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We present a detailed analysis of the capture and acceleration of a non-relativistic charged vor-
tex particle (electron, positron, proton, etc.) with an orbital angular momentum in a field of an
axisymmetric electromagnetic lens, typical for a linear accelerator. We account for the acceleration
as well as for the inhomogeneity of both electric and magnetic fields that may arise from some real-
life imperfections. We establish conditions when the wave packet can be captured and successfully
transported through the lens. We describe the transition process and explain how a free Laguerre-
Gaussian packet could be captured into the Landau state of the lens preserving its structure for all
moments in time. Several representative examples are provided to illustrate developed formalism.

I. INTRODUCTION

Waves carrying intrinsic orbital angular momentum
(OAM) are widely used both in optics [1, 2] and in elec-
tron microscopy [3–5]. The azimuthal gradient of the he-
lical phase produces a spiraling current and a well-defined
OAM along the beam axis.

Over the past 25 years, studies of the vortex states
have turned into an extensive field. Photons with a large
OAM are generated now not only in the optical but also
in the radio and X-ray ranges. Detail could be found in
numerous reviews, see for instance Refs.[6–8]. Moreover,
it turned out that other elementary particles in a state
with non-zero projections of the orbital angular momen-
tum can find useful applications in atomic and nuclear
physics and even in elementary particle physics and mi-
croscopy. Not long ago, the first results on the genera-
tion of electrons with a large OAM were achieved, and
now there are many theoretical and experimental find-
ings on this topic [9]. Several fundamental processes in-
volving electrons with a large OAM are studied in [10–
12]. Recently, the first experimental work on the genera-
tion of vortex cold neutrons was carried out [13] as well.
The latest achievement was obtained by a group from Is-
rael [14] where a method for obtaining vortex atoms and
molecules was demonstrated.

Despite significant progress in theory and experimental
methods in the field of particles with a large OAM, there
are several opened questions and challenges. Namely:
production of photons with a large OAM and high co-
herence in the hard X-ray range and generation of rel-
ativistic electrons and protons with a large OAM. The
development in this direction is related to the analysis
of the possibility of creating sources of high-energy vor-
tex particles based on existing accelerator complexes and
the development of an appropriate theoretical and exper-
imental base.
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An important step for further development of this di-
rection and the application of such particles to the stud-
ies of matter on subnanometer scales (atomic and nuclear
physics, high-energy physics) is the creation of sources of
vortex high-energy particles for the possibility of irradi-
ation of nano-dimensional structures with X-ray twisted
photons, problems of studying nano- and metamaterials
with specified properties and fundamental issues of in-
teraction of particles with non-zero OAM and finite spa-
tial coherence with the matter. The generation of vortex
electrons with high OAMs and their acceleration to rela-
tivistic energies at existing accelerator facilities is of par-
ticular interest for particle physics and hadron physics.
The infrastructure and the main expensive components
for achieving high energies (hundreds or even thousands
of MeV) are already available, as they are used exclu-
sively to generate beams without angular momentum.

However, the dynamics of charged particles with the
phase vortices in a lattice that consists of a set of drifts
and magnetic lenses have not been investigated previ-
ously in detail. The problem was studied excessively in
the paraxial approximation for the homogeneous [15–19]
as well as for the case of inhomogeneous fields [20–22].
In the present study, we show how the paraxial approxi-
mation can be avoided at least in a non-relativistic case
and highlight that evolution of the time-dependent wave
function is fully described by the evolution of three pa-
rameters only: namely, the dispersion, the Gouy phase,
and the radius of curvature of the wavefront. We fo-
cus on the evolution of the dispersion only and consider
time-dependent capture of the free vortex wavepacket by
the electromagnetic lens and establish capture and trans-
port conditions in terms of the dispersion that guaran-
tee successful asymptotic transition of the free Laguerre-
Gaussian packet to the stationary Landau state.

The dynamics of particles in accelerators is mostly clas-
sical in a sense that each particle behaves like a point
charge exposed to electromagnetic fields of an accelerat-
ing radio frequency (RF) wave, of the electric and mag-
netic lenses, as well as of the other particles in a bunch.
The quantum effects usually arise due to recoil in the
emission of photons and in broadening of the classical
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orbits in storage rings [23]. There is, however, another
family of quantum effects that has not been explored yet,
neither theoretically nor experimentally: namely, the role
of the wave packet shape and topology. While the parti-
cle wave packets are described as plane waves in the over-
whelming majority of high-energy experiments [24, 25],
the experimenters at electron microscopes are now able to
generate quantum states of 300-keV electrons that cannot
be described as plane waves or even as Gaussian packets
[4]. Such states are called the vortex electrons [3] and
they represent massive counterparts of the better known
twisted photons [7, 26] with the phase vortices and the
doughnut-shape of the energy density. The rich physics
that can result from further developments in this direc-
tion and from bringing the vortex particles into the high-
energy domain is outlined in a recent review by I. Ivanov
[27].

If accelerated to relativistic energies of at least tens of
MeV, vortex particles (electrons, for instance) can open a
new vista in particle physics experiments thanks to differ-
ent cross sections already at the tree level, to sensitivity
to the general phase of the scattering amplitudes, and
the packet spatial coherence and shape. Indeed, unlike
the plane-wave states with a definite helicity and mo-
mentum, |p, λ〉, the vortex states are cylindrical waves
|p⊥, pz, jz, λ〉 with a definite projection of the total an-
gular momentum

Ĵz|p⊥, pz, jz, λ〉 = (`+ λ)|p⊥, pz, jz, λ〉

onto the propagation axis, but with an undefined az-
imuthal angle of the momentum, so that the energy is the

same, ε =
√
p2 +m2 =

√
p2⊥ + p2z +m2. Consequently,

the corresponding cross sections involve the conservation
law of the total angular momentum of all particles in
a reaction, δjinz ,jout

z
, something the customary cross sec-

tions with the plane-wave states are insensitive to. As
a result, the vortex electrons and other vortex particles
can represent a new effective tool for probing the angular
momenta of partons inside a hadron.

Using a linear accelerator (linac) seems to be the best
way to accelerate vortex electrons because the angular
momentum is conserved in axially symmetric electric and
magnetic fields [18]. To get reliable estimates of the
needed parameters, there are still many problems to be
solved, the first of them is developing a theoretical model
of quantum dynamics of the vortex particles in realistic
fields of the accelerating RF waves and of the focusing
electromagnetic lenses. Spatial inhomogeneity of the ac-
celerating and focusing fields inside a linear accelerator is
of high importance for classical dynamics of bunches con-
taining billions of particles with the bunch width varying
from a fraction of a millimeter to centimeters [28, 29]. For
quantum dynamics of single-particle wave packets these
inhomogeneities, on the contrary, are supposed to play
much smaller role because the typical width of an elec-
tron packet does not exceed a few nanometers nearby a
cathode [30–33], and so a linear approximation (weak in-
homogeneity) preserving the packet emittance seems to

suffice.
Indeed, let the electron packet have an RMS radius

(transverse coherence length)
√
σ2
⊥(0) of the order of 1

nm. The spatial inhomogeneity of the field can come into
play as soon as the packet spreads to the typical width
of a multi-particle bunch, say, of 1 mm. The distance 〈z〉
needed for that can be derived from the following relation
[18]

σ2
⊥(〈ẑ〉)
σ2
⊥(0)

= 1 +
〈ẑ〉2

z2R
, (1)

where the Rayleigh length of an electron packet moving
with a mean velocity 〈u〉 is

zR = 〈û〉tc
σ2
⊥(0)

λ2c
. (2)

Here, λc = ~/mc ∼ 10−11 cm, tc = λc/c ∼ 10−21 s. For
fast electrons, we get

〈ẑ〉 ∼ 10m.

