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We develop a gauge-theoretical framework to investigate the quanta of surface plasmons. Our
formulation, based on quantum electrodynamics, highlights the importance of residual gauge sym-
metry. We emphasize that residual gauge symmetry, which imposes constraint equations on physical
states, is fundamentally linked to Joule heating. This framework is applied to metals, semiconduc-
tors, and quantum Hall states, suggesting the presence of a latent transverse electric mode and that
the quanta have the ability to maintain light-matter entanglement.

The photon is often represented by a plane wave, [1–
3] but this is only one idealized solution among many
to the wave equation derived from Maxwell’s equations.
Even in free space, solutions with complex shapes ex-
ist. [4] For example, stable topological solutions to clas-
sical Maxwell’s equations, whose electric and magnetic
field lines encode all torus knots and links, have been dis-
covered in recent years. [5] Simpler than these, the wave
equation also allows for waves that are exponentially lo-
calized in the direction transverse to their propagation.
These localized waves, referred to as surface and evanes-
cent waves, have imaginary wavevectors and exhibit un-
usual frequencies that are significantly lower than those
of simple plane waves. [6] This reduced frequency is in-
triguing because quantum coherence and discreteness of-
ten become more evident when the energy scale decreases
relative to thermal fluctuations. However, a single expo-
nentially localized function diverges in one spatial direc-
tion and is not normalizable. To obtain a normalizable
and stable photon state, two localized functions must be
appropriately bound together.

In this paper, we explicitly construct such a localized
single-photon state by combining two localized waves via
a two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG), based on gauge
symmetry in quantum electrodynamics (QED). The clas-
sical counterpart of this quantum state manifests as a
collective mode known as surface plasmons in classical
electrodynamics. [7, 8] Our focus is on their quantum
aspects—the quanta of surface plasmons. These quanta
are not only of interest in basic research but may also
have potential technological applications. To transmit,
receive, and store information carried by photons in free
space, it is ultimately necessary to integrate a single pho-
ton into an electrical network. A fundamental challenge
in this endeavor is controlling a long-lived entangled state
of the form |photon⟩ + |matter⟩ through the interaction
between a single photon and matter. [9, 10]

The collective motion of electrons in solids is intimately
connected to their thermal and quantum behavior. Bohm
and Pines formulated a collective description of elec-
trons interacting through Coulomb forces by decompos-
ing the density fluctuations into collective and individual
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parts. [11–13] The collective part behaves almost freely,
while the individual part represents random thermal mo-
tion of electrons. A similar conceptual framework can
also be found in the theory developed by Rytov, Polder
and Van Hove. In their theory of radiative heat transfer
between closely spaced bodies, [6] the current density is
separated into an induced (collective) component and a
random thermal source with zero mean and finite cor-
relation determined by the fluctuation-dissipation theo-
rem. Importantly, they accounted for not only propagat-
ing (far-field) but also (near-field) evanescent modes in
thermal radiation (for recent reviews, see [14–16]). Al-
though Polder and Van Hove did not explicitly refer to
the work of Bohm and Pines, their formulation shares a
similar structure. Both theories decompose fluctuations
into collective (induced) and individual (random) com-
ponents, although the statistical averaging is introduced
at different stages of the formulation. This is consis-
tent with the continuity relation linking the charge den-
sity and current, which naturally connects the density-
based and current-based formulations of Bohm-Pines and
Polder-Van Hove. This structural analogy, despite their
independent origins, suggests a deeper correspondence
between collective electron dynamics and thermal elec-
tromagnetic fluctuations. In the present work, we focus
on the current density associated with collective modes
that possess a finite lifetime, which are described by
the fluctuation-dissipation theorem as ultimate manifes-
tations of the underlying quantum fluctuations in plas-
monic excitations.

QED serves as the prototypical model of gauge theo-
ries, where gauge symmetry and its spontaneous breaking
often dictate physical phenomena. [1, 2] In our construc-
tion of quantum states using localized photon waves, a
particular gauge symmetry of QED, known as residual
gauge symmetry, plays a crucial role. Residual gauge
transformation corresponds to a constant shift of the
gauge field, and the requirement of invariance under this
transformation imposes a constraint on physical states,
which can be readily solved. Interestingly, the residual
gauge symmetry not only imposes constraints on physical
states but also reveals a deep connection to thermody-
namic concepts. In particular, the associated constraint
equation is intimately related to Joule heating. While
QED has been employed in previous studies to investi-
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gate surface plasmons, [17–21] our formulation introduces
a novel perspective that has not been explored in the
existing literature. For example, we demonstrate that
this constraint equation emerges from a unitary trans-
formation of the gauge field, generated by an operator
associated with Joule heating. The Joule-heating oper-
ator represents the fundamental channel through which
electromagnetic energy is transferred into the electronic
degrees of freedom. This irreversible energy exchange,
even if weak, is intrinsic to the existence of plasmon
quanta. A perfectly lossless plasmon with an infinite life-
time can be defined theoretically, but such a mode would
be completely isolated, contradicting the very coupling
that gives rise to it. This suggests a fundamental connec-
tion between residual gauge symmetry and Joule heat-
ing (or thermodynamics). In a periodic space, a resid-
ual gauge transformation corresponds to the Aharonov-
Bohm effect, highlighting the physical reality of the gauge
field. [22, 23] Therefore, our findings indicate an unex-
pected link between spatial topology and the physics of
surface plasmon quanta, mediated by residual gauge sym-
metry.

Our formulation, based on a residual gauge trans-
formation, bears a conceptual similarity to the Bohm-
Pines formulation, in which a canonical transformation
is introduced to extract the plasmon field. [13] In their
formulation, employing the temporal gauge (with the
scalar potential set to zero), the vector potential is de-
composed into longitudinal and transverse components,
A = A∥ + A⊥, where the longitudinal part is curl-free
∇ × A∥ = 0 (∇ · A∥ ̸= 0), and the transverse part
is divergence-free ∇ · A⊥ = 0 (∇ × A⊥ ̸= 0). The
plasmon field is constructed from the long-wavelength
components of A∥ and its canonical conjugate E∥, with
Gauss’s law serving as a subsidiary condition that fixes
the relationship between the electron density and E∥.
Through the canonical transformation, this subsidiary
condition is converted into a new one E∥|Ψ⟩ = 0, which
imposes that any longitudinal component not associated
with the charge density must eliminate the plasmon state.
It should be noted, however, that there was active dis-
cussion concerning the subsidiary condition: it might be
too restrictive, leading to non-normalizable states, and
should therefore be modified. [24–27]

A surface plasmon quantum possesses two degrees of
freedom, analogous to the polarization states of a sin-
gle photon in free space. These are referred to as
transverse magnetic (TM) and transverse electric (TE)
modes. [7, 28] In contrast to the degenerate helicities of
a free-space photon, protected by spatial inversion sym-
metry, [1] the TM and TE modes are non-degenerate
due to the broken rotational symmetry about the prop-
agation axis introduced by the 2DEG matter. Polariza-
tion states of photons serve as fundamental resources for
encoding quantum information in optical telecommuni-
cations. Similarly, the distinct TM and TE modes of
surface plasmons are anticipated to play critical roles
in quantum information processing within electrical net-

works. To investigate their behavior in different media,
we explicitly calculate the mode structures under realis-
tic conditions. Our results reveal that, in metals, the TE
mode forms a zero-energy flat band, while in semiconduc-
tors with an intrinsic energy gap, the TE mode appears
slightly below the gap energy. Furthermore, when an ex-
ternal magnetic field is applied, the Lorentz force induces
coupling between the TM and TE modes, although this
coupling remains negligible in the bulk. Notably, at the
boundary of a two-dimensional electron gas (2DEG), the
TM and TE modes hybridize and reconstruct into a chiral
excitation known as the edge magnetoplasmon. [29–34]
Surface plasmons are widely studied across physics,

chemistry, and biology due to their fundamental link
to visibility. [7, 8] A familiar example is the air-noble
metal interface, where the plasmon frequency is compa-
rable to that of free-space photons. However, because
of the high energy scale, this regime is not our focus.
Instead, we study plasmons in two-dimensional electron
gases (2DEGs), using layered materials such as graphene
(metallic) and molybdenum disulfide (MoS2, semicon-
ducting) as examples. In these systems, the plasmon fre-
quency is significantly reduced by confinement between
localized photon modes, enabling access to various quan-
tum phases realized at low temperatures, despite being
invisible to the human eye.
This paper consists of three sections. Section I

presents our gauge-theoretical formulation for construct-
ing quanta of surface plasmons. In Section II, we apply
this formulation to examine the properties of the quanta
in metals, semiconductors, and under an external mag-
netic field. Section III provides the discussion. Let us
summarize the notations used in this paper. The posi-
tion vector is expressed as r = (x, y, z), and time is de-
noted by t. Although the field is a function of space-time,
we omit this dependence in most cases for notational sim-
plicity. The symbol ∇ represents the nabla operator, and
∂t ≡ ∂/∂t denotes the partial derivative with respect to
time. c is the speed of light in vacuum, and h (ℏ) is
the (reduced) Planck constant. The permittivity of free
space is given by ϵ0 = 1/µ0c

2, which should be replaced
by the permittivity of the relevant medium.

I. FORMULATION

Our treatment of surface plasmons is based on the
canonical quantization of Maxwell’s classical theory of
electromagnetism. [1] The fundamental knowledge re-
quired to understand Sections I B, I C, and ID is provided
in Section IA.

