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Free electrons are unique tools to probe and manipulate nanoscale optical fields with emerging
applications in ultrafast spectromicroscopy and quantum metrology. However, advances in this field
are hindered by the small probability associated with the excitation of single optical modes by indi-
vidual free electrons. Here, we theoretically investigate the scaling properties of the electron-driven
excitation probability for a wide variety of optical modes including plasmons in metallic nanostruc-
tures and Mie resonances in dielectric cavities, spanning a broad spectral range that extends from the
ultraviolet to the infrared. The highest probabilities for the direct generation of three-dimensionally
confined modes are observed at low electron and mode energies in small structures, with order-unity
(∼ 100%) coupling demanding the use of < 100 eV electrons interacting with < 1 eV polaritons
confined down to tens of nm. Electronic transitions in artificial atoms also emerge as practical
systems to realize strong coupling to few-eV free electrons. In contrast, conventional dielectric cav-
ities reach a maximum probability in the few-percent range. In addition, we show that waveguide
modes can be generated with higher-than-unity efficiency by phase-matched interaction with grazing
electrons, suggesting an efficient method to create multiple excitations of a localized optical mode
by an individual electron through funneling the so-generated propagating photons into a confining
cavity—an alternative approach to direct electron–cavity interaction. Our work provides a roadmap
to optimize electron–photon coupling with potential applications in electron spectromicroscopy as
well as nonlinear and quantum optics at the nanoscale.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Probing confined optical excitations with nanometer
resolution is important for understanding their micro-
scopic dynamics and properties down to the atomic scale.
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Currently, energy electron-loss spectroscopy (EELS) and
cathodoluminescence (CL) spectroscopy permit studying
photonic nanostructures with an unparalleled combina-
tion of spatial and energy resolution [1–8]. While the
direct emission or absorption of photons by free elec-
trons is forbidden in free space due to energy-momentum
conservation, the near-field associated with confined op-
tical modes provides the necessary momentum to break
such a mismatch, materializing an inelastic interaction.
In EELS, the electron beam (e-beam) couples to both
dark and bright optical modes [9], resulting in a loss of
energy that is recorded using an electron spectrometer.
In CL, one measures the light emission produced by ex-
cited bright modes. However, when the spectral features
associated with optical modes in the EELS and CL sig-
nals are integrated over photon frequency, one generally
finds small excitation probabilities, several orders of mag-
nitude smaller than unity [10–12]. This weak-coupling
regime is advantageous to resolving clean linear spectra,
but it represents a strong limitation when envisioning
applications that require multiple excitations, which are
needed to trigger a nonlinear response and enter the ter-
rain of quantum optics at the nanoscale.

A practical way of increasing the probability of inter-
action per electron is exploited in photon-induced near-
field electron microscopy [13–17] (PINEM)—a form of
stimulated inelastic electron–light scattering (SIELS) in
which strong external light fields are aimed at a specimen
in coincidence with the electron arrival. While EELS
and CL rely on spontaneous excitation processes of pre-
viously unexcited optical modes, PINEM (and SIELS in
general) is dominated by stimulated transitions of modes
that are highly populated through external illumination,
generally resulting in a symmetric set of loss and gain
sidebands in the electron spectrum, with a probability in-
creased by the mode population relative to EELS and CL
[18]. Importantly, when employing external laser light,
the sidebands form a coherent superposition (i.e., a sin-
gle electron wave function consisting of an energy comb)
evolving with different energy-dependent velocities and
eventually resulting in a temporal comb of strongly com-
pressed pulses [16, 19, 20]. SIELS thus enables a wide
degree of control over the free-electron wave function
[21–28]. Remarkably, SIELS holds the promise of achiev-
ing a combined attosecond/sub-nanometer resolution in
time/space [20]. In addition, electron energy-gain spec-
troscopy [18, 29] (EEGS) capitalizes on SIELS to combine
the spatial resolution of free electrons with the energy res-
olution inherited from the spectral precision with which
the laser frequency can be tuned. EEGS has been re-
cently demonstrated to map microring [30] and Mie [31]
optical cavities with µeV energy resolution. However,
SIELS involves the presence of intense optical fields, and
therefore, it does not help us to explore nonlinear and
quantum phenomena at the few-photon level.

Several theoretical works have explored the use of free
electrons to herald the production of single photons [32],
entangled photons [33], and other nonclassical light states

[34–37], while a recent experiment has demonstrated
Fock photon-state generation in optical resonators cor-
related with energy losses of the electron [38]. A large
electron–photon coupling is then required at the single-
electron/single-photon level, which is currently achieved
in such resonators by matching the phases of the elec-
tron excitation current and the light propagating inside
a curved waveguide over an interaction distance of sev-
eral microns [38]. This is the so-called phase-matching
approach [30, 32, 38–40], which provides an alternative
method to couple single electrons to confined modes, as
we discuss below. Fundamental upper bounds for the
maximum electron–mode coupling have been formulated
for these and other geometries [41–43].

In this article, we determine the conditions under
which unity-order coupling is possible between free elec-
trons and optical modes confined in all three spatial di-
rections. We find that low-energy modes (sub-eV) con-
fined down to small structures (tens of nm) can be ex-
cited with high probability (∼ 100%) by low-energy elec-
trons (tens of eV). Suitable systems to support the re-
quired modes are two-dimensional-material nanostruc-
tures made of polaritonic films (e.g., graphene), while
electronic transitions in artificial atoms also emerge as
a plausible platform. We illustrate our results with a
comprehensive exploration of the scaling properties of
EELS and CL probabilities as a function of the size of
the polariton-supporting structure and the electron ve-
locity, translated into simple analytical expressions that
should facilitate the task of designing optimum electron–
cavity configurations. We further present extensive nu-
merical simulations for a wide range of relevant mate-
rials and nanostructure morphologies. This analysis is
supplemented by a discussion of free-electron coupling
to waveguide modes, which we argue to offer a viable ap-
proach to generating multiple excitations in a given three-
dimensionally confined mode by an individual electron
when the so-generated propagating photons are funneled
into a confining optical cavity. Our results support the
use of free electrons as pivotal ingredients to manipulate
confined optical excitations and provide a roadmap to
optimize electron–cavity coupling and reach the sought-
after nonlinear regime triggered by an individual elec-
tron.

II. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In what follows, we present results based on a classi-
cal treatment of the electron as a moving point charge.
Commonly, electron spectra are dominated by coupling
to bosonic excitations in a specimen, for which quantum
theory shows that the associated EELS and CL probabili-
ties follow Poissonian distributions with an average num-
ber of excitations that coincides with the classically cal-
culated probabilities [44–46]. For example, for a bosonic
mode i of energy ℏωi initially prepared in the ground
state, the mode-integrated EELS probability PEELS,i,
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which is calculated from classical theory as shown be-
low, must be interpreted as a Poissonian distribution of
loss features in the EELS spectra at energies nℏωi with
probabilities Pn

EELS,ie
−PEELS,i/n!, where n = 0, · · · ,∞

indexes the Fock state |n⟩ resulting from the interaction
with the electron. EELS and CL measurements typically
reveal small probabilities ≪ 1, so that only the n = 1
state becomes relevant. Here, we investigate certain con-
ditions under which the classical excitation probability
is greater than unity, and therefore, for modes following
bosonic statistics, we need to understand such a probabil-
ity as the average population of a Poissonian distribution.

A. Scaling of the EELS Probability

One of the central quantities analyzed in this work is
the frequency-integrated EELS probability PEELS (i.e.,
the fraction of electrons that lose some energy after inter-
action with a specimen). We assume high electron kinetic
energies (KEs) compared with the excitation energies so
that the electron velocity vector v remains approximately
constant during the interaction (nonrecoil approximation
[9]). We further consider an incoming electron wave func-
tion ψ(r) consisting of a narrow distribution of wave vec-
tors peaked around a central value q0 = mevγ/ℏ, where
γ = 1/

√
1 − β2 and β = v/c. In particular, we are inter-

ested in the probability of exciting an isolated resonance
mode of energy ℏωi, which, upon integration over the
corresponding spectral width (indicated by a subscript i
in the integration symbol), is given by [9, 47]

PEELS,i(v) =
∫

i

dω

∫
d3r |ψ(r)|2ΓEELS(R, v, ω), (1)

where

ΓEELS(R, v, ω) =4αc
∫ ∞

−∞
dz

∫ ∞

−∞
dz′ cos

[
ω

v
(z − z′)

]
× Im{−Gzz(R, z,R, z′, ω)} (2)

is the frequency-resolved EELS probability [9], α ≈ 1/137
is the fine structure constant, and we set v = vẑ without
loss of generality. We explicitly indicate the dependence
on velocity v because this parameter is playing an im-
portant role in the present work. In Eq. (2), the compo-
sition and geometry of the specimen are encapsulated in
the electromagnetic Green tensor G(r, r′, ω), implicitly
defined by the equation

∇ × ∇×G(r, r′, ω) − k2ϵ(r, ω)G(r, r′, ω)

= − 1
c2 δ(r − r′), (3)

where k = ω/c and we restrict our analysis to materials
characterized by a nonmagnetic, isotropic, local permit-
tivity ϵ(r, ω).

We start our discussion by studying the behavior of
the EELS probability when spatially scaling the system
by a dimensionless factor µ (< 1 for compression and
> 1 for expansion). Specifically, we consider two types
of systems:

(i) General structures in the quasistatic limit [3D qua-
sistatic]. Three-dimensional (3D) structures made
of a material described by a complex, frequency-
dependent permittivity ϵ(ω) and supporting res-
onances at optical wavelengths much larger than
their characteristic size D. For these systems, scal-
ing laws can be formulated in the quasistatic regime
(i.e., ωD/c ≪ 1).

(ii) Dielectric cavities [3D dielectrics]. Structures
made of a lossless dielectric material that is char-
acterized by a real, frequency-independent permit-
tivity ϵ. Scaling laws can be established for these
types of systems with full inclusion of retardation
effects.

In structures of type (i), the dependences on opti-
cal frequency and spatial position are decoupled because
of the lack of an absolute length scale. Consequently,
Eq. (3) implies that the Green tensor G̃ associated with
a system in which all distances are scaled by a factor µ
is related to the Green tensor G of the original system
through the equation G̃(r, r′, ω) = µ−3 G(r/µ, r′/µ, ω)
(see Appendix H for a self-contained derivation of this
result). In addition, Eq. (2) for the EELS probability
can be recast into

ΓEELS(R0, v, ω) = e2

πℏv2

∫ ∞

−∞
dz

∫ ∞

−∞
dz′ cos

[ω
v

(z − z′)
]

× Im{−W(R0, z,R0, z
′, ω)} (4)

in terms of the screened interaction W(r, r′, ω), defined
as the electric potential created at r by a unit charge
placed at r′ and oscillating with frequency ω. Equation 4
can readily be derived from Eq. (2) by noticing that the
Green tensor can be approximated as G(r, r′, ω) ≈ ∇r ⊗
∇r′W(r, r′, ω)/4πω2 in this limit (see Appendix H).

In contrast, for structures of type (ii), Eq. (3)
leads to the more general scaling G̃(r, r′, ω) =
µ−1 G(r/µ, r′/µ, µω). These two scaling laws can be di-
rectly applied to the frequency-integrated EELS prob-
ability PEELS,i(R0, v) =

∫
i
dω [dΓEELS(R0, v, ω)/dω],

where the subscript i indicates that we integrate over
the spectral range of a given mode i, we indicate the lat-
eral position R0 under the assumption of a well-focused
electron (i.e., |ψ(r)|2 ≈ δ(R − R0) in Eq. (1)). Indeed,
combining the noted properties of the Green tensor with
Eq. (2), we find
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P̃EELS,i(R0, v) = 1
µ
PEELS,i(R0/µ, v/µ) [3D quasistatic], (5a)

P̃EELS,i(R0, v) = PEELS,i(R0/µ, v) [3D dielectrics], (5b)

where a tilde is used to refer to the scaled system. For dielectrics, Eq. (5b) implies that the electron coupling remains
identical in a structure expanded by a factor µ > 1 as long as the impact parameter R0 is increased by the same
factor. However, when the response of the system depends on frequency, such as in metals and doped semiconductors
in the optical regime (see below), the interaction probability can be indefinitely increased by reducing the size of the
structure (down to the quasistatic regime), provided we also slow down the electron and bring the trajectory closer
to the material.

