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Plasma solitons in gated two-dimensional electron systems: exactly solvable analytical

model for the regime beyond weak non-linearity

A. A. Zabolotnykh
Kotelnikov Institute of Radio-engineering and Electronics of the RAS, Mokhovaya 11-7, Moscow 125009, Russia

We analytically study plasma solitary waves, or solitons, in a two-dimensional (2D) electron
system (ES) placed in close proximity to and between two ideal metallic gates. As a rule, solitons
are described using a perturbative approach applicable only in the weak non-linearity regime. In
contrast, we analyze solitons considering a non-perturbative model. This framework enables an
exact analytical description of the soliton shape. Moreover, it can be achieved in the regime beyond
weak non-linearity — when the concentration deviation due to the soliton is of the order of the
equilibrium concentration. We determine the conditions required for a soliton to exist and derive
the relationship between its amplitude, width, and velocity. We believe that our results obtained
for the given model can provide valuable insight into the physics of non-linear waves.

Studies of low-dimensional structures are at the heart
of modern condensed matter physics. A significant part
of the research is devoted to the electronic properties of
matter, in particular, the collective charge density ex-
citations — plasma waves, or plasmons. Plasmons are
especially intriguing when considered in so-called gated
two-dimensional (2D) electron systems (ESs), with a pla-
nar metal electrode (gate) in proximity and parallel to the
2DES. Remarkably, these gated plasmons make possible
the detection of terahertz radiation [1–8], compression of
light [9, 10], study of relativistic effects [11], etc.
This Letter presents an analytical investigation of a

particular type of non-linear electron-density waves in
a gated 2DES — the solitary plasma waves, or soli-
tons. Solitons are space-localized waves that preserve
their shape as they propagate. Qualitatively, the wave-
profile stability can be explained by the fact that the
non-linearity of the wave propagation equations is com-
pensated for by the dispersion effect, namely, by the de-
pendence of phase velocity on the wave vector (in linear
regime). To begin with, let us consider the dispersion law
of gated plasmons. To be specific, we examine a 2DES
screened by two ideal metal gates positioned above and
below it, as illustrated on the inset of Fig. 1. Then, the
plasmon spectrum can be expressed as follows [12, 13]
(we use CGS system of units throughout the Letter):

ω2 =
2πe2n0

mε
q tanh qd, (1)

where ω and q are, respectively, the plasmon frequency
and wave vector in the 2DES plane, n0 is the equilibrium
concentration of electrons, −e and m are the electron
charge and effective mass, d and ε are the distance and
dielectric permittivity between the 2DES and the gate.
We note that in deriving (1), the 2DES is assumed to
be ”clean”, with infinitely large electron relaxation time,
and the electromagnetic retardation effects are neglected.
The resultant spectrum is plotted in Fig. 1 in the solid
blue line.
Unlike the 3DES, the complexity of the analytical de-

scription of plasmons in a 2DES is associated with solv-
ing the Poisson equation, which provides the relation be-
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Figure 1. The exact spectrum of linear plasmons (1) (blue)
compared against the approximations (gray and green) ob-
tained, respectively, based on the expansion at qd ≪ 1, and
the model Green’s function of the Poisson equation (4). The
inset shows the schematic view of the 2DES setup under con-
sideration.

tween the potential and charge density in a plasma wave.
The challenge arises from the non-local (integral) nature
of the relationship since the charges are confined to the
2DES plane, whereas the potential occupies the whole
3D space. For example, to find the spectrum for lin-
ear waves (1), the Poisson equation is solved first using
the Fourier transform in the coordinates along the 2DES
plane. Then, the solution to the resultant differential
equation is obtained in the z-coordinate — in the direc-
tion perpendicular to the 2DES plane (see the inset in
Fig. 1). In the case of non-linear waves, however, the
given technique becomes inefficient. Hence, describing
these waves requires solving a non-linear integral equa-
tion, with the exact solution almost impossible to find.
Therefore, in practice, obtaining an analytical descrip-
tion of non-linear waves in low-dimensional systems gen-
erally involves an expansion of the Poisson equation into
a series governed by a small parameter [14–18].
Let us illustrate the expansion procedure on the exam-

ple of plasmons in a gated 2DES. Considering a δ-thin
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in z-direction 2DES, we can use the Poisson equation
to express the relation between the deviation of the 2D
electron concentration n(x, t) from its equilibrium value
and the potential ϕ(x, t) in the 2DES plane, at z = 0, as
follows:

ϕ(x, t) =
−e

ε

∫ +∞

−∞

G(x − x′)n(x′, t)dx′, (2)

where the Green’s function of the Poisson equation G(x)
and its Fourier transform G(q) are defined as

G(x) = −2 ln tanh

(
π|x|
4d

)
, G(q) =

2π

q
tanh(qd), (3)

and the spectrum in (1) is related to G(q) as ω2 =
e2n0q

2G(q)/mε. Then, the above-mentioned simplifi-
cation of integral equation (2) is achieved by expand-
ing G(q) into a series with respect to the small pa-
rameter qd ≪ 1. Thus, the Green’s function G(q)
is replaced by its series expansion: Ge(q) = 2πd(1 −
d2q2/3). Consequently, in x-space, Ge(q) becomes
Ge(x) = 2πd

(
δ(x) + δ′′(x)d2/3

)
, and the Poisson equa-

tion (2) takes the form of a simple differential equa-
tion [19]. The plasmon spectrum corresponding to Ge(q)
takes the form ω2 = 2πe2n0q

2d(1 − d2q2/3)/mε (gray
dashed line in Fig. 1). Importantly, since the expansion
is valid only for qd ≪ 1, this approach can be applied to
non-linear waves and solitons, in particular, only in the
regime of weak non-linearity, when the deviation of the
electron concentration associated with the soliton n(x, t)
is small compared to the equilibrium concentration n0:
|n(x, t)| ≪ n0 [20].
In this Letter we analyze solitons in a gated 2DES

using a different method that allows to obtain an ex-
act analytical solution with no restrictions of weak non-
linearities |n| ≪ n0 and qd ≪ 1, unlike the conventional
approach of expanding G(q) into the q-series. We replace
G(q) with the model function Gm(q). This function has
two key properties: it is proportional to 1/(α2 + q2d2),
where α is the model constant, i.e. it has a simple pole;
and it has the same coefficients for the q0 and q2 terms
in the q-series as G(q) [21]. The function Gm that meets
the desired criteria can be formulated as follows:

Gm(x) = πα exp

(−α|x|
d

)
, Gm(q) =

2πd

1 + q2d2/α2
, (4)

and α =
√
3 [22].

The resultant plasmon spectrum, defined as ω2 =
2πe2n0q

2d/mε(1 + q2d2/α2), is plotted (for α =
√
3) in

the solid green line in Fig. 1. It is evident that the given
model (4) describes the exact spectrum with sufficient ac-
curacy up to the wavevector values of qd ≈ 3. Therefore,
Gm provides a much better approximation than Ge, as
it is applicable over a wider range of qd <∼ 1 compared to
the traditional expansion approach valid only for qd ≪ 1.
It is worth mentioning that overall, considering Gm in-

stead of Ge is analogous to using the regularized rather

than ordinary Korteweg–De Vries equation [23]. In hy-
drodynamics, for example, a similar simplification of the
integral equations has been successfully applied to de-
scribe non-linear waves and solitons on the surface of a
liquid, including their peaking and breaking [24].
In 2D plasma physics, a similar method of replacing

the kernel in the Poisson equation was employed, most
likely for the first time, to analyze the (linear) edge
plasma oscillations in a half-plane 2DES [25]. After-
wards, it was widely used to describe plasmons in vari-
ous bounded or inhomogeneous 2DESs, including conven-
tional systems [26–29] with possible anisotropy [30, 31],
graphene [32, 33], and topological insulators [34, 35].
Now let us proceed to the analytical description of a

2D plasma soliton. At this point, besides the Poisson
equation (2), we need to consider additional equations
characterizing electron dynamics in a 2DES. In this Let-
ter, we follow a standard approach of using the Euler
equation for the drift velocity of electrons v(x, t) and the
continuity equation for the deviation in the electron con-
centration n(x, t) from its equilibrium value n0:

∂tv(x, t) + ∂x
v2(x, t)

2
=

e

m
∂xϕ(x, t),

∂tn(x, t) + ∂x [(n0 + n(x, t))v(x, t)] = 0.