A. Fundamental knowledge

The fundamental variables in QED are the gauge fields
consisting of A0 and A, rather than the electric E and
magnetic B fields in classical Maxwell’s equations. The



3

observable E and B fields are expressed in terms of the
gauge fields as E = −∇A0 − ∂tA and B = ∇×A. Sub-
stituting this E into Gauss’s law, ∇ · E = ρ/ϵ0, and im-
posing the Coulomb gauge condition, ∇ ·A = 0, we ob-
tain ∇2A0 = −ρ/ϵ0. Using the Green’s function identity
∇2 (1/4π|r− r′|) = −δ(r − r′), we obtain the Coulomb
potential: A0(r) =

∫
V
dr′(ρ(r′)/4πϵ0|r − r′|). Thus, A0

is not an independent field variable but a functional of
matter fields. The longitudinal component A0 and the
transverse components A are mathematically well sep-
arated by Coulomb gauge. The transverse components
of E act as the canonical conjugates of A, and we de-
note them as Π⊥ (≡ ∂tA). The equal-time commutator
is constructed to satisfy the Coulomb gauge condition:
[Ai(r),Π⊥j(r

′)] = i(ℏ/ϵ0){δijδ(r−r′)+ ∂
∂ri

∂
∂rj

( 1
4π|r−r′| )}.

Because the energy density of electromagnetic fields is
defined as (ϵ0/2)(E

2 + c2B2)− j ·A+ 1
2ρA0, the Hamil-

tonian H is given by H0 + V + VC , where

H0 =

∫
V

ϵ0
2

[
Π2

⊥ + c2(∇×A)2
]
dr, (1)

V = −
∫
V

j ·Adr, (2)

VC =
1

2

∫
V

ρ(r)A0(r)dr =
1

2

∫∫
ρ(r)ρ(r′)

4πϵ0|r− r′|
drdr′, (3)

plus the Hamiltonian for matter fields HM . [1] Note
that A0 disappears from H, and we no longer need
to consider it. Since the time evolution of the oper-
ators in the Heisenberg picture is given by A(r, t) =
eiHtA(r, 0)e−iHt, Π⊥(r, t) = eiHtΠ⊥(r, 0)e

−iHt, and
j(r, t) = eiHtj(r, 0)e−iHt, we obtain the wave equation:

(∂2
t − c2∇2)A(r, t) = j(r, t)/ϵ0. (4)

Thus, we can restrict our focus to the Hilbert space com-
posed of solutions to the wave equation in free space,
where the source term j vanishes, and impose bound-
ary conditions at j ̸= 0 on the solutions. This current
j satisfies ∇ · j = 0 to be consistent with the Coulomb
gauge. By decomposing j = j∥+ j⊥, where ∇· j⊥ = 0 and
∇× j∥ = 0, the symbol j(r, t) in Eq. (4) refers to j⊥(r, t).
We assume that matter fields are always localized at a
thin plane with a nearly perfect flat surface so that j(r, t)
is nonzero only on that plane.

Our primary interest lies in the evanescent waves of
A that are tightly bound to an atomically thin plane
located at a constant z (which we take as z = 0). The
solutions of Eq. (4) with j = 0, which propagate in the x-
direction with wavevector kx, while remaining localized
in the z-direction with a localization length ξ, are given
by {

∂2
t − c2(∂2

x + ∂2
y + ∂2

z )
}
e−|z|/ξei(kxx−ωt) = 0. (5)

The frequency ω must satisfy the dispersion relation

ω2

c2
− k2x +

1

ξ2
= 0. (6)

The values of ω and ξ can be determined as functions
of kx by imposing boundary conditions at z = 0, as dis-
cussed in the next subsection [Sec. I B].

Because Eq. (6) itself provides important insights into
surface waves, some of them are considered here. Firstly,
when kx = 0, localized waves with a real ω cannot exist.
This is because if such an oscillating solution existed,
then ξ would become a purely imaginary number

1

ξ
= ±i

ω

c
. (7)

This represents a photon plane wave with the wavevector
kz (ξ−1 = ±ikz), which is not localized. A localized wave
with a pure imaginary ω may exist as a relaxational solu-
tion. Meanwhile, when ξ = ∞ in Eq. (6), the dispersion
relation reduces to ω = ckx, which is the standard form
of the light dispersion. [35] When ω exceeds the light dis-
persion (ω > ckx) for some (small) kx, a real solution
for ξ in Eq. (6) does not exist, implying that the waves
cannot be localized.

Secondly, if low-energy modes satisfying ω ≪ ckx ex-
ist, the corresponding localization length ξ must be close
to the lateral wavelength k−1

x , or more precisely, slightly
longer than k−1

x . For example, assuming that the bound-
ary condition allows for a slowly propagating surface
wave with a linear dispersion ω = vkx where v ≪ c,

ξ is determined as 1
ξ2 =

(
1− v2

c2

)
k2x. Note also that this

mode is stable against radiative decay because its dis-
persion lies below the light dispersion. However, it can
decay into the electronic excitations or phonons unless v
falls below the Fermi velocity or sound velocity, respec-
tively. [36] Finally, an important case, which will later be
shown to approximately hold in several systems, is given
by

ω = ω0 + vkx, (8)

where ω0 represents the energy gap of the mode. Since
the wave is given by e−|z|/ξeikx(x−vt)e−iω0t, a pulse com-
posed of different kx modes becomes a function of x−vt,
exhibiting free propagation. Because ω0 lies above the
light dispersion for small kx, the gauge field can radiate
out of the 2DEG as light emission, causing the evanescent
waves satisfying ckx < ω0 to become unstable.

Using the surface waves given in Eq. (5), we expand
the gauge fields A with the creation and annihilation op-
erators a†σ(kx) and aσ(kx) for a single photon with mode
σ (∈ {m, e}) and wavevector kx as follows:
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Ax(x, z, t) =
∑
kx

Nme−
|z|
ξ

(
ei(kxx−ωt)ϵx(kx)am(kx) + e−i(kxx−ωt)ϵ∗x(kx)a

†
m(kx)

)
=

∑
kx

Ax(x, z, t; kx),

Ay(x, z, t) =
∑
kx

Nee
− |z|

ξ

(
ei(kxx−ωt)ϵy(kx)ae(kx) + e−i(kxx−ωt)ϵ∗y(kx)a

†
e(kx)

)
=

∑
kx

Ay(x, z, t; kx), (9)

Az(x, z, t) =
∑
kx

Nm sgn(z)e−
|z|
ξ

(
ei(kxx−ωt)ϵz(kx)am(kx) + e−i(kxx−ωt)ϵ∗z(kx)a

†
m(kx)

)
=

∑
kx

Az(x, z, t; kx),

where Nm, Ne denote the normalization constants de-
fined below, ϵi (i = {x, y, z}) is the components of po-
larization vectors, and sgn(z) is the sign function. Since
the wave modes propagate along the x-axis and are inde-
pendent of the y-coordinate, the components (Ax, 0, Az)
and (0, Ay, 0) are decoupled in Coulomb gauge. These
two orthogonal modes are referred to as the transverse
magnetic (TM) mode and the transverse electric (TE)
mode, respectively. As shown in Fig. 1, they originate
from the two degrees of freedom associated with the or-
thogonal light polarizations Ez and Ey of the photon
propagating in the x-direction. We note that Ax and Az

are not independent due to the Coulomb gauge condition,
∂xAx + ∂zAz = 0, which leads to

ikxϵx(kx)−
1

ξ
ϵz(kx) = 0. (10)

Thus, particularly for the TM mode, “transverse” does
not refer to a transverse gauge field but rather to the
fact that only the “magnetic” field By is transverse (or
perpendicular) to the propagation direction. Addition-
ally, we note that Ax and Ay are continuous at z = 0,
whereas Az is discontinuous at this boundary. [37]

The electromagnetic energy in space is given by the
sum of the TM and TE modes as H0 = Hm +He, where

Hm =
ϵ0
2

∫
V

dr(Π2
⊥,x +Π2

⊥,z + c2B2
y), (11)

He =
ϵ0
2

∫
V

dr(Π2
⊥,y + c2B2

x + c2B2
z ). (12)

Substituting Eq. (9) into the above equations and con-
sidering that the creation and annihilation operators
satisfy the standard commutation relations such as

[aσ(kx), a
†
σ′(k′x)] = δσσ′δkx,k′

x
and [aσ(kx), aσ′(k′x)] = 0

(σ, σ′ ∈ {m, e}), we obtain two independent harmonic
oscillators

Hm =
∑
kx

ℏω
(
a†m(kx)am(kx) +

1

2

)
, (13)

He =
∑
kx

ℏω
(
a†e(kx)ae(kx) +

1

2

)
. (14)

Here we set ϵx(kx) = 1 (ϵy(kx) = 1) and choose the

(a) Transverse Magnetic

(b) Transverse Electric

FIG. 1. (a) The transverse magnetic (TM) mode is defined as
a surface wave with an electric field Em = (Ex, 0, Ez) and a
magnetic field Bm = (0, By, 0). The electric fields induce pos-
itive and negative charge densities, which are associated with
an electric current j = (jx, 0, 0). According to Ampère’s cir-
cuital law, this current produces a discontinuity in By at the
plane z = 0, as indicated by the symbols ⊗ and ⊙. (b) The
transverse electric (TE) mode is defined as a surface wave with
Ee = (0, Ey, 0) and Be = (Bx, 0, Bz). According to Ampère’s
circuital law, loops of the magnetic field induce electric cur-
rent along the y-axis, j = (0, jy, 0), as indicated by the sym-
bols ⊗ and ⊙. We note that the electric (gauge) and magnetic
fields are everywhere perpendicular both for the TM and TE
modes, E ·B = 0 (A ·B = 0). [4]

normalization constants as

N2
m =

ℏ
2ϵ0S

(
1

ωξ(kxξ)2

)
, N2

e =
ℏ

2ϵ0S

(
ω

(ckx)2ξ

)
,

(15)

where S denotes the area of the plane. The ground state
of the photon is expressed as |0⟩ ≡ |0m⟩|0e⟩, where each
ground state satisfies am(kx)|0m⟩ = 0 and ae(kx)|0e⟩ = 0.
For later convenience, let us introduce the photon wave
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functions for each kx as

fm(x, z; kx) ≡ Nmϵx

(
1

sgn(z)ikxξ

)
e−|z|/ξeikxx, (16)

fe(x, z; kx) ≡ Neϵye
−|z|/ξeikxx. (17)

The two components of fm represent the x- and z-
components, while fe consists of a single component rep-
resenting the y-component.

