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Abstract

Whispering-gallery mode resonators host multiple trapped narrowband circulating

optical resonances that find applications in quantum electrodynamics, optomechanics,

and sensing. However, the spherical symmetry and low field leakage of dielectric mi-

crospheres make it difficult to probe their high-quality optical modes using far-field

radiation. Even so, local field enhancement from metallic nanoparticles (MNPs) cou-

pled to the resonators can interface the optical far-field and the bounded cavity modes.

In this work, we study the interaction between whispering-gallery modes and MNP
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surface plasmons with nanometric spatial resolution by using electron-beam spectro-

scopies in a scanning transmission electron microscope. We show that gallery modes

are induced over a selective spectral range of the nanoparticle plasmons, and addition-

ally, their polarization can be controlled by the induced dipole moment of the MNP.

Our study demonstrates a viable mechanism to effectively excite high-quality-factor

whispering-gallery modes and holds potential for applications in optical sensing and

light manipulation.
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The past few years have witnessed unprecedented advances in photonic technologies.

In particular, plasmonics has attained the precise engineering of absorption and scattering

properties of metallic nanoparticles due to improvements in synthesis methods.1–4 At the

same time, fabrication techniques have allowed the widespread use of whispering-gallery

mode resonators (WGMRs), which have attracted strong interest in the context of quantum

electrodynamics,5,6 optomechanics,7,8 and sensing applications.9,10 The tuning capability of

both technologies makes the study of coupled systems particularly interesting as we discuss

throughout this work.

A physical description of WGMs was first proposed by Lord Rayleigh using acoustic

waves circulating the dome of St. Paul’s Cathedral,11 while the electromagnetic-wave analog

can be found in circular or spherical microstructures. Resonances are characterized by their

transverse electric (TE) or magnetic (TM) polarization and a set of angular, radial, and

azimuthal mode numbers (l, q, and m). Besides, WGMRs made from materials with low

intrinsic loss, such as silica, can sustain modes that have exceptionally high quality factors5

(Q factors).

Due to their high Q factor, coupling light to a WGMR is a challenging task. Efficient
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methods almost always rely on evanescent fields using gratings, prisms, or tapered fibers.12–15

In particular, fiber tapering can reach coupling efficiencies as high as 99%, but requires active

positioning to maintain this level of performance over long time periods. Free-space light

is an alternative to evanescent coupling, but it has only encountered partial success with

spheres16,17 and asymmetric cavities18,19 having high radiative losses due to the bounded

nature of the gallery modes.

A practical solution to the problem is to couple an intermediate (e.g., plasmonic) nanopar-

ticle to the gallery modes and to employ it as an evanescent light coupler into the WGM

microresonator.20–23 This approach has been successfully used to detect and characterize the

nanoparticle using mode energy shifting,24–26 splitting,27,28 or broadening29,30 of the unper-

turbed resonances. Single-metallic-nanoparticle and gallery-mode coupling using far-field

light has been studied for applications in photocatalysis,31 as well as for engineering ultra-

narrow plasmonic resonances.32,33 Selective coupling into TE and TM modes depending on

the incident free-space light polarization has also been observed,34 finding interesting ap-

plications in sensing thanks to the clearer mode identification enabled by this method.10

However, a sufficient degree of spatial resolution to study the induced near electric field is

still lacking on all of the mentioned studies.

An alternative to study nanoparticles with high spatial resolution is to use a scanning

transmission electron microscope (STEM). Electron energy-loss spectroscopy (EELS) and

cathodoluminescence (CL) spectroscopy are techniques that can be performed inside the

STEM and can combine the sub-nm probe size with high spectral resolution (<30 meV) when

monochromatic electron sources are used. EELS and CL have been extensively explored to

study small (radius < 150 nm) spherical particles,35–37 including the observation of low-

order optical modes in SiO2 spheres by Hyun et al.38 Large spheres (radius > 1.5 µm) have

been studied with electron beams using photon induced near-field electron microscopy,39 in

which a few gallery modes have been observed due to the interaction of an externally applied

optical field with the free electrons.40 More recently, Müller et al. have measured broadband
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light emission from high-Q WGMRs using fast electrons,41 but without the complementary

information obtained from EELS. Most of these examples, however, could not resolve a large

number of modes. Besides, the bare resonators did not offer much to be spatially explored

due to their spherical symmetry.

