = 7.7 fs for a wavelength of 2.3 µm. Therefore the difference
in momentum shift −A⃗(ti) between different photoelectron features produced by the
same x-ray pulse encodes the delay between the two photoemission events [27]. Because
the period TL of the circularly polarized laser was well-known in our experiment, if the
momentum shift between two photoelectron features is ∆θ, the photoemission events
were separated by a time ∆τ :

∆τ = ∆θ

2π
× TL. (2)
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Fig. 1 a Experimental setup showing electrons ionized by the x-ray pulse (purple) from the nitro-
gen (blue) and oxygen (red) K-shells incident on the detector of the cVMI [32] spectrometer. b
Momentum distribution of photoelectrons in the absence of the streaking field at an x-ray central
photon energy of 563 eV. c Kinetic energy distribution by inverse Abel transformation of momen-
tum distribution in panel b. d Electrons ionized from the nitrogen and oxygen K-shells, respectively,
experience different trajectories in the molecular potential, resulting in a relative photoemission delay.
(see text for details)

The momentum shift can be seen in the data plotted in Figure 2, which shows
the differential electron momentum distribution measured for 552 eV x-rays in Carte-
sian (a) and polar (b) coordinates. The electron momentum distribution is plotted as
a difference image between measurements where the direction of vector potential of
the IR laser at the time when the x-ray pulse ionizied the sample made a 170○ angle
with respect to the x-ray polarization (the long arrow in panel (a) and the dashed-
red line in panel(b)) and measurements where the IR laser was intentionally mistimed
with respect to the x-ray pulse. The momentum shift of the electrons ionized from the
nitrogen K-shell (high energy feature) is in the direction of the IR vector potential at
the time of ionization. It is clear for panels (a) and (b) that the momentum shift of
the lower energy, oxygen K-shell ionization feature, is different, implying a delay in
the emission of the oxygen K-shell electrons.
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Fig. 2 a Differential photoelectron momentum distribution (see text) induced by the IR streaking
laser for only one x-ray/laser arrival time. The relative photoemission delay is proportional to the
difference in angle ∆θ between the momentum shift of the oxygen and nitrogen photolines. This
distribution is rebinned to polar coordinates in panel b, and the vectors IN (θN ) and IO(θO) are
defined by integrating the labeled regions along the radial coordinate. c Partial correlation maps
recorded at two different photon energies. The marked regions of the maps are averaged in the
direction indicated by the black arrows to produce the traces shown in panel d. The offset of the
position of maximum correlation gives the angular difference in momentum shift between the two
photoelectron distributions.

Data Analysis

To measure the differential direction of the momentum shift between the high energy
electrons ionized from the nitrogen K-shell (N1s) and the low energy electrons ion-
ized from the oxygen K-shell (O1s) and extract the relative photoemission delay using
Eqn. 2, we exploit the inherent temporal jitter between the x-ray pulse and the circu-
larly polarized laser (∼ 500 fs full-width-at-half-maximum (FWHM) [33]). The scheme
is illustrated in the lower panels of Fig. 2. The temporal jitter between the x-rays
and the streaking field results in shot-to-shot variation the in momentum shift of the
oxygen and nitrogen K-shell photoemission features, but the difference between these
two angles remains fixed. This difference can be isolated in the partial correlation
map (defined in the methods section) between the angle-resolved electron yield in two
different regions of our detector. These regions correspond to the high kinetic energy
side of the N1s and O1s photoemission features respectively, as shown in panel b
of Fig. 2. Calculating the partial correlation removes the spurious correlation due to
shot-to-shot fluctuations in the FEL, pulse energy, spectrum, etc. The angular differ-
ence between the momentum shift of the two features is encoded in the offset between
the peak of the partial correlation coefficient from the diagonal of this map, shown
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Fig. 3 Oxygen K-shell photoionization cross-section (upper panel) in the Hartree Fock approxima-
tion (green), two-channel (blue), and seven-channel (magenta) Schwinger configuration interaction
method. The calculated result is shown as a dashed curve, and the solid curve shows the results con-
voluted with the expected photon energy distribution from the XFEL. The black dashed line shows
the photoabsorption cross-section measured by Kosugi et al. [34]. The experimental photoemission
delay (black points) is shown in the lower panel along with calculated photoemission delay.

in panel c of Fig. 2. This analysis is further described in the Supplementary Informa-
tion (SI). The measured kinetic energy-dependent photoemission delay between the
O1s and N1s photoelectrons is shown in Fig. 3.

The photoelectron spectrum shown in Fig. 1 (c) contains two features, one corre-
sponding to an ionization which leaves the residual cation in a 3Σ state and another
where the residual cation is found to be in a 1Σ state. The binding energy difference
between these two features is ∼ 0.7 eV (543.3 eV/544 eV, respectively [34]) and is
not resolved in this experiment. Thus the experimental data presented in Fig. 3 is a
mixture of both ionization channels taking into account that the 3Σ-channel has a
three-fold higher cross-section.

Discussion

The measured photoemission delay of the low energy electrons from the oxygen K-
shell (black points in Fig. 3) decreases with increasing kinetic energy, as expected. The
group delay incurred by a photoelectron wavepacket in a simple Coulomb potential is
given by the derivative of the argument of the Coulomb phase-shift, ∂Eσl, where, σl =
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arg[Γ(l+1− iZ
k
)], l is the angular momentum of the photoelectron, Z is the charge of the

residual ion and k2/2 is the kinetic energy of the photoelectron. This simple analytical
form (plotted in brown in Fig. 3) accounts for the expected photoemission delay from
a centrosymmetric system, such as an atom. There is an additional contribution to
the extracted photoemission delay due to fact that the photoelectron is being driven
by the streaking laser field in the presence of the long-range Coulomb potential of the
ion. This so-called Coulomb laser coupling (CLC) delay was calculated for the case
of circular polarization using the classical trajectory Monte Carlo (CTMC) method,
which is described further in the SI, and then subtracted from the pure Coulomb
delay in Fig. 3. These purely Coulombic effects describe the general trend of the
measured photoemission delay, i.e. a decreasing delay with increasing photoelectron
kinetic energy, however the absolute agreement is poor, pointing to the importance of
molecular structure in the attosecond delay dispersion.

To understand our measured delay, we compare with numerical calculations of
photoionization of the oxygen K-shell of nitric oxide. We initially employ a single
center expansion (SCE) for the continuum wavefunction, solving a system of Hartree-
Fock (HF) equations [35]. The bound states of the core-excited NO+∗ ion are computed
using the HF method with the aug-cc-pVQZ basis set. We choose to use the bound
states of the core-excited NO+∗ ion to better approximate the orbital contraction
that occurs during ionization. Using these states we calculate the photoionization
matrix element (PME) in the dipole approximation. From the PME, we can calculate
the orientation- and electron emission direction-resolved cross-section and delay, as
described in the methods [36]. The calculation of the photoemission delay is then
convolved with a gaussian kernel of width σ = 1.3 eV to account for the inherent
spectral jitter in the XFEL photon energy [23, 27]. The green curves in Fig. 3 show the
calculated delay (and cross-section in the upper panel). At the HF level of electronic
structure theory, the calculated photoemission delay (green curve) is much closer to
the measured delay, compared to the atomic theory (brown curve).

