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Scattering of a tightly focused electron beam by an atom forms one of the bases of modern electron 

microscopy. A fundamental symmetry breaking occurs when the target atom is displaced from the 

beam center. This displacement results in an asymmetry in the angular distribution of the scattered 

electrons. Here we propose a concept to control the sign and magnitude of the asymmetry by shaping 

the incident high-energy electron wave packet in momentum space on the atto- to picosecond time 

scale. The shaping controls the ultrafast real-space dynamics of the wave packet, shifting the balance 

between two competing contributions of the impact-parameter-dependent quantum interference and 

the momentum distribution of the wave packet on the target. We find a strong sensitivity of the 

scattering on the wave packet properties, an effect that opens promising new avenues for ultrafast 

electron microscopy. 
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The conventional theoretical framework describing electron-atom scattering involves a plane-wave 

description of the incoming projectile electron at large distances as a part of the asymptotic boundary 

condition  [1–3]. This means that the incoming beam is assumed to be infinitely large transversally and of 

infinite duration longitudinally. In other words, the incident electron is assumed to be monochromatic with 

a single fixed longitudinal and vanishing transversal momenta. Electron scattering cross sections calculated 

with these assumptions form the foundation of various research fields  [1–3].  

In contrast, two recent technical advances allow producing electron beams that cannot be described 

asymptotically as plane waves. One is the ability to generate a small electron spot. State-of-the-art electron 

microscopes provide electron beams of sub-Angstrom size  [4–8]. In scanning transmission microscopes, 

atomic-resolution images can be obtained by measuring transmitted or scattered electrons with a probe 

focused and scanned over the sample. In this case, because of the position-momentum uncertainly, a 

transversal momentum distribution needs to be considered  [9–12]. When the target atom is displaced from 

the center of the small beam, an asymmetry appears in the angular distribution of the scattered 

electrons  [13,14]. The other notable development is the coherent manipulation of electron beams by light 

waves  [15–25]. Electron pulses as short as hundreds of attoseconds were obtained through temporal 

compression driven by optical cycles of near- or mid-infrared pulses  [17–19,21–25]. The use of optically 

modulated electron pulses for the efficient excitation of a two-level system  [26–29] or coherent photon 

generation  [30–33] were proposed. The confinement of electrons within an extremely short temporal 

duration is accompanied by a broad longitudinal momentum distribution. If these two techniques, extreme 

focusing and temporal shaping, are combined, which should be within reach considering the rapid advances 

of ultrafast electron microscopes  [34], a novel regime of electron scattering will open up. However, a 

comprehensive understanding of scattering of electron wave packets shaped in three-dimensional space is 

currently lacking.  

In this work, we remedy this situation by theoretically investigating fundamental physical quantities, 

specifically the degree of asymmetry and the total scattering probability, in elastic scattering of electron 

wave packets shaped in time and space. We consider two types of Gaussian wave packets having atto- to 

picosecond durations. One has a Gaussian distribution in kinetic energy and the other in the longitudinal 

momentum. We will show that the two types of wave packets exhibit completely different features when 

the symmetry of the system is broken due to displacement of the target atom from the beam center. We 

explain the observations based on quantum-mechanical interference originating from the displaced target 

and the spatial-momentum overlap between the target and the wave packet occurring on sub-femtosecond 

time scales. Our findings facilitate the control of the symmetry, strength, phase and timing of electron-



3 

 

matter interaction by optical electron-beam manipulation in three dimensions. Hence, our work is key for 

the development of novel imaging techniques in ultrafast electron microscopes. 

