arXiv:1901.11147v1 [physics.plasm-ph] 30 Jan 2019

Towards attosecond pulse synthesis from solids: spectral shaping, field autocorrelation, and two-color harmonic generation

Andre Seyen, Roland Kohn, Uwe Bovensiepen, Dietrich von der Linde, and Alexander Tarasevitch^∗ Fakultät für Physik, Universität Duisburg-Essen, Lotharstraße 1, Duisburg 47057, Germany (Dated: February 3, 2019)

Harmonic generation from solid surfaces is a promising tool for producing high energy attosecond pulses. We report shaping of the harmonic spectrum to achieve the bandwidth necessary for attosecond pulse generation. The shaping is demonstrated for lower as well as for higher harmonics using single and two-pulse pumping. The measured harmonic field autocorrelation function exhibits attosecond spikes in good agreement with the harmonic spectrum. Double slit experiments reveal a high spatial coherence of the harmonic beam.

PACS numbers: 42.65.Ky,52.27.Ny,52.38.-r,52.65.Rr

I. INTRODUCTION

The investigation of the fundamental steps of electron dynamics requires attosecond time resolution [1–3]. A significant development in this field became possible due to the success in attosecond pulse production using high order harmonic generation (HOHG) in gases [4, 5]. Although XUV radiation with the energy per pulse exceeding 10 μJ has been demonstrated [6], its level is limited by the onset of ionization in the gas. Much higher energies can be expected using HOHG from solid surfaces [7– 13]. In this case the harmonics are generated using femtosecond pump pulses with intensities I_p > 10^{17} W/cm^2. At such intensities the target surface is highly ionized by the leading edge of the pump pulse, and a reflecting layer of overcritical plasma is formed. Such a plasma layer can withstand very high laser intensities extending well into the regime when the motion of the plasma electrons becomes relativistic. Consequently, much higher nonlinearities may be induced.

The mechanism of the HOHG from surfaces can be qualitatively explained using the simple physical model of an oscillating plasma mirror [13–19]. Due to the femtosecond duration of the pump pulses there is no time for significant plasma expansion. This leads to formation of a steep gradient of the plasma density with a scale length L ≪ λ, where λ is the pump wavelength. If the details of the electron density distribution are neglected, the collective electron motion created by the incident electromagnetic wave can be considered as an oscillating mirror.

At intensities I_p < 10^{18} W/cm^2 the harmonics are produced by the “classical” mirror nonlinearity due to electron motion through the steep boundary [20]. In this case the harmonic efficiency is strongly dependent on the density gradient. Under certain conditions the harmonic emission can be much enhanced by a resonant excitation of local plasma oscillations [19, 21–24], which is often addressed as CWE (coherent wake emission) regime. At higher intensities the relativistic nonlinearity comes into

∗ alexander.tarasevitch@uni-due.de

play [9, 13, 19, 25–27]. An additional HOHG mechanism in the relativistic regime is coherent synchrotron emission (CSE) [28–30], which becomes important for thin targets in transmission geometry.

In case of the gas harmonics the spectrum exhibits a plateau in a certain range of higher orders before it finally rapidly decreases at some “cut-off” frequency [4]. With the help of a spectral filter one can cut out a range of harmonics with comparable amplitudes and get a single attosecond pulse [5, 31]. Using only few harmonics [32] allows carrying out experiments on the attosecond scale with trains of attosecond pulses still maintaining a certain spectral resolution.

The situation is different for the surface HOHG. The distribution of the harmonic intensity decreases rather steeply with the harmonic number n. Only deep in the relativistic regime a simple power law for the harmonic spectrum is obtained, e. g. I(ω_n) ∝ n^{−8/3} for a normal incidence of the pump [12, 13], or slower for the oblique incidence [13] or CSE regime [28]. As a result, a spectrum can have a relatively small effective width and needs proper shaping in order to support attosecond pulses [13].

Moreover, for attosecond pulse production the harmonics have to be phase locked. A nonlinear harmonic spectral phase ϕ_{nl}(ω) leads to a frequency variation (chirp) and broadening of the pulses in the time domain. The analysis of attosecond pulse trains in the case of gas harmonics demonstrated two different contributions to the nonlinear phase [33]. A “slow” ϕ_{nl}(ω) is responsible for the “atto chirp” and influences strongly the duration of the pulses in the train. A “rapid” phase change within the bandwidth of a single harmonic corresponds to the “harmonic chirp”, which according to [33] leads to shifts of the pulses in the attosecond pulse train. The same behavior is expected also for surface harmonics [34].

Simulations show that attosecond pulses can be synthesized using HOHG from surfaces by spectral filtering of the reflected waveform [2, 9, 12, 13, 35]. Methods for single attosecond pulse generation were discussed in [9, 10, 36, 37]. For the first time the intensity autocorrelation function was measured in [34, 38]. However, an explicit experimental evidence of reaching attosecond pulse durations remains a challenge.