In this work, we study the coupling of an electron beam to large SiO2 spheres, in which

the narrow-band resonances observed by EELS and CL are attributed to circulating gallery

modes in the plane containing the electron trajectory. We explore the coupling of a single

silver nanocube with the WGMR through the modulation of the low-Q resonances of the

nanocube surface plasmons by the higher-Q gallery modes, as well as by a dependence of the

gallery-mode polarization on the orientation of the electron-induced nanoparticle dipole mo-

ment, which can be achieved by changing the electron probe position.42,43 Figure 1 presents

a scheme of the experimental setup, as well as illustrations of the influence of the electron

beam position on the excitation of modes with different polarizations.

The analytical solution of the energy loss probability of a fast electron upon interaction

with a spherical dielectric body can be written as44–46

Γloss(ω) =
1

cω

∞∑
l=1

l∑
m=−l

K2
m

(
ωb

vγ

)
×
[
CM
lmIm(tMl ) + CE

lmIm(tEl )
]
, (1)

where Km is a modified Bessel function of order m, b is the electron impact parameter with

respect to the sphere center, tMl and tEl are the Mie scattering coefficients,47–49 which depend

exclusively on the sphere radius and its dielectric function, and CM
lm and CE

lm are coupling

coefficients that depend on the ratio of electron to light velocities v/c. The photon emission

probability can be written similarly by making the substitution Im{tE,Ml } → |tE,Ml |2.44 These

simple results show that EELS (CL) is a well-fitted tool to study extinction (scattering)

spectroscopy at the nanometer scale, as it is the case in smaller systems.50
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Figure 1: Configuration used to study the coupling between a MNP and a WGMR. (a)
Scheme of an electron microscope containing an electron source, an electron monochromator,
a CL mirror, the sample and an electron spectrometer. (b) Scheme of an electron beam and
the excited TM mode (dashed line) in a bare dielectric sphere. (c) Through the addition of
a metallic nanocube, the polarization of the excited WGM can be controlled by the electron-
probe position.

We have used non-functionalized SiO2 spheres from BangsLabs Inc51 ranging from 1.50

µm to 2.00 µm in radius for the experiments. We used a modified Nion Hermes 200 fitted with

an Attolight Mönch CL system. The monochromatization scheme of the Hermes allows us

to reach down to ∼ 5 meV spectral resolution and access to energies >40 meV at a nominal

incident acceleration of 60 kV. This has enabled multiple works in the infrared regime,

especially on phonons52–54 and plasmons.55,56 However, at higher acceleration energies and

when focusing on relatively high energy losses and broader energy scales as explored in

this work, a spectral resolution of 20 - 30 meV is more appropriate. Experimental results

were interpreted by energy-loss simulations done by using a 3D finite-difference time-domain

(FDTD) method available in Ansys Lumerical57 and based on the work from Cao et al.58 Mie

scattering calculations were used to estimate the sphere radius.49,59 The dispersion values

for the SiO2 response were taken from Malitson’s work.60
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Figure 2 shows the combined results of EELS and CL using acceleration voltages of 200

kV and 100 kV for one bare sphere suspended on a carbon membrane of ∼20 nm thickness.

More than 80 resonances were observed in the broadband excitation using 200 keV electrons

in EELS, while no energy loss was observed for 100 keV due to the reduced coupling for slower

electrons. In both the experimental results and the FDTD simulations, TE polarization is

poorly excited by the fast electron, also as a consequence of eq 1 due to the smaller coupling

terms of TE in comparison with TM for these electron energies.

Figure 2: Emergence of optical modes in a SiO2 sphere of 1.595µm radius. (a) EELS and
CL spectra measured by using 200 keV electrons, compared to FDTD simulations. The inset
shows measurements at 100 keV, lacking any visible resonances. (b) Zoomed area around
the highlighted gray rectangle in (a). (c) Measured CL and simulated FDTD Q factors,
plotted along with the spectral distance from EELS, CL, and FDTD. The FDTD Q factor
is divided by a factor of 5 for readability.