For a molecular system, the photoemission delay maps to molecular effects arising
from the complex shape of the potential of the residual molecular ion [6, 7, 20]. In the
case of K-shell ionization of nitric oxide, there is noted increase in the photoioniza-
tion cross-section ∼ 4 eV above the K-shell threshold, as shown by the measurements
of Kosugi et al. [34] reproduced in the upper panel of Fig. 3. This increase has been
postulated to result from the existence of a shape resonance in the electronic con-
tinuum. The shape resonance occurs when the outgoing photoelectron experiences a
transient trapping due to a combination of the molecular potential and the centrifugal
barrier created by the photoelectron angular momentum [37]. The electron can tunnel
through the barrier and leave the molecular potential, resulting in an increase in the
photoemission time delay.

The HF calculation shows a similar increase in the photoionization cross-section
above the K-shell threshold, although the energetic position of the maximum in the
cross-section is shifted by several electron volts compared to the measurement. Turning
to the calculated photoemission delay, we can see that this increase in cross-section
coincides with an increase in the calculated photoemission delay, which is indicative
of a molecular shape resonance.
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It is worth noting that the shape resonance only appears in the HF calculation
when we use the core-excited NO+∗ bound states in the HF calculation the continuum
wavefunction [35, 38]. Using the bound states from the neutral NO molecule fails to
produce a shape resonance in the continuum. In contrast the valence ionization, which
creates a delocalized hole in the electronic density of the molecule, ionization of a
highly-localized core-level causes the electron density in the ion to contract around
the core-level vacancy, a consequence of the highly correlated nature of the core-
level electrons [38–40]. By using pre-contracted orbitals in the calculation we can
approximate the correlation interaction of the core-level electrons even though we
perform a mean field calculation.

While the HF calculation is able to explain some of the structure in the photoe-
mission delay, the theory fails to reproduce the entire measurement. In an attempt to
better describe the delays we calculate the photoionization matrix element using the
multichannel Schwinger configuration interaction (MCSCI) method. The orientation-
and electron emission direction-resolved cross-section and delay for two channels (1Σ
and 3Σ) and seven channels (1Σ, 3Σ, and five additional shake-up states) are shown
as the blue and purple curves in Fig. 3, respectively. Again these results have been
convolved with the same gaussian kernel to account for the jitter in the XFEL photon
energy. Both the two-channel and seven-channel calculations predict a shape resonance
just above the K-shell threshold, which results in an increase in the photoioniza-
tion cross-section consistent with the previous measurements. However, the expected
increase in the photoionziation delay due to the presence of the shape resonance is less
pronounced in the two-channel calculation (compared to the HF calculation). This is
a result of the shape resonance shifting to lower kinetic energy, where the Coulomb
contribution to the photoemission delay is much larger. Thus, the two-channel cal-
culation provides an improvement over the HF calculation in the description of the
photoionizaiton cross-section, but does not significantly alter the agreement between
the measured and calculated photoemission time delay.

Turning our attention to the seven-channel model, the photoionization cross-
section (dashed magneta line) in the top panel of Fig. 3 shows a series of sharp
autoionizing shake-up features, in addition to a shape resonance. While these features
appear quite distinct, once the calculation is averaged over several N-O bond lengths
(which shifts their energetic position, see SM) and convolved with the expected band-
width and energy jitter of the XFEL, the cross-section again appears smooth (solid
curves in upper panel of Fig. 3). There is however a marked effect on the photoemis-
sion delay, which increases significantly between the two-channel and seven-channel
calculation (purple shaded area in Fig. 3). The seven-channel calculation greatly
improves the agreement with the measured photoemission delay. It is striking that the
x-ray photoemission delay is strongly dependent on channel-coupling in the final ionic
state, demonstrating the sensitivity of x-ray photoemission delay for probing elec-
tron correlation effects. Our measurements confirm that the increase in photoioniztion
cross-section just above the oxygen K-shell threshold is due to the combination of res-
onant features in the continuum, both a shape resonance, and unresolved autoionizing
states.
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Fig. 4 First derivative with respect to energy (a) and integral (b) of the photoemission delays
from Fig. 3(b). The black curve is derived from the measured data and the shaded gray area shows
the standard error. The brown curve shows the result calculated for an atomic potential and the
magenta curve shows the result from the 7-channel MCSCI calculation. The reshaping of the pho-
toionizied wavepacket due to the molecular potential is shown in panels (c)-(e). Panel (d) shows the
Wigner quasi-probability distribution of the photoionizied wavepacket in the atomic potential, and
panel (e) shows the wavepacket reconstructed from the experimental phase shown in panel (b). The
marginals (or projection) of the Wigner distribution along the energy axis are shown in panel (c):The
brown curve in the main panel shows the wavepacket from an atomic potential. The black curve
shows the result from the experimental phase. To illustrate the reshaping the dashed-black curve is
the experimental curve shifted to overlap with the centroid of the atomic wavepacket. The inset in
panel (c) shows the marginal along the time-axis, which shows the spectral content of the electronic
wavepacket.

For electrons with less than ∼ 3 eV kinetic energy, we expect the separability of
the photoionization delay and the CLC contribution to break down. The disagree-
ment between our measurement and the calculation at higher electron kinetic energies
is likely the result of additional ionization channels, not considered in the MCSCI
calculation. For example, in a previous measurement of the symmetry-resolved ioniza-
tion cross-section, Kosugi et al. [34] observed an increase in the ionization asymmetry
parameter near an electron kinetic energy of ∼ 17 eV, possibly indicating additional
structure in the ionization continuum.

By employing a fully tunable attosecond XFEL, we have mapped out the pho-
toemission delay in 0.5 eV steps between the K-shell ionization threshold (543 eV)
and 565 eV. This is unique in photoemission delay measurements, which are usually
performed at a fixed photon energy. This enhanced fidelity allows us to make better
comparison with theory, as we can derive other observables from the measurement.
For instance, Fig. 4 (a) shows the first derivative of the photoemission delay. If the
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photoemssion delay represents some orientation and emission-angle average of the
group-delay of the photoelectron wavepacket [1], then the quantity shown in this panel
represents the group-delay dispersion (GDD), or chirp, of the average wavepacket. For
electron kinetic energies above 5 eV, the 7-channel MCSCI results shows good agree-
ment with the measurement. There is a notable exception above 10 eV, which suggests
there are additional ionization channels which are not captured in the theory.