For high contrast attosecond pulses spatial coherence of the harmonic beam is important. The influence of the surface roughness of the targets on the coherence has been investigated in [27]. Fortunately, the manufacturing tolerances for roughness, which are typically 5 nm and < 0.5 nm for high quality optics, allow high quality beams for up to the 40th to 400th harmonic of the Ti:Sa laser, respectively. More critical is the spatial coherence of the pump beam, which determines the effective harmonic source size. Moreover, for high-intensity laser-solid interactions pulses of very high contrast are required. A prepulse or a slowly rising leading front of the pump pulse lead to premature ionization of the target and destruction of the steep density profile before the arrival of the high intensity pulse maximum. This destruction accompanied by development of instabilities [39] can spoil the harmonic spatial coherence [40]. As shown in [19, 27, 41, 42], using high contrast femtosecond pulses allows harmonic emission with a divergence comparable with the diffraction limit. This indicates a high degree of spatial coherence. A corresponding direct measurement is still missing.

The attosecond pulse generation is usually associated with XUV carrier frequencies [2, 9, 43], which is in fact not necessary. Synthesizing of attosecond pulses at considerably lower frequencies was demonstrated in [44]. The pulses were produced by proper adjustment of spectral amplitudes and phases of few spectral components of a supercontinuum, which was generated by femtosecond pulses. Such “low carrier frequency” attosecond pulses allowed tracking the nonlinear response of bound electrons in Kr atoms [45]. A wider spectral range from NIR to VUV can be covered by the surface HOHG in the CWE regime. Due to the resonant enhancement relatively high conversion efficiencies can be already achieved at non-relativistic intensities [19].

Modifying the pump field has been shown to be a promising method of controlling the HOHG in gases. Twopulse, two-color pump consisting of the driving wave and its second harmonic have been used for i) enhancement of the harmonic generation, ii) characterisation of the emission on an attosecond scale, and iii) changing the period of the attosecond pulse trains (see [46–49] and references therein). The corresponding intensity control in the case of the surface harmonics has been investigated in [13, 50– 52].

In this paper we demonstrate shaping of harmonic spectra using single- and two-pulse pumping. The spectra consist of three harmonics either of lower (2nd to 4th) or of higher (12th to 14th) orders. The autocorrelation function of the total harmonic field is measured in the focused harmonic beam. For overlapping harmonics it perfectly corresponds to the measured spectrum. Furthermore, a high degree of harmonic coherence is demonstrated.

FIG. 1. (color online) Pump beam is focused onto the target with the help of the parabolic mirror PM1. The aperture AP1 together with the beam stop BS blocks the driver radiation [53]. The aperture AP2 with the diameter of 25 mm cuts out the central part of the pump beam. Long working distance microscope objectives MO1 and MO2 are used for monitoring the energy distribution in the focal plane of PM1 and the target positioning (auto focus), respectively.

II. SINGLE PULSE EXPERIMENTS

The experimental setup is shown in Fig. 1. We used a Ti:Sapphire laser producing pulses of 45 fs duration at λ = 800 nm with a 10 Hz repetition rate [19]. The pulses had a contrast ratio of 10^7 at 1 ps from the pulse maximum [19]. The wave front distortions of the laser beam were corrected with the help of an adaptive mirror. The laser beam was focused onto the target by the parabolic mirror PM1 with an effective focal length of about 75 mm. The focal spot distribution was monitored using the microscope objective MO1. The full width at half maximum (FWHM) was 2.5 μm with about 30% of the total pulse energy within the FWHM. At the maximum pulse energy on the target of 20 mJ and the angle of incidence of 40° the peak intensity reached 3 × 10^{18} W/cm^2. The beam stop BS was imaged by the PM1 onto the aperture AP1 (diameter about 10 mm) in order to block the driver radiation [7, 53]. The target was raster scanned in order to provide a fresh surface for each laser pulse. A computer controlled auto focus system kept the target surface in the focal plane of the parabolic mirror with an accuracy of 4 μm. The experiments were carried out in a vacuum chamber with a residual pressure of 10^{−3} mbar.

The lower order harmonics were generated at a pump intensity of about 5 × 10^{17} W/cm^2, which corresponds to the CWE regime of the HOHG [19]. Glass targets were used. The beam after AP1 (Fig. 1) was collimated with the parabolic mirror PM2 (Fig. 2) with an effective focal length of 170 mm and spectrally dispersed with

FIG. 2. (color online) LiF spectrometer: PM2, M1, M1^′ [54], and M2 are a parabolic mirror and concave spherical mirrors respectively. P1 and P2 are LiF prisms. Insertion of P2 compensates for the dispersion of P1. The mask MS placed in the focal plane of the mirror M1 adjusts the harmonic intensities. PS is a phosphor screen. The double slit DS is used to measure the harmonic temporal and spatial coherence.

