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We study the photon emission by charged spinless particles with phase vortices and an orbital
angular momentum (OAM) projection in longitudinal electric and magnetic fields within the scalar
QED. A realistic wave packet of an electron or ion accelerated by a radio-frequency wave locally
feels a constant and spatially homogeneous field, which allows us to develop an effective model for
losing the angular momentum of the vortex particle due to photon emission. For the fields typical
for accelerator facilities, we find that an effective lifetime of the vortex state greatly exceeds the
acceleration time. This proves that the acceleration of vortex electrons, ions, muons, and so forth to
relativistic energies is possible in conventional linacs, as well as in the wake-field accelerators with
higher field gradients, the OAM losses due to the photon emission are mostly negligible, and that
the vortex quantum state is highly robust against these losses.

I. INTRODUCTION

The emission of photons in quantum field theory
(QFT) by charged particles accelerated in an external
electromagnetic field is an inherently nonstationary pro-
cess because acceleration occurs during a finite time in-
terval over a finite space domain. In contrast to that,
the customary relativistic perturbation theory within the
S-matrix formalism deals with the stationary quantum
states of particles, so the emission process formally oc-
curs during the infinite time interval with no spatial lo-
calization. It is only when the particle path is periodic
– say, a circle in a magnetic field – that the stationary
perturbation theory successfully describes the emission
[1]. The difference between the stationary and nonsta-
tionary approaches can be illustrated with the formation
length (zone) effects when photons are emitted by rela-
tivistic charged particles in media, such as, for instance,
the Landau-Pomeranchuk-Migdal effect, pre-wave zone
effect, etc. [2, 3]. The use of the standard stationary
theory hinders the analysis of the formation-length and
time phenomena.

Although the quantum states of charged particles ac-
celerated in combinations of electric and magnetic fields
have long been known [4, 5], their applications to spe-
cific calculations in QED are extremely scarce. Leaving
aside the physical interpretation of such states, there is
a fundamental difficulty in dealing with the accelerated
particles. When the mean energy exceeds the double rest
energy of an electron, 2mc2, the vacuum can become un-
stable and the particle-antiparticle pairs can start to cre-
ate [5, 6]. To deal with the realistic accelerator facilities
with fields much weaker than the Schwinger critical value
E ≪ Ec = m2c3/|e|ℏ = 1.32 · 1016 V/cm, we need to
employ 1-particle states with a stable vacuum and there-
fore, somewhat contrary to what the QED community
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has been doing during the last several decades [5] – to
get rid of the pairs.
Here, we develop an effective model of photon emis-

sion by scalar charged particles with phase vortices in
relativistic nonstationary perturbation theory. In mod-
ern facilities, acceleration occurs in radio frequency cav-
ities in which particles are pushed by electric impulses
from traveling waves. The key feature that allows us to
significantly simplify the model is that the wave packets
of electrons, muons, protons, ions, etc. are many orders
of magnitude smaller than (i) the length of an acceler-
ating wave in a waveguide, (ii) spatial inhomogeneities
of the accelerating fields. Therefore, if we suppose that
the mean group velocity of the particle packet always
matches the phase velocity of the accelerating wave, the
particle locally experiences a constant and homogeneous
electric fieldE = {0, 0, E} directed along the acceleration
axis z.
The exact solutions to both the Klein-Gordon and

Dirac equations in such a field are known, see [4]. How-
ever, these solutions can be inconvenient in practical cal-
culations due to admixture of the electron-positron pairs
(for brevity, we call the particles electron and positron
even if they have no spin). Instead, we develop an itera-
tive procedure following the Wentzel–Kramers–Brillouin
(WKB) or quasi-classical approach [7] that keeps us
within a class of 1-particle states with stable vacuum.
The corresponding quasi-classical state no longer obeys
the Klein-Gordon equation exactly, but the accuracy
stays under control and it is enough to analyze the emis-
sion of a photon within the first order of the nonstation-
ary perturbation theory.
In particular, the finite time interval during which ac-

celeration occurs tf − ti is embedded in this state. This
temporal localization inevitably implies spatial localiza-
tion of the wave packet in the longitudinal direction, i.e.,
the existence of the packet center defined by a mean clas-
sical path ⟨r⟩(t) [7], the latter being the relativistic hy-
perbolic trajectory in the electric field [8].
We employ these quasi-classical states of accelerated
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charged spinless particles with phase vortices, dubbed
vortex or twisted particles [9, 10], for studying photon
emission within the first order of the perturbation the-
ory in scalar QED. For the electric and magnetic field
strengths typical for conventional accelerators, the time
during which the vortex particle loses its orbital angular
momentum (OAM) due to photon emission is found to be
significantly greater than the typical time-of-flight in an
accelerator, even for kilometer-long linacs. This proves
the stability of the twisted quantum states of the charged
particles against photon emission during the acceleration
process and demonstrates the principal possibility to ac-
celerate vortex electrons, muons, ions, etc. in a linac.
Once this acceleration to relativistic energies is achieved,
it opens new possibilities for studying a plethora of quan-
tum phenomena beyond the reach of conventional plane-
wave (or Gaussian) states without phase vortices [9–16].

Throughout this paper, we employ the system of units
ℏ = c = 1, except in key formulas where retaining these
constants is essential to construct the WKB solution.

II. LOSS OF VORTICITY DURING
ACCELERATION

Some of us have already argued that if a charged parti-
cle with a phase vortex is accelerated to relativistic ener-
gies, its quantum state with an orbital (or total) angular
momentum (AM) projection l stays very stable against
the emission of twisted photons carrying the AM away
[11, 17, 18]. One can start with simple considerations
from relativistic kinematics: in a longitudinal magnetic
field of a focusing solenoid, the state of an electron with
an AM l lives a finite time interval (a lifetime) and decays
due to emission of a twisted photon. If the total angu-
lar momentum of that photon lγ is maximized, lγ = l,
the electron goes to the final ground state with lf = 0
and thereby loses its vorticity. Suppose that we know the
time τ during which this happens for a non-relativistic
electron (see the corresponding calculations in [19, 20]).
Then the lifetime in a laboratory frame in which this
particle moves with a Lorentz factor γ = ε/mc2 is

t = γ τ > τ, (1)

i.e., the higher the energy, the less probable the emission
becomes and the more stable the quantum state of the
electron against the emission of twisted photons.

