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The Berry phase-related nontrivial electronic band geometries can significantly influence bulk
and edge plasma waves, or plasmons, resulting in their non-reciprocal propagation and opening
new opportunities for plasmonics. In the present work, we extend the hydrodynamic framework to
describe the scattering of plasma waves in a Dirac electron fluid off a circular region with an induced
nonzero anomalous Hall response, i.e. a Berry flux target. We demonstrate that the scattering has
a giant asymmetry or skewness and exhibits a series of resonances. The latter appears due to
a chiral non-topological trapped mode circulating the target. We discuss possible experimental
realizations, including the surface of a topological insulator film and graphene irradiated by the
circularly polarized beam.

I. INTRODUTION

The geometric Berry phase for electrons in solids has
been attracting growing interest due to its profound im-
pact on material properties. It is responsible for a va-
riety of phenomena, including polarization, orbital mag-
netism, various (quantum, anomalous, or spin) Hall ef-
fects, photogalvanic effects, and high-harmonic genera-
tion (see reviews Ref. [1, 2] and references therein). More
recently, it has been realized that nontrivial band ge-
ometries, characterized by the corresponding electronic
Berry curvature, can significantly influence bulk and
edge plasma waves, or plasmons, resulting in their non-
reciprocal propagation. These phenomena are the most
prominent and tunable in materials hosting Weyl and
Dirac electronic fluids [3–8] as well as moiré superlat-
tices [9–11]. While some of them mimic the effect of
the external magnetic field, their remarkable magnitude,
unattainable with conventional table-top magnets, opens
new avenues for magnetic field-free non-reciprocal plas-
monics [12, 13].

Recent advances in scattering-type scanning near-field
optical microscopy have made it possible to experimen-
tally study the scattering of plasma waves in nanostruc-
tures [14], drawing significant attention from both ex-
perimentalists [15, 16] and theorists [17–28]. In a recent
study [25], we demonstrated that graphene plasma waves
undergo giant, resonant skew scattering when interacting
with a micromagnet. This effect arises from the spa-
tially nonuniform Hall response, prompting an intriguing
question: can this phenomenon also occur through the
magnetic-field-free anomalous Hall effect, driven by the
Berry phase-related nontrivial band geometries of oscil-
lating electrons?

In the present work, we extend the hydrodynamic
framework [5] to describe the scattering of plasma waves
in a Dirac electron fluid. For a target, we consider a
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circular region with an induced nonzero anomalous Hall
response, i.e. a Berry flux target. As sketched in Fig. 1,
the setup can be engineered in graphene pumped by
the circularly polarized high-frequency electromagnetic
beam [29–32]. Furthermore, a non-zero anomalous Hall
response can also be engineered at the surface of a topo-
logical insulator with deposited ferromagnetic flake [33–
35]. We demonstrate that plasma waves experience gi-
ant and resonant skew scattering due to a trapped chi-
ral plasma mode circulating the flake/beam. Although
certain aspects of this behavior resemble the scattering
problem involving a micromagnet target, the anomalous
Hall response favors high resonance frequencies that con-
ventional micromagnets cannot achieve.
The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Sec. II

presents the hydrodynamic framework to describe plasma
waves in the regime of anomalous Hall effect. Sec. III is
devoted to deriving the chiral interface mode at the Berry
flux interface. Sec. IV presents the necessary scattering
theory and results. Finally, Sec. V presents estimations
relevant to material realizations and broad discussions
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration of the considered setup.
Plasma waves are excited in graphene by a near-field source
and scatter off a non-uniform Berry flux target induced by
the circularly polarized high-frequency electromagnetic beam.
The scattering exhibits highly skewed and resonant behavior
intricately connected to the presence of the chiral plasma wave
trapped at the Berry flux interface.
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therein.

