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The observation that free electrons can interact coherently with quantized electromagnetic fields
and matter systems has led to a plethora of proposals leveraging the unique quantum properties of
free electrons. At the heart of these proposals lies the assumption of a strong quantum interaction
between a flying free electron and a photonic mode. However, existing schemes are intrinsically
limited by electron diffraction, which puts an upper bound on the interaction length and therefore
the quantum coupling strength. Here, we propose the use of “free-electron fibers”: effectively
one-dimensional photonic systems where free electrons co-propagate with two guided modes. The
first mode applies a ponderomotive trap to the free electron, effectively lifting the limitations due
to electron diffraction. The second mode strongly couples to the guided free electron, with an
enhanced coupling that is orders of magnitude larger than previous designs. Moreover, the extended
interaction lengths enabled by our scheme allows for strong single-photon nonlinearities mediated
by free electrons. We predict a few interesting observable quantum effects in our system, such as
deterministic single-photon emission and complex, nonlinear multimode dynamics. Our proposal
paves the way towards the realization of many anticipated effects in free-electron quantum optics,
such as non-Gaussian light generation, deterministic single photon emission, and quantum gates
controlled by free-electron–photon interactions.

INTRODUCTION

The study of interactions between flying free electrons
and quantized systems, such as electromagnetic fields or
bound electrons, has lead to the emerging field of free-
electron quantum optics [1–8]. Free-electron quantum op-
tics provides a promising platform for the generation of
nonclassical light [1, 2, 4, 8–11], quantum information
processing [12–16], and quantum sensing [2, 3, 5, 6, 17–
20]. Specifically, measurement of free electrons’ energy
can be used for the heralded generation of quantum light,
such as Fock states [1, 4, 8, 10, 21], squeezed states [22]
and even cat and GKP states [9]. More recently, it
was predicted that free electrons could serve as ancillary
qubits for quantum computation [15, 16], and provide a
platform for nonlinear electron dynamics [23, 24] and de-
terministic single-photon nonlinearities [11, 25–27] owing
to quantum recoil [28, 29].

Such free-electron-induced nonlinearities could become
a potential resource for quantum nonlinear optics [30].
Unlike bound-electron systems, the vast spectral range
spanned by free electron emitters (from THz [31] to x-
ray [32]), their phase-matching bandwidth allowing ro-
bustness to cavity detunings [15], as well as their ability
to image systems with femtosecond temporal resolution
and sub-nanometer spatial resolution [33–35], may allow
new paradigms in quantum optical technologies.

In order to realize the above-mentioned advancements,
one needs strong free-electron–photon coupling and,
sometimes, strong free-electron induced nonlinearities,
ideally in a lossless dielectric structure. Free-electron–
photon coupling is quantified by the dimensionless pa-
rameter gQ, where |gQ|2 dictates the total number of pho-
tons that can be emitted by an electron phase-matched

to electromagnetic field modes. The condition |gQ| > 1 is
considered as the strong coupling regime. Recent exper-
iments reported values of |gQ| ≈ 1 in electron-plasmon
interactions [10] and |gQ| ≈ 0.1 in dielectric resonators
[8, 36], while theoretical proposals have further consid-
ered waveguide geometries [37, 38] reaching similar val-
ues. Free-electron-induced nonlinearity, on the other
hand, results from the fact that an electron’s velocity
changes as it absorbs or emits photons [28, 29], an effect
which can suppress or enhance subsequent photon emis-
sion by the same electron, due to modification of energy-
momentum conservation [11, 25], the so-called quantum
recoil correction [28]. The nonlinearity is characterized
by a nonlinear phase δNL, where the condition for strong
nonlinearity is δNL ∼ 2π. The quantum recoil correc-
tion has only been recently observed in the x-ray [29],
while in the visible-IR range, such free-electron-induced
nonlinearity has only been considered theoretically for
very low energy electrons (e.g.,≤ 1keV kinetic energy)
[11, 25], which introduces many additional experimental
challenges which are yet to be overcome.

The ultimate factor limiting both the coupling strength
|gQ| and the nonlinear phase δNL is the finite interac-
tion length, Lint, between the free electron and the pho-
ton. While there are several practical factors hamper-
ing the interaction length in experiments, such as beam-
sample alignment and sample charging, there exists a
fundamental limitation due to electron beam diffraction,
which causes the electron to eventually collide with the
structure (after such collision, the electron is absorbed in
the material and thereby lost, whereas incoherent light
emission through electron-matter interaction can become
dominant [39]). From simplified geometric arguments
(Fig. 1(a)), the interaction length is proportional to 2h/θ,
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FIG. 1: Enhanced free-electron-light interactions via
ponderomotive guiding. (a) In conventional free-electron-
light interactions, the electron diffraction sets an upper bound
on the electron mean free path, and consequently, on the in-
teraction strength. (b) Using ponderomotive electron guiding,
one can increase the electron mean free path by counteract-
ing diffraction, resulting in enhanced interaction strengths.
(c) Applications of strong interactions between free electrons
and light. Representative Wigner functions and input-output
pulses are shown for illustration. (d) Schematic of free-
electron interactions with modes of an optical fiber providing
guiding and strong free-electron–photon interaction. (e) Two
schemes for phase-matching: intersection phase-matching in
uniform fibers (left) and tangential phase-matching in Bragg
fibers (right). The faded lines show the influence of photon
emission on detuning.

where h is the beam position above the structure and θ
its divergence angle, which vanishes as the electron veloc-
ity decreases (see Appendix A). Unfortunately, the latter
observation can seriously hamper the realization of free-
electron-induced nonlinearity effects: especially in exper-
iments with low electron energies [40, 41]. Thus, ventur-
ing into the regimes of strong coupling and single-photon
nonlinearity requires a significant increase in interaction
lengths across a vast range of electron energies.

In this work, we propose a general method to achieve
both strong free-electron–photon coupling and large
free-electron-induced nonlinearity on the single-photon
level in all-dielectric systems with extended interaction
lengths. Key to our proposal is the use of hollow-core
nanofiber (HCNF) and waveguide geometries that si-
multaneously support a ponderomotive guiding field, en-
abling long interaction lengths of the order of centimeters
(Fig. 1(b)). This method allows us to predict record-high
coupling values reaching |gQ| = 16.07 (corresponding to
over 250 photons emitted per electron) for transmission

electron microscopy (TEM) energies (E = 200 keV). For
scanning electron microscopy (SEM) electron energies
(E = 17.8 keV), and using Bragg HCNFs, we show that
in addition to strong coupling (|gQ| = 2.77), we predict a
large nonlinear phase shift of δNL ≈ 16π, even for electron
energies well-exceeding 1 keV and for a photon energy
of 2.93 eV. This effect stems from an exceptionally-high
Kerr-like nonlinearity emergent in our system Hamilto-
nian, as well as the long interaction length. We show
that the proposed system demonstrates favored emis-
sion of photons into a single guided mode family. We
then analyze the multimode, quantum-optical dynam-
ics in our system, and identify experimental observables
that unveil the single-photon blockade effects. Our re-
sults pave the way towards new capabilities in quantum
optics, from macroscopic nonclassical light generation to
room-temperature, electron-mediated single-photon non-
linearities (Fig. 1(c)).

We recently became aware of several related works [45–
47] on the free-electron–photon quantum coupling, that
have come out in parallel to this work.

HOLLOW-CORE NANOFIBERS AND
WAVEGUIDES AS A PLATFORM FOR

FREE-ELECTRON-LIGHT INTERACTIONS

Quantum optics in hollow-core fibers and slot waveg-
uides is a well-established field, where the main focus has
been on atomic emitters, positioned or trapped inside
the hollow core or slot [48–51]. For free electrons, meth-
ods for guiding electron beams inside microwave pondero-
motive waveguides [52, 53], free space [54], or dielectric
laser accelerators [55–58] have been proposed and imple-
mented. In the latter case, the aim of electron guiding
is to mitigate the effect of acceleration-induced diverging
forces acting on the electrons (which do not occur in the
settings considered in this paper). To the best of our
knowledge, electron guiding has never been proposed for
the enhancement of quantum light emission and single
photon nonlinearity, as detailed in this work.