The acceleration can be taken into account by integrat-
ing the emission probability without electric field over the
initial longitudinal momentum of the electron, as done
in Ref.[18]. However, this approach neglects the interfer-
ence between the emission amplitudes, and in this paper
we employ a more general theory in which this interfer-
ence can occur. We find that, in the parameter range
relevant for accelerator facilities, the qualitative conclu-
sion of Refs. [18–20] remains valid: vortex states are
extremely stable against OAM-changing radiation. The

probability of emitting a photon that changes the elec-
tron OAM during a single pass through the accelerator is
very small, and the resulting lifetime τ of the OAM state
greatly exceeds the characteristic transit time through
the accelerating structure.
Moreover, the hierarchy of channels is robust: transi-

tions with small OAM loss ∆l = l− l′ dominate, whereas
channels with large ∆l and those with ∆n ̸= 0 are
strongly suppressed. At the same time, our approach
reveals several important features absent in simpler kine-
matic arguments. First, the emission probability and the
lifetime exhibit a significant dependence on the external
electric field and on the coherence length of the wave
packet. For realistically narrow packets, the probability
is practically independent of the electric field, whereas
wider packets acquire a narrow-region dependence on the
field strength. Even in the presence of very strong elec-
tric fields, the qualitative picture remains unchanged: in
all regimes we have explored, the probability of OAM-
changing emission stays tiny, and the corresponding life-
times remain orders of magnitude larger than the char-
acteristic acceleration time.

III. MODEL

A. Quantum state of a charged particle in
longitudinal electric and magnetic fields

1. Klein-Gordon equation with longitudinal fields

We model electron dynamics in a linac via the Klein-
Gordon equation in the longitudinal electric and mag-
netic fields: [

(i∂µ − eAµ)
2 −m2

]
Ψ(r, t) = 0. (2)

The electron is accelerated by the electric field along the z
axis, E = {0, 0, E}, and the magnetic fieldH = {0, 0, H}
is used to control the wave packet spreading in the trans-
verse directions, similarly to a focusing magnetic lens.
The field direction is chosen such that the particle accel-
erates along the z axis; for an electron this corresponds
to E = −|E| < 0. The vector potential for stationary
and homogeneous collinear electric and magnetic fields
can be chosen in a Coulomb gauge as following

Aµ =

{
0,
Hρ

2
eϕr

+ Etez

}
, (3)

where ez = {0, 0, 1} and eϕr
= {− sinϕr, cosϕr, 0} are

the basis vector along the z-axis and the azimuthal di-
rection, respectively. Alternatively, in a stationary gauge

Aµ =

{
Ez,

Hρ

2
eϕr

}
, (4)

which provides the same field configuration. The results
obtained below agree for both gauges up to a transfor-
mation that induces a phase shift in the wave function
(App. B 1). For definiteness, let us take the gauge (3).
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Substituting (3) into Eq. (2) leads to

(
−∂2t +∆−m2 − e2H2ρ2

4
− e2E2t2 − ieH∂ϕr

− 2ieEt∂z

)
Ψ(r, t) = 0. (5)

Equation (5) admits the separation of variables, so the
wave function is factorized:

Ψ(r, t) = Ψ∥(z, t)Ψ⊥(ρ, ϕr). (6)

Substituting the factorized form of the solution (6) into
Eq. (5), we obtain two independent equations: one for
the transverse mode Ψ⊥(ρ, ϕr) and one for the longitu-
dinal dynamics Ψ∥(z, t). Importantly, the transverse dy-
namics depends only on the magnetic field and not on the
electric one, whereas for the longitudinal motion it is vice
versa.

2. Transverse dynamics

Let us first examine the transverse dynamics, which is
described by the solution Ψ⊥(ρ, ϕr) to the equation(

∆⊥ − e2H2ρ2

4
+ eHl̂z + C

)
Ψ⊥(ρ, ϕr) = 0, (7)

that follows from Eq.(5). Here, l̂z = −i∂ϕr
is the op-

erator for the z-projection of angular momentum, C is
the separation constant, which will be defined later. The
exact solutions to Eq. (7) with a well-defined orbital an-
gular momentum (OAM) are the scalar Landau states:

Ψ⊥(ρ, ϕr) ≡ Ψn,l(ρ, ϕr)

= N⊥

(
ρ

ρH

)l

Ll
n

(
2ρ2

ρ2H

)
exp

{
− ρ2

ρ2H
+ ilϕr

}
,

(8)
where N⊥ is the normalization constant (see App. A 1),
and ρH is the characteristic transverse scale (magnetic
length) that sets the rms-radius of the ground state. It
is given by

ρH =

√
4

|eH|
≡ 2λc

√
Hc

H
. (9)

For convenience, the critical magnetic field Hc =
m2/|e| = 4.41 · 109 T and the electron Compton wave-
length λc = 1/m = 3.8 · 10−11 cm are introduced. The
quantum numbers n and l are the radial and orbital in-
dices, respectively: n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , l = 0,±1,±2, . . . .

This solution dictates an exact form for the constant
C:

C =
8

ρ2H

(
n+ l +

1

2

)
, (10)

Additionally, introducing the transverse kinetic momen-
tum operator, it can be shown that [4](App. A 2)

p̂2
⊥Ψ⊥(ρ, ϕr) = CΨ⊥(ρ, ϕr). (11)

This means C ≡ p2⊥ can be referred to as the conserved
transverse momentum of a particle that can change only
during spontaneous emission of photons, exactly as in the
quantum theory of synchrotron radiation [1]. Therefore,
the transverse dynamics of this scalar charged particle is
quantized (relativistic Landau states).

3. Longitudinal dynamics

As follows from Eq.(5), the longitudinal wavefunction
Ψ∥(z, t) is a solution to the following equation:(
−∂2t + ∂2z −m2 − e2E2t2 − 2ieEt∂z − p2⊥

)
Ψ∥(z, t) = 0,

(12)
where there is no magnetic field. This equation admits
exact solutions in the form of parabolic cylinder functions
Dν(z) [4, 21]. However, as we have argued, they are
inconvenient for our purposes. First, they are delocalized
in space, and therefore describing the acceleration of a
charged particle with them can be challenging. Second,
it can be shown that the typical values for the index of the
corresponding parabolic cylinder functions reach ∼ 106

and even more for modern linacs. This makes the use of
these states extremely inconvenient even for numerical
simulations.
To avoid this problem, we employ a semiclassi-

cal approach and solve Eq. (12) within the WKB-
approximation, seeking the solution as a series in powers
of ℏ [7, 22]. The effects of particle-antiparticle pair cre-
ation are hidden in the highest orders of this series, and
we deliberately neglect them as they are negligible in the
fields, typical for a realistic accelerator. The WKB ap-
proach allows us to construct a localized and normalized
wave packet solution. To proceed, we recover the ℏ di-
mension. The longitudinal part (12) of the Klein-Gordon
equation (2) can be written in a more compact way as
following:[(

iℏ∂µ − e

c
(A||)µ

)2
−m2c2 − p2⊥

]
Ψ∥(z, t) = 0, (13)

where (A||)
µ is a longitudinal part of the 4-potential vec-

tor:

(A||)
µ = {0, ctEez}. (14)
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According to the WKB approach, the solution can be
found according to the following ansatz:

Ψ∥(z, t) =

( ∞∑
k=0

ℏkak(z, t)

)
exp

{
i

ℏ
Scl(z, t)

}
, (15)

where ak are the coefficients to be defined, Scl is a clas-
sical action, solution of a Hamilton-Jacobi problem for a
classical particle in a homogeneous electric field [7, 22].
The longitudinal dynamics within the accuracy of O(ℏ2)
(see App. B 2) is:

Ψ∥(z, t) =
N∥√
Ecl(t)

exp

{
i

ℏ
Scl(z, t)−

(z − zcl(t))
2

2σ2

}
,

Scl(z, t) = pzz −
t∫

0

Ecl(τ)dτ,

zcl(t) =
1

F
(Ecl(t)− Ecl(0)) ,

Ecl(t) =
√
m2c4 + c2(pz + F0t)2.

