arXiv:2108.03053v1 [physics.optics] 6 Aug 2021

Characterization of laser-induced ionization dynamics in solid dielectrics

Peter Jürgens^1,^∗ Benjamin Liewehr^2, Björn Kruse^2, Christian Peltz^2, Tobias Witting^1, Anton Husakou^1, Arnaud Rouzeé^1, Mikhail Ivanov^1, Thomas Fennel^2, Marc J. J. Vrakking^1, and Alexandre Mermillod-Blondin^1 1Max-Born-Institute for Nonlinear Optics and Short Pulse Spectroscopy, Max-Born-Strasse 2A, D-12489 Berlin, Germany 2Institute of Physics, University of Rostock, Albert-Einstein-Str. 23, D-18059 Rostock, Germany

The formation of an electron-hole plasma during the interaction of intense femtosecond laser pulses with transparent solids lies at the heart of femtosecond laser processing. Advanced microand nanomachining applications require improved control over the excitation characteristics. Here, we relate the emission of low-order harmonics to the strong laser-field-induced plasma formation. Together with a measurement of the total plasma density we identify the contribution of two competing ionization mechanisms - strong-field and electron-impact ionization.

I. INTRODUCTION

The precise modification of solid targets with ultrashort laser pulses (USP) has become a key technology in various fields ranging from data storage [1] to waveguide writing [2–4] and a multitude of cutting purposes [5, 6]. Every permanent modification of the optical properties of a target irradiated with USP is initiated by the formation of an electron-hole plasma [7, 8]. Motivated by the tremendous potential of ultrashort pulse laser microand nanomachining [9–14], petahertz electronics [15–20] and coherent control [21, 22], huge theoretical and experimental effort has been devoted to the description of laser-matter interactions at intensities around the threshold for an irreversible laser-induced modification [23–26]. Although the main excitation mechanisms relevant for USP-driven laser material processing are unequivocally established as strong-field ionization (SFI) and electron-impact ionization (IMP), their relative importance generally remains undetermined. Experimentally distinguishing the influence of SFI and IMP is rather challenging since both mechanisms lead to an intrapulse increase of the electron-hole plasma density [27]. Indirect measurements performed to reveal the relative role of SFI and IMP only allow the qualitative identification of the prevailing excitation mechanism [28, 29].

The population transfer provided by SFI not only depends on the intensity envelope of the laser pulse but also on its sub-cycle structure [29–31]. While femtosecond transient absorption and reflectivity measurements have emerged as reliable tools for the characterization of the cycle-averaged plasma density buildup [32–37], sub-cycle carrier dynamics in solids have been studied by attosecond transient absorption spectroscopy [19, 38, 39] and attosecond polarization spectroscopy [40]. Due to the concomitant manifestation of other electronic processes such as the dynamical Franz-Keldysh effect [41, 42], and IMP [27], these time-domain methods are not capable of isolating the contribution of SFI to the

∗ juergens@mbi-berlin.de

ionization yield.

Several theoretical as well as experimental studies support the existence of a unique optical signature of SFI [43–49] in the frequency domain, which arises from the nearly stepwise increase of the plasma density ρ_{SFI}(t) twice per optical cycle of the driving laser field [50, 51]. However, the relative role of the involved physical processes in the associated frequency conversion process remained elusive.

In a recent publication we unequivocally demonstrated SFI-driven, non-perturbative wave-mixing in strongly exited fused silica below the damage threshold and identified the previously disregarded injection current as a dominant source of low-order harmonic generation [47]. Here, we exploit the optical signature of this injection current to selectively extract the plasma formation induced by SFI. We demonstrate that the cycle-averaged conduction band electron density increase can be obtained from an analysis of the temporal signature of an arbitrary harmonic order. We further combine the time-resolved measurement of low-order, injection harmonics with time-domain ptychography [52, 53] to access the sub-cycle dynamics of ρ_{SFI}(t).

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

The experimental apparatus is described in detail in Ref. [47]. In brief, an electron-hole plasma was produced in a 0.5 mm-thick a-SiO_2 sample (UV grade fused silica, Corning 7980) by focusing a short-wavelength infrared (SWIR, λ_{pump} = 2.1 μm) laser pulse along with a weak, time-delayed 790 nm (near-infrared, NIR) probe laser pulse using a cross-polarized, close-to-collinear pump-probe geometry. Employing cross-polarized pump and probe laser beams ensures that the weak probe laser pulse does not significantly modify the ionization yield (see Fig. S1). Both laser pulses were obtained using a Ti:Sapphire regenerative amplifier (45 fs, 3.3 mJ pulse energy, 1 kHz repetition rate, linearly polarized) that pumped an optical parametric amplifier (TOPAS C,

Light Conversion). An off-axis parabolic mirror (focal length of 50 mm, gold-coated) focused the SWIR beam down to a spot size of ∼35 μm (1/e^2 beam diameter in air) within the sample. These focusing conditions induced a local intensity in the focal region of up to 15 TW cm^{−2}. The NIR probe beam was directed through a central hole in the parabolic mirror at a small angle (< 5°). The spectral properties of the light emerging from the sample were measured as a function of the pump-probe delay τ with the help of a commercial visible / ultraviolet (VIS/UV) spectrometer (Avantes AvaSpec-HS1024x58/122TEC). Due to the noncollinear pump-probe geometry the two-color and the single-color wave-mixing signals propagated in different directions. The spectrometer was aligned such, that within its spectral range only the two-color, sum-frequency mixing signals were detected.

Simultaneously, the transmitted NIR probe laser pulse was analyzed with the help of a photodiode (Ophir PD-10) and an NIR spectrometer (Avantes AvaSpec- LS2048), in order to quantify the absorption by the plasma and modifications of the spectral properties, respectively.