We consider the two structures presented in Fig. 1(d),
consisting of either a uniform HCNF, with inner radius a,
outer radius b and refractive index n; or a Bragg HCNF,
with refractive indices n1, n2, a periodicity Λ and duty-
cycle D. Uniform HCNFs are more suitable for higher
electron energies (above 80 keV, as in TEMs), whereas
periodic structures enable us to extend the range of ef-
ficient coupling to lower electron energies (down to few-
keV, as in SEMs), by slowing down the phase velocity of
light [35, 59]. These two examples also allow us to inves-
tigate two different types of free-electron–photon phase
matching, as illustrated in Fig. 1(e): the conventional
case of an intersection point between the electronic and
photonic dispersion curves [defined, respectively, by the
RHS and LHS in Eq. (2)], and the previously unexplored



3

-500 0 500
x (nm)

-500

0

500

y 
(n

m
)

-500 0 500
x (nm)

-500

0

500

y 
(n

m
)

Intersection point

TE01

260 nm

n = 2

760 nm(a) (b) (d)

(c) (e)

TE01

TE01

TM01

TM01

TM01

el
ec

tro
n

di
sp

er
sio

n

guiding

PM

0 max

FIG. 2: Intersection phase-matching in free-electron ponderomotive guiding. (a) TE and TM band structure of a
uniform hollow-core nanofiber design. (b) Schematic of the corresponding design. (c) Corresponding ponderomotive potential
from the TE mode with peak pump power P0 = 30 W. (d) Transverse cross sections of mode profiles for TE (|Eφ|) and TM
(|Ez|) modes. (e) Longitudinal cross sections of mode profiles for TE (|Eφ|) and TM (|Ez|) modes. In (d) and (e), dashed lines
indicate inner and outer fiber boundaries. PM: phase matching. Parameters used in the calculation are n = 2 (achievable with
tellurite glass [42–44]); a = 180 nm, b = 380 nm, and electron energy E = 200keV.

case of a tangency point. As we show below, the scaling
of the coupling strength |gQ| with the interaction length
and the nature of the single-photon nonlinearity will sig-
nificantly differ between these two configurations.

HCNFs support several guided mode families [51]: TM
modes, with a purely transerve magnetic field, TE modes,
with a purely transverse electric field, and HE and EH
hybrid modes, where both electric and magnetic fields
have longitudinal components. Note that TM, HE and
EH modes all have longitudinal electric field components.
TE modes on the other hand, have zero longitudinal elec-
tric field components. The modes are typically labeled
by indices l, p, standing for the orbital angular momen-
tum (OAM) number and their radial number, respec-
tively. Fig. 2(a,b) present the TM01 and TE01 bands of
a uniform hollow nanofiber, together with the electron
dispersion line (see simulation parameters in the caption
of Fig. 2 and Appendices C and D). Mode profiles corre-
sponding to the highlighted points on each band are pre-
sented in Fig. 2(d,e). The second HCNF design we study
in this paper is shown in Fig. 3. Fig. 2(a,b) present its
band diagram, inside the first Brillouin zone, of a Bragg
HCNF. TE01 and TM01 mode profiles, corresponding
to the highlighted points in Fig. 3(a), are presented in
Fig. 3(d,e).

Below, we outline the essential properties of our pro-
posed system, and how they enable the enhancement of
free-electron–photon coupling, single photon nonlinear-
ity, and β-factor. This is achieved through the pondero-
motive guiding enabled by the TE01 mode, simultane-

ously with the strong coupling with the TM01 mode.

PONDEROMOTIVE GUIDING OF FREE
ELECTRONS IN HCNFS

We consider a free-electron wavepacket propagating
inside the hollow core, while being guided by a co-
propagating trap potential: an intense laser pulse oc-
cupying the TE01 mode supported by the structure (see
Figs. 2(c) and 3(c) for TE01 mode profiles). The guiding
potential is induced through the elastic ponderomotive
interaction (the A2 term in the minimal-coupling Hamil-
tonian) felt by the electron, and, inside the hollow core
ρ < a (a is the radius of the hole), takes the form:

Up(ρ) =
e2

meω2
TE

|ETE(ρ)|2 ≈ 1

2
meΩ

2ρ2 (1)

where e,me are the electron charge and mass, respec-
tively, and ωTE, ETE are the TE frequency and electric
field, respectively. The radial dependency of the elec-
tric field of the chosen TE01 mode is given by the first-
order Bessel function J1(ζρ) for ρ < a, where ζ is a com-
plex vacuum transverse wavevector. Thus, for |ζa| ≪ 1,
Eq. (1) is well approximated by a 2D parabolic poten-
tial, as given by the right hand side, with ℏΩ denoting
the ground state energy (the parabolic fitting is shown in
Figs. 2(c) and 3(c)). As a result, a set of guided electron
wavefunctions can be supported by the structure, with
the fundamental Gaussian mode ψ0,0(ρ) having spatial
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FIG. 3: Tangency phase-matching in free-electron ponderomotive fiber guiding. (a) TE and TM band structure
of a hollow Bragg nanofiber design. (b) Schematic of the corresponding design. (c) Corresponding ponderomotive potential
from the TE mode with peak pump power P0 = 500 W. (d) Transverse cross sections of mode profiles for TE (|Eφ|) and TM
(|Ez|) modes. (e) Longitudinal cross sections of mode profiles for TE (|Eφ|) and TM (|Ez|) modes. In (d) and (e), dashed lines
indicate inner and outer fiber boundaries. PM: phase matching. Parameters used in the calculation are a = 50 nm, b = 220 nm,
Λ = 165.7 nm, D = 32.48%, with n1 = 2.6 (achievable with SiC nanophotonic waveguides [60] or chalcogenide glass nanofibers
[61]), n2 = 1.45 (using SiO2 or, alternatively, air corrugations), and electron energy of E = 17.8keV. Note that, in the periodic
case, the electron dispersion line in (a) wraps around the Brillouin zone.

uncertainty ∆re =
√
ℏ/2meΩ ≪ a. Higher-order guided

wavefunctions, ψl,p(ρ) can also be supported.

Assuming the electron and trap pulse co-propagate,
classical theory predicts that a portion of the electron
phase-space trajectories can be guided indefinitely; this
is in contrast to the non-guided case where almost all
electrons eventually hit the structure walls. Considering
a quantum treatment, where electrons can also tunnel
outside the trap into the surrounding material, the mean
free path of the guided electron mode can be calculated
using leaky-mode theory (see Appendix B). The resulting
tunneling mean free path can still be orders of magnitude
larger than other relevant limiting length scales, such as
the propagation loss length, or the group-velocity mis-
match (GVM) length, LGVM = τ/|1/vg − 1/ve|, between
the electron (velocity ve) and the trap (group velocity vg,
pulse length τ). Therefore, in our example structures, we
choose to limit the interaction lengths according to the
latter quantities. The chosen parameters for the TE pon-
deromotive trap, for each of the examples in this work,
are outlined in Appendix C.

STRONG FREE-ELECTRON–PHOTON
COUPLING WITH LARGE β-FACTORS

The free electron guided by the ponderomotive poten-
tial, as discussed in the previous section, can be used

to achieve strong free-electron–photon coupling. For this
purpose, the photon must be in a mode that supports
a longitudinal electric field component, and therefore,
must be in either the TM, HE or EH mode families.
Achieving strong free-electron–photon coupling typically
requires satisfying the phase-matching condition

ω(q) =
E(k)− E(k − q − 2πm/Λ)

ℏ
, (2)

which is a resonance condition between the electron and
photon enabling efficient exchange of energy. In Eq. (2),
E(k) is the electron energy at momentum ℏk, ω(q) is the
photonic dispersion relation, q is the photonic wavevector
in the waveguide, and m is an integer. For a uniform sys-
tem, m = 0, while for a periodic system, m corresponds
to the number of times the electron dispersion wraps
around the Brillouin zone (Fig. 3(a)). Graphically, a solu-
tion (q, ω(q)) to Eq. (2) corresponds to a phase-matching
point where the electron dispersion curve crosses a pho-
tonic band. The two types of phase-matching points, il-
lustrated in Figs. 2 and 3, are obtained for the two types
of structures: for the uniform HCNF, we have an intersec-
tion point with the TM01 mode (highlighted in Fig. 2(a)),
for zeroth-order (m = 0) phase-matching. For the Bragg
structure, we obtain a tangency point at the bottom of
the TM01 upper band (highlighted in Fig. 2(f) and its
inset), using second-order (m = 2) phase-matching.
Strong free-electron–photon coupling manifests as in-
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elastic scattering (i.e., exchange of many quanta of energy
and momentum) between the electron and incident quan-
tum light. If no light is initially present, strong coupling
corresponds to the spontaneous emission of photons by
a single electron [1, 2, 10]. The latter scenario will be
the focus of this work, as it can be used for shaping and
heralding of quantum states of light [4, 8, 9, 37]. In the
linear regime (δNL ≪ 2π), each electron emits on aver-
age |gQ|2 photons, in a Poissonian distribution, while in
the nonlinear regime δNL ≫ 2π, we should expect a sub-
Poissonian distribution, and vacuum Rabi oscillations as
a function of |gQ| [11].
We calculate the total coupling efficiency to a general

mode family (labeled by s = TMij ,TEij ,HEij), for m-th
order phase-matching and for the two types of phase-
matching points, as

|gQ,s|2 =
α

Ã

Lint

λ

∣∣∣ ∫ d2ρ ψ∗
f (ρ)ψi(ρ)u

(s)
m,z(ρ)