(16)
Here, N∥ is a normalization constant (App. B 3), Ecl(t),
Scl(z, t), zcl(t) are the classical energy, action, and the
mean trajectory of a charged particle accelerating along
the z-axis (cf. Ref.[8]). Here,

F0 = −eE, (17)

is a classical force acting on a particle. For an electron
F0 = −|F0| > 0. The parameter σ is the coherence length
(or simply length) of the electron packet along the z axis
in the laboratory reference frame. We set the time instant
for the particle entering the electric field region to be
t = 0.

B. Emission of a photon by a charged scalar
particle

1. Matrix element in scalar QED

In scalar QED, the first-order transition matrix ele-
ment for the emission of a plane-wave photon is

Sfi =− ie

∫
d4x jµfi(x)A

∗
µ(x),

jµfi =
1

2m
Ψ∗

f (x)(i∂
µ − eAµ)Ψi(x)+

+
1

2m
Ψi(x)(i∂

µ − eAµ)∗Ψ∗
f (x) = (jµfi)

†,

A∗
µ(x) =

1√
2ωV

e∗µ(k) e
ikx, eµk

µ = 0.

(18)
Here jµfi is the transition current from the initial state

Ψi(x) to the final one Ψf (x); Aµ is the 4-potential of
the emitted photon with the wave vector k, frequency ω

and the polarization vector eµ; V is the normalization
volume. The photon wave 4-vector is

kµ = ω{1, sin θ cosϕ, sin θ sinϕ, cos θ}. (19)

The photon transverse momentum is

k⊥ = ω sin θ. (20)

In the Coulomb gauge with k · eλ(k) = 0, we have [23]

eµ = {0,eλ}, eλ(k) =
∑

σ=0,±1

exp{−iσϕ}d1σλ(θ)χσ,

χ0 = (0, 0, 1), χ±1 = ∓ 1√
2
(1,±i, 0),

(21)
where d1σλ(θ) are the small Wigner functions[24] (App.
C2). Vectors χσ represent eigenvectors for the photon
spin operator ŝz

ŝz =

0 −i 0
i 0 0
0 0 0

 , (22)

with the eigenvalues σ = 0,±1,

ŝzχσ = σχσ. (23)

The decomposition of the polarization vector over the
spin eigenvectors χσ explicitly separates the angular and
polarization dependence of the emitted photon. In this
form, the polarization is encoded in the discrete index σ,
whereas the angular dependence is carried by the Wigner
functions d1σλ(θ) and the azimuthal phase factor e−iσϕ.

2. Initial and final states

According to the solutions of transverse and longitu-
dinal equations, we choose the initial and final states of
the particle as Ψi and Ψf . These states describe the par-
ticle before and after the photon emission, respectively.
Since the emission does not occur in a definite point in
space-time, we must not associate Ψi and Ψf with the
states at the beginning and the end of acceleration. The
nonstationary and nonlocal nature of the emission and
acceleration processes is described by the matrix element
(18).
The final momentum p′z can also easily be misinter-

preted as the kinetic one, and, therefore, it can be incor-
rectly assumed that it grows with time due to acceler-
ation. However, in contrast to the kinetic one, the mo-
mentum pz and p′z are approximate quantum numbers
and, as will be further seen, dictate the wave vector of
the emitted photon kz. We further discuss this meaning
in Sec. III B 3 and Sec. III C.
The transition of the particle between the states with

the quantum numbers n, l and n′, l′ comes with the emis-
sion of a photon, as illustrated in Fig. 1. Thus, our initial
and final states are
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Ψi(r, t) =
N√
Ecl(t)

(
ρ

ρH

)l

Ll
n

(
2ρ2

ρ2H

)
exp

− ρ2

ρ2H
+ ilϕr + ipzz −

t∫
0

Ecl(t′)dt′ −
(z − zcl(t))

2

2σ2

,
Ψf (r, t) =

N ′√
E ′
cl(t)

(
ρ

ρH

)l′

Ll′

n′

(
2ρ2

ρ2H

)
exp

− ρ2

ρ2H
+ il′ϕr + ip′zz −

t∫
0

E ′
cl(t

′)dt′ − (z − z′cl(t))
2

2σ2

,
(24)

with the normalization constants

N =

√
2l+1

πρ2H

n!

(n+ l)!

1√
(πσ2)1/2

,

N ′ =

√
2l

′+1

πρ2H

n′ !

(n′ + l′)!

1√
(πσ2)1/2

.

(25)

Here Ecl(t) and zcl(t) are the classical energy and longi-
tudinal trajectory of the particle in the external fields, as
introduced in Eqs. 16. Their primed versions, E ′

cl(t) and
z′cl(t) contain p

′
z instead of pz:

Ecl(t) =
√
m2 + (pz + F0t)2, zcl(t) =

Ecl(t)− Ecl(0)
F0

,

E ′
cl(t) =

√
m2 + (p′z + F0t)2, z′cl(t) =

E ′
cl(t)− E ′

cl(0)

F0
.

(26)
The electron packet length σ is the same in the initial and
final states and is not modified by the emission process.
The magnetic length ρH is defined in Eq. (9).

3. Differential probability of emission

For further calculations, the differential probability of
emission needs to be obtained. The first-order (single
vertex) probability in the scalar QED of a photon being
emitted with the momentum between k and k + dk is
proportional to a squared module of the S-matrix ele-
ment.

The final longitudinal momentum of the particle lies
within p′z and p

′
z+dp′z. Generally speaking, a set of states

with different p′z is not orthogonal due to the Gaussian
factor (B21). However, we can treat them as orthogo-
nal if a proper measure of integration is defined. The
integration of two states with different momenta over z
yields

+∞∫
−∞

Ψ∗
p′
z
Ψp′′

z
dz ∝ exp

{
− (z′cl − z′′cl)

2

4σ2
− σ2(p′z − p′′z )

2

4

}
.