B. Boundary condition

The evanescent waves in the regions z > 0 and z < 0
are bound to a thin plane at z = 0 by an electric current
j(x). Evanescent waves depend on the current, and con-
versely, the current also depends on the evanescent waves.
This provides an example where the boundary conditions
cannot be specified in a simple manner, unlike the case
where the gauge field is taken to vanish at the surface
of a metal. To ensure consistency with the Hamiltonian,
the boundary condition at z = 0 must be properly de-
fined. To achieve this, we extend the concept of the local
Hamiltonian—originally introduced in Ref. 38, for prop-
agating waves with kx = 0—to evanescent waves with
nonzero kx. [39]

The local Hamiltonian is defined by integrating H0

over an infinitesimal region around the surface. We do
not include V in the definition of the local Hamiltonian,
because V , together with HM , is incorporated into the
covariant derivative to ensure gauge invariance. From
ϵ0c

2

2 B2 in H0, we obtain, for example, ϵ0c
2

2

∫ 0+
0−

B2
xdz =

ϵ0c
2

2

∫ 0+
0−

Bx(−∂zAy)dz = ϵ0c
2

2 [−AyBx]
0+
0−

+ 1
2

∫ 0+
0−

Ay(jy+

ϵ0Ėy)dz, where we have used integration by parts, in

which the surface term [−AyBx]
0+
0−

appears. The surface
term does not vanish because Bx = −∂zAy is discon-
tinuous at z = 0, thought Ay is continuous there. The
last term is obtained because Ampère’s circuital law gives
ϵ0c

2∂zBx = jy + ϵ0Ėy. The current term does not vanish

at z = 0, whereas the infinitesimal integral
∫ 0+
0−

ĖyAydz

can be neglected, since the integrand is continuous at
z = 0. There is no contribution from ϵ0

2 Π
2
⊥ in H0, be-

cause Πx,y are continuous at z = 0. Although Πz is dis-
continuous there, its contribution can be eliminated by
imposing the Coulomb gauge. Assuming that the charge
carriers move only on the plane, j = (Jx(x), Jy(x), 0)δ(z),

we obtain
∫ 0+
0−

(Axjx + Ayjy)dz = AxJx + AyJy. By

adding all contributions, we obtain the local Hamiltonian
as an integral over surface as

Hlocal =
ϵ0c

2

2

∫
S

dxdy
{
Ax(x)Bc

x(x) +Ay(x)Bc
y(x)

}
.

(18)

Here, the boundary operators Bc
x(x) and Bc

y(x) are de-

fined as

Bc
x(x) ≡ By(x, z)|z=0+ −By(x, z)|z=0− +

Jx(x)

ϵ0c2
, (19)

Bc
y(x) ≡ Bx(x, z)|z=0− −Bx(x, z)|z=0+ +

Jy(x)

ϵ0c2
. (20)

The energy must remain invariant under a gauge trans-
formation, given by Ax → Ax+∂xλ and Ay → Ay+∂yλ.
Clearly, Bc

x(x) and Bc
y(x) are gauge-invariant for any λ if

Jx,y(x) remains unchanged. Since we use the Coulomb
gauge condition, λ must satisfy (∂2

x + ∂2
y)λ = 0, which

almost fixes the gauge. However, a residual gauge trans-
formation remains, which is not entirely fixed by the
Coulomb gauge, given by λ(x, y) = Cxx + Cyy. This
results in a constant shift, or the zero mode of the
gauge field, Ai(x) → Ai(x) + Ci. Please note that in
Hlocal, the gauge field Ai(x) appears directly as a mul-
tiplier of Bc

i (x). Under such a residual gauge transfor-
mation, the local Hamiltonian transforms as Hlocal →
Hlocal+

ϵ0c
2

2

∫
S
dxdy(CxBc

x(x)+CyBc
y(x)). To ensure that

a residual gauge transformation does not alter the energy
of physical states, any physical state |Φi⟩ must satisfy the
condition

⟨Φj |Bc
x,y(x)|Φi⟩ = 0. (21)

If this condition is not met, a residual gauge transfor-
mation could introduce an arbitrary amount of energy,
which is not observed in nature.
Bc
x,y(x) bears a close resemblance to Ampère’s circuital

law. Ampère’s circuital law is expressed as c2∇ × B =
j
ϵ0

+ Ė, and integrating it over an infinitesimal region

across the thin plane yields
∫ 0+
0−

(∂zBx − jy
ϵ0c2

)dz = 0 and∫ 0+
0−

(∂zBy + jx
ϵ0c2

)dz = 0. The integral term
∫ 0+
0−

Ėx,ydz

is neglected because Ėx,y is continuous at z = 0. Thus,
we reproduce Eq. (21).
Our formulation can be naturally understood within

the action principle, starting from the standard QED
Lagrangian, L = − 1

4FµνF
µν + Aνj

ν , where Fµν =

∂µAν − ∂νAµ. [1] We employ the identity −1
4FµνF

µν =
1
2Aν∂µF

µν − 1
2∂µ(F

µνAν). In the presence of a 2DEG
confined to the plane z = 0, the total derivative term can-
not be discarded, because it does not vanish (Fµν ̸= 0
and Aν ̸= 0) and gives a nontrivial contribution at the
boundary. To ensure that the Maxwell equations hold ev-
erywhere and that the variational principle is well posed
in the presence of a boundary, one must add the explicit
boundary counterterm Lbc = ∂µ(F

µνAν). This bound-
ary counterterm is not introduced merely to cancel the
total derivative, but to ensure the correct boundary con-
ditions: [40] in the bulk (z ̸= 0), arbitrary variations of
Aν are allowed, whereas on the boundary, only residual
gauge variations (δFµν = 0 but δAν ̸= 0) are physically
admissible. With this counterterm, the total Lagrangian
becomes L + Lbc = 1

2Aν∂µF
µν + 1

2∂µ(F
µνAν) + Aνj

ν .
This allows the boundary part of the “bulk” Lagrangian
to be written as 1

2Aν(∂µF
µν + jν). The corresponding
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action is an extremum under variations of Aν that sat-
isfy the Maxwell equations ∂µF

µν + jν = 0. The ac-
tion remains stationary under variations of Aν at z = 0,
i.e., residual gauge variations, because they do not alter
∂µF

µν + jν = 0. In the true bulk (z ̸= 0), we obtain
the free-space Maxwell equations ∂µF

µν = 0 by a gen-
eral variation with respect to Aν , because jν = 0 there.
The remaining half of the interaction term combines with
the remaining half of the boundary counterterm to form
the “boundary” Lagrangian: 1

2Lbc +
1
2Aνj

ν . When in-
tegrated across an infinitesimal region around z = 0,

this becomes 1
2Aν([F

zν ]
0+
0−

+ Jν). The surface integral
of this expression leads to the local Hamiltonian given
in Eq. (18). This also provides another explanation for

why the derivative term ĖiAi at z = 0 can be neglected.
In this derivation, the role of the boundary counterterm
is essential for maintaining consistency of the variational
procedure and for making the emergence of the constraint
transparent, although its interpretation as a Hamiltonian
rather than an energy functional remains subtle.

We can rewrite Eqs. (19) and (20) in more compact
forms. Putting Eq. (9) into Eqs. (19) and (20), and using
Eqs. (6), (10), and ∂yAz(x, z) = 0, we obtain simpler
expressions of the boundary operators (for each kx),

Bc
x(x; kx) =

2ω2ξ

c2
Ax(x; kx) +

Jx(x; kx)

ϵ0c2
, (22)

Bc
y(x; kx) = −2

ξ
Ay(x; kx) +

Jy(x; kx)

ϵ0c2
. (23)

As a special case of a physical state, we consider the
ground state. For simple systems such as metals and
semiconductors, the ground state can be expressed as
a direct product of the photon vacuum and the matter
vacuum state |vac⟩. In this case, we obtain the constraint
equation:

⟨0| ⊗ ⟨vac|Bc
x,y(x)|Φi⟩ = 0. (24)

As we will show later, this is useful for finding |Φi⟩. In
the following arguments, we mainly concern the simple
ground state given by the direct product of the photon
vacuum and the matter vacuum, as in Eq. (24). How-
ever, such ground state is merely one possible ground
state realized in nature. For instance, the ground state
of a superconductor cannot be simply described as a di-
rect product of the Fock vacuum of photons and the
matter vacuum, as shown by the Meissner effects, in
which the vacuum expectation value of the current oper-
ator itself behaves as the gauge field. We examine more
about quanta of surface plasmons in a superconductor
elsewhere. In Sec. II E we discuss quantum Hall (QH)
effect, which is another example where the ground state
has an energy gap similar to a superconductor and pos-
sesses unique edge states. The ground state is considered
simply as |0⟩⊗|vac⟩, while the |vac⟩ of QH states has very
rich structure.