(5)

We seek the solutions in the form of a wave traveling
along the x-axis with the velocity u. Hence, we introduce
the argument ξ = x−ut. After this substitution, Eqs. (5)
can be integrated. Then, considering the result along
with Eq. (2), we obtain the following set of equations:





− uv(ξ) +
v2(ξ)

2
− e

m
ϕ(ξ) = 0,

− un(ξ) + [n0 + n(ξ)] v(ξ) = 0,

ϕ(ξ) =
−e

ε

∫ +∞

−∞

G(ξ − ξ′)n(ξ′)dξ′,

(6)

where in the first two equations, the integration constants
are set equal to zero since we seek the solitons with v, n,
and ϕ vanishing as ξ → ±∞.
From the second equation in (6), the velocity can be

expressed as

v(ξ) =
un(ξ)

n0 + n(ξ)
. (7)

Here, the denominator cannot equal zero or change its
sign as the deviation −n(ξ) cannot exceed n0.
Next, we substitute v(ξ) from (7) into the first equation

in (6) and, subsequently, n(ξ) into the Poisson equation.
Thus, we arrive at a single expression for ϕ(x, t) that
can be rewritten in terms of the dimensionless soliton
potential Φ(ξ) = 2eϕ(ξ)/mu2 as follows:

Φ(ξ) =
2e2n0

mεu2

∫ +∞

−∞

G(ξ − ξ′)

(
1− 1√

1 + Φ(ξ′)

)
dξ′

(8)
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Figure 2. The effective potential energy W (Φ) (13) plotted for different values of the dimensionless soliton velocity (11) U = 0.7
(a), U = 1.6 (b), and U = 2.4 (c). Solitons correspond to the finite solutions with zero energy that exist only for 1 < U < 2,
as indicated by red line in plot (b).

At the same time, the condition of n0 +n(ξ) > 0 implies
the inequality Φ(ξ) > −1.
The derived non-linear integral equation (8) fully de-

scribes solitons in a gated 2DES. In principle, such and
similar equations can be solved numerically [15, 36–39].
Nevertheless, in the following discussion, we focus on the
analytical treatment of Eq. (8) to achieve a comprehen-
sible and straightforward description of solitons.
As was mentioned above, to find the analytical solu-

tion, we substitute Gm(ξ) from (4) for G(ξ) in (8), which
greatly simplifies Eq. (8) since Gm(ξ) is essentially the
Green’s function of the differential operator

L̂m =
d

2πα2

(
−∂2

ξ +
α2

d2

)
. (9)

Hence, applying L̂m to Eq. (8) after the substitution
yields the following differential equation:

Φ′′(X)− α2

(
Φ(X) +

2

U2

[
1√

1 + Φ(X)
− 1

])
= 0.

(10)
Here we introduce the dimensionless argumentX and the
soliton velocity U defined as:

X =
ξ

d
, U =

u

vp
, where vp =

√
2πe2n0d

mε
. (11)

In this case, vp is the velocity of gated plasmons (1) con-
sidered in the long-wavelength limit qd ≪ 1 [40], and the
double prime in Eq. (10) denotes the second derivative
with respect to X . We note that Eq. (10) in effect rep-
resents a non-linear oscillator defined as Φ′′ + V (Φ) = 0.
Naturally, it can be integrated to obtain an equivalent of
the energy conservation law. Thus, multiplying Eq. (10)
by Φ′(X) and then integrating it results in the following
relation:

(
Φ′(X)

)
2

2 + α2W (Φ) = E, where (12)

W (Φ) = −Φ2

2 + 2
U2

(
2 + Φ− 2

√
1 + Φ

)
. (13)

Here, the ”total energy” constant E is chosen so that
W (0) = 0. It is important to emphasize that the model

parameter α is included in the ”potential energy” term
α2W (Φ) simply as a scaling factor. The function W (Φ)
itself and the features of the potential energy are entirely
independent of α. In fact, the dimensionless soliton ve-
locity U is the only critical factor that defines the shape
of W (Φ). Therefore, it is natural to analyze the char-
acteristic patterns of W (Φ) for different values of U , as
indicated in Fig. 2.