Thus, the drift section much shorter than that guarantee
the weakness of the non-linear effects that can poten-
tially alter the packet emittance and destroy the quan-
tum state. Finally, inside an accelerating cavity or in an
electromagnetic lens where charge is moving in a static
uniform magnetic field the packet RMS radius does not
grow but oscillates around some value defined by the
stationary Landau orbit [15, 17, 18], very similar to the
betatron oscillations in a synchrotron [23].

The analysis is organized as follows. First, we derive
the equations of motion for the packet RMS-radius 〈ρ̂2〉
inhomogeneous fields and establish conditions that guar-
antee the capture and transport of the incoming free
packet by the magnetic field. Next, we develop a per-
turbation theory and calculate first order correction to
the 〈ρ̂2〉 that arises from the field inhomogeneity.

We consider the initial particle to be an electron for
definiteness and simplicity with the charge q = −e, where
e > 0 is the elementary charge. The result could be easily
generalized to other particles with the proper substitu-
tion of mass and charge. Throughout the paper, we use
the natural system of units: ~ = c = 1.

II. LG PACKETS IN FREE SPACE AND IN
MAGNETIC FIELD: EXACT WAVE FUNCTIONS

We start with the non-stationary Schrödinger’s equa-
tion

i
∂ψ

∂t
= Ĥψ, (3)

which has an exact non-paraxial solution in the form of
an LG packet in free space with the following the Hamil-
tonian

Ĥfree =
p̂2

2m
, (4)
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where the momentum operator p̂ = −i∇ and

p̂2 = − ∂2

∂ρ2
− 1

ρ

∂

∂ρ
+

1

ρ2
L̂2
z −

∂2

∂z2
. (5)

Here we use cylindrical coordinates (ρ, φ, z), assume
the wave packet propagation along the z-axis 〈p〉 =
{0, 0, 〈p〉}, and the angular momentum z-projection op-
erator is

L̂z ≡ −i
∂

∂φ
.

For the free Hamiltonian, the variables can be separated,
consequently, the wave function can be factorized,

ψ(ρ, φ, z, t) = ψ⊥(ρ, φ, t)ψ‖(z, t). (6)

The longitudinal part of the wave function can be ex-
pressed via the spatially delocalized plane-wave

ψ‖(z, t) ∝ exp

(
ipzz − i

p2z
2m

t

)
, (7)

with pz being an eigenvalue of p̂z = −i∂z. The transverse
part of the wave function can be written as a so-called
standard Laguerre-Gaussian (LG) packet that exactly
satisfies the Schrödinger’s equation and reads [18, 34]

ψ⊥(ρ, φ, t) ∝ 1

σ⊥(t)

(
ρ

σ⊥(t)

)|l|
L|l|n

[
ρ2

σ2
⊥(t)

]
× (8)

exp

[
− ρ2

2σ2
⊥(t)

]
exp

[
ilφ− iφG(t) + i

ρ2

2R2(t)

]
.

Here L|l|n is the generalized Laguerre polynomial, n =
0, 1, 2, ... is the radial quantum number, l = 0,±1,±2, ...
is the OAM, that is, an eigenvalue of the L̂z operator,
whereas the functions σ⊥(t), the Gouy phase φG(t) and
R(t), which is an equivalent of the wave front curvature,
are given by

σ⊥(t) =
1

σp

√
1 +

t2

t2d
, (9)

φG(t) = (2n+ |l|+ 1) arctan

(
t

td

)
, (10)

R2(t) =
σ2
⊥(t)

t/td
. (11)

Here and above

td = mσ−2p = tc
σ2
⊥(0)

λ2c

is the diffraction time, σp is the transverse momen-
tum dispersion at the focal point t = t0 = 0, and
tc = λc/c, λc = ~/mc.

We consider a free vortex electron described as the LG
packet at the moment of time t = t1 that enters an accel-
erating cavity enclosed into a focusing magnetic lens (a

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the problem. A free LG-
electron packet with the total energy ε1 starts expanding at
the time t = t0, next it enters the lens at the time t = t1 and
is accelerated to the energy ε3 and focused while propagating
inside the lens.

solenoid), as shown in Fig.1. We neglect the slippage ef-
fects assuming perfect synchronization between the elec-
tron and the accelerating RF-wave, and we also neglect
edge effects at the entrance of the cavity. The simplest
model employs time-independent and spatially homoge-
neous accelerating electric E0 and magnetic H0, both
directed along the z axis.

Now we take into account that the magnetic field H
of a real focusing lens as well as the accelerating electric
field E deviate slightly from the uniform values H0 and
E0, and their Tailor decomposition with respect to the
radius ρ near the axis of the lens and with respect to z
near the entrance of the lens z = 0 reads [29]:

Eρ = −E1

2
ρ+O

(
ρ2, ρz, z2

)
,

Ez = E0 + E1z +O
(
ρ2, ρz, z2

)
. (12)

for the electric field, and similarly for the magnetic field

Hρ = −H1

2
ρ+O

(
ρ2, ρz, z2

)
,

Hz = H0 +H1z +O
(
ρ2, ρz, z2

)
. (13)

We have introduced the following notations:

E1 ≡ −2
∂Eρ
∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=0

, H1 ≡ −2
∂Hρ

∂ρ

∣∣∣∣
ρ=0

. (14)

We assume no external currents and it is straightforward
to check that the above fields satisfy Maxwell’s equations,
see Appendix A.

The corresponding scalar and vector potentials are

ϕ =
E1ρ

2

4
− E0z −

E1

2
z2,

A =
H0 +H1z

2
ρ eφ. (15)
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At the moment t1 the LG packet enters the lens with
the following Hamiltonian:

Ĥlens =

(
p̂kin

)2
2m

− eϕ̂. (16)

Here, for the electron with the charge q = −e the kinetic
momentum operator p̂kin = p̂ + eA = −i∇ + eA. With
Eq.(15) we may rewrite the Hamiltonian Eq.(16) as

Ĥlens =
p̂2

2m
+
ωc(ẑ)L̂z

2
+
m

8
ω2
c (ẑ)ρ̂2 − eϕ̂, (17)

with ωc being the cyclotron frequency

ωc(ẑ) =
eH0

m
+
eH1

m
ẑ = ω0

[
1 + κM

ẑ

L

]
, (18)

with

ω0 ≡
eH0

m
(19)

and

κM ≡
LH1

H0
, (20)

where L is the length of the lens. Without loss of gener-
ality, we can assume H0 > 0. The case with the opposite
sign of H0 could be accounted for by a simple change in
the sign of the OAM, l→ −l.

Importantly, due to the axial symmetry of the prob-
lem, both the Hamiltonians Ĥfree and Ĥlens commute
with L̂z, consequently, the electron intrinsic orbital an-
gular momentum is conserved during the transport and
acceleration inside the cavity.