The physical system under consideration is illustrated in Fig. 1(a). A non-relativistic ultrashort 

electron wave packet propagating along the z-axis is scattered by a target located at z = 0, where the wave 

packet is transversally focused. The x-axis describes the displacement of the target from the center of the 

electron beam. Accodingly, the impact parameter is expressed as 𝒃 = 𝑏𝑥�̂�, where �̂� is the unit vector along 

the x axis. The momenta of the incident and scattered electrons, ℏ𝒌𝑖 and ℏ𝒌𝑓, are described by their absolute 

values ℏ𝑘𝑖 and ℏ𝑘𝑓, and sets of polar and azimuthal angles (𝜃𝑖, 𝜑𝑖) and (𝜃𝑓, 𝜑𝑓), see Fig. 1(b). The time-

dependent propagating electron wave packet in real space is given by 

𝜓𝑒(𝒙, 𝑡) =
1

(2𝜋)
3
2

∫ 𝑑𝒌𝑖 𝑎𝑒(𝒌𝑖) exp (𝑖𝒌𝑖 ∙ 𝒙 −
𝑖𝐸𝑖𝑡

ℏ
) , (1) 

where 𝐸𝑖 = ℏ2𝑘𝑖
2/(2𝑚𝑒)  is the kinetic energy and 𝑎𝑒(𝒌𝑖)  is a complex amplitude describing the 

momentum distribution. The scattering probability is derived from the time-dependent S-matrix 

theory  [35,36]. By employing the first Born approximation and neglecting the exchange interaction, both 

of which are valid for high-energy electrons (10 keV in this work), the elastic scattering probability is 

obtained as  [36] 

𝑃(�̂�𝑓 , 𝒃) =  𝑃0 ∫ 𝑘𝑖
3𝑑𝑘𝑖 ∬ 𝑑�̂�𝑖 ∬ 𝑑�̂�𝑖

′ 

                                 ×  𝑎𝑒
∗(𝑘𝑖, �̂�𝑖

′)𝑎𝑒(𝑘𝑖, �̂�𝑖) 𝑇el
∗ (𝑘𝑖, �̂�𝑖

′ , �̂�𝑓)𝑇el(𝑘𝑖, �̂�𝑖, �̂�𝑓)𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑖(�̂�𝑖−�̂�𝑖
′)∙𝒃, (2) 

where �̂�𝑖 = 𝒌𝑖/𝑘𝑖, �̂�𝑖
′ = 𝒌𝑖

′/𝑘𝑖, �̂�𝑓 = 𝒌𝑓/𝑘𝑓 with 𝑘𝑓 = 𝑘𝑖, and  𝑃0 a constant. Equation (2) shows that the 

scattering probability contains a coherent contribution from two scattering pathways, from 𝒌𝑖 to 𝒌𝑓 and 𝒌𝑖
′ 

to 𝒌𝑓. 𝑇el in Eq. (2) is the first Born scattering amplitude, i.e., the atomic form factor. In this work, for 

simplicity, we consider the target to be atomic hydrogen in the 1s state. The atomic form factor is thus given 

by 𝑇el(𝑞) = 𝑇0𝑎0
2(𝑎0

2𝑞2 + 8)/(𝑎0
2𝑞2 + 4)2  [1], where ℏ𝒒 = ℏ𝑘𝑖(�̂�𝑖 − �̂�𝑓) is the momentum transfer, a0 

the Bohr radius and 𝑇0 a real-valued constant.  

We consider two types of axially-symmetric 10-keV electron-beam wave packets. The axial 

symmetry allows us to describe the momentum-space wavefunction 𝑎𝑒(𝒌𝑖) by (𝑘𝑖, 𝜃𝑖). Their momentum-

space densities are sketched in Fig. 1(d). The first one (right side) is defined as 

𝑎𝑒(𝑘𝑖, 𝜃𝑖) =
1

(32𝜋3)
1
4√𝜎∥𝜎𝜃

exp (−
(𝑘∥ − 𝑘𝑒)2

4𝜎∥
2 ) exp (−

sin2 𝜃𝑖

4𝜎𝜃
2 ),           (3) 
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where 𝑘∥ = 𝑘𝑖 cos 𝜃𝑖 is the longitudinal momentum, 𝑘𝑒 the total momentum for 10-keV electrons, and ℏ𝜎∥ 

the root-mean-square (rms) longitudinal momentum width. In real space, the rms longitudinal size can be 

as small as 1/(2𝜎∥)  and the corresponding FWHM duration is  𝜏 = √2ln (2)/(𝜎∥𝑣𝑒). 𝜎𝜃 is the rms angular 

width and throughout this work, we use 𝜎𝜃 = 10 mrad, a typical value for transmission electron 

microscopes  [37]. The corresponding rms spot size is 1/(2𝑘𝑒𝜎𝜃) = 1 Å. Since this wave packet has a 