Equation (21) can be used to show that the expectation
value of Hlocal with respect to any physical states is zero,

i.e. ⟨Φj |Hlocal|Φi⟩ = 0. This conclusion is derived by
inserting 1 =

∑
i |Φi⟩⟨Φi| consisting of all physical states

in the Hilbert space between Ax,y(x) and Bc
x,y(x) and

use Eq. (21). This zero-energy condition also validates
the procedure in determining the normalization constants
from Hm and He only.
However, there is an important exception of this zero-

energy condition when the formulation is applied to a
dynamical creation (emission) of a new photon from
a real excited state. In this special case, only the
terms 1

2

∫
S
dxdy(AxJx + AyJy) in Hlocal contributes to

⟨Φj |Hlocal|Φi⟩ and can make it to be nonzero. [38] An
elaborate approach to handling this case is to make a
residual gauge transformation to acquire physical reality:
there is a special residual gauge transformation Cj (in
Aj → Aj +Cj) that can be regarded as an operator that

changes |vac⟩ into a real excited state |exc⟩ = Ĉj |vac⟩.
Cj may depend on time t, as long as it does not de-
pend on x and y (i.e., λ(x, y, t) = Cx(t)x+ Cy(t)y). [41]
In this case, Cj(t) becomes a dynamical variable, be-
cause it leads to a nonvanishing zero mode of Π⊥,j(t),
which constitutes both Hm and He. [42] In fact, ac-
cording to Poynting’s theorem, the continuity equation
E · j + ∇ · S + U̇em = 0 holds, where S represents
the Poynting vector and Uem = ϵ0

2 (Π
2
⊥ + c2B2) is the

electromagnetic energy density. Integrating this equa-
tion over an infinitesimal region around z = 0 gives

−ϵ0c
2Π⊥(x)·Bc(x)+

∫ 0+
0−

U̇emdz = 0. Thus, when energy

is indeed transferred from the electromagnetic field to the

electronic system (i.e.,
∫ 0+
0−

U̇emdz ̸= 0), we consider that

⟨0|⊗⟨vac|ĈjBc
j(x)|Φi⟩ is nonzero. Without this thought,

an excited state of matter, |0⟩ ⊗ |exc⟩, cannot itself be a
physical state because Eq. (24) gives ⟨vac|Ji(x)|exc⟩ =
0. However, a physical excited state should have a
nonzero ⟨vac|Ji(x)|exc⟩, which is not in accordance to
Eq. (24) but compatible to ⟨0| ⊗ ⟨exc|Bc

j(x)|Φi⟩ ̸= 0 and
⟨0| ⊗ ⟨exc|V |Φi⟩ ̸= 0.
In the present formulation, the residual gauge mode

is not a mere mathematical redundancy but represents a
physical boundary degree of freedom that emerges when
Maxwell’s equations are constrained by boundary condi-
tions at the 2DEG interface. After Coulomb gauge fix-
ing, the remaining transformation modifies the tangen-
tial electric field and thus couples to the surface current.
Therefore, the residual gauge function λ(x, y, t) acquires
a dynamical meaning as a scalar field localized on the
interface. As we will show in the next subsection, this
field describes the current oscillation associated with the
surface plasmon and provides the correct canonical vari-
able that links the electromagnetic energy flow to Joule
dissipation.

C. Quanta of plasmon

Finding physical states satisfying Eq. (24) is straight-
forward. We first define a single photon state with the
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wavevector kx as |m(kx)⟩ = a†m(kx)|0⟩, which satisfies

⟨0|Π⊥,x(x, z)|m(kx)⟩ = (iω)fm,x(x, z; kx). (25)

We then construct a quantum state of the TM mode as

|TM(kx)⟩ = |m(kx)⟩ ⊗ |vac⟩+∫
dx′ ⟨0|Π⊥,x(x

′, 0)|m(kx)⟩
g

|0⟩ ⊗ Jx(x
′)|vac⟩, (26)

where g is some constant (defined later in Eq. (28)) intro-
duced for dimensional consistency. The first term on the
right hand side represents the gauge field propagation
alone |m(kx)⟩ without any excitation on the electronic
system |vac⟩, and the second term represents the excited
electronic system Jx(x

′)|vac⟩ without any excitation on
the gauge field |0⟩. This state expresses the superposi-
tion of a single photon and matter as a quantum entan-
glement. Because directly comparing electronic states
Jx(x

′)|vac⟩ to measurements is challenging, it may be
more effective to verify the quantum-mechanical discrete-
ness of plasmons by using the quantum nature of evanes-
cent photons |m(kx)⟩.

The physical state constraint Eq. (24), ⟨0| ⊗
⟨vac|Bc

x(x; kx)|TM(kx)⟩ = 0, leads to the equation de-
termining ω:

2iωξϵ0 − σxx(ω) = 0, (27)

where we have assumed that the current operators can be
described within the local response regime at zero tem-
perature: [43]

⟨vac|Jx(x)Jx(x′)|vac⟩ = σxx(ω)δ(x− x′)g, (28)

⟨vac|Jx(x)|vac⟩ = 0. (29)

The dynamical conductivity σxx(ω) represents the con-
tribution of the excitations with frequency ω that are
excited by the application of Jx(x

′) to |vac⟩. [44] Due
to entanglement, the normalization of the state deviates
from unity, but it can be carried out by noting that

⟨TM(kx)|TM(kx)⟩ = 1 +

(∫
dx

)
g

ω2N2
mσxx(ω). (30)

A quantum state of the TE mode is obtained as

|TE(kx)⟩ = |e(kx)⟩ ⊗ |vac⟩+∫
dx′ ⟨0|Π⊥,y(x

′, 0)|e(kx)⟩
g

|0⟩ ⊗ Jy(x
′)|vac⟩, (31)

where |e(kx)⟩ = a†e(kx)|0⟩ and ⟨0|Π⊥,y(x, z)|e(kx)⟩ =
(iω)fe(x, z; kx). Provided that ⟨vac|Jy(x)Jy(x′)|vac⟩ =
σyy(ω)δ(x − x′)g and ⟨vac|Jy(x)|vac⟩ = 0, the physical
state constraint condition ⟨0|⊗⟨vac|Bc

y(x; kx)|TE(kx)⟩ =
0 leads to

2

iωξµ0
− σyy(ω) = 0. (32)

We can know the dispersion relations of the TM and
TE modes by putting σxx(ω) and σyy(ω) into Eqs. (27)
and (32), respectively. The dynamical conductivity can
be derived using Kubo formula from the Hamiltonian of
matter and the calculated results depend on each system,
for example, they may depend on kx beyond the local re-
sponse regime. In Secs. IIA and IIB, we consider simple
models having the universal features applicable to metals
and semiconductors, respectively.
The states Eqs. (26) and (31) can be compactly rewrit-

ten using the operator

Q̂ ≡ −
∫

dxΠ⊥(x) · J(x), (33)

which yields

|TM(kx)⟩ =
(
1− 1

g
|0⟩⟨0|Q̂

)
|m(kx)⟩ ⊗ |vac⟩, (34)

|TE(kx)⟩ =
(
1− 1

g
|0⟩⟨0|Q̂

)
|e(kx)⟩ ⊗ |vac⟩. (35)

These relations follow formally from the linear structure
of Eqs. (26) and (31). The expectation values of Q̂ in
these physical states give

⟨TM(kx)|Q̂|TM(kx)⟩ =
(∫

dx

)
σxx(ω)ω

2N2
m, (36)

⟨TE(kx)|Q̂|TE(kx)⟩ =
(∫

dx

)
σyy(ω)ω

2N2
e . (37)

They are direct consequences of the definitions and the
physical state constraint, without additional assump-
tions. The operator Q̂ represents the quantum counter-
part of Joule heating, since in classical electromagnetism
the heat generation rate is given by

∫
V
E·jdr. [45] Indeed,

the real part of ⟨Q̂⟩ given above (Re⟨Q̂⟩ ∝ Re(σii)) corre-
sponds to Joule heating, which causes a temperature rise
in the 2DEG matter. The temperature can become high
due to strong localized modes with small ξ values for the
TM mode. Since the normalization constants in Eq. (15)
suggest then that N2

m ≫ N2
e , Joule heating is primar-

ily produced by the TM mode. Note that the physical
dimension of g is the same as that of Q̂.
This observation suggests that Q̂may generate photon-

matter entanglement and encode dissipation at the quan-
tum level. In particular,

eiαQ̂Aj(x)e
−iαQ̂ = Aj(x)−

ℏ
ϵ0
αJj(x), (38)

can be interpreted as indicating that the operator Q̂
mixes the gauge field with the electronic current. In fact,
the boundary operators Eqs. (22) and (23) are obtained
from Aj(x) as

Bc
j(x; kx) =

µ0ϵ0
ℏαj

eiαjQ̂Aj(x; kx)e
−iαjQ̂, (39)
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with an appropriate αj (αx = −1/2ℏω2ξ and αy =
ξ/2ℏc2). From this viewpoint, a plasmon quantum may
be regarded not merely as a photon dressed with mat-
ter response, but rather as a new quantum object whose
physical identity inherently involves both fields.