∣∣∣2
×

{
1/|1− vg,s/ve| intersection

(4/3
√
π)
√
Lint/v2g,s|β2| tangency,

(3)

where α ≈ 1/137 is the fine structure constant, Ã = A/λ2

is the normalized mode area, and λ is the free-space
wavelength of the mode. Here, um(ρ) is the m-th
Fourier component in the expansion of the mode func-
tion (a Bloch function in a periodic system), written as
u(r) =

∑
m um(ρ)ei2πmz/Λ. The normalization of u(r) is

such that E(r) =
√
ℏω(q)/2ϵ0Aeiqzu(r). ψi/f denote the

initial and final free-electron transverse wavefunctions
(here, unless stated otherwise, ψi = ψ00 is the funda-
mental mode). Finally, ve is the electron velocity, and β2
is the group velocity dispersion at the phase-matching
point. More details on the derivation are provided in
Appendix D.

From the form of Eq. (3), it is clear that modes with
high transverse confinement Ã ≪ 1 and large overlap
with the electron wavefunctions are favored. The type of
phase-matching point quantifies the effective number of
longitudinal (spectral) modes within the phase-matching
bandwidth. Interestingly, this further implies different
scalings of |gQ|2 with respect to the interaction length:

|gQ|2 ∝ Lint for an intersection point, and |gQ|2 ∝ L
3/2
int

for a tangency point. Fig. 4 shows the different scaling
and achievable values of coupling with reasonable exper-
imental parameters. The combination of strong trans-
verse confinement and large overlap of the TM01 mode,
together with the guiding-enhanced interaction lengths,
enables exceptionally high predicted coupling values of
|gQ,TM| = 16.07 and |gQ,TM| = 2.77, for the uniform and
Bragg examples, respectively.

Another important figure of merit is the β-factor, ex-
tensively used in waveguide quantum electrodynamics
[62], defined as the ratio between the coupling to the

|g
Q

 |2
|g

Q
 |2

E
le

ct
ro

n
tra

ns
m

is
si

on
E

le
ct

ro
n

tra
ns

m
is

si
on

tangency
intersection

(a)

(b)

FIG. 4: Electron-photon coupling: scaling and physi-
cal limits. Scaling of the free-electron–photon coupling as
a function of the interaction length is shown for intersec-
tion phase-matching (top, blue) and tangency phase-matching
(bottom, red). Background color corresponds to the electron
transmission probability calculated according to Appendix B
with −2Im (2p+ 1) = 10−3.

desired mode (here, TM01), to the total coupling:

β =
|gQ,TM01|2

|gQ,TM01|2 +
∑

s ̸=TM01 |gQ,s|2
, (4)

where the modes s ̸= TM01 are all other modes the elec-
tron may couple to. Since the TM01 mode is the only one
to have a non-zero amplitude at the center of the hollow
core, it most efficiently couples to the free electron. More-
over, when the electron wavefunction is spatially confined
(∆re ≪ a), an electron transition where ψf = ψi = ψ00

is strongly favored. The electron also excites HE and EH
modes, as these carry an Ez component, which is along
the propagation direction of the electron. However, such
modes possess orbital angular momentum (OAM), with
a singularity at the center of the hollow core. This will
reduce the overlap with the transverse electron wavefunc-
tion, and further requires that the electron exchanges an
OAM quantum with the field. Thus, ψf must have a
nonzero OAM quantum number, whereas its largest over-
lap with ψi = ψ00 happens for a radial number p = 0.
Eventually, this overlap can be made arbitrarily small us-
ing stronger electron transverse confinement. Thus, we
can ensure that the β-factor approaches unity, even when
the coupling efficiency is arbitrarily increased [79]. In our
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examples, we find β-factors of 0.89 (resp., 0.99) for the
uniform (resp., Bragg) designs. For the Bragg design,
coupling to l ̸= 0 modes is further suppressed by the
strongly-decaying evanescent fields that accompany the
nonzero Fourier components of the Bloch functions.

KERR-LIKE HAMILTONIAN AND
SINGLE-PHOTON NONLINEARITY ENABLED

BY FREE ELECTRONS

In the previous sections we have seen how extending
the interaction length via electron guiding can dramati-
cally increase the coupling. Intriguingly, an extended in-
teraction enables us to enter a completely different phys-
ical regime where quantum recoil corrections [29] can
manifest as a single photon nonlinearity mediated by free
electrons.

The physical intuition for this phenomenon is as fol-
lows: for swift electrons and short interaction lengths,
the electron experiences no recoil (or back-action) by
an emitted photon. Thus, an electron already phase-
matched to an optical mode remains phase-matched even
after emitting a photon, and can, therefore, continue
emitting more photons. The interaction length is as-
sumed to be short enough such that even if such recoils do
occur, they do not accumulate to any significant effect.

However, the situation is very different when we con-
sider slower electrons and long interaction lengths: slower
electrons can experience a non-negligible recoil after the
emission of even a single photon, such that after the emis-
sion their momentum has changed. This results in an
electron detuning from the optical mode (e.g, if the elec-
tron was originally phase matched, after emitting one
photon, it is no longer phase matched): and in that case,
the longer the interaction length, the larger the effect this
detuning has on a consecutive emission of a second pho-
ton. In the limit where the detuning-induced phase mis-
match accumulated along the interaction becomes very
large, the electron cannot emit a second photon at all.

To elucidate this single-photon nonlinearity mediated
by free electrons, we first write the non-relativistic free-
electron–photon interaction Hamiltonian as

H =
p2

2m
+
∑
q

ℏωqa
†
qaq +

∑
q

ℏΩq(aqb
†
q + a†qbq), (5)

where p is the electron momentum, Ωq = ev0
√

ℏ/2ϵ0ωqV
is the coupling constant for each mode (satisfying |gQ|2 =∑

q |Ωq|2sinc(∆qLint/2v), with the detuning ∆q defined

below), and bq = e−iqz is the electron momentum ladder

operator, with [bq, b
†
q′ ] = 0 [1]. In Appendix F, we show

that in a subspace with a fixed total momentum P , this
Hamiltonian can be recast into the form of an effective

Kerr nonlinearity acting on an effective photon:

Heff =
∑
q

ℏ∆qA
†
qAq +

∑
q

ℏΩq(Aq +A†
q) + ℏκN(N − 1),

(6)

where κ = ℏq20/2m is the effective Kerr nonlinearity
around the phase-matching point (q0, ω0), and

∆q = ωq − qv +
ℏq2

2m
(7)

denotes the free-electron–photon detuning. The total ex-
citation number is given by:

N =
∑
q

A†
qAq. (8)

In writing Eq. (6), we have introduced the hybrid ladder
operators Aq = aqb

†
q, which act on a joint Hilbert sub-

space of the free electron and photons, spanned by the
states |P − nℏq⟩el |nq⟩ph, where Aq |P − nqℏq⟩el |nq⟩ph =
√
nq |P − (nq − 1)ℏq⟩el |nq − 1⟩ph. Using the commuta-

tion relations of bq, we find that [Aq, A
†
q′ ] = δq,q′ : these

new operators have the same commutation relations as
photon operators, and further satisfy A†

qAq = a†qaq (the
latter holds for a single-electron system). With that in
mind, we see that Hamiltonian Eq. (6) effectively de-
scribes a multimode bosonic system with a Kerr nonlin-
earity that couples to the total excitation number. For
spontaneous emission, where the initial electron momen-
tum is p = mv and the electromagnetic field is initially
at vacuum, a phase-matched electron could excite a (gen-
erally multimode) state. The Kerr term ℏκN(N − 1)
ensures that any excitation number beyond N = 1 is
detuned from phase matching, and in the limit where
this detuning is large enough, we should expect a photon
blockade where further light emission by the electron is
suppressed.
The inherent multimode nature of the problem