Gaussian distribution in the longitudinal momentum, we call it a k||-Gauss wave packet. The wavefunction 

is normalized, ∫|𝑎𝑒(𝑘𝑖, 𝜃𝑖)|2 𝑑𝒌𝑖 = 1. 

The second wave packet [left side of Fig. 1(d)] is defined as 

𝑎𝑒(𝑘𝑖, 𝜃𝑖) =
1

(32𝜋3)
1
4√𝜎∥𝜎𝜃

exp (−
(𝑘𝑖 − 𝑘𝑒)2

4𝜎∥
2 ) exp (−

sin2 𝜃𝑖

4𝜎𝜃
2 ).           (4) 

Since this wave packet has a Gaussian distribution in the total momentum 𝑘𝑖, we call it a |k|-Gauss wave 

packet. In the limit 𝜎∥ → +0  (i.e., 𝜏 → +∞ ), this wave packet resembles the monochromatic but 

transversally focused beams in electron microscopes. In the limit 𝜎∥ → +∞ (i.e., 𝜏 → +0), the above two 

types of wave packets are nearly identical. The two wave-packet types can be produced with existing 

experimental techniques as discussed in the Supplemental Material  [38]. We consider wave packet 

durations 𝜏 in the range from 1 as to 1 ps.  

The two, colored circles in Fig. 1(a) show azimuthal (𝜑𝑓) contrasts 𝐶𝜑(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥 ) calculated for 

the two wave packet types with 𝜏 =1 fs and 𝑏𝑥  = 3 Å. The contrast is defined by 𝐶𝜑(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥) =

𝑃(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥)/𝑃ave(𝜃𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥) − 1  where 𝑃ave(𝜃𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥) = ∫ 𝑃(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥)𝑑𝜑𝑓
2𝜋

0
/(2𝜋)  is the scattering 

probability averaged over the azimuthal angle 𝜑𝑓. In these circles, the radius corresponds to the scattering 

angle ( 𝜃𝑓 ). We observe an asymmetry with a 2-fold (180°) periodicity in 𝐶𝜑(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥)  and, most 

importantly, the sign of the asymmetry is opposite for the two wave packet types. The |k|-Gauss wave packet 

(left) shows lower (red) scattering probabilities along the direction of the target while the k||-Gauss wave 

packet (right) shows higher (blue) probabilities. We introduce the asymmetry parameter for the quantitative 

discussion below, 

𝐴𝜑(𝑏𝑥) =
∫{𝑃(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 = 0, 𝑏𝑥) − 𝑃(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 = 𝜋/2, 𝑏𝑥)} sin 𝜃𝑓 𝑑𝜃𝑓

𝑃total/(2𝜋)
, (5) 

where 𝑃total(𝑏𝑥) = ∬ 𝑃(𝜃𝑓 , 𝜑𝑓 , 𝑏𝑥) sin 𝜃𝑓 𝑑𝜃𝑓𝑑𝜑𝑓 in the denominator is the total scattering probability. A 

positive value of 𝐴𝜑(𝑏𝑥) represents a higher probability for 𝜑𝑓 = 0 than for 𝜑𝑓 = 𝜋/2. 