This interpretation resonates with Dirac’s conjecture
that the “redundant” gauge degrees of freedom might
correspond to charged matter, though his proposal was
speculative. In gauge theories, the mathematics involve
variables that encompass more degrees of freedom than
are physically necessary, much like a residual gauge trans-
formation Aj(x) → Aj(x)+Cj . Dirac once hypothesized
that electrons are exactly the surplus gauge degrees of
freedom of light, and he attempted to derive laws that
determine the electron’s charge and mass. [46, 47] Ac-
cording to his formulation, the gauge field becomes pro-
portional to the current. His idea remains intriguing,
and similar approaches are still under active investiga-
tion. [48–52] A plasmon quantum–an entangled state of
an evanescent photon and a charged current–is neither
purely light nor purely electron, and provides one ex-
ample of the concept: the right-hand side of Eq. (38)
reflects Dirac’s proposal that the mathematically re-
dundant gauge degrees of freedom in QED (Ĉj) corre-
spond exactly to electrons (Jj). As we have mentioned,

⟨vac|Jj(x)|exc⟩ ̸= 0, where |exc⟩ = Ĉj |vac⟩. If Ĉj is pro-
portional to Jj(x

′), then ⟨vac|Jj(x)|exc⟩ ̸= 0 implies that
⟨vac|Jj(x)Jj(x′)|vac⟩ ̸= 0. This condition is consistent
with Eq. (28). In the present context, the residual gauge
mode appears not as a mathematical redundancy but as a
physical surface degree of freedom localized at the 2DEG
interface. In this sense, residual gauge symmetry may
acquire physical meaning through Joule dissipation and
photon-matter hybridization. Although this interpreta-
tion goes beyond what is strictly derived, it provides a
conceptual bridge between surface plasmons, dissipation,
and gauge symmetry, and may suggest a deeper corre-
spondence between gauge structure and quantum mat-
ter.

As a simple application of Eq. (39), we can find a state
that satisfies ⟨Ψ|Aj(x)|Ψ⟩ = 0 from any physical state

|Φ⟩ just by multiplying the generator: |Ψ⟩ = e−iαjQ̂|Φ⟩.
For example, since |TM(kx)⟩ is an example of |Φ⟩, the
equality can be used to obtain a state with a vanishing

expectation value of Aj(x) as |Ψ⟩ = e−iαjQ̂|TM(kx)⟩.
Similarly, because |0⟩ ⊗ |exc⟩ is an instance of |Ψ⟩, the
equality can be used to obtain a physical state of emission

as |Φ⟩ = eiαjQ̂|0⟩ ⊗ |exc⟩. The state |m(kx)⟩ ⊗ |vac⟩ is
another example of |Ψ⟩.

In general, Gauss’s law is used to define physical
states, [13] since it serves as the generator of gauge trans-
formations. The time derivative of the generator vanishes
when both Ampère’s law and the continuity equation are
satisfied. Therefore, our constraint based on Ampère’s
law (Eq. 21) ensures that physical states remain physi-
cal at later times. Moreover, under the Coulomb gauge
condition, the Joule heating operator Q̂ commutes with

Gauss’s law, ensuring that its action preserves gauge-
invariant expectation values even for excited states. In
this sense, the mode associated with Q̂ corresponds to
a physical dissipative excitation that remains consistent
with Gauss’s law, which eliminates gauge-dependent lon-
gitudinal components carrying no independent dynamics.

D. Coherent states

Plasmons are found as classical solutions to Maxwell’s
equations. While our primary interest lies in the quan-
tum theory of plasmons, it may be helpful to discuss the
classical counterparts of these quantum states. We define
a coherent state using the normal ordering as:

|A⟩ =: e−i
∫
V

A(r)dr : |0⟩, (40)

where A(r) represents either the TM or TE mode.
For the TM mode, it is written as Am(x, z) =∑

kx
fm(x, z; kx)am(kx)+f∗

m(x, z; kx)a
†
m(kx). Normal or-

dering implies that all annihilation operators are placed
on the right, and all the creation operators are placed
on the left. Let us define A ≡

∫
V
A(r)dr. The field A

can be expressed as a sum of the creation A+ and anni-
hilation A− parts: A = A+ + A−. Then, we have the

expression : e−iA := e−iA+

e−iA−
e

[A+,A−]
2 . As a result,

⟨0|A⟩ = e
[A+,A−]

2 , and |A⟩ = e−iA+ |0⟩⟨0|A⟩. The corre-

sponding bra is defined as ⟨A| = ⟨0|A⟩⟨0|e+iA−
, and the

normalization is automatically established as ⟨A|A⟩ =

⟨0|e+iA−
e−iA+ |0⟩⟨0|A⟩2 = ⟨0|e[A−,A+]|0⟩⟨0|A⟩2 = 1.

With this notation, the coherent TM mode is defined
as

|ΦAm
⟩ ≡

(
1− 1

2g
|Am⟩⟨Am|Q̂

)
|Am⟩ ⊗ |vac⟩

= |Am⟩ ⊗ |vac⟩+∫
dx′ ⟨Am|Π⊥,x(x

′, 0)|Am⟩
2g

|Am⟩ ⊗ Jx(x
′)|vac⟩.

(41)

From the constraint condition, we can obtain Eqs. (27)
and (32) for these coherent states, as well as those for the
quanta. In terms of the dispersion relation and related
quantities such as propagation velocity, there appears to
be no difference between the coherent state and the plas-
mon quantum.
The state |ΦAm⟩ is a simple direct product of

a coherent state of light |Am⟩ and a matter state{
1 + 1

2g

∫
dx′⟨Am|Π⊥,x(x

′, 0)|Am⟩Jx(x′)
}
|vac⟩. This is

in contrast to the entangled state of a plasmon quantum.
Moreover, coherent states can reproduce linear response
relations through the expectation value:

⟨ΦAm
|Jx(x)|ΦAm

⟩ = σxx(ω)

2
(⟨Am|Π⊥,x(x, 0)|Am⟩+ h.c.) .

(42)
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This result partly supports the existence of the dynamical
conductivity described in Eq. (28).

II. APPLICATIONS

A. Drude model

The Drude model describes the motion of electrons in
metals. An electron is accelerated by electric fields, and
its motion is governed by the classical equation of motion:
m(dv/dt + v/τ) = −eE, where m is the effective mass
of the electron, τ is the relaxation time, and v is the
velocity. Solving this equation and using the definition
of the current density j ≡ −env (where n is the carrier
density), we obtain the Drude model conductivities as:

σxx(ω) = σyy(ω) =
σ0

1− iωτ
, (43)

where σ0 = ne2τ/m is the static conductivity. In the
collisionless case, where τ satisfies ωτ ≫ 1, we obtain
from Eq. (27) the dispersion relation of the TM mode: [8,
53]

ω = ωp(kx)−
i

2τ
, where ωp(kx) ≡

√
σ0kx
2ϵ0τ

. (44)

Note that in the denominator of ωp(kx), τ cancels out
with τ in σ0, making ωp(kx) independent of τ in the
collisionless approximation. Thus, τ is directly linked
to the quantum fluctuations of the plasmonic excitation
through the fluctuation–dissipation theorem. Addition-
ally, an exact calculation replaces kx with ξ−1 in Eq. (44).
Although we have intentionally replaced ξ−1 with kx, this
substitution requires careful consideration for small kx
values [see Fig. 2(a)]. For example, the dispersion re-
lation proportional to

√
kx may lead to a group velocity

exceeding the speed of light for sufficiently small kx. This
does not actually occur because of photons that are ex-
tended throughout the entire space. These photons exist
in the shaded region above the dispersion labeled as “Ra-
diation” in Fig. 2(a). In practice, such radiative states
with small kx would smoothly transit from the TM mode.
On the other hand, for sufficiently large kx, the

√
kx de-

pendence of the dispersion is indeed reasonable, as the
Poynting vector Sx = ϵ0c

2(EyBz − EzBy), which rep-
resents the energy flow parallel to the 2DEG, becomes
constant and independent of kx:

ϵ0c
2

∫ +∞

−∞
dz⟨TM(kx)|Π⊥,zBy|TM(kx)⟩ =

3ℏ
2S

ωp(kx)
2

kx
.

(45)

The factor of 3 originates from the fact that Sx is pro-
portional to {am(kx), a

†
m(kx)}, whose expectation value

is 3 for the plasmon quantum.
It is also interesting to note that the Poynting vector,

Sz = ϵ0c
2(ExBy − EyBx), when spatially averaged for

the TM mode, is given by

S̄z(z) ≡ −ϵ0c
2

∫∫
dxdyΠ⊥,xBy

=
∑
kx

ℏ
2

iω2

(kxξ)2
sgn(z)e−

2|z|
ξ [am(kx), a

†
m(kx)]. (46)

By assuming kxξ ≃ 1 and using Eq. (44), we obtain

Re[S̄z(z)] =
∑
kx

ℏωp(kx)

2τ
sgn(z)e−2kx|z|, (47)

which arises from the nonzero imaginary part of ω2. The
quantity Re[S̄z(z)] vanishes when ω is purely real, and
this assumption is implicitly made when showing that the
net thermal radiation of the evanescent modes into the
vacuum vanishes. [6] In classical electrodynamics, S̄z(z)
is proportional to the wavevector in the z direction (kz),
which is real (imaginary) for propagating (evanescent)
waves. The imaginary part of the Poynting vector rep-
resents an oscillation of electromagnetic energy rather
than a net propagation, and it is non-vanishing for both
TM and TE evanescent modes. In the presence of a
second body, the Poynting vector between two closely
spaced bodies is proportional to the wavevector inside
the medium multiplied by its dielectric constant (ε∗kz for
TM and k∗z for TE). The real part then becomes finite
even for the evanescent modes. This leads to the conclu-
sion that energy transfer via evanescent waves requires
the presence of a second body. In the case of quantum
plasmons, the dissipation characterized by τ corresponds
to the quantum fluctuation of the plasmons themselves.
The dispersion relation of the TE mode is obtained

from Eq. (32) as a purely relaxational mode:

ω = − i

τ + σ0µ0

2kx

= − i

τ
(
1 + ne2

2ϵ0mc2kx

) . (48)

The correction to the lifetime by the term σ0µ0

2kx
is negligi-

ble and practically unimportant. However, the presence
of c suggests that the TE mode is closely related to light.
The TE mode remains hidden in metals, but as we will
show later, the TE mode itself begins to oscillate when
electrons are bound to nucleons (Sec. II B). Moreover, in
the presence of an external magnetic field, the TE mode
can hybridize to the TM mode at the boundary of 2DEG
to form chiral edge magnetoplasmons (Sec. IID).
Polder and Van Hove showed that the heat transfer be-

tween closely spaced bodies is dominated by the TE mode
when the separation is on the order of a submicronmeter
or less. [6] More recently, Chapuis et al. have showed
that, using both local and nonlocal models for a metal,
this remains true even down to the nanometer scale. [54]
They argued that evanescent TE fields penetrate into the
nearby body and induce large eddy currents, which are
dissipated by the Joule effect. In other words, near-field
radiative heat transfer can be viewed as nanoscale induc-
tion heating at infrared frequencies.
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In our treatment of plasmon quanta, the averaged
Poynting vector for the TE mode is given by

S̄z(z) = −
∑
kx

ℏ
2

iω2

(kxξ)2
sgn(z)e−

2|z|
ξ [ae(kx), a

†
e(kx)].

(49)

The real part vanishes for a purely relaxational mode.
A nonvanishing heat flow occurs when the TE mode fre-
quency acquires a finite real part, as in the case of the
TM mode.

Radiation

TM

Radiation

TM

TE

(a) Drude

(b) Lorentz

TE

FIG. 2. (a) Drude model: The dispersion of the TM mode
ωp(kx) is plotted as a function of kx. The intersection be-
tween the TM mode and the light dispersion ckx occurs at k∗

m,
where ξ = ∞. Stable localized waves can exist for kx > k∗

m.
The TE mode appears as a flat band along the kx-axis. (b)
Lorentz model: The dispersion of the TM mode appears as
a nearly linear band with a constant group velocity. The TE
mode exists below the gap and remains immobile. Although
anticrossing is expected near the intersection of the TM (TE)
and Radiation modes, we omit it here because our focus is on
kx > k∗

m.

B. Lorentz model

The Lorentz model describes an electron that is
bounded to a nucleon, as in semiconductors. The mo-
tion of the electron is governed by the classical equation

of motion: m(d2x/dt2 + ω2
0x+ τ−1dx/dt) = −eE, where

ω0 represents the energy band gap. The dynamical con-
ductivity is given by

σxx(ω) = σyy(ω) =
σ0

1− i
(
ω − ω2

0

ω

)
τ
. (50)

Near the resonance ω ∼ ω0, the electron can move within
the crystal and contribute to the current. The Drude
model can be obtained from the Lorentz model in the
limit ω0 → 0.
Substituting this σxx(ω) into Eq. (27), we obtain the

dispersion of the TM mode as

ω =
√

ω2
0 + ωp(ξ−1)2 − i

2τ
. (51)

For small kx, the dispersion is nearly flat at ω ∼ ω0.
For large kx, the frequency can be approximated by the
expansion

ω ≃ ω0

√
1− (σ0/ϵ0c)

4ω0τ
+

ωp(kx)
2

2ω0
+O(k2x), (52)

which takes the same form as the dispersion discussed
in Eq. (8). The linear dispersion indicates that the TM
mode propagates almost freely with a constant group ve-
locity once it is excited [see Fig. 2(b)]. [28] The dispersion
of the TE mode always appears below ω0 as

ω =
ω0√

1 + σ0µ0

2τ ξ
− i

2τ
(
1 + σ0µ0

2τ ξ
) . (53)

The purely relaxational TE mode found in the Drude
model is reproduced by taking the limit ω0 → 0 (apart
from the factor 2 in the lifetime). In order words, the
TE mode becomes oscillatory in semiconductors. Unless
σ0

ϵ0c
ξ
cτ is unexpectedly large, Re[ω] remains close to ω0,

and the TE mode has an almost negligible group veloc-
ity, making it effectively immobile. Thus, it is reasonable
to consider the TE mode as a collective mode of exci-
tons (exciton-polaritons), which are electron-hole bound
states in a solid. [28] The case where ckx ∼ ω0 or ξ ∼ ∞
corresponds to a light emission from the annihilation (re-
combination) of an exciton.
When τ is sufficiently long, the TE mode forms a

nearly flat energy band with suppressed dissipation, ap-
pearing as a band aligned along the line of ω = ω0

in Fig. 2(b). Owing to this flat energy band, the TE
mode can undergo Bose-Einstein (polariton) condensa-
tion into a coherent state, since a macroscopic num-
bers of modes accumulate near ω0. We define the
ground state |S⟩ such that ⟨S|Bc

y(x; kx)|S⟩ = 0, which
implies (2/ξ)⟨Ay(x; kx)⟩S = µ0⟨Jy(x; kx)⟩S . Substitut-
ing ⟨Bz(x)⟩S = ∂x⟨Ay(x)⟩S into Ampère’s circuital law,
∂zBx − ∂xBz = µ0jy, we obtain

ω2

c2
⟨Ay(x)⟩S =

2

ξd
⟨Ay(x)⟩S , (54)
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where d is the effective thickness of the layer. When the
length

√
2ξd becomes comparable to λ0/π (where ω0 =

2πc/λ0), a nonzero solution ⟨Ay(x)⟩S emerges, indicating
a coherent, polariton-like condensate.

C. Bulk Magnetoplasmon

When a 2DEG is placed in an external static mag-
netic field, the electrons experience the Lorentz force,
causing the current operators Jx and Jy to become mu-
tually dependent. As a result, the dynamical conduc-
tivity acquires a nonzero off-diagonal component, given
by ⟨vac|Jx(x)Jy(x′)|vac⟩ = σxy(ω)δ(x − x′)g. A general
physical state can be expressed as a superposition of the
TM and TE modes:

|H⟩ ≡ Cm|TM⟩+ Ce|TE⟩. (55)

The coefficients Cm and Ce are determined by the con-
straint conditions ⟨0| ⊗ ⟨vac|Bc

x(x)|H⟩ = 0 and ⟨0| ⊗
⟨vac|Bc

y(x)|H⟩ = 0, which take the form of the follow-
ing 2× 2 matrix equation:(

2iωξϵ0 − σxx −σxy

−σyx
2

iωξµ0
− σyy

)(
CmNm

CeNe

)
= 0. (56)

We assume that the motion of an electron in a static
applied magnetic field, Ba = (0, 0, Baz), is governed by
the classical equation of motion: m(dv/dt + v/τ) =
−e(E + v × Ba). The corresponding conductivities are
given by

σxx = σyy =
(1− iωτ)σ0

(1− iωτ)2 + (ωcτ)2
,

σxy = −σyx = − (ωcτ)σ0

(1− iωτ)2 + (ωcτ)2
,

(57)

where ωc = eBaz/m is the cyclotron frequency. The
system supports three eigenmodes because, by setting
the determinant of the matrix in Eq. (56) to zero, we
obtain a cubic equation for ω:

4ϵ0
µ0

{
(1− iωτ)2 + (ωcτ)

2
}

− (1− iωτ)σ0

(
2iωξϵ0 +

2

iωξµ0

)
+ σ2

0 = 0. (58)

When τ is sufficiently long, the terms proportional to τ2

dominate. By setting the coefficient of τ2 in Eq. (58) to
zero, we obtain the solutions:

ωmp = ±
√
ω2
c + ωp(kx)2 −

i

τ
. (59)

These are known as magnetoplasmons. [55–58] Since
ωp(kx)

2 is linear in kx, the dispersion can be easily ob-
tained from the expansion:

ωmp = ωc +
ωp(kx)

2

2ωc
+O(k2x). (60)

This corresponds to Eq. (8), ωmp = ωc + vkx, which is
valid for small kx. The group velocity is given by

v =
n

eBaz

e2

4ϵ0
. (61)

Note that there is a critical wavevector below which the
magnetoplasmon cannot exist, similar to the case of the
Lorentz model. For kx < k∗x, satisfying ωc = ck∗x, the
magnetoplasmon becomes unstable, leading to Landau
emission with ξ = ∞. For kx > k∗x, the magnetoplasmon
is stable and primarily consists of the TM mode (i.e., the
contribution of the TE mode is negligible |Cm| ≫ |Ce|).
On the other hand, when kx < k∗x, the TE mode becomes
dominant, corresponding to Landau emission.
The remaining solution of Eq. (58) is obtained under

the assumption that the magnitude of ω is sufficiently
small compared with ωc and that τ is sufficiently long.
In this case, Eq. (58) can be approximated as

4ϵ0
µ0

(ωcτ)
2 − (1− iωτ)σ0

(
2

iωξµ0

)
+ σ2

0 = 0, (62)

which gives a purely relaxational state in the presence of
an external magnetic field,

ωdecay = − i

τ +
ω2

c

ω2
p
τ + µ0σ0

2kx

. (63)

This mode consists of the TE mode: |Ce| ≫ |Cm| holds.
Meanwhile |Ne| ≪ |Nm| is satisfied, and |CmNm| ≫
|CeNe| still holds for the TE mode. Although a purely re-
laxational state is not particularly prominent, it plays an
important role when considering edge magnetoplasmons
near the boundary, as shown in the next subsection.