the help of the LiF prism P1 with an apex angle of 10°. The intensity of individual harmonics could be manipulated with the help of the mask MS in the focal plane of the spherical mirror M1 (F_{M1} = 500 mm), where the harmonic beams are spatially separated. The mask had three slits with effective widths of about 30 μm, 500 μm, and 500 μm for the 2nd, 3rd, and 4th harmonic respectively. In addition the first two slits were covered with a 1 mm thick UG11 filter in order to additionally attenuate the 2nd and the 3rd harmonic. The spherical mirrors M1^′ (F_{M1}′ = 500 mm) and M2 (F_{M2} = 750 mm) recollimated the harmonic beams and focused them onto the phosphor screen PS [54]. The screen had a nearly uniform spectral conversion efficiency for the harmonics of interest [55]. The intensity distribution on the PS was observed with the help of a charge coupled device (CCD) camera.

Figure 3 shows the CCD images (left) and the corresponding harmonic spectra (right) from the 2nd to the 4th order obtained with the help of the LiF spectrometer. The spectrometer was calibrated using both a standard mercury lamp and a hollow-cathode lamp [56]. The upper and the lower panels were recorded without and with the mask MS respectively. The observed harmonic spectral widths are determined mostly by the spectrometer resolution. As expected, without the mask the harmonic intensity falls down rapidly with the harmonic order. Introducing the mask MS in the focal plane of the mirror M1 (see Fig. 2) allows to match the harmonic intensities.

In order to observe the harmonic coherence a double slit DS was placed into the beam after M1^′ (Fig. 2) The DS slits were oriented perpendicular to those of MS. The slit widths d and distance R between them were 30 μm and 300 μm, respectively. The corresponding interfer-

FIG. 3. (color online) CCD images (a,b) and the corresponding harmonic spectra (c,d). (a) and (c) show the initial spectrum, (b) and (d) the spectrum corrected by the mask MS.

FIG. 4. (color online) (a) Spectrally resolved harmonic interference patterns. Top to bottom: 2nd, 3rd, and 4th harmonic patterns respectively. (b), (c) visibility V of the harmonic interference pattern as functions of Ip (b) and the distance R between the slits (c). (•) and (•) correspond to the 2nd harmonic with R = 2.5 mm and 5 mm, respectively, (•) represents the visibility of the 3rd harmonic with R=0.5 mm.

(∘) corresponds to the 2nd harmonic at the pump intensity

of 3 × 10^{17} W/cm^2. (d) shows the interference pattern of the overlapping 2nd, 3rd, and 4th harmonic.

ence pattern can be seen in Fig. 4a. Due to the angular dispersion introduced by the prism P1 the pattern is spectrally resolved. The profiles of the individual harmonic patterns along the x-axis can be described by [57]:

4 I_I (x) = I^{(1)}(x) + I^{(2)}(x) + 2 √ I^{(1)}(x) √ I^{(2)}(x)Re[γ(τ)], (1) where I_I is the time averaged intensity in the pattern, I^{(i)} stands for an averaged intensity of a partial beam passing through a slit i, and γ is the normalized field autocorrelation function (ACF): γ(τ) = ⟨ E^{(1)}(x, t + τ)E^{(2)}(x, t) ⟩ / √ I^{(1)}(x) √ I^{(2)}(x), (2) where E^{(i)} are the electric fields of the partial waves and τ is the relative delay between them. Note that in case of the ultrashort pulses the time averaging indicated above with the sharp brackets is actually done over the entire pulse length. The delay τ originates from an angle θ=R/F_{M2} between the beams. It is related to the position on the x-axis (Fig. 4a) as τ = xR/(cF_{M2}), where c is the speed of light. In the following we consider E^{(1)}(x, t) = E^{(2)}(x, t) = E(x, t) and I^{(1)} = I^{(2)} = I, which corresponds to the slit centered in the harmonic beam. In this case one has:

I_I (x) = 2I(x)(1 + Re[γ(τ)]), (3)

where I(x) ∝ sinc [π(d/λ)(x/F_{M2})] is determined by the diffraction on a single slit and the relation between x and τ is given above. The width δ of the main maximum of I(x) expressed in the number of periods of the corresponding interference pattern was δ = R/d = 10.

The spectra of the individual harmonics are relatively narrow. In this case it is natural to present E(x, t) as E(x, t) = E(x, t)exp(iΩt) + c.c., where E(t) is a slowly varying amplitude and Ω is the harmonic frequency. Assuming for simplicity that E(x, t) is real, one can rewrite (3) as

I_I (x) = 2I(x)[1 + β(τ) cos(Ωτ)], (4)

where β(τ) = |γ(τ)| is the normalized ACF of the field amplitude E [58].