5 

 

 Figure 2 compares the total scattering probabilities (upper panels) 𝑃total(𝑏𝑥) and the azimuthal 

asymmetry 𝐴𝜑(𝑏𝑥) (lower panels) for the two types of wave packets as a function of their duration 𝜏. We 

consider impact parameters bx from 0 Å to 5 Å. The |k|-Gauss wave packet (left) results in a scattering 

probability nearly independent of the wave-packet duration. However, the impact parameter dependence is 

significant: the scattering probability at bx = 5 Å is six orders of magnitude lower than that at bx = 0 Å with 

a beam of ~1 Å rms spot size. This high contrast provides the ability to probe atoms with high spatial 

resolution, which is the physical background of the atomic-resolution scanning transmission 

microscopy  [37,39]. The azimuthal asymmetry 𝐴𝜑 [left panel of Fig. 2(b)] is always negative and nearly 

independent of the wave-packet duration. As expected, the degree of asymmetry increases with impact 

parameter. 

In contrast, the scattering probability and the azimuthal asymmetry of the k||-Gauss wave packet 

(right panels) strongly depend on the wave-packet duration 𝜏. For this pulsed beam, we identified three 

regimes. At very short durations of τ < 0.1 fs, the results are nearly identical to those of the |k|-Gauss (left 

panels). This is because the two types of wave packets cannot be distinguished in the limit 𝜎∥ → +∞ (i.e., 

𝜏 → +0). At the transient regime from 0.1 fs to 10 fs, the scattering probability and the asymmetry 

drastically changes, especially for the larger impact parameters considered. The sign of the asymmetry even 

flips. In the long duration regime (τ >10 fs), the scattering probability decreases monotonically, while the 

asymmetry is positive and almost constant. 

In order to gain a physical understanding of these findings, we first consider the spatial distributions 

of the wave packets and relate them to the scattering probabilities. Figure 3(a) shows snapshots of the 

probability densities |𝜓𝑒(𝑥, 𝑦 = 0, 𝑧, 𝑡)|2  in the xz plane for a duration of τ = 1 fs, evolving on sub-

femtosecond time scales. At 𝑡 = 0 fs (lowest panels), the wave packets are spatially focused. The upper 

panels show the real-space densities at negative times (i.e., before the focus). The overall density distribution 

of the |k|-Gauss wave packet (left panels) follows the shape of a focused Gaussian beam known from 

optics  [40]. The overall shape does not change with the wave-packet duration (not shown), suggesting the 

independence of the scattering probabilities on the packet duration (left panels of Fig. 2).  Figure 3(b) shows 

the temporal evolution of the wave-packet densities at z = 0 [vertical slices of Fig. 3(a)], where the target 

atom is placed. The probability densities are peaked at around x = 0. This leads to the observed significant 

decay of the scattering probability with the impact parameter. 

On the other hand, the real-space densities of the k||-Gauss wave packet [right panels of Fig. 3(a)] 

have a two-dimensional Gaussian shape at any time. Interestingly, we find non-negligible densities at large 

x and z = 0 (vertical lines), at the times of −1.0 fs and −0.5 fs. The right panel of Fig. 3(b) shows the temporal 
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evolution of the densities at z = 0. Noteworthy, at a large x, there are two density peaks in time, separated 

by 0.9 fs at x = 5 Å (green curve in lower panel), whose potential applications will be briefly discussed in 

the concluding remarks. Because the longitudinal size is determined by the wave-packet duration τ, the 

amount of the overlap with the target at larger x are strongly affected by τ. The illustrations in Fig. 4(a) 

qualitatively explain the dependence on τ. The blue elliptical circles show the spatial distribution of the 

wave packets at t = 0. From each point of the wave packet, the electron spreads with a given divergence 

angle (arrows). At a very short duration (left), even a large spreading angle component does not cross the 

target atom. At an intermediate duration (middle), a large-angle component starting from the edge of the 

distribution traverses the target. At a very long duration (right), components from small to large angles can 

cross the target but the contribution of each component is small because the wave packet is extended along 

z. Accordingly, the scattering probability decreases with ~1/τ [right panel of Fig. 2(a)]. The wave-packet 

duration corresponding to the intermediate regime for bx = 5 Å can be estimated as 𝑏𝑥/(𝜎𝜃𝑣𝑒/2) ~ 0.8 fs, 

see the middle panel of Fig. 4(a). 