Fig. 4 (b) shows the integral of the photoemission delay. This can be directly
compared to the orientation- and emission-angle-averaged phase of the dipole matrix
element. Again the 7-channel MCSCI result shows excellent agreement with the
measurement. We can use this phase to approximate the orientation- and emission-
angle-averaged electronic wavepacket. This wavepacket can be visualized with the
Wigner quasi-probability distribution shown in Fig. 4 (e), which is a joint time-
frequency representation of the photoionizied electron. The marginal (or projection)
of the Wigner distribution along the energy-axis, shown in Fig. 4 (c), gives the time-
dependent probability (∣ψ(t)∣2, black). The spectral amplitude of the wavepacket is
taken from the time-axis marginal and is shown as an inset in panel (c). We com-
pare to the case of an atomic reference potential (Figure 4 (d) and brown curve in
panel (c)). The molecular potential creates an asymmetry in the electronic wavepacket
with a sharp rising edge and an extended tail. The Wigner distribution shows us that
this extended tail comes from the low energy electrons which are significantly delayed
by the molecular potential (in contrast to an atomic reference). The Wigner distri-
bution has additional structure near 7 eV and 13 eV, where the quasi-probability is
extended along the time-axis. From the MCSCI theory we have identified the 7 eV
structure as originating from the combination of a shape resonance and additional
autoionizing structures. We postulate that the temporally-elongated feature at 13 eV
likely originates from autoionization via an additional channels not considered in our
current model. The additional analysis, afforded by the density of measurements, pro-
vides greater discernment of the theoretical predictions, and offers deeper insight into
the scattering and re-shaping of the outgoing electron due to the molecular potential.

There is an additional consideration in K-shell photoionization close to the ion-
ization threshold. Unlike in valence ionization, the core-ionized system produced by
x-ray photoionization is highly unstable and (in the case of low-Z systems) will decay
within several femtoseconds via the process of Auger-Meitner decay. The core vacancy
is filled by a valence electron, and the resultant excess energy in the system is released
as a high kinetic energy electron. When the K-shell photoelectron is very slow it will
be overtaken by the Auger-Meitner electron, which results in a change in the effec-
tive ionic potential in which that photoelectron is propagating. The loss in screening
results in an additional delay for the photoelectron, which we account for using the
classical model of Russek and Mehlhorn [41]. We find that a complete description of
x-ray photoemission delays also requires accounting for post-collision interaction fol-
lowing the ultrafast Auger-Meitner decay in the core-ionized system. The method to
account for this post-collision interaction is described in the SI, and the appropriate
correction has been made to the curves shown in Fig. 3.
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Conclusion

In this work, we have demonstrated the measurement of attosecond photoemission
delays at x-ray wavelengths. This measurement was achieved using the experimen-
tal technique of attosecond angular streaking to probe the photoemission delay from
different core-level orbitals in a molecular system. We used attosecond x-ray pulses
from an x-ray free electron laser, which has continuous wavelength tunability across
the entire soft x-ray regime. This unique feature of an attosecond XFEL allows us
to probe the photoemission delay across the entire NEXAFS spectral region. X-ray
induced photoelectron emission delays uniquely map the electronic environment of a
molecule. We measure an increase in the photoemission delay that we assign to the
transient trapping of an ionized electron by the molecular potential very close to the
oxygen K-shell threshold, a so-called shape resonance. We also find that the x-ray
photoemission delay is highly sensitive to electron correlation effects: our theoreti-
cal description requires the inclusion of orbital relaxation and channel coupling in
the final ionized state to explain the sizeable delay in the measurement. In addition,
the post-collision interaction between the outgoing photoelectron and the subsequent
Auger-Meitner electron from the decay of the core-ionized state induces an additional
increase to the photoemission delay measurement. This effect has yet to be observed
in photoemission studies, because only core-level ionization produces fast AM elec-
trons. Our work provides a new experimental probe of electron correlation effects in
quantum systems; by directly accessing the multi-electron dynamics of a fundamental
process, the x-ray photoelectric effect, on its natural attosecond timescale. Providing
detailed understanding of electrons in the attosecond regime allows the determination
of the properties of matter.
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Methods:

Generating sub-femtosecond X-ray pulses:

The attosecond x-ray pulses were produced using the method described in Ref. [23].

Streaking laser setup:

X-rays generated in the undulators are focused with a pair of Kirkpatrick–Baez mirrors
to a spot size of ∼ 55 µm diameter (FWHM). The streaking laser pulse is generated
using an optical parametric amplifier (TOPAS-HE, Light Conversion) pumped by the
titanium-doped sapphire laser system (10 mJ, ∼ 40 fs, 800 nm, 120 Hz) synchronized
to the accelerator. The OPA is tuned to 2400 nm with a pulse energy of 200 µJ. A
quarter-wave plate (Thorlabs AQWP05M-1600) is used to produce circularly polarized
laser pulses, which are then focused with a 750 mm focal length CaF2 lens. The
streaking laser field is combined with the XFEL beam using a silver mirror with a 2-
mm-diameter drilled hole, and both pulses come to a common focus in the interaction
region of a coaxial velocity map imaging apparatus [32]. The laser is focused to a
diameter of ∼ 110 µm.

Partial Covariance Analysis:

We calculate the partial correlation maps shown in Fig. 2 b by calculating the partial
correlation coefficient between the radially integrated intensities IN and IO at each
pair of angles θN , θO, according to [42]:

ρ(θN , θO) = PCov (IN(θN), IO(θO);P )√
PCov (IN(θN), IN(θN);P )PCov (IO(θO), IO(θO);P ) , (3)

where

PCov (X,Y ; I) = Cov (X,Y ) − Cov (X, I)Cov (I, Y )
Var (I) , (4)

and

Cov (X,Y ) = ⟨XY ⟩ − ⟨X⟩⟨Y ⟩. (5)

The angular brackets denote the average across multiple XFEL shots. The partial
correlation controls for the single-shot x-ray pulse intensity (P ), which is an inherently
fluctuating value for SASE FELs. From the partial correlation maps, we identify the
offset of the maximum from the diagonal line described by θN = θO, in those regions
of the detector where the radial gradient of the measured momentum distribution
dominates, i.e. the highlighted regions in Fig. 2 (c). As described in section 4 of
the supporting material, this offset corresponds to the angular difference between
the momentum shift of the two photoemission features. We identify the offset by
transforming the axes to (θO, π + θO − θN ) and averaging across θN to produce a one-
dimensional trace. The peak of this trace corresponds to the difference in the angular

13



direction of the momentum shift imparted on the two photolines by the streaking laser.
We identify the peak by finding the root of the derivative of the polynomial which fits
this trace ±40 ○ about the maximum. The quoted error bar is the uncertainty in this
root due to the uncertainty in the fit coefficients for the polynomial.