III. RESULTS

A spectrogram displaying the emitted radiation as a function of the relative delay τ between both laser pulses is shown in Fig. 1(a). An intense, transient, harmonic emission was observed at frequencies

ω_n = 2n × ω_{pump} + ω_{probe} with n = 1, 2, 3, 4 (1)

(indicated by the vertical dashed lines). Figure 1(b) displays the yield of the n = 1 wave-mixing signal as a function of the pump laser intensity. At intensities ≤12 TW cm^{−2} the nearly quadratic dependence of the measured yield on the pump laser intensity indicates that the harmonic formation is dominated by Kerr-type fourwave-mixing, using two pump photons and one probe photon. The deviation from the parabolic dependence at pump laser intensities approaching the damage threshold of the SiO_2 substrate (i.e. at ≥ 14 TW cm^{−2}) results from a change of the prevailing wave-mixing mechanism from a Kerr-type nonlinearity at low to intermediate intensity to SFI at high intensity.

Following Ref. [54] the time-derivative of the current density associated with the strong-field-induced population transfer from the valence to the conduction band and the subsequent field-driven classical carrier dynamics in the conduction band is given by [55] ∂j ∂t = q_en_0 q_e m_e Eρ_{SFI}

Brunel

+ v_0ρ̇_{SFI}

velocity + ∂ ∂t (x_0ρ̇_{SFI})

injection (2)

FIG. 1. Two-color wave-mixing in fused silica. (a) Timefrequency map of the two-color wave-mixing signal obtained by exciting the fused silica sample with a pump intensity of 13 TW cm^{−2}. The vertical dashed lines indicate the positions of the first four harmonic orders predicted by Eq. 1. (b) Yield of the n = 1 wave-mixing signal as a function of the pump laser intensity. Figure 1(a) was measured at the point where the n = 1 yield significantly deviates from the quadratic fit (dashed line).

where q_e = −e is the electron charge, n_0 is the SiO_2 molecular density, m_e is the electronic mass, E, the driving laser field, ρ_{SFI} the density of electrons in the conduction band and ρ̇_{SFI} the SFI rate. The parameters x_0 and v_0 denote the spatial displacement and the velocity of the electrons after injection into the conduction band. Regarding the associated contributions to nonlinear wave-mixing, it has been demonstrated that the spatial displacement of electrons during the transition from the valence to the conduction band [in other words the injection current j_{inj}(t)] dominates over the Brunel current and the velocity-current over a wide range of parameters. In a cross-polarized pump-probe geometry where the polarization of the harmonic emission follows the polarization of the probe laser pulse and only a single probe photon is used in the frequency conversion process, the injection current can be simplified to

j_{inj}(t, τ) = n_0E_gρ̇_{SFI}(t) E_{pump}(t)^2

E_{probe}(t − τ)

≡ σ_{inj}(t)E_{probe}(t − τ). (3)

For convenience we have introduced the effective conductivity

σ_{inj}(t) = n_0E_gρ̇_{SFI}(t) E_{pump}(t)^2 ∝ ρ̇_{SFI}(t) E_{pump}(t)^2 ≈ ρ̇_{SFI}(t) I_{pump}(t) (4) as the quantity that will be retrieved from a measurement of the injection harmonics as a function of the pumpprobe delay. It should be emphasized that replacing E_{pump}(t)^2 by the cycle-averaged intensity of the SWIR pump laser pulse I_{pump}(t) generally constitutes a strong approximation whose justification has to be checked carefully. Here, however, it is applicable due to the strongly localized character and the high degree of nonlinearity of ρ̇_{SFI}(t) (see supplemental document). As the effective, strong-field-induced conductivity is nonzero only near the crests of individual laser half cycles, the field in the denominator can effectively be replaced by its amplitude without introducing a substantial error.

In the next step, the SFI rate ρ̇_{SFI}(t) can be decomposed into the sum of a smooth, cycle-averaged component - ρ̇^{ca}_{SFI}(t) - and an oscillating, sub-cycle component - ρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t) (for details see supplemental document). Only the subcycle plasma formation due to SFI leads to the harmonic emission that is reported in Fig. 1(a). Finally, the experimentally measured harmonic yield Y_{inj}(ω, τ) can be related to the sub-cycle ionization dynamics according to (for a derivation see supplemental document):

Y_{inj}(ω, τ) ∝ | | | | ∫ ∂j_{subinj} (t, τ) ∂t e^{iωt}dt | | | | 2

= ω^2 | | | ∫ σ^{sub}_{inj} (t)E_{probe}(t − τ)e^{iωt}dt | | | 2 (5)

A. Cycle-averaged ionization dynamics

In order to demonstrate the link of the emission of injection harmonics to the strong-field-induced plasma formation we focus on the n = 1 harmonic. Figure 2(a) and (b) show the experimental intensity of the n = 1 harmonic, Y_{n=1}(τ), as a function of the pump-probe delay, compared to the convolution of the pump and probe laser pulses and the expected signature of a χ^{(3)} wave-mixing process (I_{probe}(t−τ)⊗I_{pump}(t)^2, with linear convolution operator ⊗) at different pump laser intensities. At I_{pump} = 2 TW cm^{−2}, where four-wave-mixing is assumed to dominate [see Fig. 1(b)], the spectrally integrated n = 1 harmonic signal agrees very well with the χ^{(3)} signature while at I_{pump} = 13 TW cm^{−2} the emission is temporally more confined, as a consequence of the significantly higher order nonlinearity of the generation process.