In order to quantitively confirm the above discussion, we simulated time-integrated probability 

densities at y = z = 0, that is ∫ |𝜓𝑒(𝑥, 𝑦 = 0, 𝑧 = 0, 𝑡)|2+∞

−∞
𝑑𝑡, for the two types of the wave packets. Circles 

in Fig. 2(a) show such densities at x = bx. For the comparison, the densities are normalized using the 

scattering probabilities at bx = 0 Å and τ = 0.01 fs. We obtain good matches between the probability densities 

(circles) and the scattering probabilities (curves) for both wave packets. Even the curves with complicated 

shapes for the k||-Gauss wave packet (right panel) are reproduced well. The good agreement validates the 

physical picture of Fig. 4(a) and confirms the connection between the local probability density and the 

scattering probability. At points of very small (<10-2) scattering probabilities, the local densities 

underestimate the scattering probabilities. This discrepancy could originate from the long-range nature of 

the Coulomb potential of the target atom. 

The physical picture in Fig. 4(a) also explains the positive azimuthal asymmetry 𝐴𝜑(𝑏𝑥) seen in the 

right panel of Fig 2(b). Intuitively, components with transversal momenta along x can likely reach the target 

compared to those along y (perpendicular to the plane). This can produce an anisotropy in the (kx,ky) 

distribution of electrons coming to the target. Because the scattering probability is higher with smaller 

momentum transfer |ℏ𝒒| [see expression for 𝑇el(𝑞) after Eq. (2)], this anisotropy is translated into the 

angular distribution of scattered electrons, leading to the azimuthal asymmetry. We quantify the momentum 

anisotropy by using the Gabor transform as 

𝑄(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦) = ∬ 𝑑𝑡𝑑𝑘𝑧|𝐺(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦, 𝑘𝑧, 𝑡)|2 , (6) 
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with

𝐺(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑘𝑥, 𝑘𝑦, 𝑘𝑧, 𝑡) =
1

(2𝜋)
3
2

∭ 𝜓𝑒(𝑥′, 𝑦′, 𝑧′, 𝑡) exp (−
(𝑥′−𝑥)

2

2𝛿𝑥
2 ) exp (−

(𝑦′−𝑦)
2

2𝛿𝑦
2 ) exp (−

(𝑧′−𝑧)
2

2𝛿𝑧
2 )

× exp(−𝑖𝑘𝑥𝑥′) exp(−𝑖𝑘𝑦𝑦′) exp(−𝑖𝑘𝑧𝑧′) 𝑑𝑥′𝑑𝑦′𝑑𝑧′,  (7)

 

where 𝛿𝑥, 𝛿𝑦, 𝛿𝑧 are the rms spatial width of interests. Equations (6) and (7) show that the Gabor transform 

extracts information on the momentum density distributions (𝑘𝑥 , 𝑘𝑦, 𝑘𝑧) of the wave packet at the position 

of the target (𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧). Figure 4(b) shows the two-dimensional momentum distribution 𝑄(𝑥, 𝑦, 𝑧, 𝑘𝑥, 𝑘𝑦) of 

the k||-Gauss wave packet at x = 5 Å, y = z = 0 Å for packet durations τ = 0.1 fs (left), 1 fs (middle) and 10 

fs (right). We chose a relatively large value of 𝛿𝑥 = 𝛿𝑦 = 𝛿𝑧 = 2 Å in order to see their differences clearly. 

At the short duration of 0.1 fs, the momentum distribution is isotropic. On the other hand, at τ =1 fs, the 

distribution is significantly anisotropic and there are two peaks at kx ~ ±0.7 Å-1. At τ =10 fs, the kx-ky 

anisotropy is reduced but not lost. This trend matches with the physical picture of Fig. 4(a) and explains the 

results in the right panel of Fig. 2(b), where the azimuthal asymmetry peaks at hundreds of attoseconds, and 

decreases at longer durations. Based on these results, we conclude that the positive azimuthal asymmetry, 

i.e., stronger scattering probabilities towards/against the target direction (𝜑𝑓 = 0, 𝜋), for the k||-Gauss wave 

packet is attributed to the anisotropic momentum distribution given by the real-space wave-packet dynamics 

on few-femtosecond time scales. 