For solitons, Φ(X) and Φ′(X) tend to zero at X →
±∞. Consequently, both terms in the left-hand side of
Eq. (12) vanish, which, in turn, leads to E = 0. From
Fig. 2 it is clear that finite solutions Φ(X) with E = 0
exist only when the velocity satisfies the condition of
1 < U < 2. Although the investigation of the entire
structure of non-linear waves is beyond the scope of this
Letter, for a more consistent presentation, we provide a
brief qualitative analysis of the cases for U < 1 and U > 2
as follows. When U < 1, there are finite solutions with
E > 0, where Φ(X) oscillates about zero value. These
solutions most likely correspond to non-linear plasma os-
cillations. In the limit of small amplitude (when E → 0),
they take the standard form with the spectrum in (1). As
the amplitude and E increase (assuming that U remains
constant), when E becomes larger than Ec (Fig. 2(a)),
the solution ceases to be finite, and the oscillations break
down, which is ordinary for non-linear oscillations. How-
ever, it should be noted that in the derivation of Eqs. (12)
and (13), we rely on the condition of n, ϕ, and v vanish-
ing at ξ → ∞, which is not satisfied for the oscillatory
regime. Therefore, the analysis above is only qualitative.
For U > 2, we have W (Φ = −1) < 0, and all waves with
E near zero are likely to be unstable, breaking up to form
shock waves, similar to the case of ion-acoustic waves in
gaseous plasma [41].

Now, let us expound on the solitonic regime of 1 < U <
2 in particular. In this case, the amplitude of the soli-
ton potential Φmax and the concentration nmax can be
determined on account of the vanishing potential energy.
Hence, W (Φmax) = 0 leads to −Φmax = 4(U − 1)/U2

and

nmax

n0
=

1√
1 + Φmax

− 1 = 2 · U − 1

2− U
. (14)
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Figure 3. The dimensionless soliton width ∆X = ∆ξ/d ex-
tracted from the concentration dependency n(X), plotted as
a function of the velocity U = u/vp (11). Gray and green
dashed lines denote the asymptotics (15) and (16), corre-
spondingly. The width vanishes at u/vp = 2. The inset shows
the soliton shape at u/vp = 1.7.

More significantly, Eqs. (12) and (13) can be integrated
exactly to provide an explicit relationship between the
potential Φ (along with the concentration n) and X =
(x−ut)/d. As the resulting expression is rather cumber-
some, it is included in the Supplementary Material [42].
The obtained equation allows us to calculate the soliton
width as a function of velocity U , as shown in Fig. 3.
We consider the two limiting cases to find a straightfor-

ward analytical expression for the soliton width extracted
from the concentration dependency n(X). First, in the
low-velocity regime of 0 < U − 1 ≪ 1, corresponding to
the limit of weak non-linearity, the full soliton width ∆X
at the half nmax can be defined as

∆X =
∆ξ

d
=

2
√
2 ln(1 +

√
2)

α
√
U − 1

, (15)

which is in agreement with the previous studies of
Korteweg–De Vries-like plasma solitons [14].
In the second limiting case of 0 < 2 − U ≪ 1, the full

width can be expressed as

∆X =
∆ξ

d
=

8

3α
· (2− U)3/2. (16)

Clearly, it follows from Eq. (16) that the width ∆X
tends to zero as U → 2. In this case, it invalidates the
given approach as it violates the assumption for the pa-
rameter qd ≈ d/∆ξ = (∆X)−1 to be of the order of unity
or less required for valid substitution of Gm for G. There-
fore, we cannot conclude with certainty whether solitons
with U >∼ 2 exist.
In the above analysis we assume that the electron re-

laxation time τ is infinitely large. The finite value of τ in
the framework of our approach leads to the appearance

of an additional term v(x, t)/τ in the left-hand side of
the first equation in (5). That term leads to the damp-
ing of solitons (as well as usual plasma waves) over the
length L, which can be estimated as L = u · τ . Clearly,
as the soliton propagates, its amplitude decreases and its
shape is not preserved. Therefore, in that sense, solitons
do not exist at finite values of τ (see also discussion after
Eq. (11) in Ref. [15]).