(27)
When the energy gain F0t in the electric field significantly
exceeds the longitudinal momentum difference |p′z − p′′z |,
the disparity between the two classical trajectories z′cl
and z′′cl becomes negligible. Consequently, the value of
the integral depends mostly on the second term. We can

Fig. 1: The electron is bounded by a magnetic field H
and accelerated by an electric field E, both of which are
directed along the z-axis. During the acceleration the
electron undergoes the transition between the Landau
states with quantum numbers from n, l, pz to n′, l′, p′z.
The transition comes with the emission of the photon,
thus, the root mean squared transverse radius of the
Landau state changes from

√
⟨ρ2⟩ = ρH

√
2n+ l + 1 to√

⟨ρ′2⟩ = ρH
√
2n′ + l′ + 1 and becomes smaller. The

longitudinal size of the electron packet, σ, remains
unchanged during the emission.

express |p′z−p′′z | in terms of the emitted photon energies:

|p′z−p′′z | = |(pz−p′z)− (pz−p′′z )| = |ω′−ω′′| ⩽ 2ω. (28)

In typical accelerator fields, the energy of a single photon
is always negligibly small compared to the total energy
gain. Therefore, we treat two states as orthogonal if their
momenta differ by at least 1/σ. Thus, we arrive at the
differential probability

dW =
∑
λ=±1

|Sfi(λ)|2
V d3k

(2π)3

√
2σdp′z. (29)

Here, the factor
√
2σ is a measure associated with dp′z.

It is evaluated as a dispersion σp′
z
of the longitudinal mo-

mentum p′z, calculated on a solution (16). For simplicity,
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we evaluate

σ2
z ≡ ⟨z2⟩ − ⟨z⟩2 =

+∞∫
−∞

j0z2dz −

 +∞∫
−∞

j0zdz

2

=
σ2

2
.

(30)
We further require the uncertainty relation to be mini-
mized, obtaining

σ2
p′
z
=

1

2σ2
. (31)

With this choice, the set of packets labeled by p′z forms
an approximately orthonormal basis for the longitudinal
motion, so that Eq. (29) can be interpreted as the prob-
ability density in the combined photon–electron phase
space.

The detailed derivation of the S-matrix element is pro-
vided in the App. C. Here we introduce the final result:

Sfi = −2πi
1√
2ωV

√
2l+1

πρ2H

n!

(n+ l)!

√
2l′+1

πρ2H

n′!

(n′ + l′)!

× eρH
2m

ei(l−l′)ϕk exp

{
−σ

2(p′z − pz + kz)
2

4

}
×

×
∑

σ=0,±1

iσ−l+l′d1σ,λ(θ)Tσ(k⊥ρH),

(32)
where the T functions are defined in Eq. (C11) and con-
tain the only left integration over t. Eq.(32) clearly ex-
hibits the main angular and kinematic features of the
process. The dependence on the azimuthal angle of the
photon momentum, ϕk, is fully contained in the over-
all phase factor ei(l−l′)ϕk , whereas the Wigner functions
d1σλ(θ) encode the polar-angle dependence. The sum
over σ = 0,±1 corresponds to different projections of
the photon spin; the functions Tσ(k⊥ρH) depend on the
dimensionless combination k⊥ρH. The Gaussian factor
exp
{
−σ2(p′z − pz + kz)

2/4
}

constrains the longitudinal
momenta. It shows that conservation of the total z-
momentum would require a completely delocalized state
(σ → ∞). However, since the acceleration process in-
herently involves spatial localization, strict momentum
conservation is generally violated.

C. Wide packet approximation

Let us take a look at the damping factor in the S-
matrix element (32)

exp

{
−σ

2(p′z − pz + kz)
2

4

}
. (33)

This factor suppresses the amplitude – and therefore the
probability – exponentially everywhere except in a nar-
row region of momenta. It can be interpreted as a limita-
tion either for the final electron momentum, or, equiva-
lently, for the longitudinal photon momentum. The state

of the emitted photon is beyond the scope of this work.
Our main interest is the final electron state, especially
its OAM. We therefore integrate over kz to obtain the
total emission probability. The integral is localized near
kz ≃ pz − p′z.
The longitudinal length of the electron packet σ is the

main parameter determining the localization. Thus, for
σ ≫ 1/|p′z − pz + kz| the Gaussian can be approximated
with a delta function. Equivalently, this requires that the
longitudinal packet size in the laboratory frame exceeds
the radiation formation length [2]:

σ ≫ Lform ∼ γ2λph, (34)

where λph is the photon wavelength and γ = Ecl(t)/m is
the Lorentz factor.
Now, let us treat (33) as a delta-like function. We will

first take the squared module of an amplitude in order
to avoid the problem of regularizing a square of a delta
function.

|Sfi|2 ∝ exp

{
−σ

2(p′z − pz + kz)
2

2

}
∼

√
2π

σ
δ(p′z−pz+kz).

(35)

The
√
2π/σ factor is obtained from the delta function

normalization condition by integrating both sides over
p′z − pz + kz in infinite limits. From now on, we imply
the relation kz = pz − p′z as a result of the integration,
which allows us to simplify the integrals over t in (C11).
The further integration over t, k⊥ and p′z is numerical.

IV. RESULTS

A. Suppression of large photon transverse
momenta and its OAM

In order to obtain the lifetime of a state in the electro-
magnetic field, one needs to integrate over k⊥ ∈ [0,∞).
However, due to the exponential factor in Eq. (C9) the
integral can be taken in finite limits with the upper limit
as following

k⊥max ∼ 2

ρH
= m

√
H

Hc
. (36)

This quantity defines the cutoff for k⊥, the larger values
of which turn out to be suppressed by the exponential fac-
tor, as can be seen for example in Fig. 2. The numerical
results show that the electric field does not significantly
modify this cutoff.
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Fig. 2: Double-differential probability, d2W/(dp′z dk⊥),
of plane-wave photon emission by an accelerated vortex

particle as a function of the photon transverse
momentum k⊥. The S-matrix is strongly localized
around k⊥max ∼ 2/ρH. Parameters: H = 10 T,
E = 10 MV/m, σ = 1 nm (coherence length),

pz = 0.5 keV (initial longitudinal electron momentum),
kz = 3 eV (longitudinal photon momentum),

n = n′ = 3, l = l′ = 3, tout = 25 ns (L = ctout ≈ 7 m).

The differential probability dW/dp′z (Fig. 3) shows the
principal dependence on p′z and we see that it is localized
around p′z = pz and decreases as we move further from
the localization point.

0.0004 0.0006 0.0008 0.0010 0.0012 0.0014 0.0016
p ′z(me)

10 11

10 10

10 9

10 8

10 7

10 6

10 5

d
W
d
p
′ z
(m

−
1

e
)

l ′ = 0

l ′ = 1

l ′ = 2

l ′ = 3

p ′z = pz

Fig. 3: Differential probability of photon emission,
dW/dp′z, versus the final longitudinal momentum p′z for
several final OAM projections l′ at fixed initial l = 3.