At near-threshold intensities, the dependence of the harmonic intensity on the pump-probe delay is related to a convolution of the effective conductivity with the probe laser pulse. Analogous to the plasma density and the SFI rate, the σ_{inj} can be divided into a cycle-averaged and a sub-cycle component. Only the cycle-averaged dynamics of the sub-cycle modulated, effective conductivity can be extracted from the delay dependence of the harmonic intensity that is given by Y^{n=1}_{inj} (τ) ∝ | |σca_{inj}(t) ⊗ E_{probe}(t − τ) | |^2. By means of a

FIG. 2. Linking injection harmonics to cycle-averaged carrier dynamics by a direct deconvolution. (a) Intensity Yn=1(τ ) of the n = 1 harmonic as a function of the pump-probe delay obtained at a pump intensity of 2 TW cm^{−2}, together with the pump-probe convolution and the corresponding temporal profile of a χ^{(3)}-driven wave-mixing process. (b) Same as in (a) for a pump intensity of 13 TW cm^{−2}. (c) Effective, strong-field-induced conductivity σinj(t), derived from (b), together with the intensity envelope of the pump laser pulse. (d) Cycle-averaged SFI rate obtained by multiplying σinj(t) with Ipump(t). (e) Plasma density induced by SFI, resulting from a direct integration of the SFI rate shown in (d), compared to a numerical result for ρ^{ca}_{SFI}(t).

numerical deconvolution using the temporal profile of the NIR probe laser pulse, the cycle-averaged contribution of σ_{inj}(t) can be retrieved [see Fig. 2(c)]. Multiplication of this conductivity with the intensity envelope of the pump laser pulse I_{pump}(t) (see Eq. 3) reveals the cycle-averaged SFI rate - ρ̇^{ca}_{SFI}(t) - shown in Fig. 2(d). The cycle-averaged, strong-field-induced plasma density buildup can be computed by a direct integration of ρ̇^{ca}_{SFI}(t) and is compared to a numerical simulation under our experimental conditions in Fig. 2(e) (the used numerical model is described in detail in Ref. [47]). The plasma density obtained from the experiments starts to increase at slightly earlier times with a slightly lower slope than the numerically determined one. A possible explanation for the deviation between the numerical prediction and the experimentally determined plasma formation is an uncertainty of the temporal profile of the probe laser pulse in the interaction region. The retrieval of ρ^{ca}_{SFI}(t) from a direct deconvolution of Y^{n=1}_{inj} (τ) requires the knowledge of the temporal envelope of E_{probe}(t). Due to propagation through the fused silica sample and the electron-hole plasma the temporal properties of the probe laser pulse may be modified leading to an additional uncertainty in the retrieval of the plasma density buildup. Note that the described characterization of the cycle-averaged plasma dynamics can be performed using an arbitrary harmonic order, as all injection harmonics exhibit an identical temporal signature (for details see supplemental document). The analysis of higher orders is particularly attractive as they are quasi background-free with respect to Kerr-type contributions.

B. Sub-cycle ionization dynamics

The previous analysis of the time-resolved injection harmonics connected the delay-dependent intensity of the n = 1 harmonic to the cycle-averaged plasma dynamics induced by SFI. In what follows, a more robust numerical method is introduced that does not require an a priori knowledge of the probe laser field and furthermore gives insight into the sub-cycle dynamics of the SFI-induced plasma formation.

Equation 5 contains the product of two complex-valued functions whose phase information is lost as the measured quantity Y_{inj}(ω, τ) is a purely real-valued object. Hence, Eq. 5 resembles a classical phase-retrieval problem that is well-known in nonlinear optics from many FROG/X-FROG applications (see e.g. [56–58]). In order to deduce information on the sub-cycle dynamics of the underlying SFI process we numerically retrieve σ^{sub}_{inj} (t) by a ptychographic analysis of Y_{inj}(ω, τ)/ω^2. Multiplication of the retrieved effective conductivity with the intensity envelope of the pump laser pulse I_{pump}(t) reveals the oscillatory dynamics of the SFI rate [i.e. ρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t)]. To reconstruct the full SFI rate, we analyze the temporal envelope of ρ^{sub}_{SFI}(t). As detailed in the supplemental document, the envelope of the retrieved sub-cycle component of the SFI rate corresponds to the cycle-averaged SFI rate ρ̇^{ca}_{SFI}(t). Adding up the two components while fulfilling the condition ρ̇_{SFI}(t) ≥ 0 ∀ t (i.e. ρ̇_{SFI}(t) = αρ̇^{ca}_{SFI}(t) + ρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t) with α = |min{ρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t)}|) yields the full SFI rate that can be directly integrated to retrieve the plasma formation induced by SFI from the ptychographic analysis of time-resolved, low-order harmonic spectra.

A combined analysis of the slow (femtosecond timescale in the current experiment) dynamics that are encoded in the delay dependence of the harmonic intensity and the spectral properties of the emitted harmonics in principle allows a full reconstruction of the sub-cycle ionization dynamics induced by the strong SWIR laser field. However, doing so requires a full (amplitude & phase) retrieval of the harmonics. Since the neighbouring harmonic orders do not spectrally overlap [see Fig. 1(a)], the relative phase between two consecutive harmonics remains unknown and we continue our analysis with the n = 1 harmonic only.

Results of the ptychographic analysis of the measured n = 1 harmonic are displayed in Fig. 3. Figure 3(a) and (b) show the measured and retrieved time-frequency map containing the n = 1 harmonic. The ptychographic algorithm is able to reconstruct the measured wavemixing signal with high accuracy down to the noise level of the experiment. The sub-cycle-modulated, effective conductivity σ^{sub}_{inj} (t) retrieved by the ptychographic algorithm is shown in Fig. 3(c). The resulting sub-cycle component of the SFI rate - ρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t) is depicted together with the cycle-averaged, low-frequency contribution in Fig. 3(d) (Note that due to the decomposition ρ̇_{SFI}(t) = ρ̇^{ca}_{SFI}(t) + ρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t) the sub-cycle component of the SFI rate can have negative values, while the cycle-averaged and the total SFI rate are always ≥ 0). Combining the fast and the slow component leads to the total SFI rate depicted in Fig. 3(e). Direct integration of ρ̇_{SFI}(t) yields the total plasma formation due to SFI reconstructed from the time-resolved measurement of the n = 1 harmonic. The resulting ρ_{SFI}(t) is shown together with results obtained by numerical simulations under identical conditions in Fig. 3(f). A nearly stepwise increase of the resulting plasma density with two steps per optical cycle of the SWIR driving field is found. As the carrier-envelope phase (CEP) of the pump laser pulses is not actively stabilized in our experiments and the ptychographic algorithm is not able to retrieve the absolute phase of σ^{sub}_{inj} (t) our results exhibit a temporal uncertainty of one optical cycle [see shaded area in Fig. 3(f)].