D. Edge Magnetoplasmon

We have been assuming that the gauge fields are in-
dependent of the y coordinate. Here, we seek localized
solutions that behave as e−y/ξ, effectively modeling the
edge states near the boundary y = 0 of the 2DEG bulk
(y > 0). The localization length in the y direction does
not necessarily have to match the localization length in
the z direction, [59] but they do need to be scaled with
each other.
Let us define new fields by multiplying e−y/ξ with each

kx component of Ax,y,z(x, z, t) in Eq. (9) and (Jx, Jy) as

Ãi(x, y, z, t; kx) = e−
y
ξ Ai(x, z, t; kx), (64)

J̃i(x, y) = e−
y
ξ Ji(x). (65)

Due to the Coulomb gauge condition for the deformed
fields, ∇·Ã = 0, Eq. (10) is modified to a new constraint

because of the non-vanishing ∂yÃy, given by{
ikxϵx(kx)−

ϵz(kx)

ξ

}
Nmam(kx)−

ϵy(kx)

ξ
Neae(kx) = 0.

(66)
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The gauge fixing imposes a constraint that enforces a cou-
pling between the TM and TE modes, resulting in physi-
cal states that become hybrids (entangled) of the TM and
TE modes. For example, a single-photon state is written
as cm|1m⟩|0e⟩+ ce|0m⟩|1e⟩, where the coefficients cm and
ce satisfy Coulomb gauge (ikxϵx − ϵz

ξ )Nmcm − ϵy
ξ Nece =

0 and normalization |cm|2 + |ce|2 = 1. We can set
Nm = Ne(= N) by assuming that normalization is de-
termined by ϵi: we can conclude that ϵz is modified
from ϵz = ikxξ [Eq. (10)] unless either cm or ce van-
ishes. Moreover, the boundary operator Bc

y(x; kx) in
Eq. (23) is modified because the magnetic field Bx =

∂yÃz − ∂zÃy changes Bx(x, z)|z=0+ in Eq. (20) due to

∂yÃz ̸= 0 and the Coulomb gauge condition. Meanwhile,

By = ∂zÃx − ∂xÃz in Eq. (19) remains unchanged ex-

cept for the scaling factor e−y/ξ. Thus, the constraint
condition e−y/ξ⟨0| ⊗ ⟨vac|Bc

x(x)|H⟩ = 0 is essentially un-
modified. We obtain a generalized version of Eq. (56)
with a modified 2×2 matrix of the form:(

2iωξϵ0 − σxx −σxy

− 2kx

ωµ0
− σyx

4
iωξµ0

− σxx

)(
CmNm

CeNe

)
= 0. (67)

The vanishing determinant of the 2 × 2 matrix in
Eq. (67) leads to a cubic equation for ω. Since the correc-
tions to Eq. (56) are proportional to ω−1, the dispersion
of the magnetoplasmon remains unchanged. Meanwhile,
the purely relaxational mode acquires a nonzero real part
in its frequency. When ω ≪ ωc, assuming that τ is suf-
ficiently long, the secular equation can be approximated
as

8ϵ0
µ0

(ωcτ)
2 − (1− iωτ)σ0

(
4

iωξµ0

)
+ σ2

0

+ (ωcτ)σ0
2kx
ωµ0

= 0. (68)

Note that the first three terms have the same structure as
those in Eq. (62). Under a strong magnetic field, the real
part of ω is mainly determined by the first and fourth
terms. We obtain a solution with the linear dispersion:

ωemp = −
ω2
p

2ωc
− i

τ +
ω2

c

ω2
p
τ + µ0σ0

4kx

. (69)

The dispersion acquires a non-zero real part, which is
linear in kx. The fact that Re(ωemp) = −vkx with
v ∝ 1/Baz indicates that this mode is chiral, meaning
that the propagation direction along the edge depends
on the sign of Baz. Additionally, the group velocity is
suppressed by increasing Baz. The negative sign in front
of ω2

p/2ωc corresponds to the negative exponent of e−y/ξ.

When we start from e+y/ξ, a positive sign appears in
front of ω2

p/2ωc. All these properties of the solution are
consistent with those of edge magnetoplasmons. [30, 60]
Thus, we identify this mode as the edge magnetoplasmon.
The null state of the modified matrix is found to satisfy
|CmNm| ∼ |CeNe|, which proves that with Nm = Ne,

the edge magnetoplasmons are hybrids (entangled) of the
TM and TE modes.
It is worth noting that the intrinsic decay time of an

edge magnetoplasmon can be derived from the imaginary
part of Eq. (69) as

τemp ≃
ω2
c + ω2

p

ω2
p

τ, (70)

where µ0σ0/4kx is omitted because it is small, on the or-
der of (πr∗en/kx)τ , with r∗e being the solid-state analog of
the classical electron radius, where the electron mass is
replaced with the effective electron mass. Because τ cor-
responds to the lifetime of magnetoplasmons (Eq. (59)),
Eq. (70) shows that the ratio τemp/τmp increases as |Baz|
increases. [59] This result is consistent with the experi-
mental findings reported in Ref. 61.
Here, we draw parallels and comment on the connec-

tion to the main discovery of edge magnetoplasmons.
Volkov and Mikhailov first derived the dispersion re-
lation of edge magnetoplasmons by solving an integral
equation for the scalar potential using the Wiener-Hopf
method. [30] They assumed a steep confining potential
at the sample edge and demonstrated that the resulting
mode propagates in a direction determined by the ex-
ternal magnetic field and travels almost freely due to its
nearly linear dispersion. Aleiner and Glazman extended
the analysis to more general edge-potential profiles and
showed that multiple plasmon modes with distinct group
velocities can exist. [31] They employed a Fredholm-type
integral equation (derived from a linearized Euler equa-
tion) to obtain these modes, thereby elucidating the over-
all structure of edge magnetoplasmons, including those
originally found by Volkov and Mikhailov.
In previous analyses, the internal magnetic field was

usually neglected. This simplification, however, makes it
impossible to determine the lifetime of edge magnetoplas-
mons. Reference [59] showed that the intrinsic lifetime
of the edge magnetoplasmon is longer than that of bulk
magnetoplasmon. That analysis was performed within
the framework of classical electrodynamics, and in the
present paper we obtain the same conclusion for plas-
mon quanta within the framework of QED (Eq. 70). Our
analysis rests on two key observations. First, a purely re-
laxational mode with a long lifetime exists inside a 2DEG
(Eq. 63). Second, this mode acquires a finite real part
of its frequency through localization and begins to prop-
agate (Eq. 69). By showing that the properties of this
localized mode are consistent with those of edge mag-
netoplasmons, one can identify the purely relaxational
mode as the bulk counterpart of the edge magnetoplas-
mon and thereby determine its lifetime. The results fur-
ther indicate that the internal magnetic field normal to
the layer is strongly suppressed in the bulk of the 2DEG,
which partly justifies the assumptions used in earlier the-
ories and may lead to a more complete description of edge
magnetoplasmons. Moreover, our QED-based analysis in
the Coulomb gauge reveals a new feature: the quantum
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state of the edge magnetoplasmon is an entangled state
consisting of the TM and TE modes.

E. Quantum Hall Effect

The quantum Hall effect (QHE) is a phenomenon ob-
served in a 2DEG at low temperatures and under the
influence of a strong magnetic field. [62–65] The longi-
tudinal resistance approaches zero, and the Hall conduc-
tance becomes quantized. Unlike the ground states of or-
dinary metals and semiconductors, denoted by |vac⟩, the
ground state in the QHE is unique because it exhibits
different quantum phases depending on the filling factor
ν = nh/eB, which is the ratio of the electron density n to
the magnetic flux quantum density B/(h/e). Thus, the
ground state is expressed as a function of ν as |QH(ν)⟩.
The following simple expression for the quanta of surface
plasmons will be useful in emphasizing the dependence
of ν on the entanglement:

a†|0⟩ ⊗ |QH(ν)⟩+ |0⟩ ⊗ J |QH(ν)⟩. (71)

Even for a fixed ν, there are multiple candidates for the
ground state. Surface plasmons may provide a method to
determine which candidate is valid through entanglement
with light. [66] Moreover, the QHE is the first example of
a topological insulator, characterized by a bulk with an
energy gap and gapless edge states. As a result, the sys-
tem offers opportunities to explore magnetoplasmons and
edge magnetoplasmons. Below, we will consider some ex-
amples to illustrate these points.