Figures 4b and 4c represent the visibility V (x ≈ 0) = (I^{max}_I − I^{min}_I )/(I^{max}_I + I^{min}_I ) of the interference pattern as a function of the pump intensity and the distance between the slits. For equal intensities of the partial beams the visibility V (R, x ≈ 0) = β(R, τ ≈ 0) [57] characterizes the spatial coherence of the harmonic beam. Judging by Fig. 4b the spatial coherence stays high in a wide range of pump intensities and decreases for I_p < 2 × 10^{17} W/cm^2. The drop of V at low I_p can be attributed to the presence of broad-band plasma emission, which becomes comparable with the harmonic signal for low pump intensities. It is interesting to note that in gas harmonics the situation is different. There the coherence decreases with increasing pump intensity [59]. It can also be seen (Fig. 4c) that the coherence radius stays bigger than the beam diameter (≈ 10 mm) determined by the aperture AP1 [60].

The ACF β(τ)/β(0) describes the harmonic temporal coherence. In Fig. 5a the profile of the 2nd harmonic pattern is compared to the one calculated according to (4)

FIG. 5. (color online) Panels (a), (b), and (c) show the interference patterns and their profiles for: (a) 2nd, (b) overlapping 2nd and 3rd, (c) overlapping 2nd, 3rd, and 4th harmonic. The black curves correspond to experimental profiles. The dashed red curve in (a) depicts the normalized function I(x) with x = τ cFM2/R. The solid red lines and the blue circles represent profiles calculated with Re[γ(τ )], which was obtained using the Wiener-Khinchin theorem and (5) respectively. The right axes for the profiles in (b) and (c) represent the Re[γ(τ )]. Panel (d) shows a simulated pulse train corresponding to (c) with a compensated atto chirp. For the chirp compensation an additional fused silica platelet FS with the thickness of ≈700 μm was placed in front of the mask MS and the filter UG11 (panel (d), inset).

with the corresponding I(x) and constant β = V = 0.9. The function I(x) is also shown with x = τcF_{M2}/R. One can see that the profile envelope is determined mostly by I(x(τ)) with the half width at half maximum of about 6 fs. The correlation function stays approximately constant β(τ) ≈ β(0) within this time, i.e. the correlation time τ_c ≫ 6 fs [61].

Now we turn to the ACF of the superposition of the harmonics (Fig. 4d). In order to observe it the prism P2 was placed between the mirrors M1^′ and M2 (see Fig. 2). The prism compensated for the angular dispersion in the

FIG. 6. (color online) (a) Two-pulse HOHG. The intensity of the driver at the frequency ω_d is much higher than that of the probe at the frequency ωp. In addition to the multiples of ω_d also hybrid-harmonics at the frequencies nω_d + ωp are observed. (b) Experimental set-up. The parabolic mirror PM1 focuses the beams onto the target. The aperture AP1 and the beam stop BS are placed in the 400 nm beam. The aperture AP2 controls the intensity of the 800 nm beam on the target. The microscope objectives MO1 and MO2 i) monitor the focal energy distributions, ii) control auto focusing, and iii) monitor the beam overlapping.

beam. It can be seen that now the interference pattern consists of sharp peaks with attosecond duration (correlation time τ_c < 500 as) and some broader background. The pattern period T ≈ 2.7 fs corresponds to that of the pump wave. Unlike single harmonics it cannot be represented by (4) using a slowly varying β(τ), but expression (3) has to be used.

In general, γ(τ) is given by the Fourier transform of the spectrum (Wiener-Khinchin theorem [57, 58]). Alternatively, an approximate expression for γ(τ) can be obtained directly in the time domain as follows. We assume that I(x) and β(τ) are equal for all individual harmonics. This is reasonable within τ <∼ T — the time scale, which contains the features essential for the attosecond pulse production. Under this assumption we have: Re[γ(τ)] = β(τ) sin(^N_2 ωτ) sin(^1_2 ωτ) cos(Ω̄τ), (5)

where ω is the fundamental frequency, Ω̄ is the central frequency of the harmonic spectrum, N is the number of interfering harmonics, and β(τ) is the normalized ACF of an individual harmonic.

Figures 5b and 5c show the corresponding cutouts from the center of the interference patterns of two and three harmonics, respectively, with τ lying approximately within ±T . Their profiles (black curves) are compared with the ones found with the help of (3). The red curves and the blue circles represent Re[γ(τ)] calculated from the Fourier transform and (5) respectively. In the expression (5) we took β = 0.6. The axes on the right hand side in Figs. 5b and 5c correspond to Re[γ(τ)]. We attribute the asymmetry in the experimental profiles to a slight misalignment of the overlapping harmonic beams with respect to each other.