When compared to the numerically obtained plasma density buildup, a slightly later liftoff of the ρ_{SFI}(t) obtained from our measurement is observed. The overall slope of the reconstructed ρ_{SFI}(t) is found to be marginally steeper than the numerical prediction. Discrepancies between the reconstructed and numerically predicted ρ_{SFI}(t) might be due to dynamic modifications of the bandgap [36, 41] leading to transiently enhanced or diminished ionization probabilities.

IV. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

While the cycle-averaged dynamics can be extracted from the temporal signature of an arbitrary harmonic order (here, we chose the n = 1 harmonic), the stepwise increase of the plasma density can be reconstructed by a combined analysis of the injection harmonics in the time and frequency domain. The n = 1 harmonic suffices to characterize the cycle-averaged plasma dynamics and additionally provides valuable insights into the subcycle dynamics. As a consequence, it is possible to apply the ptychographic reconstruction of strong-field-induced carrier dynamics on a wide range of materials including semiconductors with bandgaps in the visible spectral range where only ℏω_{n=1} ≤ E_g .

In addition to the retrieval of σ^{sub}_{inj} (t) time-domain ptychography retrieves the temporal profile of the NIR probe laser pulse in the interaction region. The retrieved duration (∼65 fs) differs significantly from the initial duration (45 fs) indicating that the propagation through the fused

FIG. 3. Relating the time-resolved measurement of injection harmonics to sub-cycle ionization dynamics . (a). Measured time-frequency map of the two-color wave-mixing signal at an SWIR excitation intensity of 13 TW cm^{−2}. (b). Retrieved spectrogram by the ptychographic iterative engine after 1000 iterations. (c). Effective, strong-field-induced conductivity σinj(t) as retrieved by time-domain ptychography. (d). Reconstructed fast and slow component of the SFI rate - ρ̇SFI(t). (e). Resulting total ionization rate due to SFI obtained from experimental, two-color, harmonic spectra. (f). Strong-field-induced plasma formation as retrieved from the time-resolved measurement of the n = 1 harmonic compared to numerical simulations under our experimental conditions.

silica sample and the electron-hole plasma strongly affect the temporal structure of the probe pulse. Indeed, using the probe laser pulse retrieved by the ptychographic iterative engine for the deconvolution considerably improves the agreement between the retrieved and the simulated ρ^{ca}_{SFI}(t) [see Fig. 2(e)].

Finally, we are able to disentangle the plasma dynamics induced by SFI from the competing ionization and relaxation mechanisms. Together with the simultaneously measured transmission of the NIR probe laser that carries information on the total plasma density (see Ref. [54]) this enables the determination of the relative contribution of SFI and IMP.

Figure 4 shows a comparison between the total plasma density obtained from a time-resolved transmission measurement and the SFI-induced plasma formation extracted from the time-resolved detection of the n = 1 injection harmonic. Here, both densities are normalized to unity as the absolute number of excited carriers cannot be determined by both presented methods. When comparing the temporal profile of ρ_{tot}(t) and ρ_{SFI}(t) it becomes evident that ρ_{SFI}(t) starts to increase at much earlier times (at τ ≈ −50 fs). ρ_{tot}(t) lifts off at τ ≈ 25 fs where ρ_{SFI}(t) already reaches 90% of its maximum value. The fact that the experimentally determined ρ_{SFI}(t) reaches its maximum value where no significant probe absorption occurs indicates that IMP is the dominating excitation mechanism under our experimental parameters. This is further supported by the delay between the peak of the pulse and the maximum of ρ_{tot}(t) at ≈ 110 fs and is in very good agreement with numerical simulations that predict a complete dominance of IMP for our experimental configuration. At pump-probe delays ≥ 110 fs, ρ_{tot}(t) exhibits an exponential decay due to ultrafast relaxation processes that are not accounted for in the determination of ρ_{SFI}(t). Therefore, ρ_{SFI}(t) stays at the maximum level for longer time delays.

FIG. 4. Comparison of the SFI-induced plasma dynamics extracted from the ptychographic analysis of the n = 1 harmonic and the total plasma dynamics obtained from a timeresolved absorption measurement. The dashed lines show numerical results for ρSFI(t) and ρtot(t) at a pump intensity of 17 TW cm^{−2}.

In conclusion, we have presented time-resolved experiments on two-color, low-order harmonic generation in fused silica with the aim of isolating the plasma density buildup induced by SFI. Our analysis demonstrates a possible application of the recently identified injection harmonics for ultrafast metrology in solid state systems. The fact that the detected signal is not screened by concomitant ionization mechanisms such as IMP, allows a background-free investigation of strong-field phenomena in bulk solids.

We demonstrated the possibility to extract the cycleaveraged plasma density buildup due to SFI from a simple numerical analysis of the intensity of an arbitrary harmonic order. By applying an iterative phase retrieval algorithm on the time-resolved measurement of the n = 1 harmonic we revealed the stepwise character of the fieldinduced plasma formation. The exact shape of these steps can be obtained by including higher harmonic orders with a well-determined relative phase while the exact temporal position of the ionization bursts is determined by the relative phase between the driving laser field and the emitted harmonics. Comparing the SFIinduced plasma formation to the total evolution of the electron-hole plasma provides intimate insights on the relative contribution of field-driven and impact-driven ionization channels to the total plasma density buildup. Importantly, SFI-induced signals manifest well-below the threshold for a permanent modification and thus hold the potential for an in-situ detection of the onset of optical damage before a catastrophic damage occurs.

Funding

Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (IDs DFG ME4427/1-1 and DFG ME4427/1-2, Heisenberg Grant ID 398382624, SPP1840: QUTIF ID 281272685), Leibniz Association grant SAW-LAPTON (K266/2019), Ministry of Education, Science and Culture of Mecklenburg- Vorpommern, Germany via the project ”NEISS”.

Acknowledgements

We thank M. Jupé (Laser Zentrum Hannover) for measuring the bandgap of the samples used in this study.

Supplemental document

See supplemental document for supporting content.

[1] E. N. Glezer, M. Milosavljevic, L. Huang, R. J. Finlay, T.-H. Her, J. P. Callan, and E. Mazur, Optics Letters 21, 2023 (1995).