(namely, the summation over q in Eq. (6)) complicates
the qualitative description we gave in the beginning of
the section. In fact, in a continuous multimode system,
such as the guided-wave structures considered here, the
type of phase-matching point can significantly affect the
dynamics. For example, for an intersection point phase-
matching in a continuous case, a nonlinear detuning as
in the Hamiltonian from Eq. (6) can indeed cause a con-
siderable phase mismatch between the free electron and
an initially emitted photon wavepacket. Graphically, the
detuning is manifested as a change in the slope of the elec-
tron dispersion - since recoil changes the electron velocity
- and as such, the electron dispersion no longer intersects
the photon dispersion at the same point. However, as
illustrated in Fig. 1(e) (left panel), there exists a con-
tinuum of other available intersection points. Thus, al-
though high nonlinearity suggests that an electron tends
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FIG. 5: Single-photon nonlinearity and cascaded photon emission in free-electron photonic fibers and fiber
cavities. (a-d) Tangency phase matching. (a) Deterministic single photon emission in free-electron–photonic fiber interactions.
Insets: initial state Wigner function (left); simulated final state Wigner function (right), for |gQ| = π/2. (b) Simulated
occupations on supermode basis, for different values of |gQ|. (c) Time evolution of the total photon number for different values
of |gQ| as in (b). (d) Time evolution of the second-order correlation function at zero-delay. (e-f) Single-photon nonlinearity in
free-electron fiber cavities. (e) cavity mode population for |gQ| = π/2 and 2κ = 1.5∆ and E = 3.72 keV. (f) Time evolution
of cavity mode photon numbers (with same parameters as in (e)), recovering the Jaynes-Cummings regime for E = 3.72 keV.
Inset: For reference, the time evolution showing an almost ideal, full Rabi cycle for |gQ| = π and E = 100 eV is plotted. (g,h)
Same as in (e,f) with E = 3.72 keV, but for 2κ = ∆, resulting in cascaded emission into consecutive cavity modes.

to not emit twice into the same mode, it can in fact
continue emitting more photons into other modes, in a
cascaded fashion. While this observation implies that a
single-photon blockade effect is less likely to happen at a
continuous intersection phase matching point, it can still
be of practical use. For example, by partially filtering
some of the modes, it may still be possible to obtain a
photon-number state without post-selection of the elec-
tron energy.

The situation is very different if one considers instead
a tangency phase-matching point: in this case, a single
recoil leaves the electron dispersion curve below the pho-
tonic dispersion curve (Fig. 1(e), right panel), and thus
the electron stays detuned from any other modes after a
single excitation. We therefore focus our attention on this
type of dynamics. We note, however, that the multimode
nature of the dynamics still requires a more complicated
treatment than in the linear regime, as the electron can
interact with multiple supermodes: photonic wavepacket
modes with different spectral (or temporal) shapes. In
Appendix G, we develop a nonlinear supermode formal-
ism that captures the dynamics in our system, and use it
to calculate relevant experimental observables. We find
that for values of gQ as high as π/2 (a half vacuum-
Rabi oscillation), the free electron mainly excites a sin-
gle fundamental supermode, which allows us to further
evaluate the resulting quantum state contained in that

supermode.

Figs. 5(a-d) depict simulation results for the tangency
phase-matching point in the nonlinear regime, corre-
sponding to the parameters of the tangency point ex-
ample in Fig. 3 (see Appendix D for more details), and
for different values of the total coupling |gQ|. The pre-
dicted single-photon Kerr nonlinearity for this setup is
κ = 2π× 30.06 GHz, corresponding to a nonlinear phase
δNL = 2κLint/v ≈ 16π. Fig. 5(a) shows the calculated
Wigner functions occupying the fundamental supermode,
for |gQ| = π/2. As expected, the Wigner function shows
a considerable negativity, and resembles that of a single-
photon Fock state W (α) = (2/π) exp(−2|α|2)(4|α|2 − 1),
a donut-shaped distribution with a negative central dip.
Fig. 5(b) shows the corresponding supermode popula-
tions for different values of |gQ|, and Fig. 5(c) shows
the time evolution of the expectation value of the to-
tal excitation number, for the same values of |gQ| as
in Fig. 5(a,c). The total excitation number experiences
a vacuum Rabi oscillation, though with limited visibil-
ity, owing to the excitation of other supermodes (in-
terestingly, a similar behavior is obtained in the deep-
quantum regime of multimode parametric downconver-
sion [63]). Finally, Fig. 5(d) shows the value of the
second-order correlation function at zero delay, g(2)(0) =

⟨N(N − 1)⟩ / ⟨N⟩2, as a function of interaction time and
for different total coupling |gQ| (note that here we eval-
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uate g(2)(0) with respect to the total excitation num-
ber N). A value of g(2)(0) ≪ 1 at the end of the
interaction indicates that the system approximately re-
mains in the single-excitation manifold, which is a hall-
mark of the expected single-photon nonlinearity. For
|gQ| > π/2, coupling to supermodes other than the fun-
damental decreases this effect. We emphasize that these
strong nonlinear effects are obtained even for energies
well-exceeding 1 keV (namely, 17.8 keV in this exam-
ple), which are more experimentally accessible than the
sub-keV energies that have been recently considered for
quantum recoil effects [11, 23–27].

Interestingly, other regimes of interaction emerge if the
photonic system hosts a discrete set of modes, e.g., as in
a fiber cavity, which could be realized in our system by
introducing Bragg mirrors at fiber ends (Fig. 5(e), in-
set). In this case, the electron dispersion can intersect
the photonic modes only at certain, equally-spaced val-
ues. Now, when the electron experiences recoil following
emission of a photon into cavity mode j, it may or may
not be detuned from other neighbouring modes: this will
strongly depend on the ratio between the recoil detuning
2κ and the effective spacing between the modes (defined
in Eq. S48 in Appendix G), which we call the effective
free spectral range and denote by ∆.

A specific choice of group velocity mismatch between
the electron and cavity modes makes the cavity super-
mode basis coincide with the original set of cavity modes
(more details can be found in Appendix G). In this man-
ner, the fundamental supermode excited by the electron
becomes a single cavity mode. Two distinct behaviors
are depicted in Fig. 5(e-h). For a choice of nonlinearity
2κ = 1.5∆, the electron excites a single cavity mode and
is detuned from the rest, as can be seen in the cavity
mode population (Fig. 5(e)) and the evolution of the av-
erage photon numbers (Fig. 5(f)), displaying a distinct
vacuum Rabi oscillation. This is the so-called Jaynes-
Cummings regime [11], where the electron reduces to an
effective two-level emitter interacting with a single mode.
Another choice, this time of 2κ = ∆, makes sure that fol-
lowing every recoil, the electron is always phase-matched
to a neighboring mode. This results in a cascaded emis-
sion of photons into several cavity modes, as can be seen
in the mode population (Fig. 5(g)) and photon number
dynamics (Fig. 5(h)). We note again that these effects
can occur at energies higher than 1 keV (3.72 keV in this
example).

DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

We have shown that ponderomotive guiding in hollow-
core photonic structures such as fibers and waveguides,
could be used to increase the interaction length between
free electrons and photons. As a result, we predict
that such structures could strongly enhance both free-

electron–photon coupling and single-photon nonlineari-
ties mediated by free electrons.

While several platforms are promising candidates to
achieve strong free-electron–photon coupling [8, 10, 36–
38, 64], these proposals are ultimately hampered by elec-
tron diffraction, limiting the interaction length between
free electrons and photons. Ponderomotive guiding, on
the other hand, can result in orders-of-magnitude in-
crease in free-electron–photon coupling in either inter-
section or tangency phase matching designs. Tangency
phase matching has the additional advantage of match-
ing the group velocity of the free-electron wavepacket to
that of the emitted photonic mode and that of the guid-
ing field. In principle, one could also achieve group veloc-
ity matching between the electron and the guiding field,
even in intersection phase matching, with appropriate
dispersion engineering. This is favorable for increasing
the interaction length and decreasing the required guid-
ing optical fluence. Further, in our current design, the
guiding field is mostly confined in the dielectric structure,
which results in limited guiding power due to damage
threshold of the material. Alternative designs employing
dispersion engineering and allowing higher optical pow-
ers could rely, e.g., on air guiding in photonic crystal
fibers [65, 66], thereby alleviating these limitations.