One can see that the time domain picture (Fig. 5c) is in a good agreement with the spectral measurements (Fig. 3d) and can be well described by (3) and (5). This agreement suggests that the generated harmonics can indeed support attosecond pulses. Such a pulse is depicted in Fig. 5d. The pulse shape was simulated for the spectrum in Fig. 3d and the profile in Fig. 5c. The atto chirp (but not the harmonic chirp) was compensated by an additional fused silica platelet FS placed in front of the mask MS (covering the 30 μ slit, see inset in Fig. 5d) and shifting the prisms P1 and P2 in order to provide the proper amount of material dispersion in LiF. The harmonic propagation in the spectrometer and platelet was simulated using a ray-tracing code. The filter UG11 was also taken into account. The exact phase locking was achieved by slightly tilting the fused silica platelet.

III. TWO-PULSE EXPERIMENTS

The two-pulse-technique of the surface HOHG suggested in [13] could be especially suitable for the attosecond pulse production using three harmonics as discussed above. The idea of this method is illustrated in Fig. 6a. A strong driver pulse with the frequency ω_d excites plasma oscillations and produces harmonics with the frequencies nω_d. The weaker pulse with the frequency ω_p, which we will call “probe”, is mixed to the driver and gives rise to nω_d + ω_p, which we will call hybrid-harmonics. The advantage of this technique is that both the amplitude and the phase of the hybrid-harmonics can be adjusted independently from those of the driver-harmonics.

The driver-probe coupling and the amplification of the probe in the nonrelativistic regime occurs through a nonlinear excitation of plasma oscillations in a steep plasmavacuum boundary by a component of the ponderomotive force given by F ∝ ∇(E_dE_p), where E_d and E_p are

FIG. 7. (color online) Two-pulse harmonic spectra. The aperture AP2 (Fig. 6b) was closed (—) and had the diameters of 50 mm (completely open) (—), and 6.8 mm (—). The probe intensities were 10^{18} W/cm^2 (—) and about 10^{16} W/cm^2 (—).

the electric fields of the driver and the probe, respectively [62]. Generally speaking, the plasma oscillations corresponding to different harmonics are distributed within the plasma layer [19], which may lead to the atto chirp of the reflected pulses (see [34], supplementary information).

Experimentally, the laser pulses at 800 nm were frequency-doubled in a 0.8 mm thick KDP crystal to produce high contrast 400 nm pulses. The beams at 400 nm and 800 nm served as the driver and the probe, respectively. In this case the driver and the probe frequencies are ω_d = 2ω and ω_p = ω, with the even driver-harmonics 2nω and odd hybrid-harmonics (2n + 1)ω.

Driver and probe were focused onto the target with the help of a parabolic mirror (Fig. 6b). The effective focal lengths of the mirror were 120 mm and 75 mm for the infrared and the blue beam, respectively. In the focal plane the beams FWHM were about 5 μm at 800 nm (AP2 fully open) and 1.5 μm at 400 nm with 40% of the energy within the FWHM. The intensity of the driver was about 3 × 10^{18} W/cm^2. The intensity of the probe was adjusted between 10^{16} −10^{17} W/cm^2 with the help of the aperture AP2. Mind that in spite of an angle between the driver and the probe, the hybrid and driver harmonics selected by the aperture AP1 are collinear with respect to each other.

Figure 7 represents an example of the spectrum taken at different probe intensities using a glass target. It can be seen that a new (hybrid) component of the 3rd order appears in addition to the even ones. This is clear evidence of driver-probe coupling leading to odd harmonics according to ω_{2n+1} = 2nω + ω. No mask or filters were used for the adjustment of the 3rd harmonic intensity. It was verified that no 3rd harmonic was observed when AP2 was blocked, or when a time delay between driver and probe was introduced. Another important feature is that although the intensity of the probe beam is much weaker than that of the driver, the intensity of the 3rd harmonic can be adjusted to be equal to the intensities of the 2nd and the 4th harmonic. For AP2 fully open the 3rd harmonic intensity is even higher, because the probe intensity becomes comparable to that of the driver.

The same behavior was observed with higher harmonics. The LiF spectrometers spectral range is limited by the 5th order harmonic due to absorption at higher orders. For this reason it was replaced by a spectrometer with a flat field toroidal grating as a dispersive element (Fig. 8a). The grating spectrometer was also calibrated using the hollow-cathode lamp. A 170 nm thick Al filter was used to block the fundamental and the lower harmonics up to the 11th order.

Polystyrene platelets were used as targets. Although glass targets demonstrated a somewhat higher harmonic efficiency, the HOHG spectrum from polystyrene has a cut-off after the 14th harmonic in the non-relativistic regime. This is lower compared to glass (20th harmonic) [19] and helped us to produce a three-harmonic spectrum. A spectrum measured with the driver alone is depicted in Fig. 8b (green curve). Due to the Al filter and the CWE cut-off only the 12th and the 14th harmonic with comparable intensities can be seen. The red curve in Fig. 8b represents the spectrum measured with both the driver and the probe. The probe intensity was adjusted so that the intensity of the additional hybridharmonic of the 13th order was close to those of the 12th and 14th harmonics.