The method of modeling of the photoionization matrix element within the Hartree
Fock framework using the aug-cc-pVQZ basis set [43] is described in detail in refer-
ences [44] and [35]. The MCSCI calculations are performed according to the method
described in [38]. Further information on these calculations is provided in the sup-
porting material. The molecular-frame photoionization dipole moment is expanded is
a spherical harmonic basis:

⟨ψ(−)
i,k⃗
∣r⃗∣Ψ0⟩ = ∑

l,mµ

I
(i)
lmµ(k)Yl,m(k̂)D(1)µ0 (R̂), (6)

where the subscript i refers to the photoionization channel, k⃗ is the momentum of
the photoionizied electron, Ψ0 is the ground state of the molecular system, Yl,m is the

spherical harmonic, and D(l)m1,m2 is the Wigner-D matrix which rotates the laboratory

frame into the molecular frame, R̂. The photoemission delay is calculated from I
(i)
lmµ(k)

according to [36]:

τ = ∫ dk̂∫ dR̂
∣∑l,m IR̂,l,mYl,m(k̂)∣2∑l,m ∣IR̂,l,m∣2 × ∂

∂E
(∑
l,m

IR̂,l,mYl,m(k̂)), (7)

where the orientation- and emission-angle-delay is averaged over over all molecular
orientations R⃗ and all outgoing electron directions k⃗ weighted by the relative cross-
section.
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Supplementary Information for Attosecond

Delays in X-ray Molecular Ionization

1 Equivalence of the phase of the photoioniza-
tion matrix element and a delay measured in
angular streaking

Below, we develop a description of the effect of the phase of the dipole ma-
trix element on the photoelectron distribution which is measured in an angular
streaking experiment. Our analysis is performed within the strong-field approx-
imation (SFA) of the laser matter interaction [1]:

b(p⃗, τ) = i∫ ∞
t0

dtE⃗X(t − τ) ⋅ d⃗ (p⃗ − A⃗(t)) e−iΦV (t), (1)

where ∣b(p⃗, τ)∣2 is the probability of measuring an electron with momentum p⃗
following the combined interaction of the target system with the electric field
of the x-ray pulse (E⃗X), delayed by τ , with respect to the peak of the field of
the infrared laser field, E⃗L = −∂tA⃗. d⃗(p⃗) = ⟨p⃗∣r∣Φ0⟩ is the photoionization dipole
matrix element describing the x-ray ionization of the ground state (Φ0) with
ionization potential Ip. ΦV in Eq. 1 is the so-called Volkov phase and is given
by,

ΦV (t) = ∫ ∞
t

dt′ 1
2
[p⃗ − A⃗(t′)]2 − Ipt′. (2)

In angular streaking experiments, the streaking laser field is circularly-polarized,
and can be written as,

A⃗(t) = A0(t) [x̂ cos(ωt) + ŷ sin(ωt)] , (3)

where A0(t) is the slowly-varying envelope of the pulse and T = 2π/ω is the laser
period. Expanding the expression for the Volkov phase, Eq. 2, yields

ΦV (t) = ∫ ∞
t
(p2
2
− Ip)dt′ (4)

− A0(t) [px ∫ Tx

t
dt′ cos(ωt′) + py ∫ Ty

t
dt′ sin(ωt′)] , (5)

where we have assumed that the streaking laser field envelope is approximately
constant over a single period of the field. In addition we assume ∣p⃗∣≫ ∣A⃗0∣ and
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thus neglect any terms proportional to ∣A⃗(t)∣2. We have defined a few special
times (Tx and Ty) where the electric field (E⃗IR(t) = ∂tA⃗(t)) is directed along
the x− or y−axis respectively:

A⃗(Tx) = A0(Tx)ŷ
A⃗(Ty) = A0(Ty)x̂, (6)

and Tx = Ty + T
4
. In writing Eq 5 we have used the fact that

∫ ∞
Tx

dt′A0(t′) cos(ωt′) = ∫ ∞
Ty

dt′A0(t′) sin(ωt′) = 0. (7)

The expansion in Eq. 5 demonstrates the interesting property of the SFA; the
momentum shift of the electron in a streaking experiment is acquired in the first
quarter cycle of propagation, i.e. between t and (Tx, Ty). Then we can rewrite
Eq. 1 as,

b(p⃗, τ) = i∫ ∞
t0

dtE⃗X(t − τ) ⋅ d⃗ (p⃗ − A⃗(t)) e−i ∫ ∞t ( p22 −Ip)
×Exp [iA0(t)(px ∫ Tx

t
dt′ cos(ωt′) + py ∫ Ty

t
dt′ sin(ωt′))] . (8)

To show that the phase of the dipole matrix element can be related to a
time delay of the x-ray electric field we consider the same exemplary case as
Schultze et al. [2], namely we define a photoionization matrix element with a
phase that depends linearly on the electron energy:

d⃗(p⃗) = d̂ ∣d(p⃗)∣ e−iα(p⃗) p22 = p⃗

(p⃗2 + 2Ip)3 e−iα(p⃗)
p2

2 . (9)

In the second equality we have assumed that magnitude of the dipole matrix
element is given by the first-order Born approximation to ionization of a hydro-
genic 1s system. We can write

d⃗ (p⃗ − A⃗(t)) = ∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t))∣ e−iα [p⃗−A⃗(t)]22 (10)

∼ ∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t))∣Exp{−iα [p2
2
−A0(t) (px cos(ωt) + py sin(ωt))]}

= ∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t))∣ e−iα p2

2 Exp [iαA0(t)(px ∫ Tx

t
ω sin(ωt′)dt′ − py ∫ Ty

t
ω cos(ωt′)dt′)] .

2



Then plugging Eq. 10 into Eq. 8 we arrive at the expression,

b(p⃗, τ) = i∫ ∞
t0

dtE⃗X(t − τ) ∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t))∣ e−i(∫ ∞t ( p2

2 −Ip)dt′+α p2

2 )

×Exp [i√1 + (αω)2A0(t)(px ∫ Tx

t
cos(ω[t + τ̃α]) + py ∫ Ty

t
sin(ω[t + τ̃α]))]

= i∫ ∞
t0

dtE⃗X(t − τ) ∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t))∣ e−i ∫ ∞t−τα( p2

2 −Ip)dt′

×Exp [i√1 + (αω)2A0(t)(px ∫ Tx

t−τ̃α cos(ωt) + py ∫ Ty

t−τ̃α sin(ωt))]
∼ i∫ ∞

t0
dtE⃗X(t − τ + τα) ∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t + τα))∣ e−i ∫ ∞t ( p2

2 −Ip)dt′

×Exp [i√1 + (αω)2A0(t)(px ∫ Tx

t
cos(ωt) + py ∫ Ty

t
sin(ωt))] (11)

where τ̃α = 1
ω
arctan(αω) ∼ α = τα, for small values of αω, and we have used the

identities,

αω cos(ωt) + sin(ωt) =√1 + (αω)2 sin(ωt + arctan(αω))
αω sin(ωt) + cos(ωt) =√1 + (αω)2 cos(ωt + arctan(αω)).

Moreover, if α is small compared to the laser period ( 2π
ω
), then ∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t + τα))∣ ∼∣d (p⃗ − A⃗(t))∣. Comparing Eq. 11 to Eq. 8 reveals that the effect of the linear

dependence of the dipole matrix element phase is to shift the x-ray field, EX

along the time-axis by τα and increase the apparent strength of the streaking
field by

√
1 + (αω)2.

We demonstrate the equivalence numerically by integrating Eq. 1 and com-
paring the final electron momentum distributions. For these simulation we con-
sider a 300 as (full width at half maximum) x-ray pulse with a central frequency
of 54.4 eV and a 1.3 µm wavelength laser field interacting with a hydrogen atom.
We analyze the change in the measured electron momentum distribution from
adding a delay of 700 as to the arrival time of the x-ray pulse and adding group
delay of α = 700 as to the photoelectron wavepacket. The calculated momentum
distributions are shown in Fig. 1.