B. Scaling of the CL Probability

For CL, the process leading to the production of free
light far from the specimen can be separated into two
steps: coupling of the free electron to an excited state
of the structure and subsequent decay to a final state
accompanied by the emission of a photon. Under the
same assumptions as for EELS, the CL emission proba-
bility corresponding to the excitation of a mode i in the
specimen can be written as PCL,i(R0, v) =

∫
i
dω

∫
dΩr̂

[dΓCL(R0, v, ω)/dωdΩr̂], where [9]

dΓCL(R0, v, ω)
dωdΩr̂

= 1
4π2ℏk

|fr̂(R0, ω)|2 (6)

is the angle-resolved probability expressed in
terms of the far-field amplitude fr̂(R0, ω) =
4πieω

∫ ∞
−∞ dz′ Gff(r̂,R0, z

′, ω) · ẑ eiωz′/v and we
use the far-field limit of the Green tensor

lim
kr→∞

G(r, r′, ω) = (eikr/r)Gff(r̂, r′, ω). For struc-
tures of type (ii) (dielectric cavities), the absence of
absorption in the material implies PCL,i = PEELS,i (i.e.,
all energy losses are converted into radiation) and the
scaling expressed in Eq. (5b) applies. In contrast, a
general scaling of PCL,i cannot be obtained for materials
described by a frequency-dependent permittivity, not
even in the small-particle limit: space and frequency
mix due to the finiteness of the speed of light because
the radiative part of the CL emission process involves
a transverse free photon, which only exists when re-
tardation is taken into consideration. Nevertheless,
an interesting relation can still be obtained through a
perturbative analysis based on the Dyson equation for
the Green tensor by adopting the quasistatic approxima-
tion for the response of the structure but incorporating
retardation in its outcoupling to radiation (see details in
Appendix E):

P̃CL,i(R0, v) ≈ µ2 P
(0)
CL,i(R0/µ, v/µ)+µ3 P

(1)
CL,i(R0/µ, v/µ) + · · · [3D quasistatic]. (7)

According to Eq. (7), the CL emission probability in-
creases when simultaneously increasing the size of the
object, the electron velocity, and the impact parameter,
in contrast to the behavior of EELS based on Eq. (5a).

C. Polaritonic Structures in the Quasistatic Limit

Structures of type (i) can sustain optical resonances
when they are made of polariton-supporting materials
(e.g., plasmons in metals [48], phonon-polaritons [49–51],
and excitons [52]). The corresponding mode frequencies
ωi span a wide spectral range extending from the mid-
infrared to the ultraviolet with typical structure sizes D
going from a few nm to ∼ 1µm. We focus on systems
operating in the quasistatic limit (ωiD/c ≪ 1) and con-
sider electrons traveling without crossing any material
boundary. The optical response can then be rigorously

expanded in eignmodes i with associated eigenpotentials
[53, 54] ϕi(r) = ϕ̃i(r/D)/D, where ϕ̃i(u) are dimension-
less, scale-invariant, and material-independent functions
of the scaled coordinates u = r/D (see Eq. (A9) in Ap-
pendix A). Likewise, we define the mode fields Ei(r) =
−∇ϕi(r) = Ẽi(r/D)/D2, also written in terms of dimen-
sionless, scale-invarient vectors Ẽi(u) = −∇uϕ̃i(u). As
shown in detail in Appendix D, the excitation probability
of a mode i can be written as

PEELS,i(R0, v) ≈ α

β
AiFi (φi) [3D quasistatic], (8)

where

Fi(φi) = 1
φi

∣∣∣ ∫ ∞

−∞
duz Ẽi,z(R0/D, uz)e−iφiuz

∣∣∣2
(9a)

is the squared spatial Fourier transform of the mode elec-
tric field along the e-beam direction, taken at a spatial
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FIG. 1. Maximizing plasmon excitation through electron-energy matching. We consider the interaction of free
electrons with the longitudinal dipolar plasmon of silver nanorods. (a) EELS probability experienced by electrons with a
kinetic energy (KE) of 90 keV passing parallel and close to the surface of a silver nanorod (see right inset) for several values of
the rod length D (see color-coordinated labels) and fixed aspect ratio (length-to-diameter) D/2a = 1.5. The electron-surface
separation is 0.075 D. (b) Near-electric-field intensity associated with the longitudinal plasmon mode of the D = 20 nm rod in
(a) (photon energy ℏω1 = 2.97 eV). (c) Field extracted from (a) along the e-beam direction z (dashed line in (b)). (d) Absolute
squared value of the spatial Fourier transform of the field in (c), which depends on KE through the phase φ1 = ω1D/v (upper
horizontal scale), where v is the electron velocity at the KE in the lower horizontal scale. (e) KE dependence of the EELS
probability integrated over the color-coordinated spectra shown in the inset under the conditions of (a) for D = 20 nm.

frequency ωi/v, which permits defining the characteristic
phase

φi = ωiD/v. (9b)

In Eq. (8), the material-dependent constant Ai encapsu-
lates the details of the dielectric function and its deriva-
tive at the mode frequency ωi. We note that Ai is inde-
pendent of size and electron velocity (see Appendix D).
In analogy to the mode fields, the function Fi(φi) only
depends on morphology but not on composition and size.
This function plays a fundamental role in determining the
electron–mode coupling and its maximum determines the
so-called phase-matching condition [55]. In analogy to
the optimum overlap between the oscillations of a pen-
dulum (period 2π/ωi and size D) and the position of a
particle interacting with it (passing with velocity v, see
Fig. 1a, left inset), phase matching is realized under the
condition φi = ωiD/v ∼ π.

The phase-matching concept is illustrated in Fig. 1,

where we explore the coupling probability between an
electron passing parallel and just outside a silver nanorod
(Fig. 1a right inset) and the longitudinal plasmons sup-
ported by the particle. For fixed aspect ratio and electron
energy, the coupling is maximized at an optimum value of
the rod length D (Fig. 1a), while the mode frequency red-
shifts with increasing D due to retardation. To explore
the validity of Eqs. (8) and (9), we consider the mode
field distribution (Fig. 1b) and, in particular, its variation
along the electron trajectory (Fig. 1c). Performing the
Fourier transform in Eq. (9a), we find a profile of Fi(φi)
(Fig. 1d) that matches very well the frequency-integrated
excitation probability (Fig. 1e), whose maximum is in
good agreement with the expected value φi ∼ π.

Equation 8 corroborates the prediction made based on
the quasistatic scaling of Eq. (5): the EELS coupling
probability can be indefinitely increased by lowering the
velocity while maintaining the phase-matching condition
(i.e., the value of φi), such that Fi takes its maximum
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FIG. 2. Scaling of EELS and CL probabilities for silver spheres. (a,b) Analysis of the frequency-integrated EELS
probability (a) and the integrated probability multiplied by β = v/c (b) for one of the electric dipole modes (ℓ = 1, m = 0)
excited by electrons passing grazing to a silver sphere (see inset in (a)). (c) Same as (b), but for an electric quadrupole mode
(ℓ = 2, m = 0). (d-f) Analogous analysis as in (a-c), but for CL. In panels (e) and (f), the probability is multiplied by β−2

and β−4, respectively, with β = v/c. The EELS probability is indicated by a label in (a) for D = 20 nm and a KE of 20 keV.
The maximum CL probability in (d) lies close to the dashed line ωpD/v = 9.8 with ℏωp = 9.17 eV (the Drude bulk frequency
of silver [56]). Gray areas correspond to v ⩾ c.

value. In Fig. 2, we test this observation for a self-
standing silver sphere (see supplementary Fig. 7 for a
gold sphere), calculated from the analytical solution in
terms of Mie scattering for aloof electron excitation [57].
Figure 2a shows that the coupling of a grazing electron
to a dipolar plasmon can reach ∼ 1% for a KE of 20 keV.
Once we are in the quasistatic regime (size-independent
mode frequency ωi), which is reached for a particle di-
ameter D ≲ 50 nm (see Fig. 2b,c), we can increase the
probability by reducing D, although in practice, a limit
is imposed by nonlocal effects that shift and broaden
the plasmon when D is a few nm [58–61] (i.e., not too
large compared with the Fermi wavelength in the metal

∼ 0.5 nm).

As already mentioned in the derivation of Eq. (7), the
outcoupling process leading to CL emission introduces a
dependence on the effective mode size and a quadratic
scaling with the electron velocity. In addition, because
the CL probability (Eq. (6)) is the square of an ampli-
tude expressed as the sum of contributions from multiple
modes, pairwise mode interference can emerge. For sim-
plicity, we focus on modes with a small spectral overlap,
such that any interference disappears, and then, we can
rewrite the contribution of mode i to the CL emission
probability as

PCL,i(R0, v) ≈ β2αBiχi(β, φi) φ3
iFi(φi)[3D quasistatic], (10)

where Fi(φi) and φi are given by Eqs. (9), while χi car-
ries information on the radiative part of the process and
the coefficient Bi only depends on the material permit-
tivity and its derivative at the mode frequency ωi (see
Appendix E for a detailed derivation). Although Eq. (10)
has a similar structure as the coupling probability in
Eq. (8), the presence of the emission function χi renders
the scaling analysis of PCL,i more involved. However,
χi becomes independent of β and φi for small particles
(see Eq. (E6) in Appendix E), so that the CL probabil-

ity vanishes as ∝ β2 with decreasing electron velocity.
Therefore, in contrast to the EELS probability, which
is favored by small velocities under phase-matching con-
ditions, the maximum of CL emission must lie at some
finite value of β.

Considering again silver nanospheres, PCL,i for i corre-
sponding to the electric (ℓ = 1) m = 0 electric dipole ex-
hibits an absolute maximum value of ∼ 0.2% at β ≈ 0.39
(≈ 44 keV) and D ≈ 82 nm (Fig. 2d). In addition,
Fig. 2e,f corroborates the different behavior of the CL
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emission with electron velocity for different modes: PCL,i

scales as β2 for the dipole and β4 for the quadrupole.
Mode symmetry is therefore a critical aspect in the opti-
mization of CL, and as a general rule, faster electrons in-
teract more efficiently with more delocalized excitations.

D. Dielectric Cavities

For specimens of type (ii) (lossless dispersionless per-
mittivity ϵ), neglecting radiative losses, one can also de-
fine a normalized field [62] Ei(r) = Ẽi(r/D)/D3/2 for
each mode i in terms of material- and size-independent
functions Ẽi(u) of the scaled coordinate u = r/D, while
the mode frequency scales as ωi ∝ 1/D with size (see
Appendices C and I for details). Calculating the spatial
Fourier transform of the field and the mode phase as pre-
scribed by Eqs. (9), the excitation probability is found to
satisfy the scaling

PEELS/CL,i(R0, v) ≈ 2πα
β
Fi(φi) [3D dielectrics]. (11)

A rigorous description including radiative losses requires
a proper treatment of the excited modes as resonances
(e.g., through quasinormal modes [63–66]), which should
produce just small corrections for high-quality resonances
as those considered below. Equation (11) can also be de-
rived by inserting the mode decomposition of the Green
tensor (Eq. (C3) in Appendix C) into Eq. (2), separating
the contribution of a single mode i, and integrating over
frequency.

We start our discussion by considering an e-beam
traversing a cylindrical dielectric cavity (permittivity ϵ,
radius a, lengthD, see inset in Fig. 3a) along the axis. Al-
though this model system has mainly academic interest,
it captures the general characteristics of dielectric cavities
as well as their interaction with fast electrons, so we hope
that it can help in general when investigating any type
of cavities in which light is trapped in the form of stand-
ing waves bouncing at the boundaries (in contrast to, for
example, small plasmonic cavities, where the response of
the material provides the leading trapping mechanism).
In this system, Eq. (11) is exact. For simplicity, we as-
sume the dielectric to be coated by a perfect electric con-
ductor. Then, the dependence on geometry enters only
through the aspect ratio D/a. The cavity supports trans-
verse electric and magnetic (TE and TM) modes, but
only the latter have a nonzero electric field component
along the e-beam and can therefore be excited. Modes
are further indexed by longitudinal, azimuthal, and radial
numbers n, m, and k, respectively. For the axial trajec-
tory under consideration, onlym = 0 modes couple to the
electron. We focus in particular on the n = 2 and k = 1
TM mode (i.e., TM201). The corresponding function
Fi = F201 entering Eq. (11) admits a closed-form analyt-
ical expression (Eq. (J3) in Appendix J), while the mode
frequency reduces to ω201 = (c/D

√
ϵ)

√
(z1D/a)2 + 4π2,

where z1 ≈ 2.405 is the first zero of the J0 Bessel func-
tion.

We find that Fnmk increases with the square of the
aspect ratio D/a and presents an absolute maximum
at φnmk ≈ nπ as a function of the coupling phase,
signaling the phase-matching condition for this system
(see Fig. 3a). Moving along the phase-matching curve
requires changing the permittivity while modifying the
cylinder aspect ratio (dashed curve in Fig. 3b). Upon in-
spection of Eq. (J3) in Appendix D, we find that the
excitation probability scales as Pnmk ∝ D/(a

√
ϵ) for

D/a ≫ nπ, thus producing stronger coupling for large
aspect ratios, in agreement with Fig. 3b, where we ob-
serve moderate probabilities (P201 ∼ 3%) even for ul-
trarelativistic electrons (∼ 300 keV), high permittivities
(ϵ ∼ 100), and extreme aspect ratios (D/a ∼ 25).