The spectra of the individual harmonics are not resolved by the spectrometer. In order to compare the harmonic energies we integrate over the corresponding harmonic peak and take into account the grating reflectivity R_G and the CCD efficiency Eff_{CCD}. The total response factor K=R_G× Eff_{CCD} is plotted in Figure 8c as a function of frequency. The actual harmonic energies, corrected for K are depicted in Fig. 8b by blue circles. One can see that the harmonic intensities can be well matched. As in the case of the lower harmonics it is possible to achieve a spectral shaping, which allows attosecond pulse generation.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have demonstrated shaping of spectra consisting of three harmonics both for the lower and for the higher harmonic orders. For the lower harmonics the shaping was achieved using a spectral mask. The two-pulse-technique has shown to be a convenient way of controlling the amplitudes both for lower and higher orders. The harmonic emission possesses high spatial coherence, which stays constant in a wide range of pump intensities.

We have measured field autocorrelaton function of broadband harmonic radiation. To our knowledge, such correlation functions have never been recorded before. The recorded ACF exhibits spikes of attosecond duration, and its shape can be described by a simple analytical expression. A good correspondence between the

FIG. 8. (color online) Grating spectrometer (a): the toroidal grating images the plasma spot on the target spectrally resolved onto the CCD camera. The harmonic spectra (b) as recorded by the CCD camera: aperture AP2 (Fig. 6b) closed (—) and open (—). Panel (c) shows K=RG× EffCCD as a function of frequency. The circles (•) in (b) represent the energy of the individual harmonics integrated over the corresponding harmonic peak and corrected for K.

frequency and time domain measurements indicates that we are not only producing the desired spectral shape in a spectrometer, but also overlap and focus the harmonics with the desired ratio of their intensities, which is necessary for attosecond pulse generation. In fact, the suggested measurement of the field autocorrelation provides a relatively simple proof of the combined focused harmonic field before a considerably more complicated intensity autocorrelation measurement is carried out.

The step to be done for the generation of corresponding attosecond pulses is the harmonic phase locking. In the single pulse case this can be achieved by adding a fused silica platelet to the optical path. Using two-pulse

HOHG the phase adjustment can be reached simply by setting a proper time delay between driver and probe. Another advantage of the two-pulse-technique is that using appropriate spectral filtering it can be applied to harmonics ranging from NIR to XUV.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We would like to thank Prof. T. Juestel for his help with the phosphor screen and the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) for its financial support through grants TA 292/4-1 and SFB 1242, project number 278162697.

[1] P. B. Corkum and F. Krausz, Nat. Phys. 3, 381 (2007). [2] F. Krausz and M. Ivanov, Rev. Mod. Phys. 81, 163

(2009).

[3] E. Goulielmakis, Z.-H. Loh, A. Wirth, R. Santra,

N. Rohringer, V. Yakovlev, S. Zherebtsov, T. Pfeifer, A. Azzeer, M. Kling, S. Leone, and F. Krausz, Nature 466, 739 (2010).

[4] X. F. Li, A. L’Huillier, M. Ferray, L. A. Lompre, and

G. Mainfray, Phys. Rev. A 39, 5751 (1989).

[5] E. Goulielmakis, M. Schultze, M. Hofstetter, V. S.

Yakovlev, J. Gagnon, M. Uiberacker, A. L. Aquila, E. M. Gullikson, D. T. Attwood, R. Kienberger, F. Krausz, and U. Kleineberg, Science 320, 1614 (2008).

[6] E. Takahashi, Y. Nabekawa, and K. Midorikawa, Opt.

Lett. 27, 1920 (2002).

[7] D. von der Linde, T. Engers, G. Jenke, P. Agostini,

G. Grillon, E. Nibbering, A. Mysyrowicz, and A. Antonetti, Phys. Rev. A 52, R25 (1995).

[8] G. Mourou, T. Tajima, and S. Bulanov, Rev. Mod. Phys.

78, 309 (2006).

[9] G. Tsakiris, K. Eidmann, J. M. ter Vehn, and F. Krausz, New J. Phys. 8, 19 (2006).

[10] N. M. Naumova, J. A. Nees, I. V. Sokolov, B. Hou, and G. A. Mourou, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 063902 (2004).

[11] S. Gordienko, A. Pukhov, O. Shorokhov, and T. Baeva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 103903 (2005).

[12] T. Baeva, S. Gordienko, and A. Pukhov, Phys. Rev. E 74, 046404 (2006).

[13] A. Tarasevitch, R. Kohn, and D. von der Linde, J. Phys.

B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 42, 134006 (2009).

[14] S. Bulanov, N. Naumova, and F. Pegoraro, Phys. Plasmas 1, 745 (1994).

[15] R. Lichters, J. M. ter Vehn, and A. Pukhov, Phys. Plasmas 3, 3425 (1996).

[16] P. Gibbon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76, 50 (1996). [17] D. von der Linde and K. Rza̧zewski, Appl. Phys. B 63, 499 (1996).