II. HYDRODYNAMIC FRAMEWORK

The long-wavelength dynamics of plasma waves in a
Dirac electron fluid can be described by modified colli-
sionless hydrodynamic equations [5], which properly ac-
count for nontrivial band geometry of the Dirac electrons
via an anomalous velocity contribution. They can be ob-
tained via coarse-graining of semiclassical equations of
motion for an individual electron

vp =
∂εp
∂p

+
1

ℏ
[ṗ×Ωp] , ṗ = e∇ϕ(r). (1)

Here ϕ(r) is the electric potential, and e > 0 is the ab-
solute value of the electron charge and εp is the elec-
tronic band dispersion. The Berry curvatureΩp = Ωpez,
the local measure of the band geometry, induces the
additional anomalous velocity and ensures frequency-
independent and magnetic field-free Hall response of the
electron fluid. The resulting coarse-grained equations
for electron charge density, ρ(r, t), and current density,
j(r, t), are given by

∂tρ(r, t) +∇ · j(r, t) = 0,

∂tj(r, t) = −ne
2

m
∇ϕ(r, t)− eF

ℏ

[
ez ×∇ϕ̇(r, t)

]
.

(2)

Here, m is the collective (or cyclotron) mass of elec-
trons, and n is their equilibrium concentration; F is
the total Berry flux in momentum space, which pierces
all occupied electronic states. The Eqs. (2) need to
be supplemented with the Poison equation, which self-
consistently connects the scalar potential with the oscil-
lating charge density. In the presence of a metallic gate,
the scalar potential created by the charge-density fluctu-
ations becomes overscreened and can be approximated as
ϕ(r, t) = ρ(r, t)/C. Here C = κ/2πd is the capacitance
per unit area, d is the distance to the gate, and κ is the
dielectric constant of the surrounding medium.

The hydrodynamic equations support plasma waves
with a linear dispersion Ω(q) = uq and a plasma wave ve-

locity of u =
√
2πne2d/mκ. It has already been noticed

that the bulk dynamics of plasma waves are not affected
by the anomalous Hall response of the Dirac fluid [5].
To see this, Eqs. (2) can be combined into single wave
equation

∂2t ρ(r, t)− u2∇2ρ(r, t) = 0, (3)

which is independent of the Berry flux. The latter intro-
duces a transverse component of electric current oscilla-
tions and, therefore, strongly alters the physics of edge
plasma waves at the sample boundaries [5, 36, 37].

The modified hydrodynamic equations can describe
the scattering setup illustrated in Fig. (1). The role of
the target is played by a disk-shaped region with finite

net Berry flux, F(r) = FΘ(rF−r), where F is the magni-
tude of the Berry flux induced by the circularly polarized
beam and rF is its radius. The flux induction necessitates
the opening of a gap in the Dirac spectrum, leading to
electron depletion and a reduction in the plasma wave
velocity within the target. However, for realistic param-
eters, the velocity mismatch has a negligible effect on the
resonant skew scattering of plasma waves. Although the
main text neglects this mismatch for the sake of simplic-
ity, it is revisited and analyzed in detail in Appendix A.
Before delving into the scattering problem, it is useful to
first examine the Berry flux interface, a key feature of
the target.

III. CHIRAL INTERFACE MODE

To get insights into the physics of plasma waves at the
Berry flux interface, it is instructive to consider first a
half-plane geometry before the disk geometry. As demon-
strated in Appendix B, the interface, i.e. F(x) = FΘ(x),
traps a single chiral mode with the dispersion relation

Ωint(qy) =
uqyω∗√

(uqy)2 + ω2
∗
. (4)

This mode is chiral and non-topological, coexisting with
the bulk modes. The low frequency behhaviour is lin-
ear, Ωint(qy ≪ ω∗/u) ≈ uqy, and then saturates to
Ωint(qy ≫ ω∗/u) ≈ ω∗. The physical meaning of the
threshold frequency ω∗ = 2nℏ/mF can be elucidated by
comparing longitudinal (normal) and transverse (anoma-
lous) contributions to the electric current. For frequen-
cies below ω∗/2, the longitudinal response dominates,
whereas the transverse response becomes dominant at
higher frequencies.
The penetration length of the interface states is wave-

vector-dependent and is given by

lint(qy) =

√
(uqy)2 + ω2

∗
uq2y

. (5)

The penetration length rapidly grows with qy, reflecting
that the stability of the interface modes depends on how
well they separate from the continuum of bulk modes. As
seen in Fig. (2) the interface mode is well separated and
anticipated to be stable in the frequency range between
ω∗/2 and ω∗.
In the circular geometry sketched in the setup Fig. (1),

the interface modes are subject to the standing wave con-
dition 2πqℓrF = 2πℓ, where ℓ = 1, 2, 3, ... is an integer.
Therefore, the allowed interface frequencies become dis-
crete as