[2] K. M. Davis, K. Miura, N. Sugimoto, and K. Hirao, Optics Letters 21, 1729 (1996).

[3] K. Miura, J. Qiu, H. Inouye, T. Mitsuyu, and K. Hirao, Applied Physics Letters 71, 3329 (1997).

[4] K. Mittholiya, P. K. Anshad, A. K. Mallik, S. Bhardwaj, A. Hedge, A. Bhatnagar, R. Bernard, J. A. Dharmadhikari, D. Mathur, and A. K. Dharmadhikari, Journal of Optics 46, 304 (2017).

[5] S. Nisar, L. Li, and A. Sheikh, Journal of Laser Applications 25 (2013).

[6] F. Ahmed, M. S. Lee, H. Sekita, T. Sumiyoshi, and M. Kamata, Applied Physics A 93, 189 (2008).

[7] D. von der Linde and H. Schüler, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 13 (1996).

[8] C. B. Schaffer, A. Brodeur, and E. Mazur, Measurement Science and Technology 12 (2001).

[9] R. R. Gattass and E. Mazur, Nature Photonics 2, 219 (2008).

[10] E. Mottay, X. Liu, H. Zhang, E. Mazur, R. Sanatinia, and W. Pfleging, MRS Bulletin 41, 984 (2016).

[11] K. Sugioka and Y. Cheng, Light Sci Appl 3 (2014). [12] K. C. Phillips, J. H. Gandhi, E. Mazur, and S. K. Sundaram, Advances in Optics and Photonics 7, 684 (2015).

[13] M. Malinauskas, A. Žukauskas, S. Hasegawa, Y. Hayasaki, V. Mizeikis, R. Buividas, and S. Juodkazis, Light: Science & Applications 5 (2016).

[14] F. J. Furch, D. W. Engel, T. Witting, A. Perez-Leija, M. J. J. Vrakking, and A. Mermillod-Blondin, Optics Letters 44, 4267 (2019).

[15] M. Garg, M. Zhan, T. Luu, H. Lakhotia, T. Klostermann, A. Guggenmos, and E. Goulielmakis, Nature 538, 359 (2016).

[16] Y. Yang, M. Tuchetti, P. Vasireddy, W. P. Putnam, O. Karnbach, A. Nardi, F. X. Kärtner, K. K. Berggren, and P. D. Keathley, Nature Communications 11 (2020).

[17] E. Goulielmakis, V. S. Yakovlev, A. L. Cavalieri, M. Uiberacker, V. Pervak, A. Apolonski, R. Kienberger, U. Kleineberg, and F. Krausz, Science 317, 769 (2007).

[18] A. Schiffrin, T. Paasch-Colberg, N. Karpowicz, V. Apalkov, D. Gerster, S. Mühlbrandt, M. Korbman, J. Reichert, M. Schultze, S. Holzner, J. V. Barth, R. Kienberger, R. Ernstorfer, V. S. Yakovlev, M. I. Stockman, and F. Krausz, Nature 493, 70 (2013).

[19] M. Schultze, E. M. Bothschafter, A. Sommer, S. Holzner, W. Schweinberger, M. Fiess, M. Hofstetter, R. Kienberger, V. Apalkov, V. S. Yakovlev, M. I. Stockman, and F. Krausz, Nature 493, 75 (2013).

[20] S. Sederberg, D. Zimin, S. Keiber, F. Siegrist, M. S. Wismer, V. S. Yakovlev, I. Floss, C. Lemell, J. Burgdörfer, M. Schultze, F. Krausz, and N. Karpowicz, Nature Communications 11 (2020).

[21] P. T. Greenland, S. A. Lynch, A. F. G. van der Merr, B. N. Murdin, C. R. Pidgeon, B. Redlich, N. Q. Vinh, and G. Aeppli, Nature 465, 1057 (2010).

[22] J. G. Horstmann, H. Böckmann, B. Wit, F. Kurtz, G. Storeck, and C. Ropers, Nature 583, 232 (2020).

[23] Lebugle, M. and Sanner, N. and Varkentina, N. and Sentis, M. and Utéza, O., J. Appl. Phys. 116 (2014).

[24] F. Quéré, S. Guizard, and P. Martin, Europhys. Lett.

56, 138 (2001).

[25] Mao, S. S. and Quéré, F. and Guizard, S. and Mao, X.

and Russo, R.E., and Petite, G. and Martin, P., Applied Physics A 79, 1695 (2004).

[26] S. Winkler, I. Burakov, R. Stoian, N. Bulgakova, A. Husakou, A. Mermillod-Blondin, A. Rosenfeld, D. Ashkenasi, and I. Hertel, Applied Physics A 84, 413 (2006).

[27] A. Kaiser, B. Rethfeld, M. Vicanek, and G. Simon, Physical Review B 61, 11437 (2000).

[28] M. Jupé, L. Jensen, A. Melnikaitis, V. Sirutkaitis, and D. Ristau, Optics Express 17 (2009).

[29] M. Gertsvolf, M. Spanner, D. M. Rayner, and P. B.

Corkum, J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 43, 1 (2010).

[30] G. L. Yudin and M. Y. Ivanov, Physical Review A 64 (2001).

[31] P. A. Zhokhov and A. M. Zheltikov, Scientific Reports 8 (2018).

[32] P. Audebert, P. Daguzan, A. Dos Santos, J. C. Gauthier, J. Geindre, S. Guizard, G. Hamoniaux, K. Krastev, P. Martin, G. Petite, and A. Antonetti, Physical Review Letters 73, 1990 (1994).

[33] P. Martin, S. Guizard, P. Daguzan, G. Petite, P. D’Oliveira, P. Meaynadier, and M. Perdrix, Physical Review B 55 (1997).

[34] M. Mero, J. Liu, A. Sabbah, J. Jasapara, K. Starke, D. Ristau, J. K. McIver, and W. Rudolph, in Proc. SPIE 4932 (2003) pp. 202 – 212.