The long interaction lengths predicted in our designs
would enable the realization of strong single-photon non-
linearities using free electrons. The designs proposed in
this paper also rely on purely dielectric materials, thereby
mitigating the effect of losses on quantum dynamics and
coherence. The realization of single-photon nonlineari-
ties with free electrons opens up many exciting prospects
in free-electron quantum optics, such as the efficient and
deterministic (or heralded) generation of non-Gaussian
light. In the proposed system, owing to the availability
of a large coupling coefficient gQ, such effects can in prin-
ciple be observed even after a single pass of a single free
electron, instead of slower, multi-electron consecutive in-
teractions previously considered in the literature [4, 9].
As we showed in Fig. 5, the strong nonlinearity induced
by free electrons also results in complex multimode dy-
namics that are reminiscent of broadband parametric
down conversion in the deep quantum regime [63].

While we expect that the realization of strong cou-
pling between free electrons and photons to be an imme-
diate application of our ponderomotive guiding design,
it is worth noting that atomic emitters could also be in-
tegrated in the hollow core of the fiber [48–51]. With
recent proposals highlighting the possibility of control-
ling atomic emitters with modulated electron beams [3],
we expect that this platform could also be utilized to
explore fascinating and complex quantum dynamics in-
volving three flavors of interacting quantum systems: free
electrons, photons, and atomic emitters [18, 67, 68].
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APPENDIX A : GEOMETRICAL BOUND ON
FREE-ELECTRON–PHOTON COUPLING

STRENGTH

In this Appendix, we outline a simple geometric ar-
gument showing the limitation on the interaction length
due to electron beam diffraction. From Fig. 1(a), we can
estimate the interaction length as Lint = 2h/θ. Since
|gQ|2 ∝ Lint exp (−2h/λev) ∝ h exp (−2h/λev), where
λev is the evanescent wavelength, the optimal positioning
of the e-beam above the sample is hopt = λe/2. From
phase-matching considerations, qz = ω/ve = 2π/λβe
(with βe = ve/c), and

√
q2z − q2 = 1/λev, we can write

λev = βeγeλ/2π (with γe = 1/
√

1− β2
e ), and find that

the interaction length is bounded by

Lint =
2h

θ
≤ 2πβeγe

hw0

λC

=
β3
eγ

3
e

8π

λ2

λC

(
h

hopt

)(
w0

hopt

)
,

(S1)

where the inequality holds for a Gaussian electron beam
of waist w0, λC = 2.426 pm is the Compton wavelength,
and we consider both w0 and h relative to the optimal
positioning hopt. With diffraction, there is no obvious
way to increase gQ by increasing Lint: if we increase h
to increase Lint, then |gQ| decays exponentially. Further,
Lint quickly decreases with decreasing electron velocity
βe. Considering optimal positioning h = hopt, a modest
confinement of w0 = hopt/2 and λ = 500 nm, we have
that Lint = 2.1 mm × β3

eγ
3
e . For the energies considered

here, E = 200 keV (βe = 0.7) and E = 17.8 keV (βe =
0.257), we find that Lint ≤ 2 mm and Lint ≤ 40 µm,
respectively.

APPENDIX B: FREE-ELECTRON MEAN FREE
PATH IN PONDEROMOTIVE POTENTIAL

In this Appendix, we evaluate the mean free path for
electron guiding with a finite parabolic potential. A clas-
sical electron trajectory analysis predicts that all electron
trajectories with transverse kinetic energy less than or
equal to the maximum value of the trap potential are
guided indefinitely. However, in a quantum picture, free
electrons may tunnel outside of the trap and into the sur-
rounding bulk material. To evaluate the typical tunnel-
ing propagation length, we envision the equivalent optical
problem of a leaky waveguide, and employ leaky mode
theory [69]. For this we write the Schrödinger equation
in cylindrical coordinates:

− ℏ2

2m

[
∂2

∂z2
+

1

ρ

∂

∂ρ

(
ρ
∂

∂ρ

)]
ψ + V (ρ)ψ = Eψ, (S2)

with

V (ρ) =

{
1
2mΩ2ρ2 ρ ≤ a

−eU ρ > a
(S3)

where U > 0 is the mean inner potential of the bulk
material surrounding the hollow core.
In the absence of guiding (Ω → 0), we consider a worst-

case scenario estimate, where an electron impinging on
the wall at ρ = a is fully transmitted and thereby lost.
Thus, we set U = 0. In fact, choosing U > 0 will increase
the mean free path, as this results in a nonzero reflection
probability back into the hollow core, and can also be
shown by numerically solving Eq. (S2). For simplicity, we
solve the Schrödinger equation for radial modes without
OAM, so we write ψ(ρ, z) = eikzzϕ(ρ), we find that ϕ
satisfies:

1

x

dϕ

dx
+
d2ϕ

dx2
+

(
2p+ 1− x2

4
Θ(ā− x)

)
ϕ = 0 (S4)

where x = ρ/∆re (with ∆re =
√

ℏ/2mΩ), ā = a/∆re,
2p+1 = (E−ℏ2k2z/2m)/ℏΩ, and Θ(ā−x) is the Heaviside
step function. The only solution that is non-divergent at
x = 0 is of the form

ϕ(x) =

{
Ae−x2/4L0

p(x
2/2) x ≤ ā

BH
(1)
0 (

√
2p+ 1x) x > ā,

(S5)

where Lm
n (x) is the generalized Laguerre polynomial, and

H
(1)
0 (x) is the Hankel function of the first kind. In the

limit ā→ ∞, p is an integer, denoting the radial index of
the guided mode. Otherwise, p is approximately an inte-
ger, and may have a small and negative imaginary part.
Note that for non-integer orders, the Laguerre polynomi-
als are also given by L0

n(x) = 1F1(−n, 1, x). Requiring
that ϕ and its derivative are continuous at x = ā, using

(L0
n(x))

′ = −L1
n−1(x) and (H

(1)
0 (x))′ = −H(1)

1 (x), we
find the dispersion relation for p:

1

2
+
L1
p−1(ā

2/2)

L0
p(ā

2/2)
=

√
2p+ 1H

(1)
1 (

√
2p+ 1ā)

āH
(1)
0 (

√
2p+ 1ā)

. (S6)

We numerically solve Eq. (S6) by searching for its com-
plex roots near 2m + 1, m = 0, 1, 2, .... Once found, we
can evaluate the lifetime via:

kz =

√
2m

ℏ2
[E − ℏΩ(2p+ 1)] ≈ kz,0 − i

Ω

v
Im(2p+ 1),

(S7)
such that

Λ−1
MFP = 2Imkz ≈ −2Ω

v
Im(2p+ 1). (S8)

A similar expression could be obtained using the WKB
approximation, where −Im(2p + 1) is interpreted as a
tunneling probability, and 2Ω/v is the frequency (in units
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FIG. S1: Ponderomotive guiding scaling. Scaling of the
inverse electron mean free path (given by Eq. (S8)) as a func-
tion of electron confinement factor for various guided electron
modes.

of propagation length) at which the electron impinges
on the barriers (edges of the trap). Fig. S1 shows the
values of −Im(2p + 1) as a function of the confinement
ā = a/∆re, for the first three radial modes. Typical
values of v/2Ω = 2π(v/c)(a2/λC)(∆re/a)

2 are between
tens of microns to millimeters, with a/∆re ≈ 4.5 − 8
resulting in extremely long mean free path. However, the
latter decreases by orders of magnitude with decreasing
confinement, a/∆re.

Finally, Fig. S1 also provides insight into quantify-
ing losses due to coupling mismatch between the elec-
tron wavefunction inserted into the fiber and the guided
modes. Such mismatch might occur, e.g., due to mis-
match in electron beam waist size or due to limited trans-
verse coherence. We can decompose an input wavefunc-
tion in the basis of guided modes and estimate such mis-
match losses by considering the corresponding reduction
in the MFP of the higher-order radial modes.

APPENDIX C: PONDEROMOTIVE GUIDING
AND MAXIMAL INTERACTION LENGTH

PARAMETERS

In this Appendix, we list the parameters chosen for the
ponderomotive traps in each of the examples in the main
text. We consider a TE pulse of length τ = 100 psec
(0.5 psec), peak power P0 = 30 W (500 W), at wave-
length λTE = 1200 nm (610 nm) for the uniform (Bragg)
fiber. The position of the modes on the TE01 bands and
the mode profiles are illustrated in Fig. 2 and 3.