A paradigmatic configuration consists of an electron
passing grazingly to a self-standing dielectric sphere (di-
ameter D, permittivity ϵ) supporting Mie resonances
(see Appendix G). The EELS probability can be cal-
culated analytically using closed-form expressions de-
rived from Mie theory [9, 57]. For illustration, we
consider electric dipolar modes (ℓ = 1) with ei-
ther m = 0 or 1 azimuthal symmetry, whose asso-
ciated electric fields are plotted in Fig. 3e,f. The
EELS probability is then given by ΓEELS(R0, v, ω) =
(3αgm/πωβ

4γ4)K2
m(ωR0/vγ)Im{tE1 (ω)} with R0 = D/2

(grazing incidence), where Km are modified Bessel func-
tions, tE1 (ω) is the electric dipole scattering coefficient
[57], g0 = 2, and g1 = γ2. (See supplementary Fig. 9
for a comprehensive study of excitation probabilities of
modes with different symmetries.) Like in the cylinder,
the resonant frequency decreases with increasing permit-
tivity and cavity size (see EELS spectra in Fig. 3c,d).
This behavior is consistent with the high-permittivity fre-
quency scaling ωi ∝ c/2

√
ϵD (see supplementary Fig. 8a),

suggesting that the optimization of the coupling proba-
bility based on phase-matching arguments could benefit
from using materials with high permittivities combined
with slow electrons. However, this approach is incom-
patible with the observed reduction in the spectrally in-
tegrated loss function IE

1 =
∫

i
dω Im{tE1 (ω)}/ωi ∝ 1/ϵ2

as ϵ increases (see supplementary Fig. 8b). Instead, we
should consider phase-matching with cavities of moder-
ate permittivity and using large electron velocities (see
supplementary Fig. 9, where relativistic corrections are
observed to contribute favorably). For example, we find
an optimum coupling of ∼ 0.1% for ϵ = 15 and β > 0.8
in the spheres of Figs. 3h and S3.

In summary, the scaling PEELS,i ∝ Fi(φi)/β for dielec-
tric structures suggests that optimization of the coupling
to electrons can be pursued by playing with the shape of
the cavity while adjusting the size and the electron veloc-
ity such that the phase φi is kept constant at a value that
satisfies the geometry-dependent phase-matching condi-
tion. In addition, we note that increasing ϵ to control the
effective mode size leads in general to a reduction in the
coupling, unless the electron–cavity interaction time can
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FIG. 3. Electron coupling to dielectric optical cavities. (a,b) Coupling to a model cylindrical cavity (radius a, length D)
coated by a perfect metal and filled with a material of permittivity ϵ (see inset in (a)). The electron is traversing the cavity with
velocity v along the axis. Panel (a) shows the squared spatial Fourier transform of the TM201 mode field (F201) along the axis
as a function of the electron-velocity- and shape-dependent phase defined by φ201 = ω̃201/ϵ1/2β with ω̃201 =

√
(z1D/a)2 + 4π2,

where z1 is the first zero of the Bessel function J0. The mode excitation probability P201 is proportional to F201 (Eq. (11)).
Panel (b) shows the normalized probability ϵ1/2P201 as a function of aspect ratio a/D and

√
ϵβ =

√
ϵv/c (the electron velocity

normalized to the speed of light in thein the dielectric). The phase-matching condition φ201 = 2π signals the probability
maximum (dashed curve). (c-h) Excitation of a dielectric Mie sphere by a grazing electron. Panels (c,d) show the contribution
of two electric dipolar modes (ℓ = 1 with azimuthal symmetries m = 0 and 1) to the EELS spectra for different values of the
particle diameter D and permittivity ϵ. Panels (e,f) present maps of the mode electric field amplitude (component along the
e-beam direction z) for D = 180 nm and ϵ = 30. Panel (g) represents the field as a function of position along the trajectory
(dashed lines in (e,f)). Panel (h) compares the mode excitation probability (i.e., the frequency-integrated EELS) to the spatial
Fourier transform of the field for ϵ = 15 (red and green curves) and ϵ = 30 (purple and blue curves, same conditions as in (g)).

be increased by changing the morphology of the structure
(e.g., in an elongated cylinder), although this strategy is
limited in practice by the maximum currently available
permittivities ϵ ∼ 20 at near-infrared/visible frequencies
[67].

E. Coupling to 2D Structures

Two-dimensional (2D) materials have become a rele-
vant ingredient in nanophotonics because of their robust-
ness, flexible integration, large tunability through elec-
trical gating, and extraordinary optical properties that
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include a plethora of long-lived polaritons in van der
Waals materials [68] such as plasmons in graphene [69–
71], phonon-polaritons in hexagonal boron nitride [49]
(hBN) and α-MoO3 [50, 51], and excitons in transition-
metal dichalcogenides [52] (TMDs), as well as plasmons
in atomically thin noble metal nanostructures [72, 73].
The scaling properties of 2D nanostructures are different
from those of 3D particles, as one is interested in main-
taining a constant thickness d while varying the lateral
size D. In addition, the mode frequencies of atomically
thin structures are generally small, so they can be de-
scribed in the quasistatic limit.

The zero-thickness approximation (ZTA) is commonly
employed to reliably describe 2D materials assuming
d → 0 and using a 2D conductivity σ(ω). This ap-
proach renders similar results as those obtained for films
of finite thickness d ≪ D described through a permittiv-
ity ϵ(ω) ≈ 4πiσ(ω)/ωd [70]. Polaritons in 2D materials
are generally well-described in terms of local, frequency-
dependent conductivities of the form

σ(ω) = ie2

ℏ
ωD

ω − ωg + iγ
, (12)

with three parameters defined as a Drude weight ωD,
an intrinsic-resonance frequency ωg, and a phenomeno-
logical inelastic damping rate γ. Typical values for
these parameters are provided in Table I for materi-
als of interest (graphene, hBN, a TMD, and N layers
of Ag(111)). Adopting a 2D quasistatic mode expan-
sion, we find morphology-dependent mode frequencies ωi

prescribed by characteristic scale-invariant eigenvalues ηi

through the condition [45, 70] iσ(ωi)/ωi = Dηi (see Ap-
pendix B). Plugging Eq. (12) into this expression, we find

ωi ≈ ωg/2 +
√
ω2

g/4 − e2ωD/ℏηiD − iγ/2, (13)

which contains a common imaginary part (i.e., equal
mode decay rate independent of size and morphology).
Under the assumption of long-lived polaritons, we ne-
glect mode damping in what follows and only retain the
real part of ωi.

When the structure size is scaled by a factor µ, us-
ing Eq. (4) in combination with Eq. (F2), we find that
the scaling properties of the EELS and CL probabilities
follow the same relations as in Eqs. (5a) and (7), re-
spectively, but modified to accommodate a change in the
surface conductivity according to

P̃EELS,i(R0, v, σ) = 1
µ
PEELS,i(R0/µ, v/µ, σ/µ) [2D quasistatic],

P̃CL,i(R0, v, σ) ≈ µ2 P
(0)
CL,i(R0/µ, v/µ, σ/µ) + µ3 P

(1)
CL,i(R0/µ, v/µ, σ/µ) + · · · [2D quasistatic]

(see Appendix F for details).
Using the noted quasistatic mode expansion, the probability in Eq. (2) leads to (see Appendix F)

PEELS,i(R0, v) ≈ α2

β2
ωD

2|ηi|ωi

1
φi
Fi (φi) [2D quasistatic], (14)

where Fi(φi) and φi are again given by Eqs. (9). Com-
parison between Eqs. (8) and (14) reveals that the di-
mensionality of the system radically affects its coupling
to free electrons: in 2D nanostructures, PEELS,i ∝ 1/β2;
in contrast, the scaling goes like 1/β in 3D systems. An-
other important consequence of Eq. (14) relates to the
behavior of ωi when modifying the particle size D (see
Eq. (13)): in materials with ωg = 0 such as graphene,
ωi ∝ 1/

√
D guarantees a coupling maximization through

a combined reduction of size D and electron velocity β
(see below). In the presence of an intrinsic material reso-
nance (ωg ̸= 0), the behavior of PEELS closely resembles
the one of a 3D system because any variation of ωi with
size can be neglected as long as D|ηi| ≫ e2ωD/ℏω2

g (e.g.,
for D|ηi| ≫ 0.04 nm in WS2, see Table I). This condition
is always met in the configurations explored in this work.

We illustrate the predictions of Eq. (14) by consider-
ing a 2D self-standing nanodisk of diameter D excited

by an electron passing either parallel or perpendicular
to the surface (see inset in Fig. 4a). We focus on the
lowest-order dipole mode with m = 1 azimuthal sym-
metry, corresponding to an eigenvalue ηm=1 = −0.0731
and an associated charge density σm=1(R) ∝

∼
(R/D)

[
1 +

e−5(1−2R/D)/
(

4
√

1 − 2R/D
) ]

cosφR for R = (x, y) in
the disk (see ref 75). From σm=1(R), we obtain the
mode field Ẽm=1(u) (see Appendix B), and in turn,
using Eq. (9a), the Fm=1(φm=1) coefficient that enters
Eq. (14). We find that Fm=1(φm=1) (see Fig. 4a) dis-
plays an absolute maximum around φm=1 ≈ 4 for the
parallel trajectory (solid red curve) as well as an oscil-
latory behavior produced by spatial modulation of the
charge density around the disk, whereas Fm=1(φm=1) de-
creases monotonically with phase for the perpendicular
e-beam (dashed red curve). Applying these functions to
compute the corresponding EELS spectra, we obtain the
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Material Drude weight ℏ𝝎𝑫 Intrinsic resonance ℏ𝝎𝒈 Inelastic damping ℏ𝜸

Graphene 𝐸#/𝜋 0 1.6 (meV)

hBN 0.5 (meV) 170 (meV) 1.8 (meV)

WS2 100 (meV) 2 (eV) 42 (meV)

Ag(111) films 1.09N (eV) 0 21 (meV)

TABLE I. Parameters used to compute the 2D conductivity σ(ω) = (ie2/ℏ) ωD/(ω − ωg − iγ) (Eq. (12)) in the calculations
of the coupling probabilities of Fig. 4 as well as for Ag(111) in Fig. 10. We focus on plasmons in graphene doped to a Fermi
energy EF , the LO phonon of hBN (data from ref 74), the A exciton of monolayer WS2 (ref 52), and plasmons in Ag(111)
films consisting of N atomic planes, where[72] ωD = ℏω2

pNdz/4πe2 involves the bulk plasmon energy[56] ℏωp = 9.17 eV and
the atomic-layer spacing dz ≈ 0.236 nm. Gold films share these parameters, but the damping changes to [56] 71 meV.

results presented in Fig. 4b for graphene nanodisks of
different sizes doped to a Fermi energy EF = 0.4 eV.
We then integrate the spectra over the observed peaks
to calculate the mode excitation probabilities presented
in Fig. 4c,f as a function of electron kinetic energy and
scaled size. Upon inspection of the analytical expressions
for the excitation probability Pm=1, we corroborate that
it depends on Fermi energy and size only through the di-
mensionless parameter EFD/e

2 in this material [45]. We
also perform a similar analysis for hBN (Fig. 4d,g) and
WS2 (Fig. 4c,f) disks using the conductivity parameters
listed in Table I (see also results for ultrathin Ag(111)
nanodisks in supplementary Fig. 10). Among these ma-
terials, graphene stands out for its ability to provide very
high electron–sample coupling probabilities (∼ 60% for
100 eV parallel electrons, a diameter D ∼ 73 nm, and
a Fermi energy EF = 0.4 eV). This needs to be com-
pared to the maxima of ∼ 26% and ∼ 4% observed
in hBN and WS2 disks, respectively, for D = 10 nm.
We attribute this advantage of graphene to its scaling
φm=1 ∝

√
D, in contrast to materials hosting intrinsic

resonances, which exhibit a φm=1 ∝ D behavior. In con-
sequence, small graphene disks excited by electrons with
low velocities undergo high excitation probabilities that
cannot be reached with the other two materials.

The frequency-integrated CL probability associated
with 2D systems is obtained by following a similar proce-
dure as used to derive Eq. (10). We find PCL,i(R0, v) ≈
(α5/β2)CiχiFi(φi)/φi (see Eq. (F1) in Appendix F),
where the coefficient Ci = ω4

D/8πη2
i γωi[(ωi − ωg)2 + γ2]

is weakly dependent on D, while the phase φi is still
given by Eq. (9b). Interestingly, since the emission pro-
cess involves the particle surface rather than the volume,
the scaling of the CL emission intensity significantly de-
parts from the one observed in 3D particles (∝ β2 in the
small-particle limit, see Eq. (10)).