The distribution is peaked near p′z = pz, i.e., emission is
dominated by soft photons kz = pz − p′z. Parameters:
H = 10 T, E = 10 MV/m, σ = 1 nm (coherence length),
pz = 0.5 keV (initial longitudinal electron momentum),

n = n′ = 3, tout = 25 ns (L = ctout ≈ 7 m).

This shows that the main contribution in photon emis-
sion comes from an electron with final states’ longitudinal
momentum close to the initial one. Equivalently, we can

say that the emission occurs mainly due to low-energy
photons, since kz = pz − p′z. Therefore, integration over
p′z comes with a narrow interval of ±3σp′

z
as follows

p′z ∈
[
pz −

3√
2σ
, pz +

3√
2σ

]
, (37)

which coincides with the localization scale of the differ-
ential probability dW/dp′z.
In addition, the OAM dependence is also predictable.

As seen from Fig. 3, it is much more possible to emit a
photon with a small OAM compared to the large ones.
This shows that processes with large OAM losses are
highly suppressed.

B. Emission probability per unit of time

To characterize the scattering rate, we introduce the
probability of photon emission per unit time,

Ẇ ≡ W

tout
. (38)

In stationary problems with the infinite process time,
tin → −∞, tout → +∞, this comes as a natural way
to get rid of non-physical infinite normalization time. In
our case, tout is a physical time that we associate with
the duration of the particle acceleration. It is also conve-
nient to consider the lifetime of the vortex state τ instead
of the transition rate:

τ ≡ Ẇ−1 =
tout
W

. (39)

Note that the lifetime τ , as we define it, depends on tout
in both terms: W and tout itself. We interpret the life-
time τ as the characteristic time over which the particle
preserves its OAM in the accelerator against radiative
transitions. Thus, we denote the total probability of
transitions with n = n′ from the state with OAM l to
the state with l′ ̸= l as W . Transitions with ∆n ̸= 0 are
strongly suppressed, similar to the case without the elec-
tric field [19], so the dominant contribution to τ comes
from OAM-changing channels with n = n′.
The dependence of the particle’s lifetime on the initial

OAM is shown in Fig. 4. Here we see that τ ≫ tout
for any achievable magnetic field H even in the pres-
ence of an electric field. It is also understandable why
the lifetime increases with the decreasing magnetic field.
Radiative transitions occur due to the transverse dynam-
ics and the change in discrete quantum numbers n and l.
The rms-radius of the ground Landau state scales as:

ρH =

√
4

|eH|
, ρ2H ∝ 1

H
. (40)

Therefore, as we lower the magnetic field, the probability
decreases due to the factor exp

{
−(k⊥ρH)

2/8
}

in (C9),
and the lifetime increases.
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(b)(a)

Fig. 4: Lifetime τ of a vortex state against OAM-changing transitions as a function of the initial OAM l for different
magnetic fields H. Decreasing H suppresses transverse emission and increases τ . (a) Parameters: E = 10 MV/m,

σ = 1 nm (coherence length), pz = 0.5 keV (initial longitudinal momentum), n = n′ = 3, tout = 25 ns
(L = ctout ≈ 7 m). (b) Same dependence for a higher energy and stronger field: E = 100 MV/m, pz = 100 keV,

n = n′ = 10, tout = 55 ns (L = ctout ≈ 15 m); the qualitative trend with H remains the same.

To understand how the electric field affects different
transitions with a change of OAM, let us consider prob-
abilities per unit time Ẇ for various ”scattering chan-
nels” (Fig.6). Despite the complex channel structure, a
clear trend emerges: transitions with a small OAM loss
dominate over channels with a large ∆l. For this set
of parameters, an average value of the transition rate is
10−3s−1. In statistical terms, only about one out of 103

realizations per second leads to an OAM-changing emis-
sion. We also show graphs for stronger magnetic fields
(Fig.6, (b)) for illustrative purposes. We note that the
probabilities in Fig. 6 show the same qualitative behavior
as those without the electric field.

We further investigate the dependence on the electric
field. Numerical modeling shows that the field signifi-
cantly affects transition probabilities only within a nar-
row range of magnitudes, and that this range is controlled
by the coherence length σ (Fig. 5). Analytically, this is
because F0 and σ enter Eqs. (16) in a similar way, which
determine the longitudinal state of the particle.

In the parameter range relevant for accelerator facili-
ties, the S-matrix, and hence the emission probability, is
essentially independent of the field strength for [25, 26]

σ ∼ 1 nm, (41)

whereas for wider packets the probability exhibits a pro-
nounced dependence on E. The key factor is the radia-
tion formation length, i.e. the longitudinal distance over
which the emission process is coherently built up along
the trajectory. If the coherence length of the packet in the
laboratory frame, σ, is much smaller than the formation
length, the packet is effectively point-like. In this regime,
the detailed longitudinal profile of the packet no longer
matters: the radiation amplitude depends only on the
instantaneous trajectory and becomes insensitive to how
the charge density is distributed along z. Consequently,

0 2 4 6 8 10
E (MV/m)

100

101

102

103

104

105
|S

fi
|2

σ= 1.0 nm
σ= 26.0 nm
σ= 50.0 nm
σ= 75.0 nm
σ= 100.0 nm

Fig. 5: Squared S-matrix element |Sfi|2 for the
transition n = n′ = 3, l = 3 → l′ = 2 as a function of
accelerating electric field E for different packet lengths

σ. The graph shows the crossover from the
narrow-packet regime (weak E-dependence) to the

wide-packet regime (strong E-dependence). Parameters:
H = 10 T, pz = 0.5 keV (initial longitudinal electron

momentum), kz = 3 eV (longitudinal photon
momentum), tout = 25 ns (L = 7 m).

once σ is reduced below the formation length, the emis-
sion probability saturates and is no longer changed by
further variations of the external parameters.

The electric field influences this picture mainly by
modifying the classical trajectory and, therefore, the for-
mation length itself. A stronger field increases the ac-
celeration and curvature of the trajectory, and thereby
changes the longitudinal distance over which the radia-
tion remains phase-coherent. For initially long packets,
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in moderate fields the packet size is still comparable to or
larger than the formation length over a substantial part
of the motion; different longitudinal slices then radiate
with different phases, and the probability is strongly af-
fected by the value of E. As the field increases, the for-
mation length becomes longer and the same packet enters
the effectively point-like regime σ ≪ Lform, so that the
dependence on E gradually disappears.

In contrast, an initially short packet, such as σ ∼ 1
nm, is already much shorter than the relevant forma-

tion length even at relatively weak fields. Throughout
the acceleration process, the radiation effectively “sees”
a point-like source, because the coherence region always
exceeds the packet size. In this situation, changing the
electric field modifies the overall kinematics and spectral
properties of the radiation, but does not resolve any addi-
tional longitudinal structure of the packet, and therefore
the emission probability remains practically independent
of the field magnitude.