The maximal fluences of the TE mode we use are
0.9 J/cm2 (resp. 0.53 J/cm2) for the uniform fiber (resp.,
for the Bragg fiber). Such values are within the range
of demonstrated pump powers for subwavelength-scale

waveguides fabricated in these materials [43, 44, 61, 70–
72] (we note that pump powers could be further reduced
at the cost of smaller confinements, which may still be
enough for long range guiding – see Appendix B). The
resulting guiding energy is found to be ℏΩ = 51.4 µeV
(resp., 325 µeV), with a fundamental guided wavefunc-
tion size of ∆re = 27.2 nm (resp., 10.8 nm). In both
cases, we therefore consider strong localization such that
a/∆re > 4.5.
Finally, we consider other limiting factors that con-

strain the maximal interaction length (see Fig. 4): For
the uniform HCNF, Lint = 4 cm, corresponding to a
GVM length of LGVM = 3.6cm (calculated from TE
group velocity vg,TE = 0.4416c and electron velocity
v = 0.7c), and propagation losses of ≈ 0.5 dB/cm (con-
sidering tellurite glass nanofibers [42]). For the Bragg
fiber, the TE group velocity is matched with the electron
velocity, so the only limiting factor is propagation losses,
which are taken to be ≈ 0.4−3 dB/cm (SiC nanophotonic
waveguides [60]). Hence, we choose to take Lint = 1 cm
for this example.

APPENDIX D: CALCULATION OF THE
FREE-ELECTRON–PHOTON COUPLING

In this Appendix, we provide details on the derivation
of the free-electron–photon coupling (gQ) in the context
of this paper. In general, the coupling strength to any
mode at wavenumber q can be calculated via the Fourier
integral over the z-component of its electric field as

gq =

∫
d2ρ ψ∗

f (ρ)ψi(ρ)

× e

ℏω(q)

∫ Lint

0

dze−i
ω(q)
v zE(s,q)

z (ρ, z),

(S9)

where the index s labels the mode family and band num-
ber; v is the electron velocity; and ψi/f are the initial
and final transverse electron wavefunctions. Eq. (S9) is
general, and can be converted to expressions commonly
found in the literature [1, 4, 37]. In most studies, it
is common to assume that ψf ≈ ψi and further that
|ψi(ρ)|2 ≈ δ(ρ), treating the electron as a point-like par-
ticle in the transverse direction. Below we relax that
assumption in order to account for higher-order transi-
tions.
The total coupling |gQ| is often calculated over a dis-

crete set of cavity modes qj , for which |gQ|2 =
∑

j |gqj |2
[8] or even for a single mode q0 [1, 4] for which |gQ| =
|gq0 |. However, unless stated otherwise, here we consider
a continuous spectrum of waveguide modes, for which
|gQ|2 =

∫
dq/2π|gq|2. The electric field complex ampli-

tude is E(s,q)(r) =
√
ℏω(q)/2ϵ0As,qe

iqzu(s,q)(r), where
ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity, As,q the mode area, and
u(s,q)(r) the mode function, which is a Bloch function
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(along z) for the Bragg (periodic) fiber. For the Bragg
fiber, we can further decompose the Bloch function on a

Fourier basis as u(s,q)(r) =
∑

m u
(s,q)
m (ρ)ei2πmz/Λ, which

simplifies to u(s,q)(r) = u
(s,q)
0 (ρ) in the uniform case. In

general, only one Fourier order m of the mode’s Bloch
function contributes to the coupling of a given mode to
the electron. Using Eq. (S9) and taking the dq/2π inte-
gral over all |gq|2, we find

|gQ|2 =
α

Ã

Lint

λ

∣∣∣ ∫ d2ρψ∗
f (ρ)ψi(ρ)u

(s,q0)
m,z (ρ)

∣∣∣2
×
∫ ∞

−∞

dx

π
sinc2

[(
1− vg

v

)
x− ω′′

Lintv
x2

]
.

(S10)

In calculating Eq. (S10), we have assumed that physi-
cal quantities such as the mode function and mode area
are slowly-varying in q, taking them outside the integral,
and evaluating them for a mode at the phase-matching
point having a free-space wavelength λ. Furthermore,
α ≈ 1/137 is the fine structure constant, and Ã = A/λ2

is the normalized mode area.
The argument of the sinc function, corresponding to

the phase-matching term, was obtained by Taylor ex-
panding ω(q) around the phase-matching point, up to
second order, where vg is the photonic group velocity and
ω′′ denotes the second derivative of ω(q) evaluated at the
phase-matching point (this quantity relates to the GVD
parameter via ω′′ = −v3gβ2). The integral in Eq. (S10)
takes a closed-form solution for the two types of phase-
matching points we consider here: the intersection point
(with v ̸= vg, neglecting the dispersion ω′′ → 0) and the
tangency point (v = vg and ω′′ ̸= 0). Taking the integral
in each of these respective limits recovers Eq. (3) of the
main text.

The parameters obtained for the TM modes in each
of our examples are the following: for the intersection
(resp., tangency) phase-matching point, we have electron
velocity v = 0.7c (resp., v = 0.2575c), TM group velocity
vg,TM = 0.4124c (resp., vg,TM matched to v), TM wave-
length λTM = 646.53nm (resp., λTM = 423nm), normal-
ized TM mode area Ã = 0.5175 (resp., Ã = 0.3775),
TM dispersion ω′′ ≈ 0 (resp., ω′′ = 87.1m2/sec), over-
lap integral with the fundamental electron mode ψ00 of

|
∫
d2ρ|ψ00(ρ)|2u(TM)

0,z (ρ)| = 0.3487 (resp., 0.0154 with
the m = 2 Fourier order), recoil at phase-matching of
q0 = 1.39× 107 (resp., q0 +4π/Λ = 5.77× 107m−1), cor-
responding Kerr nonlinearity of κ = 2π×1.77GHz (resp.,
κ = 2π×30.06 GHz), and corresponding nonlinear phase
δNL = 2κ(Lint/v) = 1.35π (resp., δNL = 15.88π).

APPENDIX E : MODAL ANALYSIS OF HCNF

In this Appendix, we detail the analytical solution of
the hollow core nanofiber dispersion and guided mode
distribution. We adapt (and generalize) the methods

from, e.g., Refs. [51, 73, 74]. If the permittivity of the
structure varies along z, ϵ = ϵ(z), it is known that the
full fields can be expressed in terms of their z-components
[73], which satisfy the following equations:

∇2Hz + ϵ(z)k20Hz = 0

∇2Ez + ϵ(z)k20Ez +
∂

∂z

(
ϵ′

ϵ
Ez

)
= 0,

(S11)

where k0 = ω/c and prime denotes differentiation with
respect to z. If the dielectric region is periodic with
period Λ, the solutions to the above equations can be
expanded in terms of Bessel and Hankel functions of
order l and angular momentum eilϕ, multiplied by ei-
ther plane waves ei(q+2πm/Λ)z (in the vacuum regions) or

Bloch waves eiqzu
(m)
TE,q(z) and eiqzu

(m)
TM,q(z) (in the peri-

odic dielectric region):

Ez = eiqzeilϕ

×
∑
m


Am

Jl(ζmρ)
Jl(ζma)e

i(2πm/Λ)z ρ ≤ a[
Bm

H
(1)
l (γmρ)

H
(1)
l (γma)

+ Cm
H

2)
l (γmρ)

H
(2)
l (γmb)

]
u
(m)
TM,q(z) a ≤ ρ ≤ b

Dm
H

(1)
l (ζmρ)

H
(1)
l (ζmb)

ei(2πm/Λ)z ρ ≥ b

Hz =
1

µ0c
eiqzeilϕ

×
∑
m


Em

Jl(ζmρ)
Jl(ζma)e

i(2πm/Λ)z ρ ≤ a[
Fm

H
(1)
l (γmρ)

H
(1)
l (γma)

+Gm
H

2)
l (γmρ)

H
(2)
l (γmb)

]
u
(m)
TE,q(z) a ≤ ρ ≤ b

Hm
H

(1)
l (ζmρ)

H
(1)
l (ζmb)

ei(2πm/Λ)z ρ ≥ b

,

(S12)

where ζm =
√
k20 − (q + 2πm/Λ)2, and ηm, γm are eigen-

values for the equations satisfied by the Bloch functions
[73]:[

(iq + ∂z)
2 + ϵ(z)k20

]
u
(m)
TE,q = η2mu

(m)
TE,q[

(iq + ∂z)
2 + ϵ(z)k20 + (iq + ∂z)

ϵ′

ϵ

]
u
(m)
TM,q = γ2mu

(m)
TM,q

(S13)

The second equation is not self-adjoint, but can be trans-
formed into one if we instead consider modified TM Bloch
functions v

(m)
TM,q =

√
ϵ(z)u

(m)
TM,q which satisfy:[

(iq + ∂z)
2 + ϵ(z)k20 −

√
ϵ(z)

(
1√
ϵ

)′′
]
v
(m)
TM,q = γ2mv

(m)
TM,q.