F. Free-Electron Coupling to Atomic-Like
Excitations

The observation of single-atom electronic transitions
in the optical regime has remained a challenge in elec-

tron microscopy. In a relevant study, the modifications
produced in the plasmonic response by the presence of
atomic defects have been monitored through EELS in
nanomaterials [76], while CL emission from defects in
nanodiamonds has also been resolved [77]. The atomic-
like excitations supported by quantum dots [78], excitons
in semiconductors [52, 79], and defects in TMDs [80] are
promising candidates for probing the interaction at the
single-electron level, so we are interested in finding the
optimum excitation probability in these types of systems.
To this end, we explore a simple model consisting of a sin-
gle electron bound to an effective Coulomb potential in
an initial s orbital ψs(r) = e−r/D/

√
D3π, and study the

transition to a p orbital ψp(r) = (r · n̂)e−r/2D/
√

(2D)5π
(oriented along the direction of a unit vector n̂ either par-
allel or perpendicular to v, see Fig. 5a) induced by the
passage of a free electron moving with velocity v = vẑ
and impact parameter R0 relative to the Coulomb sin-
gularity. The size of the atomic-like states is defined by
D, which also determines the transition energy ℏωsp =
3ℏ2/(8meD

2) (see Appendix K).
In analogy to the previously studied systems, we ex-

press the excitation probability in terms of a retarded
electric field produced by the bound-electron current
when transitioning from the ground state to the excited
state. The spatial profile of that electric field is cap-
tured by a dimensionless vector field Ẽsp(r/D) (see Ap-
pendix K) that allows us to write the excitation proba-
bility as

Psp(R0, v) = α2

β2
1
φsp

Fsp(φsp), (15)

where Fsp(φsp) is given by Eq. (9a) (see Eq. (K3)
for an explicit expression) and depends on the phase
φsp = ωspD/v (see detailed derivation in Appendix K).
As in the nanoparticles discussed above, we note again
that Fsp(φsp) is the squared Fourier transform of the
scaled transition field. In the quasistatic limit, the field
Ẽsp(r/D) becomes independent of the size of the orbital
D, which enters only via the phase φsp ∝ 1/D. We find
that Psp is maximized for R0/D ∼ 1.4 when the electron
moves perpendicular to n̂, whereas it saturates to a fi-
nite value as R0 → 0 when v ∥ n̂ (see Fig. 5b). Because
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FIG. 4. Electron coupling to 2D nanodisks. (a) Dimensionless scaling function Fm=1 (see Eq. (14)) for an electron passing
parallel (solid curve) or perpendicular (dashed curve) to a nanodisk of diameter D supporting a mode with azimuthal number
m = 1 and frequency ωm=1. The normalized impact parameter is z/D = 0.05 for the parallel trajectory and x/D = 0.05 for
the perpendicular one (see inset). (b) Energy-loss spectra for a 100 eV electron moving parallel (solid curves) or perpendicular
(dashed curves) to a graphene nanodisk doped to a Fermi energy EF = 0.4 eV for different disk sizes (see color-matched labels).
(c,f) Frequency-integrated probability in graphene nanodisks as a function of electron KE and the dimensionless parameter
(EF D/e2)1/2. Dashes lines indicate a KE of 100 eV and black dots signal the maximum coupling probability at such energy.
(d,g) Same as (e,h), but for hBN nanodisks as a function of D and φm=1 ≡ ωm=1D/v. (e,h) Same as (d,g), but for WS2
nanodisks. Panels (c-e) and (f-h) correspond to the parallel and perpendicular electron trajectories, respectively (see inset in
(a)).

ωsp ∝ 1/D2, Eq. (15) prescribes that Psp only depends
on β = v/c and the orbital size D. We can thus present
universal plots for the excitation probability (Fig. 5d,e),
revealing values as high as ∼ 15% for 10 eV electrons
and D ∼ 1.5 nm in the perpendicular orientation (see
Fig. 5d).

In the long-distance limit (R0 ≫ D), the electron
only sees a dipolar transition similar to those in metal
spheres. This regime is already approached for R0/D ≳
6 (Fig. 5b,c). Because the transition dipole scales
as d ∝ D and the excitation probability as Psp ∝
d2ω2

spK
2
m(ωspR0/vγ) with m = 0/1 for n̂ oriented par-
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FIG. 5. Electron-induced atomic-like s-p transition. (a) Illustration of a bound-electron transition from an s orbital of
size D to a p orbital triggered by the interaction with a free electron passing at a distance R0 from the origin of such orbitals.
We consider final p orbitals oriented either perpendicularly or parallel to the electron trajectory (upper and lower sketches,
respectively). (b,c) Excitation probability (from s to p) as a function of the scaled impact parameter R0/D for p orbitals with
perpendicular (b) or parallel (c) orientations. Dashed and solid curves are obtained for two different orbital sizes, curve colors
refer to different electron velocities β = v/c (see labels), and the R0 ≫ D limit is also shown for v/c = 0.01. (d,e) Excitation
probability under the same conditions as in (b,c) as a function of electron velocity/energy (lower/upper horizontal scales) and
orbital size for R0 = D. Dashed vertical lines indicate an electron KE of 10 eV, while black dots signal the maximum coupling
probability at such energy.

allel/perpendicular to v (see a detailed expression in
Appendix K), the perpendicular orientation produces a
larger coupling (cf. Figs. 5d and 5e). Furthermore,
under the expected condition that the size of the sys-
tem is small compared to the transition wavelength (i.e.,
ωspD/c ≪ 1), Psp becomes approximately independent
of ωsp and scales with the size of the system as D2 if
R0 ≫ D.

G. Excitation of Waveguide Modes

We conclude by discussing how waveguide modes con-
fined in one or two spatial dimensions can be efficiently
excited by electrons moving parallel to the propagation
direction under phase-matching conditions [30, 32, 38–
40]. In the nonrecoil approximation, assuming a struc-

ture with translational invariance along the e-beam direc-
tion, electrons are capable of exciting modes that have
a longitudinal wave vector k∥ and frequency ω within
the ω = k∥v line determined by the electron velocity v
[9]. Waveguide modes can thus be excited when this line
crosses their dispersion relation ω = ωk∥ at a point with
wave vector k∥ = kc, as illustrated in Fig. 6a. We limit
our analysis to one-dimensional (1D) waveguides, where
the generated modes are easier to collect. This configura-
tion was suggested as a basis to generate single photons
heralded by electron energy losses [32] and demonstrated
in a recent experiment [38].

We find it convenient to define an excitation probabil-
ity per unit of electron path length dPEELS/dz, which is
derived in Appendix L starting from Eq. (11) and can be
expressed as

dPEELS(R0)
dz

= 2παc
ωkc

(1 − vkc
/v)

∣∣Ekc,z(R0)
∣∣2 [1D waveguide], (16)

where ωkc
and vkc

= ∂ωkc
/∂kc are the frequency and

group velocity of the phase-matching mode with parallel
wave vector k∥ = kc, and Ekc

(R0) is the correspond-

ing mode field evaluated at the transverse position of the
e-beam R0. For waveguides made of a lossless, nondis-
persive material, the field satisfies the normalization con-
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FIG. 6. Excitation of waveguide modes by free electrons. (a) An electron moving parallel to the waveguide can
efficiently excite guided modes when the phase-matching line ω = k∥v (red), which relates the in-plane wave vector k∥ and
frequency ω that the electron can transfer, crosses the mode dispersion relation of the waveguide (dark blue) at a wave vector
k∥ = kc. The uncertainty in the parallel electron velocity v (e.g., through the velocity spread ∆v of the e-beam) translates into
a finite width ∆ω of the generated optical spectrum. (b) The excitation probability reaches values of a few percent per micron
of electron path length for metallic and dielectric waveguides with commonly used dimensions, here illustrated for gold, silver,
and silicon waveguides with rectangular cross sections, as indicated in the inset. We show the corresponding loss spectra and
the mode-integrated probabilities (in parentheses). Waveguide edges are rounded with a radius of curvature of 10 nm. The
electron is passing 1 nm away from the surface at the position indicated by the dot in the inset. We take ϵ = 12 + 0.1 i for Si
and ϵ(ω) from ref 56 for the metals. (c) Large interaction lengths can be realized in curved waveguides matching the profile of
a Gaussian e-beam. The penetration distance λ⊥ of the waveguide mode amplitude outside the surface relative to the e-beam
waist W0 determines the effective interaction length Leff . (d) In a simpler configuration, a broad e-beam can be specularly
reflected at the surface of a planar waveguide upon incidence with a glancing angle θ0 ≪ 1, thus defining an effective interaction
length Leff ≈ λ⊥/θ0. (e) The so-generated waveguide modes can be efficiently coupled to localized excitations using integrated
optics schemes.

dition
∫
d2R ϵ(R)|Ekc

(R)|2 = 1, with ϵ(R) = 1 outside
the waveguide and equal to the material permittivity in-
side it; then, the factor

∣∣Ekc,z(R0)
∣∣2 in Eq. (16) scales

as 1/µ2 when the cross section of the waveguide and
R0 are both enlarged by a factor µ, and therefore, the
loss rate in the scaled system (dP̃EELS/dz) is related to
the original one (dPEELS/dz) through dP̃EELS(R0)/dz =
µ−2dPEELS(R0/µ)/dz. For waveguides with a dispersive
permittivity, mode normalization involves contributions
from magnetic and electric terms [81], generally lead-
ing to a more complex scaling behavior. Nevertheless,
in plasmonic waveguides with highly confined modes,
the electric component dominates and one can use the
above normalization condition with ϵ(R) replaced by
∂[ωϵ(R, ω)]/∂ω (evaluated at ω = ωkc

), so that the scal-
ing with µ remains the same as for dielectric waveguides.

Figure 6b shows examples of the excitation of plas-
mons in gold and silver waveguides as well as propa-
gating optical modes in silicon waveguides using graz-
ingly incident 200 keV electrons. We consider rectan-
gular waveguides with dimensions that are feasible us-
ing currently available nanofabrication techniques. The
excitation probability dPEELS/dz, normalized per unit
of electron path length and integrated over the spec-
tral peak of the mode, lies in the range of a few per-

cent per micron. Over the entire electron trajectory,
the total excitation probability is then given by this
quantity multiplied by the effective electron interaction
length Leff . In these calculations, we place the electron
very close to the material surface (electron–surface dis-
tance x = 1 nm), but analogous results are obtained
at larger distances x, for which the probability is re-
duced by a factor e−2x/λ⊥ , where λ⊥ is the charac-
teristic penetration length of the mode field amplitude
into the surrounding vacuum (i.e., the impact-parameter-
dependent excitation probability can be approximated as
dPEELS(x)/dz ≈ e−2x/λ⊥ × [dPEELS(0)/dz]). For exam-
ple, one finds λ⊥ = 1/

√
k2

∥ − ω2/c2 for the fundamental
band in a cylindrical waveguide with m = 0 azimuthal
symmetry, while we have λ⊥ ≈ 150 nm in the leftmost
mode of the silicon waveguide considered in Fig. 6b (see
supplementary Fig. 11).

In practice, one can use Gaussian e-beams running
nearly parallel to the waveguide. For an e-beam with
1D Gaussian profile in the xz plane and translational in-
variance along y, the electron probability density can be
written as |ψ(x, z)|2 =

[
(2/π)1/2/w(z)

]
e−2[x/w(z)]2 with

width w(z) = W0
√

1 + (zλe/πW 2
0 )2 that evolves along

the e-beam longitudinal direction z as determined by the



14

electron wavelength λe (e.g., 2.5 pm at 200 keV) and the
width W0 at the waist (≈ λe/πNA for typical numer-
ical apertures NA≲ 0.02). The waveguide can be bent
with a matching Gaussian curvature (i.e., a surface profile
x = −ξw(z), which blocks a fraction [1 − erf(ξ

√
2)]/2 of

the electrons, for example, 1% for ξ = 1.16). This strat-
egy should allow us to increase the interaction length,
as illustrated in Fig. 6c. We now recall that the exci-
tation probability is the inelastic average of the e-beam
loss rate weighted with the electron density across the
transverse profile [9, 47] (see Eq. (1)). For the sake of
this discussion, the excitation probability can then be
written as

∫
dx |ψ(x, z)|2 [dPEELS(x)/dz]. Assuming an

adiabatic evolution of the e-beam profile along z and
noticing that the electron velocity is nearly parallel to
the surface at all times and positions, the resulting exci-
tation probability becomes Leff × [dPEELS(0)/dz], where
Leff =

∫
dz

∫ ∞
0 dx |ψ[x − ξw(z), z]|2 e−2x/λ⊥ . For large

|z| ≫ W 2
0 /λe, we have w(z) ≈ |z|λe/πW0, so the elec-

tron density scales as |ψ[x− ξw(z), z]|2 ∝ 1/|z| near the
surface, and the z integral diverges logarithmically with
the length ∆z of the curved surface. This divergence in-
dicates that Leff can take large values, which should be
physically limited by inelastic interactions and diffrac-
tion due to the presence of the surface. As an example
involving conservative parameters, we take 200 keV elec-
trons and W0 = 10 nm, so that the z-dependent e-beam
diameter becomes w(z) = 10 nm ×

√
1 + [z/(125µm)]2,

which, combined with dPEELS(0)/dz ≈ 0.02/µm for the
silicon waveguide in Fig. 6b, should enable the excitation
of many quanta per electron for an interaction length
Leff = ∆z ∼ 200µm over which the e-beam width w(z)
increases to ∼ 20 nm.