[18] D. von der Linde, Appl. Phys. B 68, 315 (1999).

[19] A. Tarasevitch, K. Lobov, C. Wünsche, and D. von der Linde, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98, 103902 (2007).

[20] B. Bezzerides, R. D. Jones, and D. W. Forslund, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 49, 202 (1982).

[21] R. Lichters and J. M. ter Vehn, in Proceedings of the 7th International Conference on Multiphoton Processes, Garmisch-Partenkirchen, IOP Conference Series, Vol. No. 154, edited by P. Lambropolus and H. Walther (Institute of Physics Publishing, Bristol, 1997) pp. 221–230.

[22] F. Quéré, C. Thaury, P. Monot, S. Dobosz, P. Martin, J.-P. Geindre, and P. Audebert, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 125004 (2006).

[23] A. Tarasevitch and D. von der Linde, Eur. Phys. J. Special Top. 175, 35 (2009).

[24] B. Dromey, S. G. Rykovanov, D. Adams, R. Hörlein, Y. Nomura, D. C. Carroll, P. S. Foster, S. Kar, K. Markey, P. McKenna, D. Neely, M. Geissler, G. D. Tsakiris, and M. Zepf, Phys. Rev. Lett. 102, 225002 (2009).

[25] S. Gordienko, A. Pukhov, O. Shorokhov, and T. Baeva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 115002 (2004).

[26] J. Nees, N. Naumova, E. Power, V. Yanovsky, I. Sokolov, A. Maksimchuk, S.-W. Bahk, V. Chvykov, G. Kalintchenko, B. Hou, and G. A. Mourou, J. Mod. Opt. 52, 305 (2005).

[27] B. Dromey, D. Adams, R. Hörlein, Y. Nomura, S. G.

Rykovanov, D. C. Carroll, P. S. Foster, S. Kar, K. Markey, P. McKenna, D. Neely, M. Geissler, G. D. Tsakiris, and M. Zepf, Nat. Phys. 5, 146 (2009).

[28] D. der Brügge and A.Pukhov, Phys. Plasmas 17, 033110 (2010).

[29] B. Dromey, S. G. Rykovanov, M. Yeung, R. Hörlein, D. Jung, D. C. Gautier, T. Dzelzainis, D. Kiefer, S. Palaniyppan, R. Shah, J. Schreiber, H. Ruhl, J. C. Fernandez, C. L. S. Lewis, M. Zepf, and B. M. Hegelich, Nat. Phys. 8, 804 (2012).

[30] B. Dromey, S. Cousens, S. G. Rykovanov, M. Yeung, D. Jung, D. C. Gautier, T. Dzelzainis, D. Kiefer, S. Palaniyppan, R. Shah, J. Schreiber, J. C. Fernandez, C. L. S. Lewis, M. Zepf, and B. M. Hegelich, New J. Phys. 15, 015025 (2013).

[31] P. B. Corkum, N. H. Burnett, and M. Y. Ivanov, Opt.

Lett. 19, 1870 (1994).

[32] M. Isinger, R. J. Squibb, D. Busto, S. Zhong, A. Harth, D. Kroon, S. Nandi, C. L. Arnold, M. Miranda, J. M. Dahlstrm, E. Lindroth, R. Feifel, M. Gisselbrecht, and A. LHuillier, Science 358, 893 (2017).

[33] K. Varjú, Y. Mairesse, B. Carré, M. B. Gaarde, P. Johnsson, S. Kazamias, R. López-Martens, J. Mauritsson, K. J. Schafer, P. Balcou, A. L’huillier, and P. Salières, J. Mod. Opt. 52, 379 (2005).

[34] Y. Nomura, R. Hörlein, P. Tzallas, B. Dromey, S. G.

Rykovanov, Z. Major, J. Osterhoff, S. Karsch, L. Veisz, M. Zepf, D. Charalambidis, F. Krausz, and G. D. Tsakiris, Nat. Phys. 5, 124 (2008).

[35] S. G. Rykovanov, M. Geissler, J. M. ter Vehn, and G. D.

Tsakiris, New J. Phys. 10, 025025 (2008).

[36] T. Baeva, S. Gordienko, and A. Pukhov, Phys. Rev. E 74, 065401 (2006).

[37] J. A. Wheeler, A. Borot, S. Monchoce, H. Vincenti, A. Ricci, A. Malvache, R. Lopez-Martens, and F. Quéré, Nature Photon. 6, 829 (2012).

[38] R. Hörlein, Y. Nomura, P. Tzallas, S. G. Rykovanov, B. Dromey, J. Osterhoff, Z. Major, S. Karsch, L. Veisz,

M. Zepf, D. Charalambidis, F. Krausz, and G. D. Tsakiris, New J. Phys. 12, 043020 (2010).

[39] A. Tarasevitch, C. Dietrich, C. Blome, K. Sokolowski- Tinten, and D. von der Linde, Phys. Rev. E 68, 026410 (2003).