For homogeneous fields with E1 = H1 = 0, there ex-
ists an exact solution to the non-stationary Schrödinger’s
equation Eq.(3) with Ĥ = Ĥlens. Indeed, one can split

the Hamiltonian Ĥlens as follows

Ĥlens = Ĥ⊥ + Ĥ‖ (21)

with

Ĥ⊥ =− 1

2m

[
1

ρ

∂

∂ρ

(
ρ
∂

∂ρ

)
+

1

ρ2
∂2

∂φ2

]
−

− iω0

2

∂

∂φ
+
mω2

0

8
ρ2, (22)

and

Ĥ‖ = − 1

2m

∂2

∂z2
− e|E0|z. (23)

Note that we choose E0 such that the particle is accel-
erated, so regardless of the sign of the charge Eq.(23)
stays valid both for particles carrying positive and nega-
tive charge. The longitudinal Hamiltonian and the trans-
verse one commute [Ĥ⊥, Ĥ‖] = 0, consequently, the wave
function can be factorized as

Ψ(ρ, φ, z, t) = Ψ⊥(ρ, φ, t)Ψ‖(z, t). (24)

The transverse part Ψ⊥(ρ, φ, t) is a well known Landau
state [16, 35]

Ψ⊥(ρ, φ, t) ∝
(
ρ

ρH

)|l|
L|l|n′

[
2ρ2

ρ2H

]
×

exp

[
− ρ

2

ρ2H
+ ilφ− iε⊥t

]
, (25)

where n′ = 0, 1, 2, ... is the radial quantum number,

ρH =

√
4

eH0
=

√
4

mω0
(26)

is the characteristic radius of the orbit and

ε⊥ =
ω0

2
(2n′ + |l|+ l + 1) (27)

is the transverse energy. Note that in contrast to the
spreading free LG packet (8) the Landau state does not
spread and its transverse ”size” (packet dispersion) is
now time independent.

The longitudinal part of the wave function Ψ‖(z, t) for
t > t1 can be found by directly solving the equation
i∂tΨ‖(z, t) = Ĥ‖Ψ‖(z, t) and the result

Ψ‖(z, t) ∝ (28)

exp

[
ipz(t)z − iε‖(t)(t− t1)− i p

2
0

2m
t1

]
with

pz(t) = p0 + e|E0|(t− t1), (29)

and

ε‖(t) =
p20
2m

+
e|E0|p0

2m
(t− t1)

+
e2E2

0

m

(t− t1)2

6
(30)

describes longitudinal acceleration of the non-relativistic
particle. Here, p0 is the longitudinal momentum at the
lens entrance (t = t1 in Fig.1).

Note that although longitudinal parts of the wave
functions for free space Eq.(7) and at the lens entrance
Eq.(30) are ”matched” and the transverse Landau state
Eq.(25) looks very similar to the transverse part of the
LG packet Eq.(8), direct capture of the free LG packet
into the Landau state is not possible. Indeed diver-
gence of the LG packet leads to the non vanishing time
derivative of the LG packet dispersion dσ(t)/dt 6= 0,
while for the Landau state this derivative must be zero
d〈ρ̂2〉/dt = 0.

On the other hand, this close match between the free
LG state and Landau state provides a useful insight. In-
tuitively it looks like one can merge the free and Landau
state without much disturbance to the transverse struc-
ture of the packet such that the free packet asymptoti-
cally transforms into the Landau state and the transverse
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part of the wave function keeps the same “doughnut”
shape.

Indeed, the transverse part of the free Shrödinger equa-
tion looks exactly like the paraxial wave equation for light
with the only substitution t→ z,

[
∆⊥ +

2i

λc

∂

∂t

]
Ψ⊥ = 0. (31)

Inside the lens, the transverse part of the wave function
satisfies a similar paraxial wave equation for light that
propagates in a medium with quadratic dependence of
the refractive index on the radius [36] (with the same
substitution t→ z):

[
∆⊥ + imω0

∂

∂φ
− m2ω2

0

4
ρ2 + 2mi

∂

∂t

]
Ψ⊥ = 0. (32)

This connection has previously been pointed out by sev-
eral authors (see Ref.[15] and Ref.[17]), although only
within the paraxial approximation. We emphasize that
the paraxial approach has limited applicability and the
non-paraxial effects can become important when the
spreading is noticeable, t & td [18, 37].

We reiterate the difference between the prior art and
present consideration that leads to an important conse-
quence. A free LG packet as well as paraxial Landau
modes, introduced in Ref.[17] (with the proper substi-
tution z → t) gives an exact solution to the transverse
part of the nonstationary Schrödinger’s equation, conse-
quently no approximations are implied. The structure
of the paraxial Landau mode, which is an exact solution
to the Eq.(32), is the same as in free space and given
by Eq.(8) with the different set of optical functions σ(t),
φG(t) and R(t) that are to be determined.

Given that the angular momentum is conserved, the
evolution of the LG packet is fully defined by the evo-
lution of the RMS radius 〈ρ̂2〉, the Gouy phase, and the
radius of curvature R(t). We stress that the discussion
above unveils an important fact: the free LG packet can
be directly captured and focused (defocused) by the mag-
netic solenoid such that the packet spatial structure is
exactly preserved. In more detail, the RMS radius and
its derivative can be continuous at the boundary,

〈ρ̂2〉free = 〈ρ̂2〉lens,
d〈ρ̂2〉free

dt
=
d〈ρ̂2〉lens

dt
, (33)

which also provides the continuation of the packet trans-
verse emittance [18]. In the analysis below, we thus focus
on the evolution of the mean square radius as it provides
(along with the evolution of the phase shift) full informa-
tion on the evolution of the LG state.

III. DYNAMICS OF THE PACKET RMS
RADIUS

To tackle the non-stationary problem, we start from
the Heisenberg’s equation that reads

dQ̂

dt
= i
[
Ĥ, Q̂

]
+
∂Q̂

∂t
. (34)

It allows us to propagate the observable operator Q̂ (and
the observable itself based on the Ehrenfest theorem)
from the vacuum to the inner part of the lens.

For the sake of convenience, we introduce the square
of the transverse velocity operator û2⊥ as

û2⊥ =
2Ĥ⊥
m

. (35)

We note that as far as both in free space and inside the
lens the Hamiltonian Ĥ⊥ = p̂2kin/2m where p̂kin is the
modulus of the kinetic momentum operator, then û is
just a kinetic velocity operator of the particle. Here Ĥ⊥
is given by Eq.(22) inside the lens and Ĥ⊥ = p̂2⊥/2m in
free space. It turns out that it is convenient to raise the
order of Heisenberg’s equation and consider the following
system for ρ̂2 and û2⊥

d2ρ̂2

dt2
= −

[
Ĥ,
[
Ĥ, ρ̂2

]]
,

dû2⊥
dt

= i
[
Ĥ, û2⊥

]
.

(36)

where the Hamiltonian is given by either Eq.(4) or
Eq.(17).

A. Homogeneous lens

In free space (for t ∈ [0, t1] in Fig.1) the Hamiltonian
is given by Eq.(4). Evaluating the commutator on the
right hand side of Eq.(36) we arrive at

d2ρ̂2

dt2
= 2û2⊥,

dû2⊥
dt

= 0.