A simpler configuration consists in reflecting the elec-
tron with a small glancing angle θ0 ≪ 1 on a straight-line
waveguide (Fig. 6d). Assuming again an exponential de-
cay of the mode outside the waveguide and considering
an adiabatic evolution of the interaction with probabil-
ity dPEELS(x)/dz per unit of electron path length, as
obtained for a classical point electron moving parallel
to the waveguide, we calculate an effective interaction
length Leff ≈ 2λ⊥/θ0. For example, for θ0 = 1 mrad,
assuming the above parameters for the leftmost silicon
mode in Fig. 6b, we find Leff ≈ 300µm and PEELS ≈ 6.
For such low θ0, the out-of-plane electron kinetic energy
is small compared with the potential inside the material,
and thus, we anticipate nearly perfect electron reflection.
Incidentally, the attraction exerted by image charges and
currents should be taken into consideration for a reliable
description of the electron trajectory, imposing a mini-
mum θ0.

If the mode dispersion can be tailored such that it
is tangent to the electron line ω = k∥v (i.e., a mode
dispersion containing one point in which the phase and
group velocities are the same, and the electron veloc-
ity is tuned to match them), a stronger interaction is
expected, changing the coupling scaling with the effec-
tive interaction length to a higher power of Leff [82].

In general, we can consider a mode dispersion behavior
ωk∥ ≈ k∥v+ζ(k∥ −kc)n near the matching point k∥ = kc,
which corresponds to a regular crossing with ζ = vkc

− v
for n = 1, producing PEELS ∝ Leff (see above); an inflec-
tion point as considered in ref 82 for n = 2, which leads
to PEELS ∝ L

3/2
eff ; or an even smoother tangent point for

n > 2. As shown in Methods, the coupling probability
becomes

PEELS = L
2−1/n
eff

Snα

βkc

(
2v/ζ

)1/n |Ekc,z(R0)|2 (17)

with Sn = (2/n)
∫ ∞

0 dθ θ1/n−3 sin2 θ (in particular,
S1 = π and, using eq 3.762-1 of ref 83, Sn =
(22−1/n/n)Γ(1/n) cos(π/2n)/[(1−1/n)(2−1/n)] for n >
1). We have a scaling PEELS ∝ L

2−1/n
eff that starts at

∝ Leff for n = 1 and approaches ∝ L2
eff for high n.

These configurations for generating multiple photons
per electron in a waveguide mode can be combined with
light-optics schemes to couple them to localized excita-
tions (Fig. 6e), such as those of single molecules [84, 85].
This approach could exceed the efficiency of direct e-
beam coupling to localized modes discussed in previous
sections as a route to deterministically entangle single
photons and excitations in single molecules. Rather than
relying on the direct interaction of the e-beam with a 3D-
confined optical mode, one could instead generate mul-
tiple waveguided photons per electron, which are then
funneled into localized excitations in an integrated-optics
setup. We renounce leveraging the excellent spatial res-
olution of e-beams for mapping the targeted excitation
modes, and instead, use such resolution to couple effi-
ciently to waveguides and subsequently populate a lo-
calized excitation, whose correlation with the energy loss
experienced by the electron should depend on the fidelity
of the waveguide–localized-mode coupling scheme.

A relevant question concerns the degree of coherence
of the generated waveguided photons, which has two in-
terrelated aspects: the temporal coherence of different
photons created by a single electron and the spectral
coherence at the single-photon level. Temporal coher-
ence requires the electron wavepacket to have a small
duration compared with the optical period of the emit-
ted light [86], and therefore, unless attosecond electron
pulses are employed, different emitted photons have ran-
dom relative phases. Spectral coherence refers to the
phase associated with different frequency components of
the emitted light, and whether we can identify individual
photons consisting of the superposition of different col-
ors with well-defined relative phases. For a given impact
parameter (i.e., a specific electron–waveguide distance),
the generated waveguide field contains a finite range of
frequencies, with a spectral width ∆ω that depends on
the group velocity of the waveguide mode (i.e., the dif-
ference in slopes of the electron line and the mode dis-
persion, see Fig. 6a). This spectral width is acquired due
to the finite time of electron–waveguide interaction and
the spread in incident electron velocities among other
factors. The frequency superposition can be regarded
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as coherent if ℏ∆ω is small compared with the energy
spread of the incident electron wave function, as oth-
erwise different spectral regions of the generated light
would be associated with discernable energy losses in the
electron, thus defining an incoherent set when tracing
out the electron degrees of freedom. (Incidentally, the
total electron spectral width is expected to be generally
larger than this coherent spectral width, as it can also
be contributed by incoherent components of the electron
density matrix.) For example, considering an interac-
tion length Leff ∼ 10µm (i.e., ∆t ∼ 48 fs at 200 keV),
the optical spectral width ℏ/∆t ∼ 14 meV already ex-
ceeds the zero-loss energy broadening of currently avail-
able monochromated e-beams [7, 8] (∼ a few meV). This
problem is alleviated when Leff extends over hundreds of
microns, as in the examples discussed above. In addition,
different impact parameters produce incoherent superpo-
sitions of the generated optical fields [86] (see Eq. (1)),
unless one post-selects (and heralds the emission) by de-
tecting electrons that have lost which-way information
[87]. It should also be noted that these incoherent com-
ponents have different spectral distributions because the
excitation amplitude of each frequency component de-
pends on the electron impact parameter [9], so they are
not spectrally equivalent.

III. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, by formulating simple scaling laws for
the EELS and CL probabilities as a function of the size
of the specimen and the electron velocity, we perform an
extensive exploration of the inelastic coupling between
free electrons and confined optical modes, finding the
conditions under which unity-order excitation probabili-
ties are possible and establishing practical limits to the
performance of general kinds of systems. Specifically, we
consider dielectric cavities, small 2D and 3D polaritonic
structures, atomic-like transitions, and waveguide modes.
A summary of the results is presented in Table II, along
with the scaling properties for the excitation probabil-
ity and the mode frequencies. For a given mode i of
frequency ωi, the excitation probability is proportional
to the squared spatial Fourier transform of the mode
field along the e-beam direction (Fi(φi), Eq. (9a)) eval-
uated at a spatial frequency ωi/v. This defines a phase
φi = ωiD/v when scaled by a characteristic distance D
of the system. A maximum excitation probability takes
place when φi ∼ π, with the actual optimum value de-
pending on the specific material and morphology under
consideration.

For polaritonic structures in the quasistatic regime
(ωiD/c ≪ 1), ωi remains approximately independent of
size and only varies with shape. We then find a mono-
tonic growth of the excitation probability as observed in
EELS with decreasing D, and accordingly, the velocity
needs to also be reduced to maintain the optimum value
of φi. For the 3D geometries summarized in Table II,

the coupling probabilities can exceed 1% for structure
sizes of tens of nm interacting with electrons in the keV
range. We find the largest interaction probabilities (scal-
ing as ∝ 1/β) under mode-phase-matching conditions in
materials without an intrinsic resonance (in contrast to
∝ 1/β2 when ωg ̸= 0), such as 2D graphene nanoislands,
for which values exceeding 100% are obtained with elec-
tron energies of tens of eV and diameters of tens of nm
(see Table II) [45].

Importantly, as a consequence of the two-step process
underlying CL emission (i.e., excitation by the electron
and decay into radiation), the probability is proportional
to β2, thus suppressing the benefits that we find in EELS
when coupling to low-energy electrons and setting the
optimal parameters in a region where retardation effects
may play a leading role. This conclusion is supported
by an experimental study published together with the
present work [88], in which the CL intensity measured
from gold nanospheres is shown to reach maximum values
for optimum electron energies as indicated in Eq. (10),
also showing that larger particles produce stronger sig-
nals.

We also discuss lossless dielectric structures, which,
in contrast to polaritonic particles, display a scaling
ωi ∝ 1/D, so small mode frequencies ωi are not compati-
ble with small sizes unless unrealistically large permittiv-
ities are considered. A high excitation probability then
requires long interaction lengths [32, 39]. In this respect,
it has been argued [39] that, for dielectric waveguides ex-
tending over a longitudinal distance Leff , the normalized
mode electric field scales as 1/

√
Leff , while, under phase-

matching conditions, the coupling amplitude receives an
additional factor of Leff , such that Fi(φi) ∝ Leff . Al-
though one could in principle achieve arbitrarily large
excitation probabilities by elongating the waveguide, the
e-beam is required to be laterally confined along an
increasingly long propagation distance Leff , which im-
poses a constrain on the beam-structure distance due to
diffraction-induced divergence along the propagation di-
rection. In this work, we analyze practical configura-
tions for coupling to waveguides, specifically considering
either Gaussian e-beams running close to curved waveg-
uides or plane-wave e-beams under glancing incidence on
1D straight-line waveguides. We find that several pho-
tons can be generated per electron under phase-matching
conditions, thus establishing an alternative strategy to
couple single electrons and single localized optical ex-
citations efficiently by first generating waveguided pho-
tons that are subsequently coupled to localized excita-
tions through light-optics schemes (see Fig. 6).

In electron-driven atomic-like transitions, we find the
opposite dependence on the size of the system relative to
2D and 3D polaritonic structures: the interaction prob-
ability grows with size due to the 1/D2 scaling of the
excitation frequency. We illustrate this effect for hydro-
genic s → p orbital transitions (Table II). The orbital size
can be controlled in practice in artificial systems such as
defects in TMDs [80] and quantum dots[78]. Excitation
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TABLE II. Overview of free-electron coupling to optical modes: scalings and magnitudes. We consider different
types of systems (leftmost column) characterized by a size D, focusing on one of their optical modes i at frequency ωi. For
excitation by an electron with velocity v, we define the phase φi = ωiD/v (fourth column), which determines the coupling
strength through a coupling function Fi(φi) (the squared spatial Fourier transform of the mode field along the e-beam for a
spatial frequency ωi/v). The table summarizes the scalings of the frequency-integrated EELS and CL probabilities PEELS/CL,i

(second and third columns), as well as the maximum PEELS,i here obtained under practical configurations (rightmost column).
The list of configurations includes (from top to bottom) a silver nanorod (length D = 20 nm, 6.7 nm diameter, Fig. 1e); the
dipolar m = 0 mode of a silver sphere (diameter D = 20 nm, Fig. 2a); the TM201 mode in a metal-coated dielectric cylinder
(ϵ = 100, length D = 1 µm, 40 nm radius, Fig. 3b); the dipolar m = 0 electric mode of dielectric Mie spheres (diameter
D = 128 nm with either ϵ = 32 (absolute maximum in supplementary Fig. 9a) or ϵ = 15); the m = 1 mode in 2D graphene
(diameter D = 18 nm, 0.4 eV Fermi energy, Fig. 4c) and monolayer WS2 (diameter D = 10 nm, Fig. 4e) disks; and hydrogen-like
s-p transitions (orbital size D, p-orbital orientation parallel or perpendicular to e-beam, Fig. 5d,e). The bottom row refers
to the excitation of 1D waveguide modes exemplified by the rectangular silicon rod in Fig. 6b (width D = 400 nm) with an
effective interaction length Leff = 300 µm under the configuration of Fig. 6d for a glancing angle θ0 = 1 mrad.

EELS	scaling
𝑷𝐄𝐄𝐋𝐒,𝒊

CL	scaling	
𝑷𝐂𝐋,𝒊

Scaling	of
ℏ𝝎𝒊 and𝝋𝒊

Structure KE	
(keV) D	(nm) ℏ𝝎𝒊 (eV) 𝑷𝐄𝐄𝐋𝐒,𝒊 (%)

3D	polaritonic	
structures
(𝒄 → ∞)

𝐹'(𝜑')/𝑣 𝑣(𝐹'(𝜑')
𝜔' ∝ constant
𝜑' ∝ 𝐷/𝑣

Ag	nanorod 3 20 3 3

Ag	sphere 6 20 3.5 1

Dielectric	
cavities 𝐹'(𝜑')/𝑣 𝐹'(𝜑')/𝑣

𝜔' ∝ 1/𝜖)/(𝐷
𝜑' ∝ 1/𝜖)/(𝑣

Cylindrical	
cavity 300 1000 1.2 3

Mie	
sphere

𝜖 =32 52 128 2.35 0.07
𝜖 =15 90 128 3.2 0.06

2D	polaritonic	
structures
(c→∞)

𝐹'(𝜑')/𝑣( 𝐹'(𝜑')/𝑣(
no	gap 𝜔' ∝ 1/𝐷)/(

𝜑' ∝ 𝐷)/(/𝑣
Graphene
disk 0.02 18 0.4 120

gap
𝜔' ∝

constant
𝜑' ∝ 𝐷/𝑣

WS2	disk 0.14 10 2.1 3.5

Atomic-like
s-p	transition 𝐹'(𝜑')/𝑣( — 𝜔' ∝ 1/𝐷)/(

𝜑' ∝ 1/𝐷𝑣
⟂ dipole 0.01 1.5 0.13 15
∥	dipole 0.01 0.1 3.5 18

1D	dielectric
waveguides ∝ 𝐿+,,/𝐷( — — Si	waveguide 200 400 1.0 600

probabilities nearing 20% are predicted for 10 eV elec-
trons, while higher values are possible due to the 1/v2

scaling of the excitation probability. Achieving such a
high coupling between free electrons and two-level sys-
tems is important to trigger and explore nonlinear opti-
cal responses at the few-photon level, but also to develop
a novel platform for quantum-optics protocols based on
nanoscale systems in which, for example, an electron can
probe quantum blockade or materialize delayed-choice
experiments [89].