[35] M. Garcia-Lechuga, L. Haahr-Lillevang, J. Siegel, P. Balling, S. Guizard, and J. Solis, Physical Review B 95, 214114 (2017).

[36] T. Winkler, L. Haahr-Lillevang, C. Sarpe, B. Zielinski, N. Götte, A. Senftleben, P. Balling, and T. Baumert, Nature Physics 14 (2017).

[37] S. H. Møller, S. T. Andersen, and P. Balling, Phys. Rev. Research 2, 043010 (2020).

[38] M. Schultze, K. Ramasesha, C. D. Pemmaraju, S. A.

Sato, D. Whitmore, A. Gandman, J. S. Prell, L. J. Borja, D. Prendergast, K. Yabana, D. M. Neumark, and S. R. Leone, Science 346, 1348 (2014).

[39] F. Schlaepfer, M. Lucchini, S. A. Sato, M. Volkov, L. Kasmi, N. Hartmann, A. Rubio, L. Gallmann, and U. Keller, Nature Physics 14, 560 (2018).

[40] A. Sommer, E. M. Bothschafter, S. A. Sato, C. Jakubeit, T. Latka, O. Razskazovskaya, H. Fattahi, M. Jobst, W. Schweinberger, V. Shirvanyan, V. Yakovlev, R. Kienberger, K. Yabana, N. Karpowicz, M. Schultze, and F. Krausz, Nature 534, 86 (2016).

[41] M. Lucchini, S. A. Sato, A. Ludwig, J. Herrmann, M. Volkov, L. Kasmi, Y. Shinohara, K. Yabana, L. Gallmann, and U. Keller, Science 353, 916 (2016).

[42] T. Otobe, Y. Shinohara, S. Sato, and K. Yabana, Physical Review B 93, 045124 (2016).

[43] F. Brunel, J. Opt. Soc. Am. B 7, 4 (1990). [44] A. V. Mitrofanov, A. J. Verhoef, E. E. Serebryannikov, J. Lumeau, L. Glebov, A. M. Zheltikov, and A. Baltuška, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 147401 (2011).

[45] A. J. Verhoef, A. V. Mitrofanov, E. E. Serebryannikov, D. V. Kartashov, A. M. Zheltikov, and A. Baltuška, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 163904 (2010).

[46] I. Babushkin, C. Brée, C. M. Dietrich, A. Demircan, U. Morgner, and A. Husakou, J. Mod. Opt. 64, 10 (2017).

[47] P. Jürgens, B. Liewehr, B. Kruse, C. Peltz, D. Engel, A. Husakou, T. Witting, M. Ivanov, M. Vrakking, T. Fennel, and A. Mermillod-Blondin, Nat. Phys. 16, 1035 (2020).

[48] L. Li, T. Huang, P. Lan, Y. Zhang, J. Li, X. Zhu, L. He, W. Cao, and P. Lu, “Second-order nonlinear polarization in the strong-field regime,” (2020), arXiv:2010.13298 [physics.optics].

[49] F. Campi, S. D. R. Abbing, Z.-Y. Zhang, M. van der Geest, and P. M. Kraus, in International Conference on X-Ray Lasers 2020 , Vol. 11886, edited by D. Bleiner, International Society for Optics and Photonics (SPIE, 2021) pp. 117 – 124.

[50] C. W. Siders, G. Rodriguez, J. L. W. Siders, F. G.

Omenetto, and A. J. Taylor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 263002

(2001).

[51] E. E. Serebryannikov, A. J. Verhoef, A. Mitrofanov, A. Baltuška, and A. M. Zheltikov, Phys. Rev. A 80, 053809 (2009).

[52] D. Spangenberg, P. Neethling, E. Rohwer, M. H.

Brügmann, and T. Feurer, Phys. Rev. A 91, 021803 (2015).

[53] T. Witting, D. Greening, D. Walke, Matia-Hernando, B. T., J. P. Marangos, and J. W. G. Tisch, Optics Letters 41, 4218 (2016).

[54] P. Jürgens, M. Vrakking, A. Husakou, R. Stoian, and A. Mermillod-Blondin, Applied Physics Letters 115 (2019).

[55] M. Geissler, G. Tempea, A. Scrinzi, M. Schnürer, F. Krausz, and T. Brabec, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 2930 (1999).

[56] R. Trebino and D. J. Kane, Journal of the Optical Society of America A 10, 1101 (1993).

[57] R. Trebino, K. W. DeLong, D. N. Fittinghoff, J. N.

Sweetser, M. A. Krumbügel, B. A. Richman, and D. J. Kane, Review of Scientific Instruments 68, 3277 (1997).

[58] S. Linde, H. Giesse, and J. Kuhl, phys. stat. sol. (b) 206, 119 (1998).

[59] A. Mermillod-Blondin, P. Jürgens, B. Liewehr, B. Kruse, C. Peltz, T. Witting, A. Husakou, M. Ivanov, T. Fennel, and M. J. J. Vrakking, in Laser Applications in Microelectronic and Optoelectronic Manufacturing (LAMOM) XXIV, Vol. 10905 (International Society for Optics and Photonics, 2019) p. 109050O.

[60] M. V. Ammosov, N. B. Delone, and V. P. Krainov, Sov.

Phys. JETP 64, 1191 (1986).

SUPPLEMENTAL DOCUMENT

A. Two-color plasma formation using parallel and perpendicular polarizations

Numerical simulations of the plasma formation due to SFI using the model described in [47] illustrate the importance of the perpendicular polarizations of the pump and probe laser fields. Figure S1 shows the number of electrons promoted into the conduction band by the pump laser field only, the pump laser field in combination with a weak, cross-polarized probe laser field, the pump laser field and a weak parallel-polarized probe laser field (I_{pump} + I_{probe} and the pump field and a probe laser field of thrice the initial intensity (I_{pump} + I_{probe}). While the ionization yield is essentially the same in the first two cases, in a parallel polarization configuration even a weak probe laser field is sufficient to substantially modify the total number of conduction band electrons generated during pump-probe overlap. Slight changes of the probe laser intensity considerably enhance the cross-excitation efficiency leading to a clear departure of the resulting plasma dynamics from the pump-field-induced plasma formation.