Finally, we explain the origin of the negative azimuthal asymmetry appearing in the scattering of 

the |k|-Gauss wave packet and the short-duration k||-Gauss wave packet [see Fig. 2(a)]. We return to Eq. (2) 

and focus on the term 𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑖(�̂�𝑖−�̂�𝑖
′)∙𝒃. The physical origin of this phase term is illustrated in Fig. 1(c). For an 

electron with an incident angle 𝜃𝑖 on the xz plane, one can find the difference in the geometrical path length 

as compared to the case of bx = 0, which is given by �̂�𝑖 ∙ 𝒃 = 𝑏𝑥 sin 𝜃𝑖, shown by the red arrow. Note that a 

similar discussion is applied to electron diffraction by molecules or crystals. The scattering probability in 

Eq. (2) contains the relative phase for 𝒌𝑖 and 𝒌𝑖
′, that is 𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑖(�̂�𝑖−�̂�𝑖

′)∙𝒃. Because smaller momentum transfer 

|ℏ𝒒| leads to higher scattering probabilities, the scattering to φf = 0 and π can be represented by that 

occurring on the xz plane, in which the phase term is given by 𝑒𝑖𝑘𝑖(sin 𝜃𝑖−sin 𝜃𝑖
′)∙𝑏𝑥, while the scattering to φf 

= π/2 and 3π/2 can be represented by an event on the yz plane, in which the phase term is 𝑒0 = 1 because �̂�𝑖 

and �̂�𝑖
′  are perpendicular to 𝒃. Therefore, the term inside the integral of Eq. (2) is added in phase for the 

scattering on the yz plane, leading to the higher scattering probabilities at φf = π/2, 3π/2 than at φf = 0, π. 

In summary, motivated by the rapid advances on light-driven control of electron beams, we 

investigated the fundamental aspects of scattering of electron wave packets shaped in 3D space. The 
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dependence of the scattering probabilities on the wave-packet type, duration and impact parameters were 

elucidated by the spatial-momentum overlap between the incident beam with the target atom occurring on 

the few-femtosecond time scale. The two types of ultrashort wave packets considered in this work can be 

used for the atomic-resolution electron microscopy when appropriately shaped and focused. The azimuthal 

asymmetry induced by the displacement of the target from the electron beam center is attributed to two 

competing effects, the anisotropy of momentum distribution, which was revealed by the Gabor transform, 

and the geometrical phase determined by the impact parameter. Both the scattering probability and 

asymmetry related to the use of the wave packet with a Gaussian distribution in the longitudinal momentum 

strongly depend on its duration in the range of 0.01-100 fs, further suggesting a novel in-situ approach to 

characterize the temporal duration of the ultrashort wave packet in an extreme temporal parameter range 

purely from time-unresolved scattering data. Moreover, the target displaced from the beam center 

experiences two electron bursts within a single wave packet [right panel of Fig. 3(b)] whose separation is 

tunable with the displacement distance on the few-femtosecond time scale level (0.5 fs at bx = 3 Å and 0.9 

fs at bx = 5 Å), which could be useful for coherently exciting the target through the free-electron—bound 

electron transition scheme  [26,27], probing the electronic coherence of the atom  [29,41], or for an electron-

pump--electron-probe experiment of sub-femtosecond carrier dynamics.  
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Fig 1. Scattering of a 3D-shaped ultrashort electron wave packet. (a) Concept and physical system. The 

spatially focused electron pulse is scattered by a target (atomic hydrogen) displaced from the beam center. 