The present results pave the way toward a complete
understanding of the inelastic coupling between free elec-
trons and confined optical excitations, establishing gen-
eral rules to maximize the interaction and providing scal-
ing laws that involve the size of the physical system and
the electron velocity. The list of unresolved problems
that could benefit from the present study include the
use of free electrons to perform spectroscopy on individ-

ual molecules, possibly coupled to cavities that mediate
an optimum interaction to free electrons; the creation of
multiple excitations by the same electron to probe the
nonlinear dynamics of nanostructures and materials in
general, such as, for example, quantum-optics effects in
the few-body limit; the generation of high-order Fock
states |n⟩ in an optical mode of frequency ω triggered by
a more efficient probability of finding electrons that have
lost an energy nℏω; and the extraction of more infor-
mation per electron when performing spectrally resolved
microscopy. Our work may lay down a way to tackle
these research challenges from a fresh perspective, invok-
ing the strong electron–light interaction regime to grant
us access to unexplored fundamental phenomena such as
the generation of nonclassical light and the complex non-
linear processes taking place in out-of-equilibrium nanos-
tructures down to atomic scales.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A: Electrostatic Mode Expansion in 3D Structures

We briefly describe a well-known method used to solve the quasistatic problem in terms of a mode expansion of the
surface charges induced by an external perturbation (see, for example, refs 53, 54, 90). Working in frequency space ω,
we begin by writing the Poisson equation corresponding to the total scalar potential ϕ(r, ω) =

∫
dt eiωtϕ(r, t) created

by an external charge density ρext(r, ω) in the presence of a structure described by a complex, frequency-dependent
dielectric function ϵ(r, ω):

∇ · [ϵ(r, ω)∇ϕ(r, ω)] = −4πρext(r, ω). (A1)

A formal solution of Eq. (A1) can be written as the sum of external and induced potentials,

ϕext(r, ω) =
∫
d3r′ 1

|r − r′|
ρext(r′, ω)
ϵ(r′, ω) , (A2a)

ϕind(r, ω) =
∫
d3r′ D(r′, ω) · ∇r′ [1/ϵ(r′, ω)]

4π|r − r′|
, (A2b)

with D(r, ω) = −ϵ(r, ω)∇rϕ(r, ω). We focus on systems involving two values of the dielectric function, ϵ(ω) and ϵh(ω),
in the regions occupied by a homogeneous nanostructure (defined by a step function Θ(r) = 1) and a host medium
(Θ(r) = 0), respectively, separated by an abrupt interface S. This allows us to write ∇r[1/ϵ(r, ω)] = (1/ϵh −1/ϵ) n̂s δs,
where δs is a surface δ-function that restricts r to interface points s, while n̂s is the unit vector perpendicular to the
interface at s and pointing towards the host medium. Then, we can rewrite Eq. (A2b) in terms of the surface-charge
density σ(s, ω) = [(ϵ− ϵh)/4πϵϵh] n̂s · D(s, ω) as

ϕind(r, ω) =
∮

S

d2s σ(s, ω)
|r − s|

. (A3)

Assuming ρext(r, ω) to be free of singularities on S, the continuity of the normal displacement n̂s · D(s, ω) at the
interface allows us to write [54]

n̂s · D(s, ω) = ϵh

[
−n̂s · ∇sϕ

ext(s, ω) −
∮

S

d2s′F (s, s′)σ(s′, ω) + 2πσ(s, ω)
]

= ϵ

[
−n̂s · ∇sϕ

ext(s, ω) −
∮

S

d2s′F (s, s′)σ(s′, ω) − 2πσ(s, ω)
]
, (A4)

where we introduce the continuous part of the normal derivative of the Coulomb field F (s, s′) = −n̂s · (s − s′)/|s − s′|3
and separate the singular part at s′ → s giving rise to terms proportional to 2π [54]. From Eq. (A4), we obtain the
self-consistent equation

2πλ(ω)σ(s, ω) = n̂s · ∇sϕ
ext(s, ω) +

∮
S

ds′ F (s, s′)σ(s′, ω) (A5)

for the charge density, where λ(ω) = (ϵh + ϵ)/(ϵh − ϵ). The operator Ô defined by [Ô · f ](s) =
∮

S
ds′F (s, s′)f(s′) can

be proven to admit a complete set of real eigenvalues λi and eigenfunctions σi(s) such that [53]∮
S

ds′F (s, s′)σi(s′) = 2πλiσi(s). (A6)

Moreover, the eigenfunctions fulfill the orthogonality relation [53]∮
S

d2s
∮

S

d2s′ σi(s)σi′(s′)
|s − s′|

= δii′

D
, (A7)

where we introduce a characteristic distance of the structure D for normalization. We now expand the surface charge
density as a linear superposition of σi(s) terms. The expansion coefficients are then obtained from Eqs. (A5) and
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(A7), leading to

σ(s, ω) =
∑

i

gi(ω)fi(ω)σi(s), (A8a)

gi(ω) = 1
λ(ω) − λi

= ϵh − ϵ

(1 − λi)ϵh + (1 + λi)ϵ
, (A8b)

fi(ω) = D

2π

∮
S

d2s
∮

S

d2s′ σi(s′)
|s − s′|

n̂s · ∇sϕ
ext(s, ω) (A8c)

= D

∫
d3r ϕi(r) ρ

ext(r, ω)
ϵ(r, ω)

[
λi + 1 − 2Θ(r)

]
, (A8d)

where Eq. (A8d) involves the eigenpotential

ϕi(r) =
∮

S

d2s σi(s)
|r − s|

. (A9)

Note that Eq. (A8d) is obtained from Eq. (A8c) by applying Eq. (A6) after using the properties of
∫

S
d2sF (s, r)/|s−r′|

following from Green’s identity upon exchange of r and r′ when these points lie exactly at surface, on opposite sides
of the interface, or the same side [53]. From here, we write the solution of Eq. (A1) as

ϕ(r, ω) =
∫
d3r′ W(r, r′, ω) ρext(r′, ω), (A10)

where

W(r, r′, ω) = 1
ϵ(r′, ω)

[
1

|r − r′|
+D

∑
i

[
λi + 1 − 2Θ(r′)

]
gi(ω)ϕi(r)ϕi(r′)

]
(A11)

is the screened interaction W(r, r′, ω), which enters naturally the calculation of EELS and CL probabilities (see below).
We interpret W(r, r′, ω) as the potential created at r by a unit charge placed at r′ and oscillating with frequency
ω. Incidentally, reciprocity requires the symmetry property W(r, r′, ω) = W(r′, r, ω), which implies the completeness
relation D

∑
i ϕi(r)ϕi(r′) = 1/|r − r′| for r and r′ on opposite sides of the interface.

The absence of an absolute length scale in the quasistatic approximation is reflected in the fact that the eigenvalues
λi are independent of the size of the system. However, according to Eq. (A7), the eigenfunctions change with the
size of the system D according to the rule σi(s) = D−2σ̃i(s/D), where σ̃i are scale-invariant functions. This implies
the property ϕi(r) = D−1ϕ̃i(r/D), where ϕ̃i(u) is also a scale-invariant function of the dimensionless coordinates
u = r/D.

Appendix B: Electrostatic Mode Expansion in 2D Structures

We consider a planar 2D structure placed in the z = 0 plane, embedded in a host medium of permittivity ϵh, and
having a small thickness compared to both the lateral size and the characteristic distances over which the optical field
varies significantly. This type of system has been analyzed through quasistatic modal expansions with the material
assimulated to a zero-thickness film of frequency-dependent surface conductivity σ(ω) [45]. Such expansions can be
constructed from the self-consistently induced surface charge [45], but they can also be derived from the formalism
presented above for 3D structures by taking the limit of a vanishing thickness d → 0+ combined with a permittivity
ϵ(ω) = 4πiσ(ω)/ωd that embodies the finite surface conductivity. For example, we can rewrite Eq. (A11) for r and r′

in the host medium as

W(r, r′, ω) = 1
ϵh

[
1

|r − r′|
+D

∑
i

ϕi(r)ϕi(r′)
ηi/η(ω) − 1

]
, (B1)

where we have made use of Eq. (A8b), neglected ϵh compared with ϵ, and defined the parameters η(ω) = iσ(ω)/ϵhωD
and ηi = (d/4πD)[(λi −1)/(λi +1)]. We recall that this analysis is based on the continuity of the normal displacement
at the material interface (i.e., Eq. (A5)). An equivalent procedure for zero-thickness structures consists of writing a
self-consistent equation for the in-plane electric field [45]. Although the link between these two approaches is rather
involved, the latter leads to the same expression as in Eq. (B1), where each ηi is found to take a finite value in the
d → 0+ limit, arising from an eigenvalue λi → −1. In addition, ηi is negative and independent of D, while ϕi(r)
satisfies the same scaling property as deduced above for 3D structures.



19

Appendix C: Scaling of the EELS and CL Probabilities in 3D Dielectric Cavities

We are interested in deriving general scaling properties of the EELS and CL probabilities using Eqs. (2) and (6)
for different types of cavities. We start by considering dielectric cavities with the inclusion of retardation effects. For
a structure made of a self-standing lossless material characterized by a real, frequency-independent permittivity ϵ,
Eq. (3) readily leads to the following property for the Green tensor [91]:

G̃(r, r′, ω) = 1
µ
G(r/µ, r′/µ, µω), [dielectrics] (C1)

where the tilde indicates that we refer to a system with the same morphology but in which all distances are scaled by
a factor µ (e.g., µ > 1 for expansion). Using this result in combination with Eqs. (2) and (6), we obtain

Γ̃EELS(R0, v, ω) = µΓEELS(R0/µ, v, µω),
dΓ̃CL(R0, v, ω)

dωdΩr̂
= µ

dΓCL(R0/µ, v, µω)
dωdΩr̂

.

The spectral signature associated with a mode resonance i can be integrated over frequency by using these ex-
pressions to obtain the following scaling property for the mode excitation probabilities: P̃EELS/CL,i(R0, v) =
PEELS/CL,i(R0/µ, v). We recall that the EELS and CL probabilities must be identical under the assumption of
lossless dielectrics, and therefore, PEELS,i(R0, v) = PCL,i(R0, v).

To derive the functional dependence of Eq. (11), we expand the transverse part of the Green tensor in terms of
normal modes[62]

G(r, r′, ω) =
∑

i

Ei(r) ⊗ E∗
i (r′)

ω2 − ω2
i + i0+ , (C3)

where Ei(r) are mode fields satisfying the wave equation ∇ × ∇ × Ei(r) = (ωi/c)2ϵ(r)Ei(r) and the orthogonality
relation

∫
d3r ϵ(r) Ei(r) · E∗

i′(r) = δii′ with ϵ(r) = 1 + Θ(r)(ϵ− 1). Incidentally, Eq. (C1) is readily verified by noticing
the scaling relations Ẽi(r) = Ei(r/µ)/µ3/2 and ω̃i = ωi/µ imposed by normalization and the wave equation. Now,
inserting G(r, r′, ω) into the EELS probability (Eq. (2)), using the noted scaling relations, integrating over frequency
around the mode spectral width, and considering a small radiative mode damping rate (≪ ωi), we obtain Eq. (11) in
the main text.

Appendix D: Scaling of the EELS Probability in the Quasistatic Limit: 3D Structures

For small structures compared to the wavelengths λi = 2πc/ωi associated with the excitation frequencies ωi, we
can work in the quasistatic limit (c → ∞) and calculate the EELS probability using Eq. (4). Upon inspection of
Eq. (A11), using the scaling properties of ϕi(r) (see above), we find

W̃(r, r′, ω) = 1
µ

W(r/µ, r′/µ, ω), (D1)

which allows us to write the scaling law

Γ̃EELS(R0, v, ω) = 1
µ

ΓEELS(R0/µ, v/µ, ω), (D2)

where again, quantities with tilde refer to a system in which distances are multiplied by a factor µ. By integrating
over frequency, the mode excitation probability scales as P̃EELS,i(R0, v) = µ−1PEELS,i(R0/µ, v/µ) (Eq. (5a)).

When considering aloof trajectories with the electron moving always in vacuum (ϵh = 1), Eqs. (A11) and (4) lead
to

ΓEELS(R0, v, ω) = e2D

πℏv2

∑
i

Im{−(λi + 1)gi(ω)}
∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

−∞
duz ϕ̃i(R0/D, uz)e−i ωD

v uz

∣∣∣∣2
, (D3)

where uz = z/D. Now, we assume a weakly absorbing medium (Im{ϵ} ≪ |Re{ϵ}|) and approximate the loss function
(see Eq. (A8b)) as

Im{−(λi + 1)gi(ω)} ≈ (Re{ϵ(ωi)} − 1) Im
{

1
Re{∂ωiϵ(ωi)}(ω − ωi) + i Im{ϵ(ωi)}

}
.
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This expression is obtained by setting the real mode frequency ωi such that Re{ϵ(ωi)} = (λi − 1)/(λi + 1) (i.e., from
the corresponding zero of the real part of the denominator in gi), linearizing the frequency dependence of ϵ(ω), and
neglecting Im{∂ωi

ϵ(ωi)}. Then, integrating over ω and assuming that the integral factor in Eq. (D3) does not vary
significantly within the width of the resonance, we obtain

PEELS,i(R0, v) ≈ α

β

(
1 − Re{ϵ(ωi)}
ωi|Re{∂ωϵ(ωi)}|

)
Fi (φi) (D4)

(i.e., Eq. (8)), where Fi (φi) is given by Eq. (9a). To derive this result, we integrate by parts in Eq. (D3) and write
the scaled electric field as Ẽi,z = −∂uz ϕ̃i in terms of the potential. Importantly, the probability is guaranteed to be
positive by the fact that |λi| < 1 [53].