(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 6: The total probability of photon emission per unit time Ẇ =W/tout for various scattering channels as a
function of the final OAM l′. (a) Parameters: H = 10 T, E = 10 MV/m, σ = 1 nm (coherence length), pz = 0.5 keV

(initial longitudinal momentum), n = n′ = 3, tout = 25 ns (L = ctout ≈ 7 m). The dominant contribution comes
from channels with small OAM loss ∆l = l− l′, whereas transitions with ∆n ̸= 0 are suppressed. (b) The same as in
fig. (a) but for a stronger magnetic field, H = 10−5Hc. The hierarchy of channels remains qualitatively the same,
with large ∆l transitions being strongly suppressed. (c) the same as in fig. (a), but for different packet width,
acceleration time and quantum numbers: H = 10 T, E = 1 MV/m, σ = 1.75 nm, pz = 5 keV, n = n′ = 20,

tout = 35 ns (L = ctout ≈ 10 m). The qualitative dominance of small ∆l channels persists in this regime as well.

C. Formation length

The longitudinal part of the amplitude contains the
overlap factor

exp

{
−
(
zcl(t)− z′cl(t)

)2
4σ2

}
, (42)

where zcl(t) and z
′
cl(t) are the classical trajectories in the

external field F0 for two nearby longitudinal momenta.
This factor directly controls how long along the trajec-
tory the emission process remains coherent: once the sep-
aration |zcl(t) − z′cl(t)| becomes larger than the intrinsic
packet size σ, the overlap is exponentially suppressed and
the corresponding contribution to the amplitude is neg-
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ligible.
To make this more explicit, we consider two close initial

momenta,

p′z = pz + δp, (43)

and expand the primed trajectory to the first order in δp:

z′cl(t, p
′
z) ≃ zcl(t, pz) +

∂zcl(t)

∂pz
δp. (44)

Using the explicit form of zcl(t) in a constant field F0,

zcl(t) =
Ecl(t)− Ecl(0)

F0
, Ecl(t) =

√
m2 +

(
pz + F0t

)2
,

(45)
we obtain

∂Ecl(t)
∂pz

=
pz + F0t

Ecl(t)
≡ v(t), (46)

so that

∂zcl(t)

∂pz
=

1

F0

[
v(t)− v(0)

]
. (47)

Therefore, the separation of the trajectories is

zcl(t)− z′cl(t) ≃ − v(t)− v(0)

F0
δp. (48)

As we follow the longitudinal momentum conservation
law, kz = −δp. Therefore, the overlap factor (42) can
then be written as

exp

{
−∆z(t)2

4σ2

}
∼ exp

{
−
(
v(t)− v(0)

)2
4F 2

0 σ
2

k2z

}
. (49)

We define the wave–packet–induced formation time
tform as the moment when the exponent in (49) becomes
of order unity, (

v(tform)− v(0)
)2

4F 2
0 σ

2
k2z ∼ 1, (50)

or equivalently

|v(tform)− v(0)| ∼ 2 |F0|σ/kz. (51)

Since 0 ≤ |v(t)| ≤ 1, Eq. (51) immediately leads to two
regimes:

a. Narrow-packet regime. If

2 |F0|σ/kz ≪ 1, (52)

then the condition (51) is met already at very small veloc-
ities, |v(tform)− v(0)| ≪ 1. In this case, the coherence is
lost at an early stage of acceleration, when the trajectory
has not yet changed significantly. Thus, in the narrow-
packet regime, the effective formation length is set purely
by the wave–packet size and does not depend on the field
strength. This regime occurs for σ ≪ kz/2|F0|.

b. Wide-packet regime. If

2 |F0|σ/kz ≳ 1, (53)

then the right-hand side of (51) is of order unity or larger,
and the inequality |v(t)| ≤ 1 no longer restricts the over-
lap. In this case, the Gaussian factor (42) does not cut
off the time integral at an early stage. The longitudinal
structure of the packet remains visible over the relevant
part of the trajectory, and the emission probability ac-
quires a pronounced dependence on F0.
It is convenient to characterize the transition between

the two regimes by a critical packet length σ∗(F0) ob-
tained from the equality in (52)–(53):

σ∗(F0) ∼
kz

2|F0|
. (54)

c. Numerical estimates To relate (54) to the exper-
imental parameters, we express F0 in natural units. For
an electric field of order E = 10 MV/m one finds

eE = 10 MeV/m. (55)

For kz = 3 eV we have

σ∗(F0) ∼
kz
2eE

∼ 3

2 · 107
nm ∼ 150 nm. (56)

In our simulations, narrow packets with σ ∼ 1 nm are
well below σ∗(F0) for typical accelerator fields, so they
fall into the regime (52): the effective formation length is
limited by the packet size, and the emission probability
is practically independent of F0. Wider packets start to
become of the same order as σ∗ and belong to the regime
(53): in this case the wave packet does not restrict the
formation region, the field significantly modifies the clas-
sical trajectory over the relevant length, and the proba-
bility acquires a strong dependence on the electric field
strength.
Fig. 7 shows the dependence of the lifetime τ on

the initial longitudinal momentum pz. Increasing pz
leads to a shorter lifetime. This trend is opposite to
the naive classical expectation based on a time dila-
tion, where one would anticipate τ ′ = γτ with γ =√
m2 + (pz + F0t)2/m. The much steeper decrease ob-

served in the nonrelativistic region highlights the gen-
uinely quantum nature of the process, which is absent in
a purely classical description.
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(a) (b)

(c)

Fig. 7: The lifetime τ versus the initial longitudinal momentum pz of the accelerating vortex particle. Increasing pz
(i.e., a larger Lorentz factor) reduces the probability of OAM-changing radiation and increases the stability of the

vortex state. (a) Nonrelativistic momenta, parameters: H = 10 T, E = 10 MV/m, σ = 1 nm (packet length),
n = n′ = 3, l = 5, tout = 25 ns (L = 7 m). (b) Nonrelativistic regime, same as (a), but for a longer acceleration

section and lower electric field: E = 1 MV/m, tout = 1.7 µs (L = 500 m). (c) The same dependence as in (a) but for
the larger initial momenta.

V. CONCLUSION

We have developed a nonstationary framework for pho-
ton emission by spinless charged particles with phase vor-
tices accelerated in a linac. We have used the quasiclas-
sical WKB method to obtain a localized wave packet in a
longitudinal electric field, combined with Landau quan-
tization in the transverse plane due to longitudinal mag-
netic field. This avoids the pair-admixture issues of exact
Klein–Gordon solutions and naturally incorporates a fi-
nite acceleration time and the radiation formation length.