2 Modeling of Photoemission Delay

Our measurement is performed with randonly oriented molecular ensembles,
meaning the calculations need to be summed over all orientations of the molec-
ular axis with respect to the x-ray polarization axis. In addition we need to
sum over all out-going electron emission directions. We evaluate the dipole ma-
trix element for 121 orientations of the x-ray polarization with respect to the
molecular axis, sampled uniformly on a sphere. The distribution of polar and
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Figure 1: Simulated photoelectron momentum distribution in the strong field approx-
imation (∣b(p⃗, τ)∣2) for a 1.3 µm (T = 6.7 fs) laser field. Each panel shows the pz = 0
slice. Panel a shows the result for τ = 0 fs, α = 0 fs. In panel b the arrival time of the
x-ray pulse is shifted by 700 as (τ = 0.7 fs, α = 0 fs). Panel c shows the result when a
linear phase of α = 0.7 fs is applied (τ = 0 fs, α = 0.7 fs). Panel d shows the result when
the linear phase is offset by the delay of the attosecond pulse (τ = −0.7 fs, α = 0.7 fs).

azimuthal angles describing these orientations is shown in Fig. 2. The same
set of angles is used to define 121 emission directions k⃗ of the outgoing photo-
electron in the laboratory frame, and the (one-photon) photoemission delay τ
weighted over all molecular orientations R⃗ and all outgoing electron directions
k⃗ is found by weighting over cross-section according to [3]:

τ = ∫ dk̂∫ dR̂
∣∑l,m IR̂,l,mYl,m(k̂)∣2∑l,m ∣IR̂,l,m∣2 × ∂

∂E
(∑
l,m

IR̂,l,mYl,m(k̂)). (12)

The ground state of the nitric oxide molecule is a 2Π state with electronic
configuration 1σ2 2σ2 3σ2 4σ2 1π4 5σ2 2π1. An additional cross-section-weighted
average of the photoemission delay is performed across orthogonal channels with
different azimuthal quantum numbers of the initial (Mi) and final (Mf ) molec-
ular ion and channels for which the total (ion + electron) final state is a Σ state
with different (+/-) symmetry.

The MCSCI calculations are performed at three different nuclear geome-
tries: a nuclear separation, r0, of 1.1 Å, 1.15 Å and 1.2 Å. Figure 3 shows
the calculated cross-section (top panels) and angle- and orientation-averaged
photoemission delay (bottom panels) for the three different nuclear geometries.
It is notable that a change in bond axis length of only 5 picometers is shown
to shift the energetic position of the shape resonance (i.e. the electron kinetic
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Figure 2: Distribution of polar and azimuthal angles used to define the orientation of
the molecular axis with respect to the x-ray polarization axis.

energy at which the shape resonance appears) by several electron volts. Dashed
lines represent the cross-section and delay for ionization to the triplet σ(3Π)
state of the molecular ion and solid lines to the singlet σ(1Π) state. The cross

sections roughly follow the expected statistical behavior of σ(3Π)
σ(1Π) ∼ 3. The sharp

features visible in the seven-channel calculation correspond to autoionizing reso-
nances accessed through coupling between the different ionization channels. To
account for the finite photon energy resolution in our experiment, we convolve
the simulated photoemission delay with a gaussian kernel with a full width at
half maximum of 3 eV).These convolved results are shown in Fig. 4.

We simulate the overall cross-section and photoemission delay from our mea-
surement by incoherently averaging the calculations for the three different in-
ternuclear separations and the singlet and triplet states of the molecular ion.
The contribution from each geometry is weighted by the estimated population
of that geometry in the ground vibrational state of the molecule. The weights
are calculated by integrating the probability distribution shown in Fig. 5 across
the three independent regions which are closest to each of the three geometries.
This probability distribution was calculated according to an internuclear separa-
tion r0 of 1.15077 Å and a fundamental vibrational constant ωe of 1904.2 cm−1
[4].

3 Photoemission Delay Extraction

The delay between two photoemission events is directly proportional to the
difference in the angular deviation ∆θ the corresponding electrons are given by
the streaking laser. In the case of the measurement described here, the oxygen
and nitrogen photoelectrons experience a change in final momentum due to the
streaking field of θO, i and θN , i at each XFEL shot i. The difference between
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Figure 3: Angle- and orientation-averaged cross-section (top panel) and photoemission
delay (bottom panel) for the MCSCI calculations at different internuclear separations.

Figure 4: Angle- and orientation-averaged cross-section (top panel) and photoemission
delay (bottom panel) for the MCSCI calculations at different internuclear separations.
The results have been convolved with a gaussian kernel of σ=3 eV to account for the
photon energy resolution in our measurement
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Figure 5: Calculated population of internuclear geometries for ground state harmonic
wavefunctino with fundamenta vibrational constant ωe of 1904.2 cm−1.

these two angles, θO, i − θN , i = δθ, maps linearly to the photoemission delay:

∆τ = ∆θ

2π
× TL. (13)

The measurement of ∆θ is complicated by the inherent temporal jitter be-
tween the x-ray pulse and the streaking laser, which has an error distribution
of width ∼500 fs [5]. As a result of this temporal jitter, θO, i and θN , i change
across every shot. This precludes a standard analysis scheme where the refer-
ence is held fixed. However, we can exploit this temporal jitter to extract the
difference in streaking angle between the two photolines through correlation.

Our analysis framework is formally analyzed in an upcoming publication
and was employed in Ref. [6]. We summarize the salient details in section 4
below. We define two radial regions on the detector, corresponding to the high
momentum portion of each of the two photolines resulting from ionization of the
N and O 1s orbitals. The lower limit of each region is defined by the momentum
at which the the radial gradient of the 2D projection of the unstreaked electron
distribution is maximized. The upper limit is chosen to ensure all high energy
electrons are captured. The radial position of the maximal gradient depends
on the kinetic energy of the electrons, which in turn depends on the incident
photon energy. In this measurement, we do not have access to an independent
measurement of the incoming x-ray spectrum. However, we do perform a single-
shot measurement of the energy of the electron beam which produces the x-ray
pulse. The energy of the electron beam is related to the x-ray photon energy
through the FEL resonance equation: formula [7]:

λr = λu 1 + K2
u

2

2γ2
, (14)

where γ is the Lorentz factor of the electron beam, λu and Ku are the undulator
period and strength parameters, and λr is the wavelength of the XFEL radiation.
The energy of the electrons in the electron beam is not monochromatic and the
energy distribution within the electron beam is particularly broad for ESASE
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operation [8]. The measurement of the electron beam energy performed at the
LCLS is derived from the position of the entire electron bunch in a dispersive
section of the electron beamline and represents a measurement of the average
energy within the bunch. This means that the calculation of the x-ray photon
energy from this number has an error distribution which we have estimated
from previous measurements [8, 9] to be ∼3 eV at the photon energies used in
this measurement. We can estimate the average photon energy of a number of
different shots with much greater accuracy.