Each resonance in EELS and CL was fitted and the obtained center subtracted from the

adjacent mode to form a spectral distance curve, which was subsequently compared with
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the theoretical free spectral range (FSR).61,62 These values were used for modes from 2.0 eV

to 3.0 eV to extract the effective index of refraction. The index was calculated to be 1.398

at 2.0 eV and 1.409 at 3.0 eV, which are values that agree within ≈ 95% with reference

values.60 Beyond 3.0 eV, modes have Q factors exceeding 105 from Mie Theory, which would

be easily washed out by losses and finite energy resolution of our experimental setup. This

is specially important for the far-UV resonances observed in EELS, as multiple sets of radial

orders combined with the limited spectral resolution of the electron beam undermine mode

order identification and the estimative of the index of refraction (see Supplementary Material

(SM) for further details). The Q factors from FDTD follow an exponential-like profile as

radiation leakage is the only source of loss in the simulation. The inflexion point near 2.8 eV

in the experimental Q factor from CL can be attributed to a combination of experimentally

induced losses, such as the effect of the carbon membrane and surface inhomogeneities,61,63

as well as the expected quality factor reduction from the increased radial order.

To study the coupling of nanoparticles with WGMRs, we have drop-casted silver nanocubes

of ≈ 100 - 120 nm side length, synthesized by seed mediated growth,64,65 in the sample grid

containing the SiO2 spheres. To mitigate the direct coupling of the electron beam with the

WGMR, the electron acceleration is kept at 100 keV, where the coupling terms for angular

modes l ≈ 20 are reduced by two orders of magnitude (see SM). In theory (for a lossless Drude

Metal), bare nanocubes are known to support an infinity number of optical modes,66,67 which

are conventionally divided into corner (C), edge (E), and face (F) modes.68–71 The presence

of the SiO2 sphere, as a substrate, induces mode hybridization for each of the C, E, and F

modes, leading to the so-called proximal and distal splitting in reference to the induced fields

concentrated close or opposite to the substrate,72,73 respectively. Figure 3 shows the most

notable of these modes identified simultaneously by EELS and FDTD simulations, done by

placing a 100 nm Ag nanocube on a 500 nm thick SiO2 plane substrate in order to observe

the cube-substrate hybridization. Weak coupling between the gallery modes circulating in

the sphere and the cube surface plasmons is observed in the spectral range of the dipolar
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mode (Dip) and, to a lower extent, in the first observed distal corner (DC1) resonance, as

shown in Figure 3a.

Loss spectra were studied with the electron probe positioned at the cube top (opposite

edge from the substrate), side (lateral edge), distal corner (opposite corner from substrate),

and proximal corner (closer corner to substrate) positions, which contain all possible symme-

tries of the problem. No gallery modes were observed in the proximal corner mode PC2, the

second distal corner DC2, the proximal and distal edge modes (PE and DE, respectively), and

the distal face mode DF, even though similar bare resonators exhibited detectable modes up

to 7 eV under 200 keV electron excitation. This behavior can be attributed to the near-zero

net dipole moment of these higher-order modes, and thus, the resulting electric field is not

enough to be observed in the EELS spectrum. Figure 3c shows filtered spectral maps of the

cube modes, which match the already-known tomographic reconstructions of this system73

and were also observed in the FDTD simulations. The absolute value of the electric field

obtained from FDTD for each of the cube modes is shown in the respective experimental

cube map. Finally, we have performed FDTD simulations of an entire spectral image that

confirm the observed spatial and spectral features of the nanocube (see SM).

Figure 3: Characterization of MNP-WGMR coupling. (a) Experimental electron energy-loss
spectra of a silver nanocube of ≈ 105 nm side length placed on a silica sphere for four different
probe positions as indicated by the inset scheme. (b) FDTD simulated electron energy-loss
spectra of a silver nanocube of 100 nm on a SiO2 planar substrate for similar probe positions.
(c) Spectral maps obtained by EELS for all identified modes and, superimposed, the FDTD-
simulated absolute value of the electric field.
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Due to the much more complex distribution of the local electric field associated with

these higher-order modes, we have focused our analysis on the dipolar mode (Dip) of the

cube, which is characterized by dipole moments along the three main symmetry directions.