(S14)
One finds the other field components Eϕ, Eρ, Hϕ, Hρ from
Ez, Hz by using Maxwell’s equations:

∇×E = iωµ0H

∇×H = −iωϵ0ϵ(z)E.
(S15)
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We then impose a set of boundary conditions on the fields
Ez, Hϕ, Hz, Eϕ at ρ = a, b.

From this set of boundary conditions, a matrix M of
size 8(2N + 1)-by-8(2N + 1) (where N = 0, 1, 2... is the
cutoff number of harmonics used in the calculation) is
constructed, acting on the vector c of the 8 × (2N + 1)
unknown coefficients Am, Bm, ...,Hm (−N ≤ m ≤ N),
such that Mc = 0. We then numerically solve for the
roots q, ω(q) of the determinant

detM = 0 (S16)

and find the corresponding zero-eigenvector c of M that
yield the modal functions.

The different mode families are characterized by dif-
ferent OAM numbers l: the TE and TM mode families
have l = 0, and they occupy separable subspaces having
either Ez = 0 (with Am, ..., Dm = 0) or Hz = 0 (with
Em, ...,Hm = 0), respectively. The HE and EH mode
families have l ̸= 0, with both Ez, Hz nonzero. A choice
of l in our solution can help us “isolate” different mode
families.

For better convergence, the abrupt change in ϵ(z) was
replaced with a smooth one using a super-Gaussian func-
tion:

ϵ(z) = n21 + (n22 − n21) exp{−[(z − Λ/2)/σ]p/2} (S17)

with p = 10, where the duty cycle is D = 1−2σ/Λ. After
the effective refractive indices neff,1, neff,2 are found for
n1 and n2, the period and duty cycle are calculated by re-
quiring the quarter-wavelength condition for the desired
bandgap wavelength:

neff,1(1−D)Λ = neff,2DΛ = λBG/4 (S18)

Last, we compute the mode area according to:

A =

∫
d2rT ϵ(rT , z)|E(rT , z)|2

max ϵ(rT , z)|E(rT , z)|2
(S19)

where, for a uniform HCNF A is constant in z, and for a
Bragg HCNF we average A(z) over a unit cell.

APPENDIX F : DERIVATION OF KERR-LIKE
HAMILTONIAN IN FREE-ELECTRON–PHOTON

INTERACTIONS

In this Appendix, we derive the Hamiltonian describ-
ing free-electron–photon interaction. In the case of an
electron trapped along a guiding structure (an “electron
fiber”), the system is effectively one-dimensional. In the
non-relativistic limit, the Hamiltonian is given by:

H =
p2

2m
+
∑
k

ℏωka
†
kak +

∑
k

ℏΩk(akb
†
k + a†kbk), (S20)

where Ωk = ev0
√
ℏ/2ϵ0ωkV is the coupling constant for

each mode, and bk = e−ikz is the electron momentum
ladder operator, with [bk, b

†
k′ ] = 0 (Ref. [1]). When mo-

mentum is conserved, we may make a considerable sim-
plification of the Hamiltonian. Consider the total mo-
mentum operator of the electron and field, denoted P :

P = p+
∑
k

ℏka†kak. (S21)

It can be easily shown that this operator is conserved,
i.e., Ṗ = 0. Therefore, we may write

p = P −
∑
k

ℏka†kak, (S22)

where P is the operator in the Schrödinger picture (equal
to that in the Heisenberg picture at time zero) and write:

H =

(
P −

∑
k ℏka

†
kak

)2

2m
+
∑
k

ℏωka
†
kak

+
∑
k

ℏΩk(akb
†
k + a†kbk). (S23)

We note that there are many initial conditions (e.g.,
an electron momentum state and any Fock state of the
photons) for which the initial state is an eigenstate of
P . Any state can be decomposed into eigenstates of this
operator. For an eigenstate of this operator, we have
that P = P (0) = ⟨ψ(0)|P |ψ(0)⟩, which is a c-number.
This considerably simplifies the Hamiltonian. First, let
us expand the Hamiltonian as:

HP =
P 2(0)

2m
+

∑
k

ℏ
(
ωk − kP

m
+

ℏk2

2m

)
a†kak+

∑
k

ℏΩk(akb
†
k + a†kbk) +

ℏ2

2m

∑
k,q

kqa†ka
†
qaqak.

(S24)

In introducing the subscript, we have made it more ex-
plicit that the Hamiltonian is parameterized by P =
P (0). Next, let us introduce the operator

Ak = akb
†
k. (S25)

Using the commutation relations of bk, we find that
[Ak, A

†
k′ ] = δk,k′ : these new operators have the same

commutation relations as photon operators. Using the
relation a†kak = A†

kAk, therefore, we can write the Hamil-
tonian as:

H =
P 2(0)

2m
+

∑
k

ℏ
(
ωk − kP

m
+

ℏk2

2m

)
A†

kAk

+
∑
k

ℏΩk(Ak +A†
k) +

ℏ2

2m

∑
k,q

kqA†
kA

†
qAqAk.

(S26)
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This reformulated Hamiltonian will form the basis for our
non-perturbative multiphoton theory nonlinear electron-
light interaction. Specifically, in our examples we fo-
cus on spontaneous emission, where the initial state is
an electron with momentum p(0) = mv and field in
the vacuum state |0⟩, which is an eigenstate of P with
P (0) = p(0) = mv. Substituting this into Eq. (S26),
while approximating k ≈ q ≈ k0 in the nonlinear term
(with k0 denoting the momentum recoil felt by the elec-
tron at the phase-matching point), and eliminating the
constant energy term P (0)2/2m, we get an effective Kerr
Hamiltonian:

Heff =
∑
k

ℏ∆kA
†
kAk +

∑
k

ℏΩk(Ak +A†
k) + ℏκN(N − 1),

(S27)

where κ = ℏk20/2m is the effective Kerr nonlinearity,

∆k = ωk − kv +
ℏk2

2m
(S28)

denotes the free-electron–photon detuning and

N =
∑
k

A†
kAk (S29)

is the total excitaion number. Expanding the detuning
around the phase-matching point k0, ω0 up to second or-
der, we find

∆k ≈ (vg − v +
ℏ
m
k0)(k − k0) +

1

2

(
ℏ
m

+ ω′′
)
(k − k0)

2

≈ (vg − v)(k − k0) +
1

2
ω′′(k − k0)

2,

(S30)

where ω′′ = (d2ω/dk2)k=k0
. As in Appendix D, we can

set v ̸= vg and ω′′ → 0 for an intersection point, and
v = vg with ω′′ ̸= 0 for a tangency point.

This Hamiltonian can readily deal with initial states
which are not eigenstates of P . Let’s look at the example
of a Gaussian electron wavepacket cp, centered around
some p0 with momentum uncertainty ∆p, coupled to the
vacuum state. In this case, our initial wavefunction of
the free-electron–photon system, is given by

|ψ⟩ =
∑
p

cp |p⟩ |0⟩ . (S31)

The evolution of a state |p⟩ |0⟩ is given by the above
Hamiltonian, setting P = p. Thus, formally one solves
iℏ∂t |ψ⟩ = HP |ψ⟩ for each momentum state. The evolu-
tion of the state |ψ⟩ is given by a linear superposition of
these individual time evolutions weighted by cp.

We note, however, that the dynamics could be well-
approximated by a Hamiltonian of a single subspace P ,

when certain assumptions are made on the initial electron
wavefunction.