(37)

Averaging over the system quantum state, we get for
〈ρ̂2〉(t) and 〈p̂2⊥〉(t)

〈ρ̂2〉(t) = 〈ρ̂2〉0 + ∂t〈ρ̂2〉0t+ 〈û2⊥〉0t2,
〈û2⊥〉(t) = 〈û2⊥〉0.

(38)

Here 〈ρ̂2〉0 is the initial mean-square radius of the packet,
∂t〈ρ̂2〉0 is its expansion rate defined by 〈ρ̂p̂⊥〉(0) and
〈û2⊥〉0 is defined by the initial mean-square transverse
momentum. Assuming that the focal point for the LG
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packet is at t = t0 = 0 (meaning 〈ρ̂p̂⊥〉(0) = 0) we ob-
serve quadratic expansion of the packet with time, as has
previously been pointed out [1, 16–18].

〈ρ̂2〉(t) = 〈ρ̂2〉0 + 〈û2⊥〉0t2,
〈û2⊥〉(t) = 〈û2⊥〉0.

(39)

For a homogeneous lens, we set E1 = H1 = 0 in Eq.(15),
and consider the Hamiltonian given by Eq.(17). Evaluat-
ing commutators (see Appendix B for details) in Eq.(36)
we arrive at 

d2ρ̂2

dt2
=

2p̂2⊥
m2
− ω2

0

2
ρ̂2,

dû2⊥
dt

= 0.

(40)

With the help of the definition Eq.(35), we write the
system in a final form

d2ρ̂2

dt2
= 2û2⊥ −

2ω0

m
L̂z − ω2

0 ρ̂
2,

dû2⊥
dt

= 0.

(41)

We note that as far as kinetic energy is conserved, the
mean square of the velocity operator remains the same
as in free space, however the mean square radius now
oscillates, in full agreement with Refs.[15, 17, 18]. Using
the solution in free space at the lens entrance (t = t1) as
initial conditions for the system Eq.(41), we arrive at the
solution inside the lens,

〈ρ̂2〉(t) = 〈ρ̂2〉st +
(
〈ρ̂2〉in − 〈ρ̂2〉st

)
cos [ω0(t− t1)]

+
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in
ω0

sin [ω0(t− t1)] .
(42)

with ω0 from Eq.(19) and where we have used the follow-
ing initial conditions:

〈ρ̂2〉in = 〈ρ̂2〉(t1) = 〈ρ̂2〉0 + 〈û2⊥〉0t21,
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in = ∂t〈ρ̂2〉(t1) = 2〈û2⊥〉0t1,
〈û2⊥〉(t1) = 〈û2⊥〉0,

(43)

and introduced the notation

〈ρ̂2〉st =
2〈û2⊥〉0 − 2

mω0l

ω2
0

. (44)

In contrast to the previously considered solutions
Refs.[15, 17, 18], Eq.(42) contains an additional term,
defined by the nonzero derivative ∂t〈ρ̂2〉 at the lens en-
trance.

We now recall the definition of the velocity operator
Eq.(35) and express mean square of the velocity operator
though the transverse energy of the Landau state Eq.(27)
as

〈û2⊥〉0 =
ω0

m
(2n′ + |l|+ l + 1) , (45)

and immediately arrive at

〈ρ̂2〉st =
ρ2H
2

(2n′ + |l|+ 1) , (46)

in full agreement with the previous results from Ref.[18].
We use the fact that 〈û2⊥〉0 is continuous at the lens-
vacuum interface, consequently, Eq.(44) can be rewritten
in terms of the transverse velocity of the free LG packet.
For the free LG packet, 〈û2⊥〉0 reads

〈û2⊥〉0 =
1

m2σ2
r

(2n+ |l|+ 1) . (47)

with

σ2
r ≡ σ2

⊥(0) ≡ 〈ρ̂2〉(0).

We note that the prefactor in Eq.(46) can be also rewrit-
ten in terms of the electron Compton wavelength as
1/m2/σ2

r ≡ λ2c/σ
2
r . Note that the coefficient 2 in front

of n was previously omitted in Refs.[18, 37]. We present
the explicit calculations in the Appendix D.

Substituting Eq.(47) into Eq.(44) and expressing ω0

through ρH with the help of Eq.(26), we get

〈ρ̂2〉st =
ρ2H
2

[
ρ2H
4σ2

r

(2n+ |l|+ 1)− l
]
, (48)

Equating left-hand sides of Eq.(46) and Eq.(48) we arrive
at the condition on the ratio of the initial packet mean-
square radius σr and characteristic size of the Landau
orbit ρH

ρ2H
σ2
r

= 4
2n′ + |l|+ l + 1

2n+ |l|+ 1
, (49)

which is just the condition

〈û2⊥〉free = 〈û2⊥〉lens. (50)

The conditions 〈ρ̂2〉free = 〈ρ̂2〉lens, ∂t〈ρ̂2〉free = ∂t〈ρ̂2〉lens
together with (50) provide continuation of the packet
transverse emittance [18]√

〈ρ̂2〉〈û2⊥〉 − 〈ρ̂ · û⊥〉2free =

=
√
〈ρ̂2〉〈û2⊥〉 − 〈ρ̂ · û⊥〉2lens. (51)

Clearly, to fulfill the continuity of 〈û2⊥〉0, the ratio
ρ2H/σ

2
r must be a rational number. This can be un-

derstood as a matching condition between the free LG
packet and a non-stationary Landau state inside the lens.
Another observation that follows from Eq.(49) is that if
n = n′ and |l| � 1 the matching condition gets indepen-
dent of any parameter except for the sign of l, namely

ρ2H
σ2
r

≈ 4[1 + sgn(l)]. (52)
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Remarkably in this case we observe that if l < 0 than
σ2
r � ρ2H while for the case of l > 0 matching condition

becomes almost independent of l and connects magnetic
field and initial packet size as follows

σ2
r ≈

ρ2H
8

=
1

2eH0
. (53)

A quick estimate with the help of the Eq.(53) gives σr =
573nm for H = 10G and σr = 18nm for H = 104G. If the
matching condition is met, the incoming LG packet can
be captured by the lens. Inside the lens, the packet mean
square radius 〈ρ̂2〉 oscillates around the value defined by
the Landau orbit given by Eq.(46), according to Eq.(42).

Interestingly, condition Eq.(49) is not sufficient to
propagate the LG state successfully inside the lens. A
brief inspection of the Eq.(42) shows that 〈ρ̂2〉(t) is not
necessarily positive for all moments in time even if the
matching condition given by Eq.(49) is met. Conse-
quently, additional transport condition could be formu-
lated by requesting 〈ρ̂2〉(t) > 0 and with the help of
Eq.(42) reads

〈ρ̂2〉st −

√
[〈ρ̂2〉in − 〈ρ̂2〉st]2 +

[
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in
ω0

]2
> 0. (54)

Solving Eq.(54) with respect to 〈ρ̂2〉st we get

〈ρ̂2〉st >
〈ρ̂2〉in

2
+

[
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in

]2
2ω2

0〈ρ̂2〉in
. (55)

We note that for the case of ∂t〈ρ̂2〉in = 0 this condition
reduces to the one mentioned in Ref.[18]. The trans-
port condition (for a given OAM of the free LG packet)
sets limits on the magnetic field strength, radial quantum
number and a drift time of the free LG packet before it
enters the lens. Examples of the possible evolution sce-
narios are plotted in Fig.2. One can see from the figure
that if the transport condition is not met, then the mean
square radius 〈ρ̂2〉 inside the lens rapidly becomes nega-
tive and the dispersion becomes complex. This in turn
indicates the breakdown of the developed formalism and,
most likely, destruction of the pure LG state inside the
lens because focusing to the spot 〈ρ̂2〉 < λ2c implies vio-
lation of the one-particle dynamics with a stable vacuum
[24].