Within this model, we have derived the first-order
transition amplitude and emission probability, identified
wide- and narrow-packet regimes, and showed that in the
experimentally relevant narrow-packet regime the total
emission probability is essentially insensitive to the elec-
tric field strength. The transverse magnetic dynamics
predominantly governs OAM-changing transitions: chan-
nels with the large OAM loss are strongly suppressed, so
the lifetimes of the vortex states are extremely long com-
pared to the acceleration time, and they further increase
for larger initial longitudinal momenta.

Overall, we confirm the robustness of the vortex states
in realistic accelerator fields and delineate the conditions
under which the OAM-changing radiation can occur.
Our formalism can be extended to Dirac particles, more
complex accelerating structures, the spin–OAM coupling,
and twisted-photon emission, and thus provides a basis
for further studies of nonstationary radiation from the
structured quantum states of charged particles.
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Appendix A: Transverse Klein-Gordon equation
dynamics

1. Normalization constant

The normalization constant for the transverse solution
Ψ⊥ is defined with the following condition

∞∫
0

ρdρ

2π∫
0

dϕr|Ψ⊥|2 = 1. (A1)

Using the associated Laguerre polynomial orthogonality
property for integer n, l

∞∫
0

ρle−ρLl
n(ρ)L

l
m(ρ)dρ =

(n+ l)!

n!
δn,m (A2)

We arrive at

N⊥ =

√
2l+1

πρ2H

n!

(n+ l)!
. (A3)

2. Transverse momentum

To check if the C constant in Eq. (7) represents trans-
verse momentum, we apply the corresponding p̂⊥ oper-
ator to the Ψ⊥ function in (8)

p̂2
⊥ = (−i∇⊥ − eA⊥)

2,

p̂2
⊥Ψ⊥ =

(
−∆⊥ + 2ie

Aϕr

ρ
∂ϕr

+ e2A2
⊥

)
Ψ⊥.

(A4)

Eq. (7) can be used to simplify the derivation of ∆⊥.

Taking into account that l̂z = −i∂ϕr

p̂2
⊥Ψ⊥ =

(
eHl̂z + C − e2H2 ρ2

4
− 2e

Aϕr

ρ
l̂z + e2A2

ϕr

)
Ψ⊥

(A5)
Since Aϕr

= Hρ/2, all the terms except C are canceled
out and so

p̂2
⊥Ψ⊥ = CΨ⊥.

Appendix B: The WKB approximation

1. Classical action derivation

The classical action is a main part of the WKB ap-
proach, because it determines the final form of the solu-
tion. In order to evaluate it, the Hamilton-Jacobi prob-
lem has to be solved. Thus, let us consider the equation

∂S

∂t
+H(r,∇S, t) = 0, (B1)

with the Hamiltonian

H(r,p, t) =

√
m2c4 + c2

(
p− e

c
A
)2

+ eA0. (B2)

For clarity, in this section we consider a particle accel-
erating along the z axis, with free transverse dynamics.
The vector potential is

Aµ = {0, Ect ez} or Aµ = {Ez, 0}. (B3)

First, we solve the Hamilton’s canonical equations to de-
termine the classical path. As for the initial conditions,
we set the coordinates and momentum of the particle at
the beginning point t0 = 0.


ṙ =

∂H

∂p
,

ṗ = −∂H
∂r

,

r(t0) = r0,
p(t0) = p0

(B4)

In both gauges, trajectories r and kinetic momentum P
in the electric field are the same

r(t) = r0 +

t∫
0

c2
P(t′)

H(t′)
dt′,

P(t) = p0 −
e

c
A(t)

(B5)

However, the conjugate momentum depends on a gauge.
In a nonstationary gauge p = p0, whereas in a stationary
one p(t) = F0tez. Once we find the trajectories, the
classical action at the initial point can be evaluated as
follows [28]

S(r0, t) = S(r0, t0) +

t∫
0

[p(t′, r0)ṙ(t
′, r0)−H(t′, r0)] dt

′

(B6)
The initial condition for the action is defined by the con-
jugate momentum at the starting point

p(t0) = ∇rS(r, t0). (B7)

This means that the action at the moment t = t0 can be
chosen as

S(r, t0) = r · p0. (B8)

To evaluate the action at any point in space and time,
we need to substitute r0 = r0(r) from the previously
calculated solution (B5) into the function S(r0, t). Thus,
we get

S(r, t) = r · p0 −
t∫

0

√
m2c4 + c2p20⊥ + c2(p0z + F0t′)dt

′

(B9)
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for the time-dependent gauge, and

S(r, t) = r · p0 −
t∫

0

√
m2c4 + c2p20⊥ + c2(p0z + F0t′)dt

′

+ F0zt
(B10)

for the stationary one. In both expressions p20⊥ =
p20x + p20y. This difference causes a phase shift in a
wavefunction, since the WKB solution we seek implies
Ψ∥ ∝ exp{i/ℏ S(r, t)}. The transformation from one
gauge to another is

A → A+∇f,

A0 → A0 − 1

c

∂

∂t
f,

f(r, t) = −Eczt

(B11)

In the general Klein-Gordon theory, the phase factor ap-
pearing after a gauge transformation is

ψ → ψ exp

{
i
ef

ℏc

}
(B12)

which is exactly the phase shift caused by an action dif-
ference.

2. The longitudinal solution

The solution for problem (13) can be found according
to the following ansatz [22]:

Ψ∥(z, t) =

( ∞∑
k=0

ℏkak(z, t)

)
exp

{
i

ℏ
Scl(z, t)

}
, (B13)

where ak are the coefficients to be defined, Scl is a clas-
sical action, solution of a Hamilton-Jacobi problem for a
classical particle in a homogeneous electric field. (App.
B 1). Evaluating(

iℏ∂µ − e

c
(A||)µ

)
Ψ∥ = exp

{
i

ℏ
Scl

}
×

∞∑
k=0

(
iℏk+1(∂µak)− ℏkak(∂µScl)−

e

c
(A||)µℏkak

)
(B14)

We expand the left-hand side as a formal power series
in ℏ. Setting each coefficient to zero yields an equation
for each power of ℏ. Thus, the equation for ℏ0 reads:[(

∂µScl +
e

c
(A||)

µ
)2

−m2c2 − p2⊥

]
a0 = 0. (B15)

The ℏ0 equation is automatically satisfied, since it repre-
sents the Hamilton-Jacobi equation itself.

In the next ℏ1 expansion order, we find[
∂µ∂µScl + 2

(
∂µScl +

e

c
(A||)µ

)
∂µ
]
a0 = 0. (B16)

The classical kinetic momentum Pµ =
−
(
Scl + (e/c)(A||)µ

)
satisfies:

Pµ = m
drµ
dτ

, τ = γ−1t, γ =
Ecl
mc2

,

Ecl =
√
m2 + p2⊥ + (pz + F0t)2, F0 = −eE.