To define the lower limit on a single-shot basis, we first performed a fit of the
maximal value of the radial gradient for collections of shots with the streaking
laser mistimed, at different central photon energies as determined by the electron
beam energy. On each shot, we estimate the central photon energy using the
electron beam energy and Eq. 14 and use the fit to define the lower limit for
both the nitrogen and oxygen photoelectrons. We radially integrate the electron
yield measured in these two regions to produce two angle-resolved vectors IN(θ)
and IO(θ), which we calculate on a shot-to-shot basis. We calculate the partial
correlation maps shown in Fig. 2 b in the main text by calculating the partial
correlation coefficient between the radially integrated intensities IN and IO at
each pair of angles θi, θj , according to:

ρ(IN , IO) = PCov (IN , IO;P )√
PCov (IN , IN ;P )PCov (IO, IO;P ) , (15)

where

PCov (X,Y ; I) = Cov (X,Y ) − Cov (X,I)Cov (I, Y )
Cov (I, Y ) (16)

and

Cov (X,Y ) = ⟨XY ⟩ − ⟨X⟩⟨Y ⟩. (17)

Here, angular brackets denote the average across multiple XFEL shots.
The partial correlation controls for the single-shot x-ray pulse intensity, since

the single-shot intensity is known to flucuate in a SASE FEL. The pulse intensity
is monitored by recording the number of electrons produced by the x-ray pulse
as it passes through a dilute gas before the beamline [10]. From the partial
correlation maps, we identify the offset of the maximum value of the correlation
coefficient from the diagonal line described by θN = θO, in those regions of the
detector where the radial gradient dominates. As described in section 4, this
offset corresponds to the angular difference between the momentum shift of the
two photolines. We identify the offset by transforming the axes to (θO, π +
θO − θN ) and averaging across θN to produce a one-dimensional trace. The
peak of this trace corresponds to the difference in the angular direction of the
momentum shift imparted on the two photolines by the streaking laser. We
identify the peak by finding the root of the derivative of the polynomial which
fits this trace ±40 ○ about the maximum. The quoted error bar is the uncertainty
in this root due to the uncertainty in the fit coefficients for the polynomial.
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Figure 6: Measured photoelectron asymmetry parameters across the oxygen NEXAFS
for nitrogen (left) and oxygen (right) 1s ionization.

In addition to the formal theory developed below, we simulate our analysis
scheme and verify our method of delay extraction. Appealing to the equivalence
between phase of the photoionization matrix element and a delay measured in
angular streaking described in section 1, we simulate the independent photoelec-
tron distributions produced by two 200 as duration x-ray pulses separated by a
delay ∆τ and the same infrared streaking field. For five different delay values
(∆τ = 0 as, 200 as, 400 as, 600 as, 800 as), we simulate the photoelectron distri-
bution for 10,000 different shots with random phase between the streaking field
and the attosecond x-ray pulses. We identify two regions IN(θ) and IO(θ) with
lower bound at the maximum of the radial gradient of the averaged streaked
photoelectron distribution and calculate the correlation maps as defined in Eq.
eq:sm:pcorr. The calculated partial correlation maps are shown in Fig. 7. We
simulate for two different sets of asymmetry parameters β: β(IN) = β(IO) = 2
and β(IN) = 2, β(IO) = 0. These represent the limiting cases for the photoelec-
tron distributions measured in our experiment (see Fig. 6: the N 1s photoline
has an asymmetry parameter β = 2 across the spectral region we scan, while
asymmetry parameter for the O 1s photoline is measured at β = 0 just above
threshold and increases with photon energy). These values are extracted from
XFEL shots where the streaking laser was intentionally mistimed from the x-ray
pulse, using the CPBASEX algorithm [11].

As for the experimental data, to extract the delay from these maps as defined
in Eq. 24b, we transform the x-axis from θN to π+θO−θN and average across θO,
using regions where the radial gradient dominates. The resulting traces for the
different delays are shown in panels a and b of Fig. 8. The position of the peak
of these traces corresponds to the photoemission delay, as described by Eq. 24b.
As explained above, these simulations indicate that for the inclusion of angles±60 ○ from the antinodes of the distribution, the additional error accumulated
due to neglecting the angular gradient is below ∼ 10 as at the 2.3 µm streaking
wavelength used in our experiment. This error grows significantly with the
inclusion of angles ∼ 70○ from the antinodes. Therefore, for both simulation
and experiment, we use angles which are within 60○ of the x-ray polarization on
both photolines. The simulated delay is compared with the extracted delay in
panels b and d of Fig. 8.
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Figure 7: Simulated correlation maps according to Eq. 15 for simulated photoelectron
angular distributions of a β(IN) = β(IO) = 2 and b β(IN) = 2, β(IO) = 0. The offset of
the main diagonal feature from the line IN = IO increases linearly with the simulated
delay τ .

Figure 8: Simulation of extraction of photoemission delay from correlation maps.
Panels a and c show the average over θO of the partial correlation maps shown in panels
a and b of Fig. respectively. The average has been calculated over the boxes indicated
in black in Fig. 7 and following the coordinate transformation θN → π + θO − θN .
Panels b and d show the delay extracted from identifying the peaks of the traces in
panels a and c, respectively.
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Figure 9: Comparison of the extracted photoemission delay with O K-shell ionization
σ and ionization asymmetry parameter β measured by Kosugi et al. [12].

Previous measurements have been reported for the cross-section and angular
anisotropy of x-ray ionization of nitric oxide in the oxygen NEXAFS region [12].
We compare these measurements with our extracted delay in Fig. 9.

4 Formal Theory of Correlation Analysis

The two sets of angle-resolved electron yields, IN(θ) and IO(θ), correspond to
the regional integral of the distribution density XN(p⃗),XO(p⃗) where p⃗ is the
two-dimensional VMI projection of the three-dimension photoelectron momen-
tum distribution. These densities depend on properties of the photoemission
process as well as the vector potential A⃗(t). When the electron emission pro-
cess is much shorter than the IR cycle, we approximate the distribution of
streaked electrons with the displacement of the unstreaked distribution by an
instantaneous IR vector potential

Xα(p⃗; A⃗) ≃Xα(p⃗ − eA⃗(tX + τα); 0) , α = N,O , (18)

where tX is the arrival time of the x-ray pulse, and τα is the additional photoe-
mission delay of each feature. For simplicity, we denote k⃗α ≡ eA⃗(tX + τα) and
X0,α ≡Xα(⋅; 0).