The group velocities of both the bulk and edge magne-
toplasmons are given by Eq. (61), which can be expressed
in terms of the filling factor as:

vν =
n

eBaz

e2

4ϵ0
=

1

4ϵ0

νe2

h
. (72)

The propagation velocity is determined solely by the
quantized Hall conductance νe2/h and permittivity. The
bulk magnetoplasmon is not specific to QHE. For exam-
ple, we expect it to be observable at ν = 1/2, where the
longitudinal resistance does not vanish. The dispersion of
the bulk magnetoplasmon at ν = 1/2 is given by Eq. (60)
as follows:

ων=1/2
mp =

eBaz

m
+

1

4ϵ0

e2

2h
kx. (73)

As previously mentioned, there are multiple candidates
for the ground state, and there is a possibility that dif-
ferent surface plasmon quanta exist depending on the
candidate. Let us explore this possibility by adopting
composite Fermion picture for ν = 1/2. [67, 68] In this
picture, the ground state |QH(ν)⟩ has a nontrivial struc-
ture: the external magnetic field is effectively “erased”
by flux attachment to the electrons. As a result, the ef-
fective mass changes from m to m∗, and we expect that a
surface plasmon (in the absence of an external magnetic

field) made of composite fermions will appear. Assuming
that all the electrons behave as composite fermions, the
dispersion is given by Eq. (44),

ων=1/2
p =

√
ne2kx
2m∗ϵ0

=

√
ω∗
c

2ϵ0

e2

2h
kx. (74)

Since the two modes, ω
ν=1/2
mp and ω

ν=1/2
p , have different

frequencies and group velocities, it would be possible to
distinguish which mode is observed.
The variety of ground states that can arise in the frac-

tional QHE is notable, especially since electron-hole sym-
metry is absent (1−ν ̸= ν). Furthermore, even for a fixed
ν, the ground state can depend on the strength of Baz,
i.e., the ground state becomes a function of Baz and is
denoted as |QH(ν,Baz)⟩. Let’s take ν = 2/3 as an ex-
ample. In this case, we can consider the electrons as the
carriers with νe = 2/3, while the holes can be treated as
the mobile carriers, with νh = 1/3, in the filled lowest
Landau level of νe = 1. The ground states of these states
are distinct, and two magnetoplasmons having different
group velocities can be expected to exist:

ωνe=2/3
mp =

eBaz

m
+

1

4ϵ0

2e2

3h
kx, (75)

ωνh=1/3
mp =

eBaz

mh(Baz)
+

1

4ϵ0

e2

3h
kx. (76)

The fractional QHE arises from the mutual interaction
between electrons, which opens an energy gap between
the ground state and the excited states. This gap differs
from the Landau level spacing, and mh is induced by
the Coulomb interaction. As a result, mh differs from
the band mass m, and it can depend on Baz. Therefore,
the two dispersion curves can intersect at some Baz, and
away from this intersection, one of them may dominate
at either lower or higher Baz. This may be observed as
a change in the group velocity. [69]
Du et al. conducted a resonant inelastic light scatter-

ing experiment on various ν states within the second Lan-
dau level (2 ≤ ν ≤ 3) and observed surface plasmons. [66]
The square root dependence of the carrier density n on ωp

in Eq. (44) was clearly observed in an electron-hole sym-
metric manner: [70] the dispersion reaches its maximum
at ν = 5/2 and vanishes at ν = 2 and 3. The spectrum,
including both intensity and lifetime, was found to be
rather informative as it reflected the quantum phases of
the ground states. For example, the intensity drops at
ν = 5/2, suggesting the formation of the gaped fractional
QH state.
The collective description of strongly interacting elec-

trons in the fractional QHE was developed by Girvin,
MacDonald, and Platzman (GMP). [71, 72] They iden-
tified the branch of the magnetoplasmon dispersion re-
lation known as the magnetoroton, in analogy with the
roton spectrum of superfluid helium. Their projected
density operator, ρ̄k, is constructed from the noncommu-
tative guiding-center coordinates and obeys an infinite-
dimensional algebra known as the W∞ algebra. [64] The
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magnetoroton states are represented by ρ̄k|ΨL⟩, where
|ΨL⟩ denotes the Laughlin state. Haldane later proposed
a geometrical description to explore the local collective
degrees of freedom in a fractional QH state. [73] Observ-
ing that the quadratic combinations of guiding-center co-
ordinates generate area-preserving deformations, he in-
troduced an intrinsic metric for the fractional QH state,
whose scalar curvature reflects local density fluctuations.

The excited state defined by eiγabΛ
ab |ΨL⟩, where γab is a

symmetric, traceless shear tensor and Λab is the genera-
tor of area-preserving deformations, can be viewed as a
state formally analogous to a quantum squeezed state of
the guiding-center geometry, representing fluctuations of
the intrinsic metric. In Haldane’s formulation, the frac-
tional QHE is not merely a topological phase but also a
quantum geometric fluid in which geometry and density
are dynamically intertwined.

The residual gauge freedom in the Coulomb gauge is
governed by harmonic functions satisfying ∇2λ = 0. In-
terestingly, such harmonic gauge functions can gener-
ate area-preserving deformations on the surface. For in-
stance, λ(x, y) ∝ xy yields anisotropic dilation (hyper-
bolic scaling transformation) ξa = ϵab∂bλ with ∂aξ

a = 0,
where ϵab denotes the two-dimensional antisymmetric
tensor (Levi-Civita symbol). A symmetric shear mode,
represented by the deformation λ(x, y) ∝ x2 − y2, pro-
vides an example of an infinitesimally area-preserving
deformation. This observation suggests that the resid-
ual gauge transformations of evanescent electromagnetic
fields may provide a physical realization of Haldane’s
geometric description, in which local metric deforma-
tions correspond to area-preserving (active) diffeomor-

phisms: ei
∫
λ(r)ρ(r)dr|ΨL⟩. Exploring this correspon-

dence could lead to a unified framework in which finite-
lifetime surface-plasmon modes are interpreted as geo-
metric collective excitations emerging from the residual
gauge degrees of freedom.

As an effective field theory of the QHE, the Chern-
Simons theory plays a central role. This theory preserves
gauge symmetry in the bulk; however, at the boundary,
gauge transformations generate surface terms, making
the action not strictly gauge invariant. Wen showed that,
in order to restore this invariance, a one-dimensional chi-
ral boson theory naturally emerges at the edge. [60] To-
gether, the bulk and edge form a gauge-invariant total
system. In other words, the chiral boson represents a
promotion of the boundary gauge degrees of freedom to
physical degrees of freedom, and the cancellation of gauge
variations by the chiral boson is essential for the consis-
tency of the bulk theory. In this paper, we have shown
that a similar structure appears in the quantum state
of surface plasmons, which arise from the requirement
of preserving residual gauge symmetry imposed at the
surface of a 2DEG. This correspondence illustrates that,
just as in the QHE, the requirement of gauge invariance
gives rise to a specific physical excitation—in this case,
the surface plasmon mode.

III. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

Residual gauge transformations should not be con-
sidered entirely redundant, as they can have physi-
cal consequences. In particular, they manifest in the
Aharonov–Bohm effect, especially when the y-axis is
periodic, such as in a cylindrical geometry. In this
case, Cy represents the Aharonov-Bohm flux, which can
modify |vac⟩ to create an “excited” ground state |exc⟩.
Consequently, Jy can sustain a static vacuum current,
⟨exc|Jy|exc⟩ ̸= 0, known as the persistent current in a
metal ring. [74, 75] Since this current generates a nonzero
static magnetic field, the photonic ground state is not
simply |0⟩ but rather a coherent state, where Ay acquires
a vacuum expectation value. A residual gauge transfor-
mation effectively alters the wavevector of the electron
according to the covariant derivative. Besides, a change
in the wavevector can also result from interactions be-
tween electrons and the lattice. If the coupling con-
stant is appropriately tuned based on the value of the
wavevector (e.g., for valley degrees of freedom) to pre-
serve time-reversal symmetry, Cj can represent lattice
vibrations or phonons. Consequently, our formulation,
which relates residual gauge transformations to Joule
heating, can be extended in multiple directions. Indeed,
the Joule heating operator exhibits a fundamental uncer-
tainty relation with the gauge interaction, expressed as
[V, Q̂] = −i(ℏ/ϵ0)

∫
JiJidx.

The TE mode has a real frequency component in the
Lorentz model. Similar to the Drude model under an ex-
ternal magnetic field, the TE mode in the Lorentz model
can hybridize with the TM mode at the boundary, re-
sulting in an edge magnetoplasmon in semiconductors.
With the introduction of a new energy scale, ω0, in addi-
tion to ωc and ωp, the physics of edge magnetoplasmons
can exhibit greater diversity.

Suppose that a single photon in free space with fre-
quency ωin is converted into a single quantum of the TM
mode with frequency ω (≪ ωin). If both quanta share
the same wavevector kx, how can energy conservation
be satisfied? There are two possible explanations. One
possibility is that the matter Hamiltonian compensates
for the energy difference, i.e., ⟨TM(kx)|HM |TM(kx)⟩ −
⟨vac|HM |vac⟩ = ωin − ω. However, this condition is
not satisfied because the matter states under consider-
ation are mostly virtual states, making the left-hand side
nearly zero on average. The other possibility is that a
new photon with energy ωin−ω is generated and returns
to free space. This explanation is more plausible, sug-
gesting that when discussing the generation mechanism
of these quanta, we must necessarily consider light emis-
sion. In this context, the residual gauge transformation
must acquire new physical significance. Soon after the
generation, the TM mode with kx arrives at the bound-
ary. It can be scattered back into the bulk region of
the 2DEG due to the momentum-energy mismatch. If
the boundary width is reduced, lateral confinement may
cancel the localization perpendicular to the plane, i.e.,
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ky ∼ ξ−1. In the dispersion relation,

ω2

c2
− k2x − k2y +

1

ξ2
= 0, (77)

this cancellation restores the light dispersion relation
ω = ckx, leading to a smooth transition from the TM
mode to light at the boundary. For surface plasmons,
the frequency may be a more flexible entity (depending
on the geometry of 2DEG) than the light frequency in

free space, and the distinction between off-shell and on-
shell characters may become ambiguous.
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