Appendix E: Scaling of the CL Probability in the Quasistatic Limit: 3D Structures

In the quasistatic limit, the screened interaction W(r, r′, ω) accurately approximates the longitudinal component of
the near field close to the sample, but to compute CL, we need to evaluate the far-field scattering amplitude fr̂(r, ω),
which involves the transverse component of the Green tensor in the kr → ∞ limit (see Eq. (6)), with k = ω/c. To
this end, we use the Dyson equation associated with G(r, r′, ω),

G(r, r′, ω) = G0(r, r′, ω) + ω2(1 − ϵ)
∫

V

d3r′′ G0(r, r′′, ω)G(r′′, r′, ω), (E1)

where the integral is restricted to the volume V occupied by the dielectric and we introduce the free-space Green
tensor[92] G0(r, r′, ω) = (−1/4πω2)(k2I + ∇r ⊗ ∇r)eik|r−r′|/|r − r′| with I standing for the 3×3 identity matrix. By
taking the far-field limit lim

kr→∞
G0(r, r′, ω) = (1/4πc2)eik(r−r̂·r′)(r̂ ⊗ r̂ − I)/r, approximating the right-most Green

tensor in Eq. (E1) as G(r, r′, ω) ≈ ∇r ⊗ ∇r′W(r, r′, ω) /4πω2 in terms of the screened interaction, and integrating by
parts, we obtain the far-field amplitude

fr̂(R0, ω) = ek2

4πv (1 − ϵ)
∫

V

d3r′′ e−ikr̂·r′′

× [r̂(r̂ · ∇r̂′′) − ∇r′′ ]
∫ ∞

−∞
dz′W(r′′,R0, z

′, ω)eiωz′/v. (E2)

To relate the CL emission probability dΓ̃CL(R0, v, ω)/dω in a system in which all distances have been scaled by a factor
µ to the probability dΓCL(R0, v, ω)/dω in the original system, we substitute W(r′′,R0, z

′, ω) by W̃(r′′,R0, z
′, ω) in

Eq. (E2), integrate over r′′ within the scaled volume, and use the scaling law in Eq. (D1). In addition, we Taylor-expand
the exponential e−ikr̂·r′′ inside the r′′ integrand and write f̃r̂(R0, ω) =

∑∞
n=0 αnµ

n+1f (n)
r̂ (R0, ω) with αn = (n!)−1

and

f (n)
r̂ (R0, ω) =ek2µ

4πv (1 − ϵ)
∫

V

d3w (−ikw · r̂)n

× [r̂(r̂ · ∇w) − ∇w]
∫ ∞

−∞
dw′

z W(w,R0/µ,w
′
z, ω)ei(ωµ/v)w′

z ,

where the variable of integration w = r′′/µ is normalized using the scaling factor µ. Finally, we insert the far-field
amplitude into Eq. (6) to derive the sought-after CL scaling

dΓ̃CL(R0, v, ω)
dω

=
∞∑

n=0
µn+2 dΓ(n)

CL(R0/µ, v/µ, ω)
dω

, (E3)

where

dΓ(n)
CL(R0/µ, v/µ, ω)

dω
=

n∑
m=0

αmαn−m

4π2kℏ

∫
dΩr̂ f (m)

r̂ (R0, ω)f (n−m)∗
r̂ (R0, ω).

By integrating Eq. (E3) over the mode spectral width and defining

P
(n)
CL,i(R0, v) =

∫
i

dω [dΓ(n)
CL(R0, v, ω)/dω],
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we obtain the scaling relation in Eq. (7).
Because the CL probability is the square of the far-field amplitude, it contains contributions arising from the

interference between different modes [93]. For simplicity, we focus here on systems in which such modes are spectrally
separated and mode interference can be disregarded. By again taking the electron to follow a trajectory entirely
contained in vacuum, we insert Eq. (A11) into Eq. (6) and use the scaling properties of the eigenpotentials to obtain
the CL probability integrated over all solid angles:

dΓCL(R0, v, ω)
dω

≈ e2ω3D4

64π4ℏc3v2

∣∣∣∣ (1 − ϵ)2(1 + λi)
ϵ(1 + λi) + (1 − λi)

∣∣∣∣2 ∣∣∣∣∫ ∞

−∞
duzϕ̃i(R0/D, uz)e−i ωD

v uz

∣∣∣∣2
(E4)

×
∫
dΩr̂

∣∣∣∣∫ d3u e−iωD(r̂·u)/c
[
∇uϕ̃i(u) − r̂(r̂ · ∇uϕ̃i(u))

]∣∣∣∣2
,

where u = r/D is the position coordinate normalized to the characteristic distance D in the structure. We work in
the small-damping limit, by analogy to the discussion of EELS above. Then, integrating over frequency, we obtain

PCL,i(R0, v) ≈ β2α

[
(1 − Re{ϵ(ωi)})4

64π3ωiRe{∂ωi
ϵ(ωi)}Im{ϵ(ωi)}

]
χi(β, φi) φ3

iFi (φi) , (E5)

where we introduce the radiating function

χi(β, φi) =
∫
dΩr̂

∣∣∣∣∫ d3u e−iφiβ(r̂·u) [
∇uϕ̃i(u) − r̂(r̂ · ∇uϕ̃i)(u)

]∣∣∣∣2
, (E6)

and use Fi(φi) as given in Eq. (9a). Finally, we absorb some of the factors of Eq. (E5) into a mode-dependent constant
Bi to write the CL scaling law in Eq. (10).

Appendix F: Scaling of the EELS and CL Probabilities in the Quasistatic Limit: 2D Structures

For flat samples of vanishing thickness, we follow similar steps as for 3D systems, but with the screened interaction
replaced by Eq. (B1) and using the surface conductivity in Eq. (12). We focus on modes i that have large frequencies
ωi compared with the damping rate γ. From the corresponding poles in Eq. (B1) (i.e., η(ωi) = ηi), we find ωi =
ωg/2 +

√
ω2

g/4 − e2ωD/Dℏηi (Eq. (13)), where ωg and ωD are inherited from Eq. (12) and we have neglected γ. After
some algebra, the frequency-integrated EELS probabilities for exciting the modes under consideration are found to
satisfy Eq. (14), whereas the CL probabilities are given by

PCL,i(R0, v) ≈ α5

8πβ2
ω4

D

η2
i γωi[(ωi − ωg)2 + γ2]χi(β, φi)

1
φi
Fi (φi) , (F1)

where the factors χi(β, φi) become independent of particle size and electron velocity in the limit of very small particles.
To obtain the scaling properties of EELS and CL probabilities for 2D structures, we first notice that, because the

permittivity depends on the sample thickness d, a transformation of the structure size must reflect on the screened
interaction properties. Indeed, by using the scaling properties of the eigenpotentials and the fact that ηi does not
depend on particle size, we obtain the relation

W̃(r, r′, ω;σ) = 1
µ

W(r/µ, r′/µ, ω;σ/µ) (F2)

between the screened interaction of a system with size µD (W̃ on the left-hand side) and the one for a system with
size D (W on the right-hand side), where we have explicitly indicated the dependence on the surface conductivity σ
of the 2D material. Equation F2 closely resembles its 3D equivalent in Eq. (D1), except for the difference that the
equality in Eq. (F2) only holds if all lengths and the conductivity are simultaneously scaled. This leads to the EELS
and CL scaling relations (also indicating an explicit dependence on σ)

Γ̃EELS(R0, v, ω;σ) = 1
µ

ΓEELS(R0/µ, v/µ, ω;σ/µ), (F3)

dΓ̃CL(R0, v, ω;σ)
dω

=
∞∑

n=0
µn+2 dΓ(n)

CL(R0/µ, v/µ, ω;σ/µ)
dω

, (F4)

which show the same behavior with µ as in Eqs. (D2) and (E3), respectively, because of the combined change in the
dimensionality of the sample and the dependence of EELS and CL probabilities with conductivity (see Eqs. (4) and
(E2)).
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Appendix G: Mie Modes in Dielectric Spheres

For a self-standing sphere of diameter D and permittivity ϵ, Mie theory [94] gives the mode field distributions.
Following a standard procedure [95], one identifies electric and magnetic modes indexed by the orbital and azimuthal
numbers ℓ and m at m-independent frequencies determined by the conditions [92]

h
(1)
ℓ (xi)∂xi

[
xijℓ(

√
ϵxi)

]
− ϵjℓ(

√
ϵxi)∂xi

[
xih

(1)
ℓ (xi)

]
= 0, (G1a)

h
(1)
ℓ (xi)∂xi

jℓ(
√
ϵxi) − jℓ(

√
ϵxi)∂xi

h
(1)
ℓ (xi) = 0, (G1b)

where xi = ωiD/2c, ωi are mode frequencies labelled by i, while jℓ and h(1)
ℓ are spherical Bessel and Hankel functions.

The solutions of Eqs. (G1) are complex eigenfrequencies in general, which can be dealt with through the quasinormal-
mode formalism [63–66]. In the present work, we focus on modes with a low level of radiation losses and consider
only the real part of ωi (see supplementary Fig. 8). By approximating the spherical Bessel and Hankel functions in
Eqs. (G1) for small arguments [96], the electric mode frequencies are found to satisfy the equation

x2
i

[
ϵ2

ℓ

2ℓ+ 3 + ϵ
3(2ℓ+ 1)

(2ℓ+ 3)(2ℓ− 1) − ℓ+ 1
2ℓ− 1

]
= 2(ϵℓ+ ℓ+ 1),

which leads to ωi ≈ (c/2D
√
ϵ)

√
2(2ℓ+ 3) for ϵ ≫ 1.

Appendix H: Electromagnetic Green Tensor in the Quasistatic Limit

The Green tensor defined in Eq. (3) permits calculating the electric field E(r, ω) = −4πiω
∫
d3r′ G(r, r′, ω) · j(r, ω)

produced by a current density j(r, ω). In the electrostatic limit, the screened interaction W(r, r′, ω) relates the
induced potential ϕ(r, ω) =

∫
d3r′ W(r, r′, ω)ρ(r′, ω) to the generating charge density ρ(r′, ω). Expressing the latter

as ρ(r′, ω) = (1/iω) ∇′ · j(r′, ω) in virtue of the continuity equation, integrating over r′ by parts, and calculating
the electric field as E(r, ω) = −∇ϕ(r, ω), we find E(r, ω) = −4πiω

∫
d3r′ G(r, r′, ω) · j(r, ω) with G(r, r′, ω) = ∇r ⊗

∇r′W(r, r′, ω)/4πω2, which can therefore be understood as the electrostatic approximation to the Green tensor.
Combined with Eq. (D1), we readily obtain the scaling G̃(r, r′, ω) = µ−3 G(r/µ, r′/µ, ω) in this limit.

Appendix I: Free-Electron Coupling to an Optical Mode

We provide a more general derivation of the excitation probability, leading to the same result as obtained
above for dielectric cavities (i.e., Eq. (11)). Consider an optical mode i of frequency ωi characterized by an
electric field Ei(r) that satisfies the normalization condition

∫
d3r ϵ(r)|Ei(r)|2 = 1. The coupling to a swift

electron that moves with constant velocity v ∥ ẑ is then described through the interaction Hamiltonian [46]
Ĥ′(t) = −(ie/ωi) v ·

[
Ei(r)â − E∗

i (r)â†]
, where the position vector r needs to be evaluated at the time-dependent

electron position R0 + vt. Starting from the mode in the ground state |0⟩, the post-interaction amplitude of the |1⟩
Fock state is given by αi = −iℏ−1 ∫ ∞

−∞ dt ⟨1| Ĥ′(t) |0⟩ e−iωit. Combining these elements, the excitation probability
reduces to Pi ≡ |αi|2 = ℏ−1(ev/ωi)2

∣∣ ∫ ∞
−∞ dtEi,z(R0, vt)e−iωit

∣∣2, which can readily be recast into Eq. (11) with Fi(φi)
and φi defined by Eqs. (9) by expressing Ei(r) = Ẽi(r/D)/D3/2 in terms of the dimensionless scaled field Ẽi(r/D).