Ωℓ =
ℓωgω∗√

(ℓωg)2 + ω2
∗
, (6)

where ωg = u/rF determines the splitting between the
trapped modes with the lowest frequencies. These dis-
crete chiral states reveal themselves via resonant skew
scattering events, which is the core result of this paper.
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FIG. 2. The dispersion of the interfacial plasma wave (or-
ange), trapped at the Berry flux interface, is described by
Eq. (4). This interface mode lies below the continuum of
bulk states (blue) and exhibits unidirectional wave propaga-
tion, making it chiral. Resonant frequencies for a circular
interface calculated for α = 1 are given by Eq. (6) and are
marked as black dots. At high wavenumbers, the dispersion
saturates towards the frequency ω∗, indicated by the black
dashed line.

IV. SCATTERING THEORY AND RESULTS

In the considered setup, disk-shaped Berry flux plays
the role of the target. Due to the azimuthal symmetry
of the target, the scattering problem can be addressed
using partial wave analysis. The asymptotic behavior for
the electron density satisfying Eq. (3) can be written as

ρ(r, ϕ) = eikr cosϕ + f(ϕ)
eikr√
ir
. (7)

The first term describes an incident and passed plane
wave, whereas the second term represents the scattered
wave. The scattering amplitude f(ϕ) can be presented
as

f(ϕ) =

√
1

2πq

∑
ℓ

eiℓϕ
[
1− e−2iδℓ(q)

]
, (8)

where δℓ(q) is the phase shift for the partial wave labeled
by the discrete orbital number ℓ. These phase shifts can
be calculated using the radial equation for ρ(r, ϕ) supple-
mented with a pair of boundary conditions. The first one
dictates the continuity of electric potential and is not sen-
sitive to the presence of the Berry flux jump. The second
one ensures radial current density continuity at the inter-
face and incorporates the Berry flux-induced anomalous
contribution to electric current. The Berry flux enters via
the dimensionless combination α = rFω∗/u, which can
be interpreted as the dimensionless scattering strength.
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FIG. 3. The scattering strength and frequency dependence of
the total cross-section σ (top) and the average scattering angle
⟨ϕ⟩ (bottom) are presented. The bottom subplot additionally
highlights the first three resonant harmonics (ℓ = 1, 2, 3), de-
termined by Eq. (6) and shown as white dashed lines.

These calculations are presented in Appendix C, whereas
this main text of the paper focused on an analysis of the
scattering observables.
The angular distribution of the plasma wave scatter-

ing is determined from the scattering amplitude f(ϕ) as
dσ/dϕ = |f(ϕ)|2. The scattering probability and skew-
ness can be characterized by the total cross-section σ and
average scattering angle ⟨ϕ⟩, which are given by

σ =

∫ π

−π

|f(ϕ)|2dϕ, ⟨ϕ⟩ = 1

σ

∫ π

−π

ϕ|f(ϕ)|2dϕ. (9)

Their dependencies on the dimensionless frequency of the
incoming plasma wave ω/ω∗ and the controlling scatter-
ing parameter α are presented in Fig. (3).
At the relatively high frequencies ω ≳ ω∗, the total

cross-section σ experiences slightly visible oscillations,
common in scattering problems with a sharp profile of
the target and approximately follow the squared Fourier
image of the target. As for the average scattering an-
gle ⟨ϕ⟩, its oscillations are more prominent and involve a
sign change. At relatively low frequencies, ω ≲ ω∗/2, the
total cross-section σ and the average scattering angle ⟨ϕ⟩



4

become negligibly small and exhibit no distinct features.
This behavior reflects the fact that the anomalous term in
Eq. (2) is proportional to the time derivative of the scalar
potential and diminishes as the frequency decreases.