[40] J. Zhang, M. Zepf, P. A. Norreys, A. E. Dangor, M. Bakarezos, C. N. Danson, A. Dyson, A. P. Fews, P. Gibbon, M. H. Key, P. Lee, P. Loukakos, S. Moustaizis, D. Neely, F. N. Walsh, and J. S. Wark, Phys. Rev. A 54, 1597 (1996).

[41] A. Tarasevitch, A. Orisch, D. von der Linde, P. Balcou, G. Rey, J.-P. Chambaret, U. Teubner, D. Klopfel, and W. Theobald, Phys. Rev. A 62, 023816 (2000).

[42] D. Hemmers, M. Behmke, S. Karsch, J. Keyling, Z. Major, C. Stelzmann, and G. Pretzler, Appl. Phys. B 116, 121 (2014).

[43] M. Schultze, M. Fieß, N. Karpowicz, J. Gagnon, M. Korbman, M. Hofstetter, S. Neppl, J. Feist, J. Burgdörfer, A. M. Azzeer, R. Ernstorfer, R. Kienberger, U. Kleineberg, E. Goulielmakis, F. Krausz, and V. S. Yakovlev, Science 328, 1658 (2010).

[44] A. Wirth, M. T. Hassan, I. Grguraš, J. Gagnon, A. Moulet, T. T. Luu, S. Pabst, R. Santra, Z. A. Alahmed, A. M. Azzeer, V. S. Yakovlev, V. Pervak, F. Krausz, and E. Goulielmakis, Science 334, 195 (2011).

[45] M. T. Hassan, T. T. Luu, A. Moulet, O. Raskazovskaya, P. Zhokhov, M. Garg, N. Karpowicz, A. M. Zheltikov, V. Pervak, F. Krausz, and E. Goulielmakis, Nature 530, 66 (2016).

[46] C. Figueira de Morisson Faria, D. B. Milos̆ević, and G. G. Paulus, Phys. Rev. A 61, 063415 (2000).

[47] N. Dudovich, O. Smirnova, J. Levesque, Y. Mairesse, M. Y. Ivanov, D. M. Villeneuve, and P. B. Corkum, Nat. Phys. 2, 781 (2006).

[48] I. J. Kim, C. M. Kim, H. T. Kim, G. H. Lee, Y. S. Lee, J. Y. Park, D. J. Cho, and C. H. Nam, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 243901 (2005).

[49] A. L. J M Dahlström and J. Mauritsson, J. Phys. B 44, 095602 (2011).

[50] M. Yeung, S. Rykovanov, J. Bierbach, L. Li, E. Eckner, S. Kuschel, A. Woldegeorgis, C. Rdel, A. Svert, G. G. Paulus, M. Coughlan, B. Dromey, and M. Zepf, Nature Photon. 11, 32 (2017).

[51] M. R. Edwards, V. T. Platonenko, and J. M. Mikhailova, Opt. Lett. 15, 6823 (2014).

[52] S. Mirzanejad and M. Salehi, Phys. Rev. A 87, 063815 (2013).

[53] J. Peatross, J. Chaloupka, and D. Meyerhofer, Opt. Lett.

19, 942 (1994).

[54] In Fig. 2 an “unfolded” experimental schematic is shown for simplicity. Experimentally a folding plane mirror was placed in the focal plane of the mirror M1. The beam was reflected with a horizontal angular shift back on the mirror M1, which played the role of the mirror M1^′. The mask MS was placed close to the folding mirror.

[55] T. Jüstel, J.-C. Krupa, and D. U. Wiechert, J. Lumin 93, 179 (2001).

[56] J. Hollandt, M. Kühne, and B. Wende, Appl. Opt. 33, 68 (1994).

[57] M. Born and E. Wolf, Principles of Optics, 6th ed. (Pergamon Press, New York, 1989).

[58] S. Achmanov and S. Nikitin, Physical optics (Oxford Clarendon Press, Oxford, 1997).

[59] T. Ditmire, J. Tisch, E. Gumbrell, R. Smith, D. Meyerhofer, and M. Hutchinson, Appl. Phys. B 65, 313 (1997).

[60] According to the van Cittert-Zernike theorem [57] the harmonic source size d ≈ λnl/(πrc), where λn is a harmonic wavelength and l the distance from the target. For λn = 400 nm, l = 170 mm, and rc > 10mm one gets d < 2.2μm, which corresponds very well to the pump focal spot.

[61] One can roughly expect τc ≈ τp, where τp is the pump pulse duration. A more detailed consideration of the relation τc/τp can be found in [42].

[62] A. Tarasevitch, J. Wieczorek, R. Kohn, U. Bovensiepen, and D. von der Linde, Phys. Rev. E 82, 056410 (2010).