FIG. S1. Calculated strong-field-induced plasma dynamics due to two-color excitation of fused silica in different polarization configurations normalized to the yield obtained from irradiation with the pump laser pulse only. Simulation parameters: Ipump = 12 TW cm^{−2}, λpump = 2100 nm, τpump = 140 fs, I_{probe} = 0.015 TW cm^{−2}, λ_{probe} = 800 nm, τ_{probe} = 45 fs.

B. Derivation of Yinj(ω, τ )

Only the sub-cycle dynamics of the SFI rate contribute to the formation of the harmonics. The sub-cycle component of the injection current relevant for the emission of the n = 1 wave-mixing signal, assuming cross-polarized pump and probe laser fields and a weak probe pulse can be expressed as

j^{sub}_{inj} (t, τ) = n_0E_gρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t) E_{pump}(t)^2

E_{probe}(t − τ) (6)

The expression for the measured quantity Y_{inj}(ω, τ) can be derived by

Y_{inj}(ω, τ) ∝ | | | | ∫ ∂j_{subinj} (t, τ) ∂t e^{iωt}dt | | | | 2

= ω^2 | | | ∫ j^{sub}_{inj} (t, τ)e^{iωt}dt | | |^2

= ω^2 | | | ∫ n_0E_gρ̇^{sub}_{SFI}(t) E_{pump}(t)^2 E_{probe}(t − τ)e^{iωt}dt | | | 2

= ω^2 | | | ∫ σ^{sub}_{inj} (t)E_{probe}(t − τ)e^{iωt}dt | | |^2 (7)

All variables are defined in the main text.

C. Simplifications in order to analyze the retrieved quantity

The calculation of ρ̇_{SFI}(t) from Eq. 5 requires the exact knowledge of the pump laser field together with the relative phase between E_{pump}(t) and σ_{inj}(t), which is not accessible in the presented experiment. However, we can exploit the fact that the pump laser field varies slowly compared to the SFI rate due to its high nonlinearity. Since SFI takes place mainly close to the extrema of E_{pump}(t) it is possible to replace E_{pump}(t)^2 by the intensity envelope I_{pump}(t) of the SWIR pump laser pulse. This approximation is however only valid for certain experimental parameters. In our case, the high nonlinearity of the excitation process due to the small photon energy of the SWIR pump laser pulse (0.59 eV) in combination with the wide bandgap of the fused silica samples (7.7 eV) justifies the simplification. For shorter wavelengths (larger photon energies) or materials with a smaller bandgap this approximation tends to fail as the excitation process is temporarily less confined due to the lower nonlinearity of the SFI process.

Figure S2 illustrates this by comparing the SFI rate to the instantaneous electric field [see Fig. S2(a)]. Due to the high nonlinearity of the SFI process, ionization takes place only in the vicinity of the peaks of E(t)^2 where E(t)^2 ≈ I(t). Figure S2(b) compares the quantities σ_{inj}(t) = ρ̇_{SFI}(t)/E_{pump}(t)^2 to the simplification ρ̇_{SFI}(t)/I_{pump}(t) for the experimental parameters (λ_{pump} = 2.1 μm, I_{pump} = 13 TW cm^{−2}). No difference between the exact conductivity and the approximation is observed. In order to analyze the influence of the wavelength on the validity of the approximation we can assume a pure multi-photon ionization scenario and approximate the ionization rate by ρ̇_{SFI}(t) ∝ E_{pump}(t)^{2N} where N denotes the multi-photon order defined by N = ]E_g/ℏω + 1[. Here E_g is the bandgap of the material and ]x[ denotes the integer part of x. The mean absolute

FIG. S2. Numerical analysis of the assumptions made for σinj(t) in the main text. (c) Comparison of the SFI rate and E(t)^2. (b). Normalized quantity ρ̇SFI(t)/Epump(t)^2 compared to the discussed approximation ρ̇SFI(t)/Ipump(t) and the ionization rate. (c) Error Δ resulting from the discussed simplification as a function of the wavelength.

error Δ shown in Fig. S2(b) is calculated as follows:

Δ = 1 M M∑ i=0 | | | | | E^{2N}_{pump}(t_i) E^2_{pump}(t_i) − E^{2N}_{pump}(t_i) I_{pump}(t_i) | | | | | . (8)

The observed dependence of Δ on the excitation wavelength indicates that the replacement of E_{pump}(t)^2 by the intensity envelope I_{pump}(t) is only valid for long wavelengths (high multi-photon order) while for shorter wavelengths the approximation is expected to substantially modify the result.

D. Decomposition of the SFI rate

Assuming an intensity profile that is given by the product of an envelope and an oscillating part I(t) = A(t) cos(ω_0t)^2, with amplitude A(t) and central angular frequency ω_0, the strong-field ionization rate ρ̇_{SFI}(t) can be decomposed as a Fourier cosine series with a fundamental frequency of 2ω_0 (see also [59]):

FIG. S3. Decomposition of the strong-field-induced plasma density, the SFI rate and the effective conductivity into a cycle-averaged and a sub-cycle component. (a)-(c) Strongfield-induced plasma formation - ρSFI(t). (d)-(f) SFI rate - ρ̇SFI(t). (g)-(i) Strong-field-induced conductivity - σinj(t).

∂ρ_{SFI}(t) ∂t = B(t) [ 1 2 a_0 + ∞∑ n=1 a_n(t) cos(2nω_0t) ]

= a_0B(t) 2 cycle−averaged + B(t) ∞∑ n=1 a_n(t) cos(2nω_0t)

sub−cycle (9) with B(t) being a nonlinear function in A(t) taking into account the intensity dependence of the SFI rate. Here n denotes the order of the wave-mixing process and a_i the i-th Fourier coefficient. Hence, the total plasma density induced by SFI is given by:

ρ_{SFI}(t) = a_0 ∫_t −∞ B(t^′) 2 dt^′ + ∫_t −∞ B(t^′) 2 ∞∑ n=1 a_n(t) cos(2nω_0t^′)dt^′

≈ ∫_t −∞ B(t^′) 2 dt^′ cycle−averaged + B(t^′) 2 ∞∑ n=1 ∫_t −∞ a_n(t) cos(2nω_0t^′)dt^′

sub−cycle .