First, an electron momentum uncertainty ∆p can, in
general, cause broadening of the phase-matching band-
width. This introduces an additive detuning such that
∆k → ∆k + kp′/m (where p′ can be of the order of ∆p),
and accordingly an additional detuning phase-mismatch
of the order of (k∆p/m) × (L/2v) (independent of the
type of phase-matching point). If this additional detun-
ing is small enough compared to the nonlinearity and if
the additional phase mismatch is much smaller than π,
we can take P (0) ≈ p0 to a very good approximation,
integrate the Schrödinger equation and convolve the re-
sulting state with the initial electron wavefunction (such
an approach was used to fit theory with experimental
data to a very high level of accuracy [7]). Explicitly, in
terms of electron energy uncertainty ∆E, this condition
reads

∆E

E
≪ min

(
ℏω
2E

, 2β
λ

Lint

)
(S32)

where λ = 2πc/ω is the free space wavelength and β =
v/c.

Second, we must also assume that we operate in the so-
called “particle-like” regime of free-electron–light interac-
tion [37], where the electron’s coherent momentum uncer-
tainty ∆p is much larger than the phase-matching band-
width of the considered supermodes. This ensures that
individual electron momenta do not get highly-entangled
with individual photon momenta within a given super-
mode, as would otherwise occur for plane-waves [75]. In
terms of energy uncertainty, this condition reads as

∆E

E
≫ 2

λdB
Lint

{
1/|1− vg/v| intersection√
Lintv/πω′′ tangency

(S33)

where λdB = h/mv is the de Broglie wavelength of the
electron. The resulting free-electron–photon entangle-
ment is quasi-discrete (as opposed to a continuous entan-
glement between free-electron–photon momentum com-
ponents). Such entanglement manifests as correlations
between an optical excitation (e.g., a supermode centered
around ω0) with n photons, and a corresponding electron
energy loss peak around E − nℏω0 [37].

In the following, we shall assume both conditions
Eq. (S32) and Eq. (S33) hold, which can be readily
achieved in our examples for ∆E ≤ 0.1eV (and even more
so with experimentally-available electron monochroma-
tors [76, 77] allowing energy uncertainties down to tens
of meV). The aforementioned assumptions allow us to
simulate the dynamics through Hamiltonian Eq. (S26),
and, if needed, trace out the electron degrees of freedom
by taking the trace over the discrete electron energy loss
peaks.
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APPENDIX G : SUPERMODE ANALYSIS OF
FREE-ELECTRON–PHOTON NONLINEAR

DYNAMICS

In this Appendix, we derive a supermode theory of our
nonlinear dynamics. Supermodes are typically used to
describe quantum nonlinear dynamics in multimode sys-
tems, such as synchronously-pumped optical parametric
oscillator [78]. We write the Heisenberg equations for Ak

as:

Ȧk = −i∆kAk − 2iκNAk − iΩ∗
k. (S34)

In this equation, the nonlinear term is proportional to the
total excitation number and is therefore invariant upon
unitary transformation on the mode basis. We can thus
choose a supermode basis, represented by wavepacket op-
erators

wn(t) =

∫
dkw̃n(k)e

i∆ktAk(t), (S35)

where the w̃n(k)’s are an orthonormal, complete basis

of wavepackets, such that
∑

n w
†
nwn =

∫
dkA†

kAk = N .
The supermodes satisfy the following dynamics

ẇn = −2iκwn − isn(t) (S36)

with driving terms given by

sn(t) =

∫
dkΩ∗

ke
i∆ktw̃n(k). (S37)

We first consider linear dynamics (κ = 0) over inter-
action time T (with time t ∈ [−T/2, T/2]). At t = T/2,
the field populates a single supermode, denoted as w0,
with wavepacket

w̃0(k) =
ΩkT

|gQ|
sinc

∆kT

2
(S38)

such that wn(T/2) = wn(−T/2) − i|gQ|δn,0, recovering
a known result of the quantum theory of the photon-
induced near field electron microscopy effect, which uses
instead the scattering matrix formalism [1, 4].

In the presence of the nonlinear term κ ̸= 0, the dy-
namics may be described by multiple supermodes or ap-
proach that of a single supermode, depending on the
type of phase-matching point considered. In any case,
in the following we shall consider an orthonormal basis
of wavepackets containing w̃0(k), wherein most of the en-
ergy should still be contained.

The general procedure for finding the supermode basis
{w̃n} is the following: choose an orthonormal basis {ψ̃n},
containing a basis vector ψ̃0 which maximally overlaps
with w̃0 (or that’s identical to it, in which case {w̃n} ≡
{ψ̃n}). If necessary, one can construct {w̃n} from {w̃0}
and {ψ̃n}/{ψ̃0} using a Gram-Schmidt process. Then,

calculate an auxiliary set of driving terms for the {ψ̃n}
basis, given by

s̄n(t) =

∫
dkΩ∗

ke
i∆ktψ̃n(k) (S39)

from which the sources for the dynamics of wn of
Eq. (S35) could be readily inferred via

sn(t) =
∑
m

(ψ̃m|w̃n)s̄m(t), (S40)

where (·|·) denotes inner product between complex func-
tions.
We now outline the different examples, and consider

Ωk = Ω uniform, for simplicity. Whenever needed, we
use the auxiliary Hermite function basis

ψ̃n(k) =
1√

2nn!
√
πσ

e−k2/2σ2

Hn

(
k

σ

)
, (S41)

find the scale σ for which the overlap between ψ̃0(k) and
w̃0(k) is maximal, and proceed according to the proce-
dure above.
Phase-matching to a mode continuum. First, consider

phase-matching to a continuum of modes in a waveguide.
For an intersection point, with linear dispersion ∆k =
δvk (where δv = ve − vg), we find

s̄n(t) =
|gQ|
T

in
√
2σ′√

2nn!
√
π
exp

[
−1

2

(
σ′ 2t

T

)2
]
Hn

(
σ′ 2t

T

)
(S42)

where σ′ = σδvT/2 ≈ 1.4 is the optimal scaling for the
intersection point. In deriving s̄n(t) we used the identity∫ ∞

−∞
dxeixte−x2/2Hn(x) =

√
2πine−t2/2Hn(t). (S43)

For a tangency point, with quadratic dispersion ∆k =
ω′′k2/2, we find

s̄2n(t) =
|gQ|
T

(2n)!√
22n(2n)!n!

√
3

2
σ′

×
exp

[
i(2n+ 1

2 ) arctan(2σ
′2 2t

T )
][

1 + (2σ′2 2t
T )2

] 1
4

,

(S44)

where s̄2n+1(t) = 0, and this time σ′ = σ
√
ω′′T/2 =√√

3/2 ≈ 0.93 is the optimal scaling. In deriving s̄n(t)

we used the identity∫ ∞

−∞
dxe−cx2

H2n(x) =

√
π

c

(2n)!

n!

(
1− c

c

)n

, Re(c) > 0.

(S45)
Phase-matching to a discrete set of cavity modes. Now,

consider the phase matching to a discrete set of cavity
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modes kj = (π/L)j, where L is the cavity length. In
that case, the dispersion is

∆j = δv
π

L
j =

πve
L

(
1− vg

ve

)
j ≡ ∆j, (S46)

and the fundamental supermode is

w̃0(j) =
ΩT

|gQ|
sinc

[(
1− vg

ve

)
π

2
j

]
, (S47)

where we assumed that the electron traverses the full
length of the cavity such that T = L/ve, and introduced
the effective free spectral range (FSR)

∆ =
πve
L

(
1− vg

ve

)
. (S48)

approaching the true FSR for |ve| ≪ |vg|. Next, we con-
sider the special case where

1− vg
ve

= 2m, (S49)

for an integer m other than 0, for which ∆ = 2πm/T and

w̃0(j) =
ΩT

|gQ|
δj,0. (S50)

In that case, our supermode basis {w̃n(j)} coincides with
the cavity mode basis {δj,n} - as it is already a complete
orthonormal basis containing w̃0, and we can readily cal-
culate the driving terms as

sn(t) =
|gQ|
T

exp

(
in

2πm

T
t

)
(S51)

Finally, the nonlinear cavity dynamics can take two lim-
iting forms: when the nonnlinear detuning 2κ is an in-
teger multiple of ∆, after each recoil the electron be-
comes phase-matched to a neighbouring cavity mode, and
thus cascaded phase-matching to different cavity modes
can occur. However, if the detuning 2κ is a half-integer
multiple of ∆, then after a single recoil, the electron is
maximally-detuned from neighbouring modes:

2κ =

{
n∆ cascade

(n+ 1/2)∆ maximal detuning
(S52)

where in the maximally-detuned case, the limits of m≫
1 (or ve ≪ vg) and δNL = 2κT ≫ 2π reduce to the
single-mode Jaynes-Cummings interaction for slow elec-
trons [11]. Both cases are illustrated in Fig. 5 of the main
text.
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