Appendix J: EELS Probability in a Metal-Coated Cylindrical Cavity

We investigate the excitation probability of the electromagnetic modes supported by a dielectric cylinder (real
permittivity ϵ, radius a, length D) coated by a perfect electric conductor and traversed by an electron moving parallel
to the axis at a distance R0. The cavity supports TE and TM modes, but only the latter have a nonvanishing electric
field along the axis and can therefore couple to the electron. Adopting well-known expressions for the electric field
distribution of cylindrical TM waves [97] and using cylindrical coordinates r = (R,φ, z) (with the cavity defined
by 0 < z < D and R < a), we impose the condition of vanishing surface-parallel electric field components at the
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boundaries and find the cavity-mode fields

ETM
nmk(r) = 1√

πϵInmkD

[
nqJ ′

m(QmkR) sin(nqz)R̂ + i
nq

Qmk

m

R
Jm(QmkR) sin (nqz) φ̂

−QmkJm(QmkR) cos(nqz)ẑ
]
eimφ, (J1)

where q = π/D, n indicates the number of nodes in the z component, m is the azimuthal number, k labels different
radial modes of transverse wave vectors Qmk = zmk/a determined by the condition Jm(zmk) = 0, Jm are Bessel
functions, and

Inmk = 1
2

[(nπa
D

)2
+ (1 + δn0) z2

mk

]
J2

m−1(zmk) (J2)

is a normalization constant ensuring the condition ϵ
∫

V
d3r

∣∣ETM
nmk(r)

∣∣2 = 1, with the integral running over the cavity
volume V . The mode frequencies ωnmk = c

√
(Q2

mk + n2q2)/ϵ are determined by imposing the conservation of the
total electromagnetic wave vector. As shown above, the excitation probability is given by Eq. (11) with the Fi(φi)
factor specialized to the i = {nmk} mode. By taking the Fourier transform of Eq. (J1), the dimensionless function in
Eq. (9a) becomes

Fnmk(φnmk) = 2z2
mkD

2

πϵInmka2 J
2
m

(
zmkR0

a

)
φnmk

1 + (−1)n+1 cos(φnmk)
[n2π2 − φ2

nmk]2 , (J3)

where φnmk = ωnmkD/v.

Appendix K: Excitation Probability for a Free-Electron-Induced s-p Transition

We consider a model system comprising ground and excited states described by one-electron hydrogenic s and p
orbitals ψs(r) = Cse

−r/D and ψp(r) = Cpe
−r/2Dr·n̂, where Cs = (πD3)−1/2 and Cp = (32πD5)−1/2 are normalization

constants, while n̂ is a unit vector that defines the direction of the transition dipole. To satisfy the Schrödinger
equation, the transition energy ℏωsp must satisfy the identity ωsp⟨ψp|r|ψs⟩ = −ℏ⟨ψp|∇r|ψs⟩/me, which, for the
orbitals under consideration, leads to ωsp = 3ℏ/(8meD

2). We describe the s-p transition through the minimal
coupling interaction Hamiltonian Ĥ′(r, t) = −(iℏe/2mec)(∇ · A(r, t) + A(r, t) · ∇) − eϕ(t) in which we neglect A2

terms, while A and ϕ are the vector and scalar potentials of the electromagnetic field produced by the electron, treated
as a point charge that moves with constant velocity v along z (nonrecoil approximation [9]).

We take the system to be initially prepared in the s state and calculate the amplitude of the p
state αp(t) within first-order perturbation theory. The post-interaction amplitude then reads αp(∞) ≈
−iℏ−1 ∫ ∞

−∞ dt
∫
d3rψ∗

p(r)Ĥ′(r, t)ψs(r)eiωspt, which can be rewritten in terms of the electric field Esp(r) =
−4πiωsp

∫
d3r′G0(r, r′, ωsp)jsp(r′) produced by the transition current jsp(r) = (iℏe/2me) [ψs∇ψp − ψp∇ψs] as

αp(∞) = e

ℏωsp

∫ ∞

−∞
dz E∗

sp,z(R0, z) eiωspz/v. (K1)

To derive this result, we have considered the vector potential

A(r, t) = 2ec
∫ ∞

−∞
dω

∫ ∞

−∞
dz′eiω(z′/v−t)G0(r,R0, z

′, ω)

produced by an electron traveling in vacuum and crossing the transverse position R0 at t = 0, and we have used
the Onsager reciprocity relation G0,ii′(r, r′) = G0,i′i(r′, r). We note that an incomplete calculation would have led
to a different definition of the transition field containing G∗

0(r, r′, ωsp) instead of G0(r, r′, ωsp). However, the two
expressions differ by a term −4πiωsp

∫
d3r′ Im{G0(r, r′, ωsp)} jsp(r′) that contains only real transverse photons with

a dispersion ω = kc, so they do not couple to the free electron. Reassuringly, a coupling coefficient of the form in
Eq. (K1) corresponds to the one adopted in previous works[46] to describe the coupling of free electrons to atomic
transitions in a quantum-optics framework.
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We can now compute the transition electric field from the atomic orbitals combined with the electromagnetic Green
function in the momentum representation. We find the result αp(∞) = α · n̂ with

α = −8e2

v
CsCp

∫
d2Q e−iQ·R0

Q2 + (ωsp/vγ)2 (K2)

×
[

v

Dmec2
1

(g2 + q2)2

(
ẑ − q 4ωsp/v

g2 + q2

)
+ q

(
ωsp

2mec2 − 1
ℏ

)
4g

(g2 + q2)3

]
,

where q = (Q, ωsp/v). The azimuthal part of the Q integral can be expressed in terms of Bessel functions, so the
excitation probability Psp = |αp(∞)|2 finally reduces to Eq. (15), where

Fsp(φsp) = 288
φsp

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0
ds

s

[s2 + (φsp/γ)2][9/4 + s2 + φ2
sp] (K3)

×

{
isφsp(n̂ · R̂0)J1

(
sR0

D

)
− φ2

sp(n̂ · ẑ)J0

(
sR0

D

) [
1
γ2 + ℏωsp

6mec2 − 4β2

9
(
s2 + φ2

sp

)]}∣∣∣∣∣
2

and φsp = ωspD/v. We note that the result in Eq. (K3) can be alternatively expressed as the squared Fourier
transform of the scaled field Ẽsp(r/D) = (D2/e)Esp(r); namely, Fsp(φsp) = φ−1

sp |
∫ ∞

−∞ duzẼsp(R/D, uz) e−iωspuz/v|2,
which becomes scale invariant only in the c → ∞ limit.

In the long-distance limit (R0 ≫ D), we have φsp ≪ 1, and only the s ≪ 1 region contributes to the integral, which
can then be approximated to yield

Psp(R0, v) ≈
(

2ωsp

ℏv2γ

)2[
(ẑ · d)2 1

γ2K
2
0

(ωspR0

vγ

)
+ (R0 · d)2K2

1

(ωspR0

vγ

)]
, (K4)

where d = −e
∫
d3r rψ∗

p(r)ψs(r) = −(215/2/35) eD n̂ is the transition dipole and Km are modified Bessel functions.
Equation K4 coincides with the frequency-integrated EELS probability in a dipolar particle described by a polariz-
ability α(ω) = (d ⊗ d/ℏ)[1/(ωsp −ω+ i0+) + 1/(ωsp +ω+ i0+)] (i.e., hosting a single resonance at the same frequency
and with the same transition dipole).

Appendix L: Free-Electron-Induced Excitation Probability of Waveguide Modes

As a specific instance of 3D dielectric structure, we consider a 1D waveguide running along z. We focus on
a band in which waveguide modes are labeled by the parallel wave vector k∥. Mode fields can be written as
Ek∥(R)eik∥z/

√
L (i.e., with i → k∥), where L is the quantization length along z. For dielectric waveguides, the

condition
∫
d2R ϵ(R)|Ek∥(R)| = 1 is imposed by mode normalization, whereas in waveguides with a dispersive per-

mittivity that condition can be more involved [81]. Using this field in Eq. (9a), integrating over z along an effective
interaction length Leff , inserting the result into Eq. (11), and summing over k∥ modes by adopting the prescription∑

k∥
→ (L/2π)

∫
dk∥, we find

PEELS = 4αc
∫ ∞

−∞

dk∥

ωk∥

|Ek∥,z(R0)|2 sin2(∆Leff/2)
∆2 , (L1)

where ∆ = k∥ −ωk∥/v, the lateral position of the electron trajectory is defined by R0, and ω = ωk∥ gives the dispersion
relation of the waveguide band. The quantization length L has disappeared from this result and only Leff remains.
We now approximate sin2(∆Leff/2)/∆2 ≈ 2πLeffδ(∆) assuming k∥Leff ≫ 1. Phase-matching with the electron field
occurs under the condition ∆ = 0 (i.e., the electron line ωk∥ = k∥v), which defines a crossing point with k∥ = kc

defined by the geometrical construction in Fig. 6a. Finally, we divide the probability by Leff and directly obtain the
excitation probability per unit of electron path length in Eq. (16).

When the electron line is tangent to the dispersion relation with a general behavior near k∥ = kc given by ωk∥ =
k∥v + ζ(k∥ − kc)n with n = 1, 2, · · · , changing the integration variable in Eq. (L1) to θ = (k∥ − kc)nLeffζ/2v yields
Eq. (17) with a scaling PEELS ∝ L

2−1/n
eff .
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FIG. 7. EELS and CL in a gold sphere. (a-d) Frequency-
integrated EELS probability for an electron passing grazingly
to a gold nanosphere (see inset in panel (c)) and coupling
either to the electric dipolar (ℓ = 1) m = 0 mode (a,b) or
to the electric quadrupolar (ℓ = 2) m = 0 mode (c,d) as
a function of sphere diameter D and electron kinetic energy
(KE). Panels (a,c) show cuts along the color-matched dashed
lines in (b,d). (e,f) CL emission probabilities for the modes
discussed in (b,d). Black dots indicate the positions at which
a maximum CL coupling is reached, while black-dashed lines
connect the origin of axes with such points. Probabilities are
computed from closed-form analytical expressions [57] using
tabulated experimental data for the dielectric function of gold
[56].
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FIG. 8. Energies and Mie scattering coeffi-
cients for electric modes. (a) Mode energies
ℏωi (black dots) satisfying the resonance condition
Re{[h(+)

ℓ (xi)∂xi [xijℓ(
√

ϵxi)]]/[ϵjℓ(
√

ϵxi)∂xi [xih
(+)
ℓ (xi)]]} = 1

with xi = ωiD/2c (see Ref. 57) for a dielectric sphere
of diameter D = 128 nm as a function of its per-
mittivity ϵ. We also plot the approximate solution
x2

i

{
(ℓ + 1)/(2ℓ − 1) − 3ϵ(2ℓ + 1)/[(2ℓ + 3)(2ℓ − 1)] − ϵ2ℓ/(2ℓ + 3)

}
+

4.5(ϵℓ + ℓ + 1) ≈ 0 for ℓ = 1 (dashed blue curve). (b) Depen-
dence of the integral IE

ℓ =
∫ ωi+δ

ωi−δ
dω tE

ℓ (ω)/ωi on ϵ. We take
ℏδ = 0.5 eV and ωi from the blue curve in (a).
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FIG. 9. Electron coupling to a dielectric sphere. Prob-
ability that an electron passing grazingly to a self-standing
dielectric sphere of diameter D = 128 nm excites a Mie mode
as a function of the (real) permittivity ϵ and the scaled elec-
tron velocity β = v/c (see sketch in (j)). We present results
for different electric (a-i) and magnetic (j-o) modes. The
coupling probability is computed by integrating each EELS
spectrum over the ℏω1 ± 0.5 eV range, where ω1 refers to the
lowest-frequency mode in Fig. 8a.



30

(a) (c)

(e)

N-layers
nanodisk

(b)

(d)

(f)

Ag(111)
N=1

Ag(111)
N=3

Ag(111)
N=5

Ag(111)
N=1

Ag(111)
N=3

Ag(111)
N=5

maximum
coupling

FIG. 10. Electron coupling to thin silver nanodisks.
We calculate the probability for a free electron to couple to
the m = 1 mode supported by a nanodisk as a function of
disk diameter D and the phase φm=1 = ωm=1D/v (see Eq. (
xxx12 in the main text). The probability is presented for
parallel (a-c) and perpendicular (d-e) trajectories as defined
in Fig. 4 with disks consisting of N = 1 (a,d) N = 3 (b,e), and
N = 5 (c,f) atomic layers. The optical response of each disk
is modeled through the two-dimensional conductivity σ(ω) =
(ie2/ℏ) ωD/(ω − ωg − iγ) using the values reported in Table 1
for ωD ∝ N , ωg, and γ.
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FIG. 11. Mode profile in a silicon waveguide. We con-
sider the same Si waveguide as in Fig. 6b in the main text,
where a small imaginary part is added to the dielectric func-
tion (ϵ = 12+0.1 i) to better visualize the excitation features.
Here, we investigate the spatial characteristics of the mode
corresponding to the lowest-energy feature (photon energy
ℏω ≈ 0.97 eV). (a) Spatial distribution of the loss probability.
(b) Impact-parameter dependence of the loss probability (red
curve) for electron-beam positions along the upper dashed ar-
row in (a). We also plot the exponential ∝ e−2b/λ⊥ (dashed
blue curve) with λ⊥ = 150 nm.
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