Within the dipolar picture, we suggest that different probe positions induce different gallery-

mode polarizations that translate into net dipolar moment directions. As TE modes have no

radial electric fields (r · E = 0), the top probe position primarily excites TM modes. If the

probe is placed laterally to the cube, the resulting electric field is mostly tangential to the

sphere surface and can thus excite both TE and TM modes.34,74 The experimental results

from EELS show resonances that are equally spaced by ∼ 71 meV for each top and lateral

probe positions, but shifted ∼ 22 meV between each other, as shown in Figure 4. This value

is smaller to the fwhm derived from the EELS spectra and therefore limits the resolution of

possible neighboring TE and TM resonances. CL offers a simple solution to further explore

the problem thanks to its superior spectral resolution.

The employed CL system is angle-selective and can only detect gallery modes that circu-

late close to the plane containing the electron trajectory due to the mirror position relative

to the sample and the electron beam direction. Experimental CL results are shown in Figure

4b. For the top probe position, which induces a strong radial electric field, TM polarization

is more clearly resolved, while for a lateral probe both sets of TM and TE resonances can be

observed. The measured FSR is ∼ 69 meV and the TE-TM spectral distance can be directly

determined with the lateral probe spectrum as ∼ 35 meV.

We have fitted the resonances measured in the lateral probe position and divided them

into two different sets. Consecutive modes were subtracted to obtain a spectral distance curve

and the standard deviation was used to estimate Q factors. We have also included error bars

for the Q factors due to the non-negligible fitting uncertainties. The spectral distance curve

shows no notable difference between polarizations, as expected from its definition. The Q

factor for TE modes has a minimum value centered in the cube dipole resonance, which is

expected because cube-induced losses are then maximal. For the TM modes, we observed a
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steady Q factor decrease down to the lowest energy resonance at ∼ 1.9 eV, but not a clear

minimum. Unfortunately, the low emitted light intensity and the impossibility of easily

changing the electron acceleration preclude further exploration of the coupled system.

Figure 4: Polarization dependence of the NMP-WGMR coupling. (a,b) Polarization depen-
dence on the probe position as observed in the EELS (a) and CL (b) signals associated with
the dipolar mode. TM and TE modes are simultaneously observed in CL for the lateral
probe position, while they are unobservable in EELS due to the limited spectral resolution
of the electron source. (c) Spectral distance and quality factors for the resonances found
with the lateral probe position. The uncertainty in the spectral distance is < 1 meV for all
data points.

It is worth mentioning that CL results outside the dipolar energy range were also ob-

tained. While induced gallery modes were not observed in EELS for DC2 (Figure 3a), CL

clearly displays a coupling component (Figure S5 in SM). This observation reinforces the

argument that the coupling strength is dependent on the net dipole moment. Since CL mea-

sures the radiative component of the coupled plasmon-WGM mode, induced gallery modes

can be observed. In addition, EELS is a combination of radiative and non-radiative losses
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and, because the non-radiative contribution only contains plasmonic losses and dominates

over the radiative component, gallery modes are difficult to resolve in the EELS spectra.

To obtain further insight into the physics of the nanocube-sphere system, we have de-

veloped a semi-analytical model that captures the main elements of the experiment. In

this model, the MNP is described as a dipolar scatterer of polarizability α(ω) whose di-

electric environment is modified by the presence of the dielectric sphere. The latter enters

through a 3 × 3 Green tensor G that transforms the effective particle polarizability into

αeff = 1/(α−1 − G), and whose components are obtained from the electric field induced at

the position of a unit dipole placed at the nanocube center. We calculate α(ω) from a finite-

difference method (see Figure S6 in SM) and G using the boundary-element method46 in the

presence of the sphere.

These elements are represented in Figure 5b, where Re{α−1} is found to change its

sign around 2.5 eV, indicating the emergence of a prominent particle plasmon, whereas G

displays sharp oscillations revealing the effect of coupling to the Mie modes of the sphere.

For comparison, we show G for a planar silica surface, which shows a featureless profile.