Longitudinal dynamics for the average value of the lon-
gitudinal momentum and coordinate is trivial and easily
recovered from the corresponding Heisenberg’s equation
Eq.(34) for the corresponding observable. We omit sim-
ple derivations and provide the final result for t > t1

〈p̂z〉 = p0 + e|E0|(t− t1),

〈ẑ〉 =
p0
m

(t− t1) +
e|E0|
m

(t− t1)2

2
. (56)

that we are going to use in the further analysis. Above
and further for the sake of convenience we shifted the z
axis such that 〈ẑ〉(t1) = 0.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
0

1

2

3

4

5

t (ns)

<
ρ
2
>
(t
)
(μ
m
)

free space magnetic field

lens entrance

H=100 G H=85 G

Figure 2. Evolution of the dispersion 〈ρ̂2〉(t) of the LG packet
in the case of capture and transport (blue-red line) of the
free LG packet and overfocusing (blue and black line). In
free space (blue curve), 〈ρ̂2〉(t) is given by Eq.(38), inside the
lens (black and red lines) by Eq. (42). The radial quantum
number n = n′ = 0, the angular momentum l = −4 (fol-
lowing Eq.(49) we get ρ2h/σ

2
r = 0.8); the magnetic field is

H = 100G with σr = 0.574µm (redline) and H = 85G with
σr = 0.622µm (black line). The initial square of the trans-
verse velocity 〈û2

⊥〉0 is defined with the help of the Eq.(47).

As expected, average of the z - projection of the mo-
mentum operator 〈p̂z〉 as well as the average of the z -
coordinate operator 〈ẑ〉 is described by a uniformly ac-
celerated motion.

B. Inhomogeneous lens

Now we consider full Hamiltonian given by Eq.(17).
Accounting for Eq.(15) and evaluating commutators on
the left hand side of the system Eq.(36), we get

d2ρ̂2

dt2
=

2p̂2⊥
m2
−
[
ω2
c (ẑ)

2
− e

m
E1

]
ρ̂2,

dû2⊥
dt

=
κMω0

m2L

(
L̂z +

mω0

2
ρ̂2
)
p̂z+

+ (p̂z ẑ + ẑp̂z)
κ2Mω

2
0

4mL2
ρ̂2,

(57)

where ω0 and κM are given by Eq.(19) and Eq.(20), re-
spectively.

Expressing p̂⊥ via the û⊥ with the help of Eq.(35) and
the following definition of the transverse and longitudinal
Hamiltonians

Ĥ⊥ =
p̂2⊥
2m

+
ωc(ẑ)L̂z

2
+

[
mωc(ẑ)

2

8
− eE1

4

]
ρ̂2, (58)

and

Ĥ‖ =
p̂2z
2m
− e|E0|ẑ +

eE1

2
ẑ2, (59)
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we average over the system state and finally get



d2〈ρ̂2〉
dt2

= 2〈û2⊥〉

− 2

m
〈ωc(ẑ)〉l −

〈(
ω2
c (ẑ)− 2e

m
E1

)
ρ̂2
〉
,

d〈û2⊥〉
dt

=
κMω0

m2L

(
l〈p̂z〉+

mω0

2
〈ρ̂2p̂z〉

)
+

+
(
〈p̂z ẑρ̂2〉+ 〈ẑp̂z ρ̂2〉

) κ2Mω2
0

4mL2
.

(60)

Note that for inhomogeneous fields the longitudinal and
transverse Hamiltonians, given by Eq.(58) and Eq.(59),

do not commute anymore
[
Ĥ⊥, Ĥ‖

]
6= 0 as separation

of the variables is no longer possible. This results in
the correlation between the longitudinal and transverse
operators and an average of the following type cannot be
factorised

〈Ψ|Â(ρ)B̂(z)|Ψ〉 6= 〈Ψ|Â(ρ)|Ψ〉〈Ψ|B̂(z)|Ψ〉. (61)

As a consequence Eqs.(60) is not a closed system of equa-
tions, moreover, one can check that the system won’t
close even if the order of the time derivative is raised
and higher order commutators on the right hand side are
evaluated.

To proceed further, we consider inhomogeneity as a
small perturbation to the homogeneous problem. We in-
troduce the following small parameters of the problem:

κM =
H1L

H0
� 1, (62)

κE =
E1L

E0
� 1,

where L is a characteristic length (it can be the length
of the lens).

We assume that κM ∼ κE and decompose the wave
function in series with respect to the small parameter

κ = κE = κM

|Ψ〉 = |Ψ〉(0) + |Ψ〉(1) +O(κ2). (63)

Here |Ψ〉(0) is the non-stationary wave function of the
homogeneous lens, which corresponds to the RMS given
by Eq.(42) satisfying the system Eq.(41). The correc-

tion |Ψ〉(1) is due to gradients of the fields and naturally∣∣∣∣ ∣∣Ψ(1)
〉∣∣∣∣ ∼ κ �

∣∣∣∣ ∣∣Ψ(0)
〉∣∣∣∣ = 1. This leads to the fol-

lowing series for the averages:

〈ρ̂2〉 = 〈ρ̂2〉(0) + 〈ρ̂2〉(1) +O(κ2), (64)

〈û2⊥〉 = 〈û2⊥〉(0) + 〈û2⊥〉(1) +O(κ2), (65)

where

〈ρ̂2〉(0) =
〈

Ψ(0)
∣∣∣ ρ̂2 ∣∣∣Ψ(0)

〉
,

〈û2⊥〉(0) =
〈

Ψ(0)
∣∣∣ û2⊥ (E1, H1 = 0)

∣∣∣Ψ(0)
〉
,

〈ρ̂2〉(1) =
〈

Ψ(1)
∣∣∣ ρ̂2 ∣∣∣Ψ(0)

〉
+
〈

Ψ(0)
∣∣∣ ρ̂2 ∣∣∣Ψ(1)

〉
, (66)

〈û2⊥〉(1) =
〈

Ψ(1)
∣∣∣ ρ̂2 ∣∣∣Ψ(0)

〉
+
〈

Ψ(0)
∣∣∣ û2⊥ ∣∣∣Ψ(1)

〉
+

+
〈

Ψ(0)
∣∣∣ û2⊥ − û2⊥ (E1, H1 = 0)

∣∣∣Ψ(0)
〉
.