In the intermediate frequency regime ω∗/2 ≲ ω ≲ ω∗,
the frequency dependence of the total cross-section σ ex-
hibits a few narrow peaks. As clearly seen in Fig. (3),
their frequencies are accurately described by the expres-
sion for Eq. (6), confirming that the resonant behav-
ior is intricately connected with the chiral plasma wave
trapped at the Berry flux interface and circulating the
target. The average scattering angle ⟨ϕ⟩ achieves a max-
imum below the resonance, rapidly switches its sign, and
then has a prominent minimum. Its extrema are giant
and exceed ±π/4. The giant resonant scattering induced
by the Berry flux target is the main result of this paper.

V. ESTIMATIONS AND DISCUSSIONS

The anomalous Hall response in both considered se-
tups can be described by the massive Dirac model. The
corresponding Hamiltonian is given by H = vσ · p̂+∆σz,
where σ is the electron (pseudo-)spin operator [38] and
v is the Dirac velocity. The Dirac mass ∆ > 0 is as-
sumed to be nonzero within the circular target region.
The corresponding Berry flux is F = g∆/4πϵF and col-
lective mass is m = ϵF/v

2 have a strong doping depen-
dence parametrized by electronic Fermi energy ϵF and
the degeneracy factor g for the Dirac electrons.
The resulting characteristic frequency is given by

ℏω∗ = 2(ϵ2F−∆2)/∆ [39]. It is determined exclusively by
the electronic energy scales that favor the high-frequency
nature of the scattering resonances. This naturally raises
the question of whether the hydrodynamic theory we
employ above can describe the resonant plasma wave
scattering. As we discuss in Appendix E, the hydro-
dynamic theory accurately describes both longitudinal
and transverse conductivities in the wide frequency range
ℏω ≲ ϵF [40]. All resonances are within this range if
∆ ≳ 0.78ϵF, while only the lowest ones are accurately
captured for the least strict condition ∆ ≳ 0.62ϵF. These
conditions provide expectations for the magnitude of the
Dirac mass, which is responsible for the local AHE. They
can be satisfied for both considered setups.

The first setup involves graphene irradiated with circu-
larly polarized light. If the frequency is high enough and
non-resonant, electron interband transitions and heat-
ing effects are minimized. Instead, the Dirac mass is
coherently generated [29–32] and can be approximated
to be constant inside the beam. For estimations, we
use ∆ ≈ 30 meV and ϵF ≈ 45 meV. The resonances
are in the range between 38 ∼ 76 meV and their pen-
etration lengths are 10 ∼ 30 nm. For a beam size of
rF = 100 nm, the characteristic splitting between res-
onances and the dimensionless scattering strength are
given as ℏωg ≈ 7.8 meV and α ≈ 9.8 respectively. In
this frequency range plasma waves in graphene are typi-

cally observed [41].

The second setup involves a topological insulator thin
film placed at a massive gate. The local anomalous Hall
response at its top surface [42] can be induced via the
magnetic proximity effect with a ferromagnetic flake, e.g.
Tm3Fe5O12 or Y3F5O12 [33–35]. The proximity-induced
Dirac mass up to ∆ ≈ 50 meV has been reported. For
Fermi energy ϵF ≈ 70 meV, resonances are in the range
48 ∼ 96 meV and their penetration length is 5 ∼ 20 nm.
For the flake radius rF = 20 nm, the characteristic split-
ting between resonances and the dimensionless scattering
strength are ℏωg ≈ 23 meV and α ≈ 4.2. This is also the
frequency in which plasma waves at the surface of topo-
logical insulators have been previously reported [43–46]

The predicted giant resonant skew scattering shares
notable similarities with the scattering problem involv-
ing a micromagnet. Specifically, both magnetic field and
Berry flux interfaces trap chiral plasma waves, and the
functional forms of their corresponding dispersion rela-
tions are identical [47]. In this analogy, ω∗ is replaced
by ωc/2, where ωc = eB/mc represents the cyclotron fre-
quency associated with the magnetic field B generated
by the micromagnet. The scales, however, are drasti-
cally different: the resonances for the micromagnet prob-
lem appear in the sub-meV range, and the corresponding
penetration length of chiral trapped states is at the µm
scales. The two orders of magnitude difference compared
to the scales for the Berry flux target cannot be breached
using conventional table-top micromagnets.