Expanding Eq. (18) w.r.t. the displacement and ignoring the angular gradi-
ent, the streaked distribution density can be further approximated as

Xα(p⃗; A⃗) ≈X0,α(p⃗)− ∂X0,α(p⃗)
∂r

e⃗r ⋅ k⃗α =X0,α(p⃗)− ∂X0,α(p⃗)
∂r

k cos(Θα −θ) , (19)
where e⃗r is the radial unit vector, θ the direction of p⃗, k the magnitude of k⃗N and
k⃗O, and Θα = 2π

TL
(tX +τα) is the direction of k⃗α that is uniformly random across[0,2π) due to the arrival time jitter. Ignoring the angular gradient requires

the dominance of the radial gradient, which for a dipole electron distribution
(assymetry parameter β=2) is the case in the vicinity of the antinodes of the
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distribution, and for an isotropic distribution (β=0) is the case at every angle.
Following Eq. (19), the regional yields Iα are approximated as Iα(θ) ≈ I0,α(θ)−
Gr,α(θ)k cos(Θα − θ), with Gr,α being the regional integral of ∂rX0,α. For
unstreaked distribution that is stable from shot to shot, i.e. I0,α,Gr,α are stable,
the covariance between electron yields should be

Cov (IN(θN), IO(θO)) = Gr,N(θN)Gr,O(θO)k2
2

cos(θN − θO +∆θ) , (20)

with ∆θ = 2π
TL
(τO − τN) as defined in the main text Eq. (2), and the Pearson

correlation should be simply cos(θN − θO +∆θ) because the Gr,α cancel out.
In the experiment the unstreaked distributions also fluctuate with the single-

shot x-ray pulse properties, so the model of total covariance decomposes [13]
as

Cov (IN , IO) = Cov (E [IN ∣k⃗] ,E [IO ∣k⃗]) +E [Cov(IN , IO ∣k⃗)] , (21)

with Iα evaluated at the respective angular bins θα. The second term in Eq. (21)
is approximately the covariance of unstreaked distributions, which can be most
removed by taking partial covariance [14] with respect to the pulse energy,
leaving the first term, up to a global scaling factor sP :

PCov (IN(θN), IO(θN);P ) ≈ Cov (E [IN ∣k⃗] ,E [IO ∣k⃗]) sP (22)

≈ Ḡr,N Ḡr,O
k2

2
cos(θN − θO +∆θ)sP . (23)

Similar to the radial gradients, this global scaling factor is cancelled in the
partial correlation calculation:

ρ(θN , θO;P ) = ζ(IN(θN), IO(θO)) − ζ(IN(θN), P )ζ(IO(θO), P )√(1 − ζ2(IN(θN), P ))(1 − ζ2(IO(θO), P )) (24a)

= PCov (IN , IO;P )√
PCov (IN , IN ;P )PCov (IO, IO;P ) ≈ cos(θN − θO +∆θ) .

(24b)

The result is that, for regions of the detector where the radial gradient dominates
the 2D projection of the photoelectron distribution, the numerical modeling
indicates that the additional error accumulated due to neglecting the angular
gradient is below ∼ 10 as for the 2.3 µm streaking wavelength used in this work,
for the inclusion of angles ±60 ○ from the antinodes of the distribution.

5 Experiment

The geometry of the c-VMI spectrometer differs from a standard VMI spectrom-
eter because the electric field produced by the electrostatic lens plates projects
the electrons onto the position-sensitive detector along the same direction as the
propagation of the incident laser pulses, as shown in Fig. 1 of the main paper.
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Figure 10: Number of XFEL shots recorded at each central photon energy. In addition
to the NEXAFS region of interest examined in this work, it is also possible to record
the photoemission delay at ∼40 eV and ∼60 eV above the oxygen K-edge.

A 6.4 mm hole at the center of the MCP allows both the x-ray and infrared
light to pass through the detector after the interaction point. This geometry
optimizes the measurement resolution of the photoelectron momentum distri-
bution in the polarization plane of the circularly polarized laser pulse [15]. The
thick-lens design of the c-VMI supports detection of electrons of kinetic ener-
gies up to a few hundred electron volts, with energy resolution of a few percent.
The c-VMI is installed in the experimental end station inside a 10-inch vacuum
chamber. The sample was delivered through a pulse supersonic Even-Lavie gas
jet, consisting of a 2 mm diameter skimmer (Beam Dynamics, Model 2) ∼120
mm from the interaction region. The skimmed molecular beam intersects with
the x-ray pulse and the streaking laser pulse in the interaction region between
the repeller and extractor electrodes in the c-VMI.

5.1 Streaking Laser

The IR streaking laser pulse was generated using a commercial optical paramet-
ric amplifier (OPA, TOPAS-HE), pumped with 10 mJ, ∼ 50 fs, 800 nm pulses
from a Ti:sapphire laser system. The resultant ∼ 100 µJ idler pulses were tuned
to be centered at 2.3 µm, and separated from the signal pulse with a dichroic
beamsplitter. The beam polarization is set by a broad bandwidth quarter-
waveplate (Thorlabs), after which it is focused with an f = 750 mm lens. The
focused beam is reflected from a dichroic mirror (HR: 2400 nm / T: visible)
before being coupled into the vacuum chamber. The IR laser is coupled into
the interaction point by a holey mirror which the x-rays pass through, allowing
the IR beam and the x-ray pulse to co-propagate to the interaction point. The
spectrum of the streaking laser pulse, recorded immediately before it is coupled
into the vacuum chamber, is shown in Fig. 11 d.

We adjusted the intensity of the streaking laser with an iris just before the
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Figure 11: a Above-threshold ionization of nitric oxide by the 2.3 µm laser field used
for the streaking measurement. The region marked by the concentric red circles is
radially integrated and this angle-resolved yield is plotted in panel b. The background
(marked by the magenta circles) has been subtracted. From this angle-resolved ATI
yield, we estimate the contrast ratio between the major and minor axes of the laser
polarization in our measurement and determine the ellipticity by simulating this ratio
using ADK theory for different laser intensities (panel c). The dashed vertical line
shows the ratio extracted from b. d Streaking laser intensity measured immediately
before coupling into the vacuum chamber.

focusing lens. We estimate the streaking laser intensity at the interaction point
to be ∼ 5.4×1012W/cm2, which was set so that the streaking laser produced ≤ 1
electrons/shot due to above-threshold ionization of the sample.

We characterized the polarization of the streaking laser by increasing the
power at the interaction region and characterizing the resultant electron distri-
bution produced by above-threshold ionization. Figure 11 a shows the photo-
electron spectrum generated by above-threshold ionization (ATI) of NOmolecules
using the increased IR intensity and the same quarter-wave plate rotation as in
the streaking measurements.

Thanks to the high nonlinearity of the ATI interaction, the angular anisotropy
of the resultant photoelectron distribution enables accurate determination of the
streaking field ellipticity. To characterize the polarization, we radially integrate
the photoelectron spectrum in the region defined by the red circles in Fig. 11
a and plot this yield as a function of angle in panel d. We fit this curve to
a sinusoidal curve with varying amplitude, phase offset and DC offset. This
allows us to extract the ratio of the ionization rate along the major and minor
axes of the polarization. We compare the angular maxima and minima in pho-
toelectron yield with ADK (Ammosov-Delone-Krainov) predictions of tunnel
ionization rates [16] and identify an ellipticity of ≥0.95.
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Figure 12: (left) CLC delay as a function of angle between final electron position at
detector and electric field at x-ray pulse arrival time. For electrons with trajectory
along the polarization axis, the values converge to those of Pazourek et al.. (right)
angle-integrated delay calculated withing CTMC framework, compared with delay
from Pazourek et al.

6 Coulomb Laser Coupling

The Coulomb potential is long-range and its presence affects the behavior of
the electron driven by the streaking field. For electrons with a asymptotic
kinetic energy of several electron volts, it is well understood that the additional
contribution to the measured photoemission delay due to this Coulomb-laser
interaction can be independently calculated and added to the Wigner delay
calculated in section 2. This is not the case for very low energy electrons,
where the terms are no longer straightforwardly separable. This is a significant
contributing factor to the divergence of our calculations from the measured
photoemission delay at electron kinetic energies ≤2 eV.