In the first order in κ, the system Eq.(60) reads

d2〈ρ̂2〉(1)

dt2
+ ω2

0〈ρ̂2〉(1) = 2
〈
û2⊥
〉(1) − κ2ω0l

mL
〈ẑ〉(0)

− κ2ω2
0

L
〈ẑ〉(0)〈ρ̂2〉(0) + κ

2eE0

mL
〈ρ̂2〉(0),

d〈û2⊥〉(1)

dt
=

κω0

m2L

(
l +

mω0

2
〈ρ̂2〉(0)

)
〈p̂z〉(0).

(67)

and it should be complemented with the initial conditions
at the lens entrance,

〈û2⊥〉(1)(t1) = 0,

〈ρ̂2〉(1)(t1) = 0, (68)

d〈ρ̂2〉(1)

dt
(t1) = 0.

Explicit formulas for all approximations and assumptions
could be found in the Appendix C.
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After some algebra, the final expression for the correction 〈ρ̂2〉(1) that satisfies the system Eq.(67) reads

〈ρ̂2〉(1) =− κ sin [ω0∆t]

2Lmω0

{
eE0∆t

[
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in∆t− 4

(
〈ρ̂2〉in − 〈ρ̂2〉st

)]
+ 2p0

[
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in∆t− 〈ρ̂2〉in

]}
(69)

− κ sin [ω0∆t]

6Lmω3
0

{
ω4
0∆t2

[
〈ρ̂2〉in − 〈ρ̂2〉st

]
[eE0∆t+ 3p0]− 12eE0∂t〈ρ̂2〉in

}
+
κ cos [ω0∆t]

Lmω2
0

{
eE0

[
〈ρ̂2〉in − 4〈ρ̂2〉st − 2∂t〈ρ̂2〉in∆t

]
− p0∂t〈ρ̂2〉in

}
+
κ cos [ω0∆t] ∆t

6Lm

{
eE0∆t

[
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in∆t− 3

(
〈ρ̂2〉in − 〈ρ̂2〉st

)]
+ 3p0

[
∂t〈ρ̂2〉in∆t− 2

(
〈ρ̂2〉in − 〈ρ̂2〉st

)]}
− κ

2Lmω3
0

{
2ω0

[
eE0

(
〈ρ̂2〉in − 4〈ρ̂2〉st

)
− p0∂t〈ρ̂2〉in

]
+ 〈ρ̂2〉stω3

0∆t [eE0∆t+ 2p0])
}
.

Here ∆t ≡ t− t1, L is the full length of the lens, 〈ρ̂2〉in
and ∂t〈ρ̂2〉st are given by Eq.(43); 〈ρ̂2〉st is defined in
Eq.(46).

In Fig.3 we plot
√
〈ρ̂2〉 for three different cases: κ = 0,

κ = 0.081 and κ = −0.081. As before, the parameters are
as follows: initial packet size σr = 0.622µm, radial quan-
tum number n = n′ = 0, angular momentum l = −4,
magnetic field H = 85G and initial longitudinal momen-
tum p0 = 0.43eV. We observe that inhomogeneity alters
the motion just slightly at the beginning and is observ-
able as the frequency shift as well as the slight growth
of the oscillation amplitude. Interestingly in both cases
after some propagation distance (four periods in the con-
sidered case) oscillations break down and over-focusing
occurs. We conclude that inhomogenuity affects the life
time of the twisted state and, non the less 15 ns is a
large time scale in a real life experiment, should be ac-
counted for as it may constrain acceptable tolerances of
the experimental setup.

0 5 10 15
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<
ρ
2
>
(t
)
(μ
m
)

Figure 3. Evolution of the dispersion 〈ρ̂2〉(t) of the LG packet
in the case κ = 0 - black dashed line line, κ = 0.081 - red line,
κ = −0.081 blue line.

IV. DISCUSSION

The developed formalism allows one to gain an insight
into the parameters needed for acceleration and transport
of charged particles with the phase vortices. For instance,
to get an idea of what the physical dimensions of the
experimental setup could be we first estimate the drift
length as follows

Lfree =
〈p̂z〉0
m

t1. (70)

We consider parameters of a toy model introduced earlier
in Fig.2. If we take thermionic emission with the source
temperature of 5000K, then an equivalent momentum
is roughly 〈p̂z〉0 ∼ 0.43eV. Consequently, in t1 = 1ns
the drift distance becomes Lfree = 0.253µm. On the
other hand, roughly one oscillation inside the lens occurs
within ∆t ∼ 6ns. The accelerating field that is routinely
achieved inside a linear accelerator cavity is Ez ∼ 25
MV/m [38]. According to the Eq.(56), 3 ns inside the
lens with the initial conditions outlined above transforms
into Llens ∼ 38 m. The latter estimate must be treated
with caution as at this point the particle becomes ultra-
relativistic and to get a proper estimate relativistic ef-
fects must be included in the considerations, which will
be studied elsewhere. Nonetheless, we observe that drift
distance is very small compared to the acceleration dis-
tance and this in turn may result in practical limitations.
To increase the drift distance and meet the transport con-
dition one should relax the magnetic field, this, in turn,
will result in just a few oscillations inside the lens indi-
cating that the process is potentially always transitional
and will never reach an equilibrium stationary Landau
state given by Eq.(25).

We point out that inside the lens ∂3t 〈ρ̂〉 6= 0 in contrast
to free space where as can be seen from Eq.(38) ∂3t 〈ρ̂〉 6= 0.
Condition ∂3t 〈ρ̂〉 6= 0 result in a chance in of the electric
quadrupole moment and consequent radiation and dissi-
pation of the particle energy. This could be interpreted
as an analog of a synchrotron radiation. The full dy-
namics could be understood as follows. An expanding
LG wave packet enters the lens and exhibits oscillation
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Figure 4. Evolution of the dispersion 〈ρ̂2〉(t) of the LG packet
for two lenses separated by a drift. Due to the packet’s ex-
cessive size and H = 100G transport condition Eq.(55) for
the first lens is broken and the packet is over-focused. Be-
fore the over-focusing develops the first lens ends at t = 2.5ns
and the packet evolves according to the Eq.(38); at t = 4ns
the transport condition Eq.(55) for the second lens (which is
identical to the first one) is fulfilled. The second lens captures
the packet at t = 4ns and transports the packet further.

of the 〈ρ̂2〉. Oscillation of the 〈ρ̂2〉 results in the oscilla-
tion of the electric quadrupole moment of the packet and
consequently the packet radiates up to the point when
the state reaches an equilibrium that is described by the
stationary Landau state Eq.(25). The radiation rate and
consequently relaxation constant of this process could be
estimated via the intensity of the quadrupole moment
radiation and is proportional to ∂3t 〈ρ̂2〉 ∼ ω3

0 ∼ H3
0 .