(10)

The decomposition of the plasma density, the SFI rate and the strong-field-induced conductivity into a cycleaveraged and a sub-cycle component is depicted in Fig. S3. While the cycle-averaged contributions have only positive values, the sub-cycle components can be both positive or negative.

As can be seen from Eq. 10, all harmonic orders of the two-color wave-mixing signal exhibit the same temporal signature given by B(t). This is supported by the identical temporal profile of the detected harmonic peaks (see Fig. S4) and allows the extraction of the cycle-averaged, strong-field-induced plasma dynamics from an arbitrary order of the injection harmonics.

FIG. S4. Projection of the harmonic peaks from Fig. 1(b) on the pump-probe delay axis compared to the pump-probe convolution.

E. Test of the reconstruction procedure with the help of numerical simulations

Figure S5 shows a numerical test of the reconstruction procedure using numerical simulations of the optical signature of the injection current according to Eq. 5. In the numerical model an instantaneous Ammosov-Delone- Krainov (ADK) tunneling rate [60] is employed to calculate ρ̇_{SFI}(t). The resulting time-resolved spectrum Y_{inj}(ω, τ) containing the first eight wave-mixing orders is displayed in Fig. S5(a). Figure S5(b) shows the reconstructed spectrogram of the ptychographic iterative engine after 1000 iterations. The spectral features of the input data are accurately reproduced and lead to the retrieved effective conductivity σ_{inj}(t) shown in Fig. S5(c). Analogous to the case of the experimental harmonic spectra the harmonic orders do not spectrally overlap and therefore the phase retrieval algorithm is not able to determine the relative phase of the harmonics. In the case of simulated data where the absolute and relative phases of all fields are well-known and the SFI process is assumed to be instantaneous we can manually set the spectral phase over the whole frequency range to 0. This leads to the sub-cycle modulated effective conductivity displayed in Fig. S5(d).

The resulting σ^{sub}_{inj} (t) is used to reconstruct the sub-cycle and the cycle-averaged component of the SFI rate shown in Fig. S5(e) while the corresponding total SFI rate is depicted in Fig. S5(f). Direct integration of the obtained ρ̇_{SFI}(t) leads to the expected stepwise increase of the plasma density [ρ_{SFI}(t) in Fig. S5(g)] that is compared to the cycle-averaged plasma formation and the numerical input of the simulation. The numerical input of the simulation is reproduced with a very high precision demonstrating that the reconstruction of ρ_{SFI}(t) from a time-resolved measurement of low-order injection harmonics is indeed feasible. Note that the shift between the simulated and reconstructed curve results from the CEP-insensitivity of the retrieval algorithm that is accounted for by the uncertainty of one optical cycle indicated by the shaded area in Fig. S5(g). Hence, the presented experimental strategy enables the reconstruction of sub-cycle ionization dynamics with attosecond precision if the relative phase of the harmonic orders is known. Analysis of the influence of the maximum harmonic order n_{max} on the reconstruction of the SFI-induced plasma density is analyzed in Fig. S6. Herein, the plasma densities reconstructed from more than the first harmonic order are shifted vertically for better visibility. The inset shows the standard deviation of the individual reconstructed plasma densities with respect to the numerical input data. These results indicate that the reconstruction of the sub-cycle dynamics of SFI benefits from an increased number of harmonics inserted into the retrieval algorithm. However, orders with n > 1 only lead to minor modifications of the reconstructed ionization dynamics. Hence, analyzing the n = 1 harmonic only already gives valuable insights into the strong-field-driven plasma dynamics while the exact shape of the nearly-stepwise increase of ρ_{SFI}(t) is encoded in the higher harmonic orders.

F. Case of dominating Brunel harmonics

If in contrast to the above discussion the Brunel current instead of the injection current becomes the dominant source of low-order harmonic generation, it is still possible to reconstruct the strong-field-induced plasma formation from a time-resolved measurement of the twocolor harmonics. The expression for the current density given in Eq. 3 needs to be replaced by the Brunel current j_{Br}(t) [43, 46]: ∂j_{Br}(t, τ) ∂t = q^2_e m_e ρ_{SFI}(t)E_{probe}(t − τ) (11)

Again, the above equation is only valid for cross-polarized pump and probe laser fields where the ionization is solely driven by the strong pump laser field. In analogy to the derivation of Eq. 5 the resulting spectrogram can be written as

Y_{Br}(ω, τ) = | | | | ∫ q^2_e m_e ρ^{sub}_{SFI}(t)E_{probe}(t − τ)e^{iωt}dt | | | | 2 (12)

Hence, phase-retrieval analysis of Y_{Br}(ω, τ) gives direct access to the strong-field-induced, sub-cycle variations of the plasma density ρ^{sub}_{SFI}(t). The total plasma density due to SFI can be obtained in an analogous fashion to the previously described case of dominating injection harmonics.

FIG. S5. Numerical test of the reconstruction procedure. (a). Simulated time-frequency map of the two-color wave-mixing signal generated by the injection current. (b). Retrieved spectrogram by the ptychographic iterative engine after 1000 iterations. (c) Direct output of the phase retrieval algorithm for σinj(t). (d). Corrected effective strong-field-induced conductivity after levelling the spectral phase. (e). Cycle-averaged and sub-cycle ionization rate computed from the corrected σinj(t). (f). Total SFI rate ρ̇SFI(t) obtained from a ptychographic analysis of simulated, two-color injection harmonics. (g). Resulting plasma dynamics induced by SFI compared to the numerical input data.

FIG. S6. Influence of the maximum harmonic order n on the reconstruction of ρSFI(t) from simulated, time-resolved spectra (results for n ≥ 2 are vertically shifted for visibility). Inset: Standard deviation between the individual reconstructed densities and the numerical input data.