From these considerations, we understand that we are in the weak-coupling regime because

the lifetime of the MNP dipole is much smaller than that of the whispering-gallery modes,

so that the imaginary part in the denominator of αeff remains relatively large and dominated

by the nanocube component. Then, the optical response of the MNP-sphere hybrid system

is enhanced at the points in which the real part of the denominator is cancelled, as indicated

by the crossings between Re{α−1} and Re{G} in Figure 5b. The effective dipole induced on

the particle receives contributions associated with different scattering paths, as schematically

shown in Figure 5a. Namely, it is contributed by the direct field produced by the electron

(Edir
EB), as well as by the scattering of this field at the sphere (Erefl

EB) and the scattering of the

dipole field at the sphere acting back on the dipole (Erefl
dip); these contributions are all captured

in αeff , from which a scattering series can directly be constructed by Taylor expanding it in

powers of αG.
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Figure 5: Analytical description of free-electron interaction with a MNP-WGMR hybrid
system. (a) Electric field contributions to the self-consistent dipole model (see main text),
where the MNP is treated as a dipolar scatterer. (b) Calculated electromagnetic Green
tensor components for the self-induced field produced by the particle dipole on itself due to
the presence of the dielectric sphere, compared with the real part of the inverse of the MNP
polarizability. (c) Model calculation of the EELS probability corresponding to the nanocube
alone and the nanocube placed near the sphere for the electron beam position shown in the
inset.

To calculate EELS in this analytical model, we use the multiple-elastic-scattering of

multipole expansions (MESME) method75 with the sphere and the MNP acting as scattering

centers. In particular, the sphere is described by multipoles up to order > 30 and the MNP

through the electric dipolar components of the scattering matrix. This method captures all

scattering paths schematically represented in Figure 5a. The results presented in Figure 5c

confirm the analysis based on αeff : the EELS probability with the MNP alone exhibits a

prominent plasmon, but it is modulated through coupling to Mie resonances of the sphere

in a way similar to that observed in experiment. Note that the model successfully describes
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the sphere and MNP coupling within the dipolar picture, but it does not account for higher-

order plasmon modes. In this sense, although Figure 5 shows gallery modes along the entire

displayed energy range, they are not observed in Figure 3a because higher-order modes mask

the tail of the dipolar resonance. Further discussion of the analytical model can be found in

the SM.

In conclusion, we have described, with high spatial resolution, the coupling of MNPs

to WGMRs using fast electrons, observed from both energy absorption (EELS) and light

emission (CL) measurements. While CL can be used to improve the experiment spectral

resolution, EELS provides rich and complete absorption information over a large spectral

range: a compelling example on how EELS and CL can be used together to provide self-

complementary information. The combined EELS-CL measurements would be even more

relevant if the electron energy could be changed without causing major microscope misalign-

ment. Beyond its remarkable agreement with experiments, FDTD-simulated energy-loss

spectroscopy provides us with a deep physical insight into the coupling mechanism. Finally,

the plasmon resonance excitation by the electron probe allows for the manipulation of the

gallery-mode polarization by either coupling to TM or to both TM and TE resonances. With

the advent of a new generation of monochromated STEMs, experiments requiring such high

spectral and spatial resolution are now possible. With this work, we help to open the path

for the high quality-factor and small modal volume photonic devices to be scrutinized in a

STEM.

Supporting Information

The supporting information contains details on the electron coupling probability for bare

WGMRs; fitting results for bare SiO2 spheres; FDTD simulations for the hybridization of

cube modes on a flat SiO2 substrate; CL results for non-dipolar modes in the WGM-plasmon

coupled system; theoretical details of the metallic nanoparticle polarizability; and additional
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results from the analytical model.
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A - Electron coupling probability for bare WGMRs

As discussed in the main text, eq 1 provides an analytical solution for the EELS probabil-

ity of a fast electron interacting with a spherical particle. While the Mie coefficients (tMl

and tEl ) depend exclusively on the sphere radius and its dielectric function, the coupling

coefficients (CM
lm and CE

lm) depend on the ratio of the electron and light speeds v/c. In-

spection of the coupling terms shows that, for small spheres, only low angular momentum

orders contribute significantly to the energy loss. Moreover, the contribution from magnetic

modes (TE) is only comparable to that from electric modes (TM) when v approaches c.44,45

Additionally, for lossless materials (i.e., with real dielectric functions), Mie scattering terms

satisfy Im{tE,Ml } = |tE,Ml |2 76 and hence eq 1 predicts identical results for EELS and CL.