For the problem of plasma wave scattering off a mi-
cromagnet, the hydrodynamic equations can be reformu-
lated as an effective spin-1 Dirac problem with a spa-
tially dependent Dirac mass [25, 48, 49]. This reformu-
lation leverages scattering theories originally developed
for electronic systems and establishes connections with
electronic scattering phenomena in nanostructures [50–
55]. As outlined in Appendix F, the chiral hydrody-
namic equations also permit an eigenvalue reformula-
tion. However, the associated effective Hamiltonian is
non-Hermitian [56]. This alternative representation does
not appear to provide any immediate computational or
interpretative advantages for scattering results.

In conclusion, we extended the hydrodynamic frame-
work to describe the scattering of plasma waves in
Dirac electronic systems with nontrivial band geometries.
When a nonzero Berry flux acts as the scattering tar-
get, plasma waves exhibit giant, resonant scattering. We
discuss potential material implementations, such as the
surface of a topological insulator with a deposited ferro-
magnetic flake and graphene driven by a circularly polar-
ized electromagnetic beam. Furthermore, our approach
can be generalized to other scattering scenarios involving
plasma waves.
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Appendix A: Material realizations

1. Graphene pumped by circularly polarized beam

As for the first setup, Graphene is placed near a gate,
and a small circular region is pumped with circularly po-
larised light (CPL). The CPL induces a local anoma-
lous Hall response and an effective Dirac mass in this
region. We estimate the following set of parameters for
this setup: electron velocity outside of the irradiated
region v ≈ 1 × 108 cm/s, electron concentration out-
side of the irradiated region n ≈ 1.5 × 1011 cm−2, dis-
tance to the gate d ≈ 18nm, dielectric constant for the
surrounding dielectric medium (SiO2) of κ ≈ 4, and a
CPL induced Dirac mass of ∆ = 30 meV. The plasma
wave velocity inside and outside the Berry flux target
are uout = 1.2 × 108 cm/s and uin = 8.6 × 107 cm/s.
The relevant frequency scales for the scattering theory
calculations are ℏω∗ = 75 meV, ℏωth = 90 meV, and
ℏωg = 7.8 meV for a spot radius of rF = 100 nm.

2. The surface of topological insulator

As for the second setup, a thin topological insulator
film is placed at the massive gate. The local anoma-
lous Hall response at its top surface [57] can be in-
duced via the magnetic proximity effect with magnetic
flake with out-of-surface magnetization. For estimations,
we use the following set of parameters: electron veloc-
ity v ≈ 6.6 × 107 cm/s, electron concentration outside
the flake n ≈ 2.0 × 1011 cm−2, distance to the gate
d ≈ 50 nm, effective optical dielectric constant of the
surrounding medium κ ≈ 12, and the magnetic proximity
induced Dirac mass ∆ = 50 meV. The plasma wave ve-
locity inside and outside the flake uout = 6.9× 107 cm/s
and uin = 4.8 × 107 cm/s. The difference frequencies
in the scattering theory are given by ℏω∗ = 96 meV,
ℏωth = 140 meV and ℏωg = 23 meV for a flake radius
rF = 20nm. The system hosts a few well-separated reso-
nances with the penetration length below 5nm.

3. Scattering results

Beam/flake radius and frequency dependence of the to-
tal cross sections σ and the average scattering angle ⟨ϕ⟩
for the Dirac electrons in graphene and at the surface

of topological insulator are presented in Fig. (4). The
calculations account for the plasma wave velocity mis-
match, which was neglected in the main part of the paper.
The mismatch has minimal impact on the resonant skew
scattering caused by the chiral plasma wave trapped at
the Berry flux interface. Instead, the mismatch impacts
the high-frequency behavior of scattering observables in
a manner similar to the scattering problem involving a
micromagnet [25].