(B17)

Where τ is the time in the particle rest frame, t is the
laboratory time, and γ is the Lorentz factor. The sign of
the force F0 is positive for the electron that accelerates
along z axis.
Taking this into account, Eq. (B16) can be rewritten

as [
∂µ∂µScl −

2Ecl(t)
c2

d

dt

]
a0 = 0. (B18)

Since ∂µ∂µScl = −Ėcl/c2, the above equation has a solu-
tion of

a0(z, t) =
α(z, t)√
Ecl(t)

, (B19)

where α is an arbitrary function satisfying

dα(z, t)

dt
= 0, α(zcl, t) = const,

d

dt
=

∂

∂t
+ v · ∇.

(B20)

here zcl = (Ecl(t)− Ecl(0)) /F0 is a classical trajectory [8].
The simplest way to satisfy the conditions (B20) is to

choose α as α(z, t) = f(z − zcl(t)). Since we consider a
particle acceleration process, it is natural to think of a
wave packet, initially localized in the z-direction. Thus,
we choose α(z, t) as follows:

α(z, t) = exp

{
− (z − zcl(t))

2

2σ2

}
. (B21)

Here, σ is a length of the wave packet in the laboratory
frame of reference. Hence, in the first order of the WKB
approach an accelerated particle is localized around its
classical trajectory [7].

3. Relativistic normalization

Since we solve a Klein-Gordon equation, the normal-
ization condition will be connected with a conserving j0

charge

j0 = Im

(
Ψ∥

[
1

c

∂

∂t
− i

e

ℏc
A0

]
Ψ∗

∥

)
,

∫
j0dV = 1.

(B22)
Evaluation of the charge in both gauge results in

j0 =
|N∥|2

c
exp

{
− (z − zcl(t))

2

σ2

}
. (B23)

Therefore, the longitudinal normalization constant is in-
dependent of the gauge and equals

N∥ =

√
c

(πσ2)1/2
. (B24)
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Appendix C: S-matrix element calculation

We evaluate the S-matrix:

Sfi = −ie
∫
d4x jµfi(x)A

∗
µ(x), (C1)

as it is defined in (18). The transition current jµfi(x)

contains initial and final states Ψi, Ψf as in (24). The
small Wigner d-functions are [24]

d 1
λλ′(θ) =

1

2
(1 + λλ′ cos θ) ,

d 1
11 = cos2(θ/2), d 1

1−1 = sin2(θ/2),

d 1
λ0(θ) = −d 1

0λ(θ) = − λ√
2
sin θ, d 1

00(θ) = cos θ,∑
σ=0,±1

d1σ1σ(θ) d
1
σ2σ(θ) = δσ1σ2

,

(C2)

Let us now recall the relation [19]

e∗µ(∂
µ + ieAµ) =

∑
σ=0,±1

d1σ,λ exp(iσ(ϕ− ϕr))X̂σ, (C3)

where

X̂σ =
{
X̂+1, X̂−1, X̂0

}
,

X̂+1 =
1√
2

(
i

ρ
∂ϕr

− ∂ρ −
|e|Hρ
2

)
,

X̂−1 =
1√
2

(
i

ρ
∂ϕr

+ ∂ρ −
|e|Hρ
2

)
,

X̂0 = ∂z + iF0t.

(C4)

After expanding the transition current, taking into ac-
count ∂ρL

l
n(ρ) = −Ll+1

n−1(ρ) for n ≥ 1, we arrive at

Sfi = − ie

2m

∑
σ=0,±1

d1σ,λ

∫
d4xei(ωt−k·r)eiσ(ϕ−ϕr)ψ∗

fψiXσ,

(C5)
where X±1, X0 are defined as

X+1 = i

√
2

ρH

[
2ρ̃

(
Ll+1
n−1

Ll
n

−
Ll′+1
n′−1

Ll′
n′

)
− l

ρ̃
− 2ρ̃

]
,

X−1 = −i
√
2

ρH

[
2ρ̃

(
Ll+1
n−1

Ll
n

−
Ll′+1
n′−1

Ll′
n′

)
+
l′

ρ̃
+ 2ρ̃

]
,

X0 = −pz − p′z − 2F0t+ i
zcl(t)− z′cl(t)

σ2
.

(C6)

For n = 0 case ∂ρL
l
0 = 0 and these terms are absent. The

integration over azimuthal angle ϕr involves the integral

representation of Bessel Jl functions

2π∫
0

dϕr
2π

eilϕr+ix cosϕr = ilJl(x),

2π∫
0

dϕr
2π

eilϕr−ix cosϕr = i−lJl(x).

(C7)

The transverse integrals over ρ are

Iσ(y) = ρH

∞∫
0

dρρl+l′+1Xσ(ρ)L
l
n(2ρ

2)Ll′

n′(2ρ2)

× Jl−l′−σ(yρ)e
−2ρ2

.

(C8)

The Iσ integrals are nontrivial and derived in other paper
[19]:

I0(y) = ρHX0F l,l′

n,n′(y),

I+1(y) = −i
√
2
(
2F l,l′+1

n,n′ (y) + (n+ l)F l−1,l′

n,n′ (y)
)
,

I−1(y) = −i
√
2
(
2F l+1,l′

n,n′ (y) + (n′ + l′)F l,l′−1
n,n′ (y)

)
,

F l,l′

n,n′(y) =
(n′ + l′)!

n!

1

23(n−n′)+2l−l′+2
y2(n−n′)+l−l′

× Ln−n′+l−l′

n′+l′ (y2/8)Ln−n′

n′ (y2/8)e−y2/8.
(C9)

After evaluating the Gaussian integral over z, we fi-
nally arrive at

Sfi = −2πi
1√
2ωV

√
2l+1

πρ2H

n!

(n+ l)!

√
2l′+1

πρ2H

n′!

(n′ + l′)!

× eρH
2m

ei(l−l′)ϕk exp

{
−σ

2(p′z − pz + kz)
2

4

}
×

×
∑

σ=0,±1

iσ−l+l′d1σ,λ(θ)Tσ(k⊥ρH),

(C10)
where the Tσ functions are

T0 = ρHF l,l′

n,n′(y)

T∫
0

dt
X0(t)√
EclE ′

cl

exp

{
− (zcl − z′cl)

2

4σ2

}

× exp

i
ωt− t∫

0

(Ecl − E ′
cl)dt

′ − (zcl + z′cl)(p
′
z − pz + kz)

2

,
T±1 = I±1(y)

T∫
0

dt
1√
EclE ′

cl

exp

{
− (zcl − z′cl)

2

4σ2

}

× exp

i
ωt− t∫

0

(Ecl − E ′
cl)dt

′ − (zcl + z′cl)(p
′
z − pz + kz)

2

.
(C11)
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