Although intricate, the analytical solution for an arbitrary number of angular modes

for a single sphere is possible computationally.44 A convenient way of studying the electron

velocity dependence in EELS is by performing finite-difference-time-domain (FDTD) simu-
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lations. To calculate the energy-loss probability, one simply applies the following equation

to the obtained induced electric field:

ΓEELS(ω) =
e2

4πω2

∫ ∫ +∞

+∞
cos

[
(z − z′)ω

v

]
× Im

[
Eind
z (z, ω)

p(z′, ω)

]
dzdz′, (2)

where z is the position of the calculated field, z′ is the dipole charge position, and p(z′, ω) is

the amplitude of the dipole used to mimic the ω components of the electron as an external

source. Simulations were performed using the Ansys Lumerical software.57 Further details

on how to perform FDTD for EELS can be found in the work of Cao et al.58 Note that the

electron velocity only appears on the cosine term, independent from the induced fields along

the electron trajectory, which means that the EELS probability for any electron velocity can

be calculated by post-processing the same induced fields.

Figure S1: FDTD simulation results for a bare SiO2 sphere. (a) EELS probability over
a broadband energy range for 100 keV, 150 keV, and 200 keV electrons and a sphere of
radius ≈ 1.60 µm. (b) Details of the TM22 and TE22 resonances for multiple electron kinetic
energies. (c) The probability for three TM and TE resonances as a function of v/c.

The EELS probability for a bare resonator was calculated for several v/c ratios, as shown

in Figure S1. We have inspected a few angular order peaks close to the visible range for

a sphere of ≈ 1.60 µm. For the TM22 mode, for example, the EELS probability increases

approximately two orders of magnitude as the electron energy is increased from 100 keV to

200 keV. Also, the loss probability for the TE modes approaches the TM ones only when
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v ∼ c, as expected. Finally, note that the quality factor for the TM polarization is slightly

smaller than the TE one, which is an expected result when only radiation losses are taken

into account.61
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B - Fitting results for SiO2 bare spheres

Due to the large amount of spectrally close resonances in bare resonators for EELS / CL,

here we describe how the fitting procedure was performed, along with the limitations from

both types of measurements. All data sets were fitted using Gaussians for each observed

resonance and a power law for the background signal. Each Gaussian was allowed to shift

2 nm for CL and 30 meV for EELS from the initial guess, and standard deviations were

free to be determined as long as they remained less than 15 nm wide in CL and 100 meV

in EELS. Data modeling was entirely carried out in Hyperspy.77 The quality factor was

calculated as Q = E/∆E, where ∆E is the resonance FWHM, determined from the Gaussian

standard deviation as ∆E = 2
√

2 ln 2σ ≈ 2.355σ. The Q-factor presented in the main text

was obtained for CL measurements due to its improved spectral resolution with respect to

EELS and because only the last few points started to approach our instrument point spread

function (PSF), determined as ≈ 0.7 nm. The PSF limits the maximum observable standard

deviation, and thus, if QCL
lim ≈ λ/∆λPSF ≈ 1239.8/(E∆λPSF ), the maximum observable

quality factor is inversely proportional to the photon energy. For EELS, in contrast, the PSF

can be roughly approximated by the FWHM of the zero-loss peak, and likewise, QEELS
lim ≈

E/∆EPSF , which has a linear dependence on the photon energy. Figure S2c shows the

observed quality factors for both techniques, along with the estimate Q-factor limit as a

function of energy. The clear linear dependence of the Q-factor as a function of energy

for EELS suggests that the measurements are indeed limited by the electron spectrometer

resolution. The fact that the experimental curve is below the EELS limit curve is probably

due to deviations of the actual system from the model assumptions, since the zero-loss

peak is not a perfect Gaussian and the spectral distance between resonances (∼ 80 meV) is

comparable to the zero-loss FWHM. Finally, Table 1 details the fitting results for CL at 200

keV.
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Wavelength (nm)Energy (eV)

a b c

Figure S2: Fitting results for EELS and CL. (a) Fitting of EELS peaks obtained at 200 keV.
(b) Fitting results for CL. (c) Quality factor obtained from both techniques as a function of
energy, including the theoretical limit of the maximum detectable Q-factor.

Table 1: Intensity, center, and sigma values for each Gaussian fitting of CL at 200 keV.