The formalism presented in Sec.III A is extendable to
any number of drifts and magnetic lenses that are com-
bined in a lattice. This in turn allows one to operate each
individual lens in the over-focusing regime (if needed)
and still get a stable propagation of an LG packet through
the combined channel. Indeed, let’s again consider the
toy model as described in Fig.2. We recall the parame-
ters: initial packet size was σr = 0.574µm, radial quan-
tum number n = 0, angular momentum l = −4 and
magnetic field H = 100G (over-focusing regime). As
before initial square of the transverse velocity 〈û2⊥〉0 is
defined with the help of the Eq.(47). Terminating the
first lens at t = 2.5 ns and setting the second lens with
the same H = 100G at t = 4ns we are able to fulfill
the transport condition for the combined system and the
packet can successfully propagate inside the second lens
(see Fig.4 for details). It is important to keep in mind
that the matching condition must be fulfilled as well. In
the considered case in the second drift, the packet was ex-
panded such that dispersion at the focal point t = 3.367
ns is increased and about 21 times larger than the ini-
tial value of 0.574µm. To fulfill the matching condition
ρ2h/σ

2
r/21 = 0.8/21 = 2/210 the packet must have a ra-

dial quantum number n = 50 (according to the Eq.(49)
with n′ = 0) in the second drift. This implies that af-
ter exiting the second lens the packet must undergo the
following transition (n, l, pz) : (0,−4, pz) → (50,−4, pz).
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Figure 5. Evolution of the dispersion 〈ρ̂2〉(t) of the LG packet
for two lenses separated by a drift. The second lens is placed
at the focal point such that after the second drift a direct
capture of the free wave packet into the stationary Landau
state occurs.

While this transition is possible it is quite likely to have
a low probability. Detailed analysis of this question is
the focus of a separate study.

Interestingly, with the set of the magnetic lens, any
free packet could be directly captured into a station-
ary Landau state. As discussed in Sec.II this process
is impossible with just one lens. If the second lens
is placed at the focal point, where the time derivative
∂t〈ρ̂2〉 = ∂t〈ρ̂2〉in = 0 and tune the magnetic field of the
second solenoid such that the RMS radius of the station-
ary Landau orbit matches the size of the incoming packet
〈ρ̂2〉st = 〈ρ̂2〉in, then according to the Eq.(42) no oscil-
lations occur and the state is a pure stationary Landau
state given by Eq.(25). To illustrate this case we pick
the same parameters as previously except for the mag-
netic field of solenoids that is now H = 97.8G and the
second lens is placed right at the point t = 3.32 ns where
∂t〈ρ̂2〉 = 0. The result is displayed in Fig.5. We note
that this case is quite special and such matching could
be very challenging in a realistic experiment.

Although the present study unveils rich dynamics and
demonstrates several concepts, it is still worthy to inves-
tigate the problem from a more rigorous perspective of
quantum scattering to confirm the following: breakdown
of the matching condition Eq.(49) may lead to reflection
of the free packet, whereas breakdown of the transport
condition Eq.(55) may lead to the rapid delocalization of
the LG state inside the lens. We would like to stress that
in the present study we have considered only the direct
transition of the pure state of the free LG packet to the
pure nonstationary state in the magnetic field. It is quite
possible that the capture mechanism and consequent dy-
namics get more complex once the state inside the lens
becomes a superposition of the pure states.
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V. CONCLUSION

We have analyzed the acceleration of a nonrelativistic
charged particle with a phase vortex in the inhomoge-
neous magnetic lens. In free space and inside the homo-
geneous magnetic field, the electron can be described via
the standard LG packet, which is an exact solution to
the nonstationary Schrödinger equation. The time evo-
lution of such a state is described by the time dependence
of the mean square radius and the phase. Whereas the
OAM is conserved by neglecting the radiation, the spatial
structure of the LG packet is preserved during the trans-
port only if the matching condition, given by Eq.(49), is
fulfilled. Moreover, if the transport condition given by
Eq.(55) is also fulfilled, the free LG packet can be di-
rectly transformed into the nonstationary Landau state
and propagated inside the magnetic lens with the con-
served OAM. We hypothesize a possible mechanism of
further evolution of the nonstationray Landau state into
the stationary Landau state by means of the radiation
friction caused by oscillations of the electric quadrupole
moment of the packet inside the lens.

A toy model of a possible experimental setup is con-
sidered, and preliminary calculations demonstrate the
reasonable feasibility of the potential experiment. Fi-
nally, we have analyzed the effect of inhomogeneity of the
electromagnetic fields and derived analytical expressions
Eq.(69) for the corrections to the evolution of the packet
mean square radius. Further developments in this di-
rection imply relativistic considerations where the above
quantum scattering at the boundary and destruction of
the Landau state will likely play a role.
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Appendix A: Maxwell equations for the electric and
magnetic fields. Check by the substitution.

We consider divergence operator in cylindrical coordi-
nates

div f ≡ 1

ρ

∂ρfρ
∂ρ

+
1

ρ

∂fφ
∂φ

+
∂fz
∂z

(A1)

and curl operator in cylindrical coordinates

rot f ≡ eρ

(
∂φfz
ρ
− ∂zfφ

)
+

+ eφ (∂zfρ − ∂ρfz) + ez
1

ρ
(∂ρ [ρfφ]− ∂φfρ) . (A2)

We substitute Eq.(12) into Eq.(A1) and get

divE =
1

ρ

∂ρ
[
−E1

2 ρ
]

∂ρ
+
∂ [Eac + E1z]

∂z
= 0. (A3)

Same for the magnetic field, with Eq.(13) and Eq.(A1)
we get

divH =
1

ρ

∂ρ
[
−H1

2 ρ
]

∂ρ
+
∂ [H0 +H1z]

∂z
= 0. (A4)

As far as Eφ = 0 and Hφ = 0 as well as all ∂φ derivatives
are equal to zero we immediately arrive at

divE = O (ρ, z) , rotE = O (ρ, z) ,

divH = O (ρ, z) , rotH = O (ρ, z) . (A5)

Appendix B: Evaluation of commutators

We provide evaluation of main commutators that we
utilized in the manuscript.

We make use of the following formulas.

[F (∂ρ), ρ] =
∂F (x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=∂ρ

, (B1)

[G(ρ), ∂ρ] = −∂G(x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=∂ρ

, (B2)

[
F (∂ρ), ρ

2
]

= 2ρ
∂F (x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=∂ρ

+
∂2F (x)

∂x2

∣∣∣∣
x=∂ρ

, (B3)

[
G(ρ), ∂2ρ

]
= −2

∂G(x)

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=∂ρ

∂ρ −
∂2G(x)

∂x2

∣∣∣∣
x=∂ρ

. (B4)

One can calculate the commutator of radius squared
with Hamiltonian[

Ĥ, ρ2
]

=
1

2m

[
p̂2, ρ2

]
=

1

2m

[
−∂2ρ −

1

ρ
∂ρ, ρ

2

]
= − 1

2m

[
∂2ρ , ρ

2
]
− 1

m
= (B5)

− 1

2m
∂ρ
[
∂ρ, ρ

2
]
− 1

2m

[
∂ρ, ρ

2
]
∂ρ −

1

m
=

− 2

m
ρ∂ρ −

2

m
.