Last but not least, let us stress the significance of con-
sidering a gated 2DES. The critical issue is that for a
soliton to be stable, its velocity must not coincide with
the phase velocity of a linear wave. Otherwise, the soliton
undergoes the decay with emission of linear waves [43].
In an ungated 2DES, linear plasmons have a square-root
dispersion law ω ∝ √

q [44] (corresponding to the limit
of qd ≫ 1 in the spectrum (1)), i.e., their phase veloc-
ities take on any value. Hence, stable solitons cannot
exist in such a system (see also discussion in Sec. VI.B
in Ref. [18]). However, the presence of the gates (or, at
least, one gate) limits the range of possible velocities of
linear plasmons by vp (11), allowing for the solitons with
velocities of u > vp.

In summary, we consider solitary plasma waves in a
2DES with ideal metallic gates in its vicinity. In our
investigation, we employ a non-perturbative model (4)
that permits finding exactly and analytically the soliton
velocity, amplitude, and shape. We overcome the draw-
back of conventional perturbative methods restricted by
weak non-linearity conditions. In contrast, our technique
enables describing the regime beyond weak non-linearity
and dispersion limitations. In other words, it applies
when the concentration deviation is of the order of the
equilibrium concentration and the soliton width is com-
parable to the separation distance between the 2DES and
the gate. We establish that solitons exist provided that
their velocity u lies in a finite range. We find the lower
limit of u to be determined by the maximum velocity of
linear plasmons vp (11). As u reaches the higher limit
2vp, the soliton width (based on the concentration de-
pendency) approaches zero, while the amplitude tends
to infinity. We conclude that solitons do not exist be-
yond the specified range, for u > 2vp. Although we con-
sider an ordinary 2DES with simple dynamics and con-
stant effective mass of charges (5), we believe that the
proposed approach can be useful in studies of non-linear
waves in various advanced structures, for example, in van
der Waals heterostructures, in which charge dynamics is
much more complex.
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Appendix A: Supplementary Material for
“Plasma solitons in gated two-dimensional electron systems: exactly solvable

analytical model for the regime beyond weak non-linearity”

To derive the relationship between the potential Φ and X = (x− ut)/d, we can rewrite Eqs. (12) and (13) from the
main text in the following form:

∫ Φ

Φmax

dΦ√
− 2

U2

(
2 + Φ− 2

√
Φ+ 1

)
+Φ2/2

= α
√
2

∫ X

0

dX, (A1)

where α is the model constant equal
√
3 [21], and the integration limits are chosen so that Φ(X = 0) = Φmax.

Considering
√
Φ+ 1 as a new function, the integral on the left-hand side of Eq. (A1) can be found exactly. Hence,

Eq. (A1) can be written in a different form as follows:

− 2 ln

(
US1

2

)
+
(
1− U−2

)−1
ln (US2) = αX, where

S1 =
√
Φ+ 1 + 1 +

√(√
Φ + 1 + 1

)2
− 4U−2 and

S2 =

√
(1− U−2)

(
4 · 1− U−2

(1−
√
Φ+ 1)2

− 4

1−
√
Φ + 1

+ 1

)
+ 2

1− U−2

1−
√
Φ + 1

− 1.

(A2)

Thus, we have determined the direct relation between Φ and X . To find the deviation in the concentration n(X), we
can substitute into Eq. (A2) the following relation between Φ and n:

n(X)

n0
=

1√
1 + Φ(X)

− 1, (A3)

where n0 is the equilibrium concentration.
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