I (cts) Center (nm) σ (nm) Q I (cts) Center (nm) σ (nm) Q
3452.5 613.42 4.50 57.87 3062.4 402.57 1.10 156.06
4190.9 587.39 3.73 66.8 2634.2 391.5 1.10 151.23
4652.5 563.92 2.71 88.38 2562.1 380.95 1.02 158.74
3002.5 542.26 2.10 109.66 2490.4 371.02 0.99 158.71
3620.5 521.79 1.90 116.41 2044.4 361.71 0.92 167.15
4418.9 503.13 1.72 123.93 1984.5 352.73 0.92 163.14
4926.6 485.65 1.61 128.40 1554.0 344.20 0.88 166.89
5146.7 469.50 1.63 122.47 1287.1 336.04 0.83 170.90
3141.1 454.44 1.38 145.11 924.1 328.41 0.72 192.77
2900.0 440.16 1.26 148.79 888.9 320.96 0.81 167.98
3143.1 426.84 1.29 140.66 634.5 314.10 0.69 193.19
2829.2 414.38 1.13 156.01 438.8 307.31 0.67 195.87
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C - FDTD-simulated cube mode hybridization on a flat SiO2 sub-

strate

For the cube-SiO2 substrate system, the FDTD-simulated loss probability was obtained using

a 1.25 nm mesh size with electric dipoles evenly spaced by ∼ 8 nm. The SiO2 substrate was

500 nm thick and the silver nanocube had 100 nm in side length. Figure S3a shows the

results for the obtained spectra for the probe at the top edge (opposite from the interface

Ag - SiO2) and top corner positions for 200 keV and 100 keV electrons, in which the loss

probability changes by less than a relative factor of two (compared to the factor of 100 for

the bare resonator). In Figure S3b, we compare the simulated and the experimental results.

The simulated modes are redshifted with respect to the experimental results in all observed

modes (except for the distal face), presumably due to variations in the effective index of

refraction between experiment and simulations.

Figure S3: EELS probability comparison for different electron energies and between experi-
ment and simulation. (a) FDTD simulated spectra for 200 keV and 100 keV electrons. (b)
Comparison, for 100 keV electrons, between the experimental results and the simulations.

Although redshifted, all experimental observed resonances were also observed in FDTD.

In order to make a correspondence between them, the absolute value of the near electric field

was obtained (shown in Figure 3c . This correspondence can also be done through simulating

29



a full spectral image by rastering the electron probe position in a square mesh containing

the cube and part of the substrate. For this, the mesh size was increased to 2.50 nm while

dipoles were evenly spaced by ∼ 25 nm intervals in order to reduce the simulation time. The

electron impact position grid was 150 nm wide in both the x-y plane (z being the electron

propagation direction) and the impact distance step size was 5 nm. Only minor changes were

found in the spectral maps with respect to each single loss spectrum at the corresponding

probe positions despite the alleviated simulation conditions, thus pointing to good simulation

convergence. Figure S4 shows the simulated spectral image under the above conditions for

the resonances listed in the main text (Figure 3c), with a remarkable resemblances between

them. Note that simulations have rendered the proximal edge mode (PE) as very faint and

close to the second distal corner mode (DC2), similarly to experiment. Figure S4 for DC2

+ PE clearly shows a proximal edge component, although much less strong than the distal

corner.

max

min

Dip PC2 DC1

DC2+PE DE DF

Figure S4: FDTD-simulated spectral maps for the cube-substrate system, including the
dipolar (Dip), second proximal corner (PC2), first distal corner (DC1), second distal corner
(DC2), proximal edge (PE), distal edge (DE), and distal face (DF) modes. Scale bars are 50
nm.

Finally, note that a smaller order proximal order mode PC1 has not been observed in
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EELS, despite being predicted in the FDTD simulations (Figure 3). This mode is known

to be close to the global dipole and very diffuse, which makes it very challenging to detect

experimentally.73 It is also important to note that unequivocally characterizing the entire

cube-substrate modes requires an extreme degree of electron beam monochromaticity. Ex-

perimentally, mode PC2 is centered at 2.813 eV and mode DC1 is centered at 2.898 eV. The

85 meV distance is smaller than the ∼ 250 meV mode FWHM, and thus, mode overlap is

expected in our spectral maps.
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D - CL results for higher-order modes in the coupled WGM-plasmon

system

The CL lateral and top probe positions presented in the main text relied on spectra obtained

by a spectral image of the cube-SiO2 system. For each of the eigenmodes, CL measures the

radiative component of the electromagnetic density of states along the electron propagation

direction.78 For high-net dipole-moment modes, such as the first dipolar mode (Dip), CL is

expected to be intense with respect to the total absorption (performed by EELS in Figure 3)