An azimuthal asymmetry appears in the angular distribution of the scattered electrons (right circles). The 

right circles show the azimuthal contrast on a two-dimensional detector. (b) Scattering geometry. (c) 

Illustration of the geometrical path length difference, leading to the b-dependent phase of Eq. (2). (d) 

Sketches of the momentum distributions of the considered ultrashort wave packets. See text for details. 
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Fig 2. Total scattering probability and azimuthal asymmetry.  (a) Total elastic scattering probabilities as a 

function of the wave packet duration and the impact parameter (solid curves). Wave packet probability 

densities at the position of the target (circles). (b) Azimuthal asymmetries.  
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Fig 3. Sub-femtosecond real-space dynamics of the electron wave packets with τ = 1 fs. (a) Snapshots of the 

wave packets on the xz plane. At time zero (lowest panels), the wave packets are transversally focused. 

Result of each panel is normalized independently. (b) Upper panels: temporal evolution of the probability 

densities at z = 0. Lower panels: Slices at x = 0 and 5 Å. 
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Fig 4. Spatial and momentum overlaps of the k||-Gauss wave packet with a target. (a) Illustration of the 

wave-packet duration dependence. The FWHM wave-packet longitudinal size is veτ. (b) Momentum 

distribution of the wave packet at the position of the target, given by the Gabor transform, see Eqs. (6)-(7). 

At the short time duration (left), even a large-angle component cannot reach the target. At the intermediate 

duration (~1 fs), only the large-angle component can reach the target. Accordingly, the momentum 

distribution is anisotropic. At the long duration (right), components of a wide angular range can reach the 

target, resulting in a smaller anisotropy. 
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Supplemental Material 

 

In this supplemental material, we discuss possible experimental schemes based on existing techniques for 

obtaining the considered wave packets. To achieve packet durations τ below 100 fs, which cannot be directly 

obtained from ultrashort electron guns  [42], a buncher has to be employed, in which a light-driven (green 

curve in Fig. S1) energy modulation is applied to the incident pulse. Examples of the buncher include a 

laser-excited thin membrane [17–19,43], a dielectric laser accelerator  [23–25] or a two-color 

ponderomotive potential  [22]. The energy modulation at the buncher evolves into the temporal density 

modulation (i.e., temporal compression) during the subsequent free-space propagation. The |k|-Gauss wave 

packet has the same energy spectrum over the incident angle 𝜃𝑖 , and therefore, can be produced by a 

focusing using a magnetic lens (Fig. S1). On the other hand, the k||-Gauss wave packet has a constant 

longitudinal momentum (𝑘∥ = 𝑘𝑖 cos 𝜃𝑖) distribution over 𝜃𝑖 , which corresponds to an energy spectrum 

whose mean energy increases with the angle 𝜃𝑖. For example, the component coming with 𝜃𝑖 =10 mrad has 

10-4 times higher mean energy (i.e., 10 eV for 10-keV electrons) compared to that of 𝜃𝑖 = 0. To generate 

such a wave packet, we propose to employ another energy modulator of a thin membrane excited by a THz 

wave (red curve in Fig. S1)  [15,20] whose cycle is longer than the wave packet duration such that a 

temporally uniform energy modulation (deceleration, here) can be achieved. By setting the electron beam 

diameter slightly larger than the focused THz beam, electrons experience strongest decelerations at the beam 

center and reduced deceleration with the distance from the center. Subsequent spatial focusing by a lens 

produces the k||-Gauss-like wave packet. Alternatively, the space-energy coupled wave packet could be 

obtained with a dielectric laser accelerator which relies on the spatially-decaying optical near fields and 

intrinsically provides position-dependent energy modulation amplitude  [23–25]. We note that the capability 

of space-time energy (i.e., wavelength) control with light waves can produces electron wave packets whose 

analogue are difficult to be achieved with light wave packets. 

 

FIG. S1. Proposed scheme for producing |k|-Gauss and k||-Gauss wave packets. A sub-picosecond electron 

pulse is produced by photoemission triggered by an ultrashort laser pulse (purple). To achieve a duration 

of <100 fs, a buncher driven by a laser or THz field (green) is employed. A spatially inhomogeneous 

deceleration by the THz field (red) and the transversal focusing produces the k||-Gauss-like wave packet. 

The |k|-Gauss-like wave packet is generated without the THz deceleration. 