Appendix B: The chiral interface plasma wave

This Appendix presents the derivation of the interface
mode at the Berry flux interface, i.e. F(x) = FΘ(x). If
we take into account the translational invariance in the
y-direction, the localized solution of the wave equation
for electron density, Eq. (3), can be presented as

ρ(x < 0) = ρ−0 e
iqy+κx, ρ(x > 0) = ρ+0 e

iqy−κx. (B1)

Here ρ±0 are constants, and κ is the inverse decay length
of the interface mode given by

κ =

√
u2q2 − Ω2

q

u
. (B2)

It depends on the wave vector along the interface q and
a dispersion relation of the mode Ωq. The problem needs
to be supplemented with a pair of boundary conditions.
The first one dictates the continuity of electric density
(it guarantees the continuity of electric potential) and is
satisfied if ρ−0 = ρ+0 . It is not sensitive to the presence
of the Berry flux jump. The second one ensures electron
charge conservation at the interface and is satisfied if
the x-component of electric current jx is continuous at
the interface. It includes both normal and anomalous
components

jx = −i u
2

Ωq
∂xρ+

2u2

ω∗
Θ(x)∂yρ. (B3)

and is continuous at the interface if κω∗ = uqΩq. For
F > 0 (F < 0), the equation has a solution only for
q > 0 (q < 0) that provides the interface mode with its
chiral nature. Its explicit solution results in the disper-
sion relation presented in the main part of the paper as
Eq. (4).

Appendix C: Partial wave analysis

This appendix presents the derivation of the scattering
phase shifts for plasma waves for a Berry flux target. In
polar coordinates, r = (r, ϕ), the radial and azimuthal
components of the current density field j(r, ϕ) can be
shown to be fully determined by the charge density field
ρ(r, ϕ) as
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FIG. 4. Beam/flake radius and frequency dependence of the total cross sections σ (top row) and the average scattering angle
⟨ϕ⟩ (bottom row) for the Dirac electrons in graphene (left column) and at the surface of topological insulator (right column).
The calculations account for the plasma wave velocity mismatch, which was neglected in the main part of the paper and has a
minimal impact on the resonant skew scattering caused by the chiral plasma wave trapped at the Berry flux interface. Instead, it
primarily influences the high-frequency oscillations in a manner similar to the scattering problem involving a micromagnet [25].

jr(r, ω) = −iu
2

ω

∂ρ

∂r
+

2u2

ω∗
Θ(r − rF)

1

r

∂ρ

∂ϕ
,

jϕ(r, ω) = −iu
2

ω

1

r

∂ρ

∂ϕ
− 2u2

ω∗
Θ(r − rF)

∂ρ

∂r
,

(C1)

where ω∗ = 2nℏ/mF is the characteristic frequency in-
troduced in the main text. Furthermore, due to the az-
imuthal symmetry of the considered problem, the charge
density field obeys the closed form Bessel equation

q2ρ(r, ω) +

(
∂2r +

1

r
∂r +

1

r2
∂2ϕ

)
ρ(r, ω) = 0, (C2)

where q = ω/u is the wave vector of the incident plasma
wave. Eq. (C2) admits solutions in two regions, inside
and outside the Berry flux target. The general form of
these are written as ρ ∼ Jℓ(qr) and ρ ∼ AℓJℓ(qr) +
BℓYℓ(qr) respectively where Jℓ and Yℓ are Bessel func-
tions of the first and second kind. The coefficients Aℓ

and Bℓ are determined by charge and current field con-
tinuity at the interface of the Berry flux target. That
is,

j−r (r = rF) = j+r (r = rF),

ρ−(r = rF) = ρ+(r = rF).
(C3)
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These boundary conditions uniquely determine the coef-
ficients, which take the form

Aℓ =
πqℓuJℓ(qrF)Yℓ(qrF)

ω∗
+ 1,

Bℓ = −πqℓuJ
2
ℓ (qrF)

ω∗
,

(C4)

which in turn determines the scattering phase shifts as
δℓ(qrF) = tan(Bℓ/Aℓ).

Appendix D: Chiral graphene multilayers

Another promising platform for Floquet engineering
involves chiral electrons in a few-layer graphene (e.g.,
Bernal-stacked bilayer graphene or rhombohedral trilayer
graphene). The low-energy electronic states in these ma-
terials are concentrated in the vicinity of two inequivalent
valleys (τ = ±1) and can be described by the following
Hamiltonian:

H(τ, n) =

(
∆ uν(τpx − ipy)

ν

uν(τpx + ipy)
ν −∆,

)
(D1)

where ν = 1, 2, 3, ... is the number of layers in the few-
layer graphene, and u determines the slope of the elec-
tronic dispersion relation.