. For the higher-order modes, in which the net dipole moment approaches zero, the electron

energy absorbed is dissipiated mostly in the form of ohmic losses. However, cube-substrate

hybridization and retardation affect the radiation emitted from these modes, as can be seen

in Figure S5. In this case, they tend to be more probe-position-dependent as the noted

deviations are also spatially dependent. We have identified most of the modes revealed by

EELS, including the first-order proximal mode PC1 that was difficult to resolve in EELS

because of its closeness to the dipolar mode (Dip) and the tail of the much stronger PC2.

Additionally, PC1 and PC2 can be better spatially resolved due to the fact that thick regions

of the sample can be probed in CL, differently from EELS, in which penetrating trajectories

in such a thick sample are very challenging. Note that PC2 radiates less than PC1 due to its

higher order (the same happens to DC2 with respect to DC1). Finally, it is worth mentioning

that DC2, although with a small radiative contribution, showed coupling to gallery-modes,

which reinforces the argument that this coupling is dependent on the net dipole moment.

32



Figure S5: Experimental CL results. (a) CL spectra for the cube-substrate system at four
different probe positions. (b) Spectral maps for the dipolar (Dip), first and second proximal
corner (PC1 and PC2), first and second distal corner (DC1 and DC2), and distal edge (DE)
modes. Scale bars are 50 nm.
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E - MNP polarizability

In the analytic model, the nanocube is described through as a dipolar point scatterer of

isotropic polarizability α(ω) placed at the particle center. In order to estimate α(ω), we

adopt the model of Fuchs and Sihvola66,79 for the quasistatic polarizability of the cube,

αQS =
V

4π

∑
m

Cm
(ε/εh − 1)−1 + nm

, (3)

where V is the cube volume, ε is its dielectric function (taken from tabulated data80 for

silver), εh is the host permittivity (1 for vacuum in the present case), m is a mode index,

and Cm and nm are tabulated in Ref. 66. We have further obtained the cube polarizabitily

using a finite-difference numerical method (COMSOL). Comparison of the quasistatic polar-

izability and the numerical simulation reveals large discrepencies, which can be attributed

to retardation effects. The latter can be incorporated in the analytical model through the

precription81

α =
αQS

1− αQS

V
M
, (4)

where M = (4π
3

)1/3(kd)2 + i2
3
(kd)3, k = ω/c, and d is the cube edge length. This prescription

brings the model polarizability in close agreement with the numerical simulation, as shown

in Figure S6. This analysis confirms the robustness of the polarizability here used for the

analytical model of the MNP-sphere system, although of course it does not account for

higher-order particle plasmons.
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Figure S6: Comparison of the polarization obtained through COMSOL and the analytical
form based on the quasistatic approximation with retardation corrections as described in the
text.
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F - Additional results from the analytical model

We show in Figures S7 and S8 additional results obtained from the analytical model discussed

in the main text for electrons moving with energies of 200 keV and 100 keV, respectively.

For 200 keV, Figure S7 shows that the coupling is also sensitive to the electron beam

position, even in the sphere without a MNP, because the Mie resonances under consideration

become more evanescent outside the dielectric for higher orbital angular momentum. For

100 keV electrons (Figure S8), excitation of Mie resonances in the sphere without the MNP

is negligible because of the mismatch between the electron velocity and the orbital group

velocity of the whispering-gallery modes; however, the presence of a MNP acts as a mediator

in the coupling to Mie modes, which leave sizable signatures in EELS for the hybrid system.

Figure S7: EELS probability calculated by assimilating the MNP to a dipolar scatterer and
retaining the full multipolar response of the sphere. We compare spectra for the MNP alone
(leftmost column), the sphere alone (second-left column), the hybrid MNP-sphere system
(third column), as well as the overlay of only-sphere and MNP+sphere systems spectra
(rightmost column) for different positions of the electron beam (see insets in the left column)
and an electron energy of 200 keV.
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Figure S8: Same as Figure S7, but for 100 keV electrons.
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