This additional delay accrued through the interaction of the electron with
the streaking field in the presence of the Coulomb potential is often referred
to as the Coulomb-laser coupling (CLC), or continuum-continuum delay. This
delay can be understood as a classical effect and successfully quantified by a
classical Monte-Carlo trajectory (CTMC) simulations [17–19]. It has been well-
studied for the case of linear polarization of the streaking laser, but exhibits a
strong dependence on the angle between the electric field of the streaking field
at the time of ionization and the final position of the electron on the detector,
and thus requires careful consideration for the case of a circularly polarized
streaking field. We perform a CTMC simulation to calculate the CLC delay
for the streaking laser parameters used in our experiment. We incorporate this
additional delay by adding it to the calculated photoemission delay described
above.

We can resolve the delay for trajectories with different angles between the
laser field at the time of ionization and final position of the electron on the
detector. As shown in Fig. 12, for electron trajectories along the polarization
axis of the streaking laser, we find the CTMC calculation converges to the
analytical result of Pazourek et al. [17]. However since we average over several
emission angles in the measurement, we must calculate a new CLC contribution,
which is shown in the right panel of Fig. 12.
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Figure 13: a Schematic of Auger-Meitner decay following oxygen 1s ionization. b
For the slow electron, the charge of the doubly charged ion following Auger-Meitner
emission is shielded by the Auger-Meitner electron until time t = τ , when the Auger-
Meitner electron overtakes the slow electron.

7 Post-Collisional Interaction

The oxygen K-shell photoelectron acquires an additional delay due to its post-
collisional interaction with a fast photoelectron produced through Auger-Meitner
decay of the core-ionized NO. This process is illustrated in panel a of Fig. 13.
X-ray ionization removes an electron from the core 1s orbital of the oxygen atom
in the molecule. In our experiment, this photoionizied electron has energies be-
tween ∼ 1 eV and ∼60 eV. We label this as the ‘slow’ electron. The core-level
vacancy in the molecular cation is highly unstable and it subsequently decays
on a short (few femtosecond) timescale. For light elements, the dominant decay
process for a core-ionized system is non-radiative Auger-Meitner decay, where a
higher-lying electron in the valence manifold fills the core vacancy and energy
is conserved by the emission of a second valence electron. This emitted electron
is the Auger-Meitner electron, and it has kinetic energy equal to the difference
between the binding energies of the initial 1s orbital and the valence electron
which fills the vacancy, less the double ionization potential of the final dou-
bly charged final state. For oxygen 1s ionization, this kinetic energy is around
450 eV. We label this Auger-Meitner electron as the ‘fast’ electron.

Panel b depicts the post-collisional interaction between the slow and fast
electrons. The three panels show different times following the emission of the
Auger-Meitner electron. In our experiment, we measure the photoemission delay
of the slow electron. Immediately following the emission of the Auger-Meitner
electron, the slow electron is further from the molecular ion because it was emit-
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ted before the Auger-Meitner decay took place. The Auger-Meitner electron
provides a charge screening to the slow photoelectron, which is thus emerging
from an effective Coulomb potential of charge qeff = 1 +. This shielding can
be approximately described by a Gauss sphere which grows in radius with the
fast electron, and is depicted in panel b as a dashed circle. At time t = τ , the
photoelectron and Auger-Meitner electron cross because the Auger electron is
moving faster than the photoelectron. At times t > τ , the Auger-Meitner elec-
tron has overtaken the slow photoelectron, which no longer enjoys the screening
and thus emerges from an effective Coulomb potential of charge qeff = 2 +.

In some systems, the effect of this change in the potential the electron is
emerging from can result in the recapturing of the slow photoelectron by the
molecular ion [20, 21]. The interaction also affects the lineshape (i.e. kinetic
energy distribution) of Auger-Meitner electrons. This change in lineshape was
successfully calculated for the case of inner shell ionization of argon and xenon by
the classical model of Russek and Mehlhorn [22]. We use this model to estimate
the difference in propagation time between two electrons of the same asymptotic
kinetic energy emerging from an ionic potential: both are now traveling in a
2+ Coulomb potential, but one of the electrons began its propagation in a
1+ potential prior to the post-collisional interaction. To calculate this time
difference, we find the time τ at which the slow electron and the fast Auger-
Meitner electron cross, illustrated by the central panel in Fig. 13 b. This takes
place when the two electrons are at the same radius, ρ, from the molecular ion.
If the Auger-Meitner electron is emitted at time t, the time at which it overtakes
the slow electron is

τ(t;EP ,EA) = ∫ ρ

Ri

dr√
2(EP + 1/r) (25)

= t + ∫ ρ

Ri

dr√
2(EA + 2/r) (26)

Once the electrons have crossed, the final eKE of the photoelectron drops by
∆ ≃ 1/ρ, EPf = EP − ∆. Therefore, for a given final position Rf and final
photoelectron energy EPf , the elapsed time is

T (EPf , ρ) = ∫ ρ

Ri

dr√
2(EPf +∆ + 1/r) + ∫

Rf

ρ

dr√
2(EPf + 2/r) (27)

and for the reference photoelectron that always propagates through a 2+ po-
tential, this time is

T (EPf , ρ = 0) = ∫ Rf

Ri

dr√
2(EPf + 2/r)

Therefore, the additional delay accrued by the slow photoelectron due to the
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Figure 14: Decay profile for Auger-Meitner decay with decay constant Γ=3.7 fs (black
dotted line). Dependence of additional photoemission delay due to post-collisional
interaction on Auger-Meitner emission time, for different asymptotic kinetic energy of
the slow photoelectron (solid colored lines).

post-collisional interaction is

∆T (EPf , ρ) = ∫ ρ

Ri

dr
⎛⎝ 1√

2(EPf + 1/ρ + 1/r) −
1√

2(EPf + 2/r)
⎞⎠ (28)

= (I(EPf +∆,1,1/r) − I(EPf ,2,1/r)) ∣ρ
r=Ri

(29)

Solving for ρ(t,EPf ,EA) according to

∫ ρ

Ri

dr√
2(EPf + 1/ρ + 1/r) = t + ∫

ρ

Ri

dr√
2(EA + 2/r) (30)

and using the following indefinite integral from Eq. (18b) in Ref. [22]:

I(E,Z,S) = (E +ZS)1/2
21/2ES + Z(2E)3/2 ln((1 +ZS/E)1/2 − 1(1 +ZS/E)1/2 + 1) (31)

yields the final additional photoemission delay for a slow photoelectron of asymp-
totic kinetic energy EPf , a fast Auger-Meitner electron of asymptotic kinetic
energy EA and emission time t. For our measurement, the additional photoemis-
sion delay is averaged over different Auger-Meitner emission times corresponding
to the decay profile shown in dotted black in Fig. 14, with a decay constant Γ of
3.9 fs. We use an Auger-Meitner electron kinetic energy of 450 eV. The depen-
dence of the additional photoemission delay on Auger-Meitner emission time for
several different slow photoelectron kinetic energies is by the solid colored lines.
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