Constant terms play no role in the following commuta-
tions so we neglect them.[

Ĥ,
[
Ĥ, ρ2

]]
= − 2

m

[
Ĥ, ρ∂ρ

]
=

− 1

m2

[
−∂2ρ −

1

ρ
∂ρ, ρ∂ρ

]
+

1

m2

[
1

ρ2
∂2φ, ρ∂ρ

]
(B6)

− ω2
c (z)

4

[
ρ2, ρ∂ρ

]
− eE1

m
[ρ2, ρ∂ρ] =

2

m2
∂2ρ +

2

m2ρ
∂ρ +

2

m2ρ2
∂2φ +

ω2
c (z)

2
ρ2 +

2eE1

m
ρ2 =

− 2û2⊥ +
2

m
ωc(z)L̂z +

(
ω2
c (z)− 2e

m
E1

)
ρ2
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Commutator of the square of the velocity operator with
the lens Hamiltonian is evaluated as[

Ĥ, û2⊥

]
=

2

m

[
Ĥ⊥ + Ĥ‖, Ĥ⊥

]
. (B7)

Here Ĥ⊥ and Ĥ‖ are given by Eq.(58) and Eq.(59) re-
spectively. Simplification gives[

Ĥ, û2⊥

]
=

2

m

[
Ĥ‖, Ĥ⊥

]
=

2

m

[
p̂2z
2m

,
ωc(ẑ)L̂z

2
+
mωc(ẑ)

2

8
ρ̂2

]
= (B8)

κMω0

2m2L

(
L̂z +

mω0

2
ρ̂2
) [
p̂2z, ẑ

]
+

κ2Mω
2
0

8mL2
ρ̂2
[
p̂2z, ẑ

2
]
. (B9)

and finally we get[
Ĥ, û2⊥

]
= −iκMω0

m2L

(
L̂z +

mω0

2
ρ̂2
)
p̂z− (B10)

i(p̂z ẑ + ẑp̂z)
κ2Mω

2
0

4mL2
ρ̂2.

Appendix C: Approximations

In this appendix we explicitly list all approximations
that were used to derive system (67)

〈ω2
c (z)ρ2〉 ≈ ω2

0〈ρ2〉(0)+(
ω2
0〈ρ2〉(1) + 2ω0ω1〈z〉(0)〈ρ2〉(0)

)
, (C1)

κ
〈
ρ2p̂2z

〉
≈ κ

〈
ρ2
〉(0) 〈

p̂2z
〉(0)

, (C2)

κMω
2
0

2mL
〈ρ̂2p̂z〉+

(
〈p̂z ẑρ̂2〉+ 〈ẑp̂z ρ̂2〉

) κ2Mω2
0

4mL2
=

=
ω0ω1

4m

(
〈ρ̂2p̂z〉+ 〈p̂z

ω1ẑ

ω0
ρ̂2〉+ 〈ρ̂2p̂z〉+ 〈ω1ẑ

ω0
p̂z ρ̂

2〉
)
≈

≈ ω0ω1

4m
2〈ρ̂2p̂z〉(0) ≈

ω0ω1

2m
〈ρ̂2〉(0)〈p̂z〉(0). (C3)

Appendix D: RMS velocity for free-space
Laguerre-Gaussian packet

To evaluate RMS velocity (47) we introduce the fol-
lowing functions

Ym =

∞∫
0

ym
(
L|l|n (y)

)2
exp(−y)dy,

Xm,k =

∞∫
0

ymL|l|n (y)
∂kL|l|n (y)

∂yk
exp(−y)dy =

(−1)k
∞∫
0

ymL|l|n (y)L|l|+kn−k (y) exp(−y)dy.

(D1)

RMS velocity can then be written as follows

〈
û2⊥
〉

= Yl

(
1− it

td

)
N2 2π

σ2
⊥(t)

(l + 1)−

Yl+1N
2 π

σ⊥(t)2

(
1− it

td

)2

−Xl,1N
2 4π(l + 1)

σ2
⊥(t)

−

4π

σ2
⊥(t)

N2Xl+1,2 +
4π
(

1− it
td

)
σ2
⊥(t)

N2Xl−1,1.

(D2)

N is the normalization constant and evaluates to

N2 =
1

πl!

(
n+ l

n

)−1
. (D3)

Ym and Xm,k functions can be expressed as coefficients
in the series expansion of

Zα,β,k(s1, s2) =
∑
n,m

Zα,β,k
∣∣
n,m

sn1 s
m
2 =

∞∫
0

Uα(y, s1)yl+kUβ(y, s2) exp(−y)dy =

(1− s1)l+k−α(1− s2)l+k−β

(1− s1s2)l+k+1
Γ(l + k + 1),

(D4)

where Uα(s, y) is the generating function for Laguerre
polynomials with angular momentum α defined by (D5)

Uα(s, y) =

∞∑
n=0

L|l|n (y)sn. (D5)

The connection between Ym,Xm,k and Zα,β,k(s1, s2) is
given by the following expressions

Yl = Zl,l,0
∣∣
n,n
, Yl+1 = Zl,l,1

∣∣
n,n
,

Xl−1,1 = −Zl,l+1,−1
∣∣
n,n−1,

Xl,1 = −Zl,l+1,0

∣∣
n,n−1, Xl+1,2 = Zl,l+2,1

∣∣
n,n−2.

(D6)

Explicit expressions for Ym and Xm,k read

Yl = (−1)nl!

(
−l − 1

n

)
= l!

(
n+ l

n

)
,

Yl+1 = (l + 1)!

[(
n+ l + 1

n

)
+

(
n+ l

n− 1

)]
,

Xl−1,1 =

n∑
k=1

(
−2

k − 1

)(
−l
n− k

)
= − (l + n)!

(n− 1)!
,

Xl,1 = Xl+1,2 = 0.

(D7)

With the help of (D7) the answer is obtained to be

〈û2⊥〉0 =
1

m2σ2
r

(2n+ |l|+ 1) . (D8)



13

[1] L. Allen, M.J. Padgett, and M. Babiker. IV the orbital
angular momentum of light. volume 39 of Progress in
Optics, pages 291–372. Elsevier, 1999.

[2] S. Franke-Arnold, L. Allen, and M. Padgett. Advances in
optical angular momentum. Laser & Photonics Reviews,
2(4):299–313, 2008.

[3] Konstantin Yu. Bliokh, Yury P. Bliokh, Sergey Savel’ev,
and Franco Nori. Semiclassical dynamics of electron
wave packet states with phase vortices. Phys. Rev. Lett.,
99:190404, Nov 2007.

[4] Benjamin J. McMorran, Amit Agrawal, Ian M. Ander-
son, Andrew A. Herzing, Henri J. Lezec, Jabez J. Mc-
Clelland, and John Unguris. Electron vortex beams
with high quanta of orbital angular momentum. Science,
331(6014):192–195, 2011.

[5] F. Tamburini, G. Anzolin, G. Umbriaco, A. Bianchini,
and C. Barbieri. Overcoming the rayleigh criterion limit
with optical vortices. Phys. Rev. Lett., 97:163903, Oct
2006.

[6] Victor V. Dodonov and Olga V. Man’ko. Universal in-
variants of quantum-mechanical and optical systems. J.
Opt. Soc. Am. A, 17(12):2403–2410, Dec 2000.

[7] Juan P Torres and Lluis Torner. Twisted Photons: Appli-
cations of Light with Orbital Angular Momentum. John
Wiley & Sons, Hoboken, NJ, 2011.

[8] The Angular Momentum of Light. Cambridge University
Press, 2012.

[9] K.Y. Bliokh, I.P. Ivanov, G. Guzzinati, L. Clark,
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A. Mosnier, H. Padamsee, C. Pagani, M. Pekeler, H.-
B. Peters, O. Peters, D. Proch, K. Rehlich, D. Reschke,
H. Safa, T. Schilcher, P. Schmüser, J. Sekutowicz, S. Sim-
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