Interestingly, the upper threshold frequency ω∗ is uni-
versal and does not depend on the layer index ν or the
slope parameter u. Really, if we combine the Berry flux
F = gν∆/4πϵF, the collective mass is m = ϵF/νu

2νp2ν−2
F

and electron concentration n = gp2F/4πℏ2, the resulting
expression for the threshold frequency ℏω∗ = 2nℏ/mF =
2(ϵ2F−∆2)/∆ matches the one derived for the Dirac elec-
trons and presented in the main text of the paper.

Appendix E: Optical conductivity from the
hydrodynamic framework and the Kubo formula

This Appendix compares expressions for the optical
conductivity tensor calculated using the collisionless hy-
drodynamic framework and the linear response Kubo
theory. For the massive Dirac model, predictions of the
hydrodynamic framework for transverse σH

xy = e2F/ℏ
and longitudinal σH

xx = ne2/imω conductivities (per
species) can be presented as follows

σH
xy

σ0
=

∆

2ϵF
,

σH
xx

σ0
=
ϵ2F −∆2

2iℏωϵF
. (E1)

Here, σ0 = e2/2πℏ is the conductivity quanta. The
expressions imply 0 < ∆ < ϵF. According to the micro-
scopic Kubo theory [58], the frequency dependence of the
conductivity below the interband threshold 0 < ℏω < 2ϵF
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FIG. 5. Transverse (top) and longitudinal (bottom) optical
conductivities calculated using the collisionless hydrodynamic
framework (red) and the linear response Kubo theory (blue
dashed). They are calculated for alculated for ϵF = 2∆ and
presented in units of the conductance quanta σ0 = e2/2πℏ.
The predictions of hydrodynamic theory are not only accurate
over a wide frequency range, ℏω ≲ ϵF, but also remain reason-
able up to higher frequencies, approximately ∼ 3ϵF/2. The
hydrodynamic theory does not describe the behavior above
the interband threshold, 2ϵF, where plasma waves become
overdamped there and are excluded from consideration.

is given by

σK
xy

σ0
=

∆

2ℏω
ln

(
2ϵF + ℏω
2ϵF − ℏω

)
,

σK
xx

σ0
=

ϵ2F
2iℏωϵF

− 1

8i

(
1 +

4∆2

ℏ2ω2

)
ln

(
2ϵF + ℏω
2ϵF − ℏω

)
.

(E2)

The frequency dependence of the optical conductivity is
presented in Fig. (5). The hydrodynamic theory not
only accurately describes both longitudinal and trans-
verse conductivities in the wide frequency range ℏω ≲ ϵF,
but its predictions reasonably agree with the microscopic
theory up to even higher frequencies ∼ 3ϵF/2.
It is worth noting that the longitudinal (transverse)

conductivity develops a real (imaginary) component
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when the interband transition threshold ℏω > 2ϵF is ex-
ceeded. Although these effects are not accounted for by
the hydrodynamic theory as it is ignorant of the actual
electronic band structure of the material, and thus does
not take into account interband transitions [59].

Appendix F: Eigenvalue problem reformulation

This Appendix presents the reformulation of the hy-
drodynamic equations supplemented with the Poisson
equation as an eigenvalue problem. If we go beyond the
overscreened potential approximation, the scalar poten-
tial ϕ(r, t) created by charge density fluctuations ϕ(r, t)
can be presented as

ϕ(r, t) =

∫
dr′V (r− r′) ρ (r′, t) . (F1)

The potential V (q) = 2π/qκ(q) incorporates the screen-
ing by surrounding media via in wavevector depen-
dent dielectric function κ(q) = κ/ tanh kd [60]. Here
κ is the dielectric constant of the surrounding di-
electric media, and d is the distance to the metallic
gate. After taking the Fourier transform of Eq. (2),
it is instructive to introduce the spinor ψ(q, ω) ={
j+(q, ω), j0(q, ω), j−(q, ω)

}
with chiral current compo-

nents j±(q, ω) = 1√
2
[jx(q, ω)± ijy(q, ω)] and a rescaled

density component j0(q, ω) = Ω(q)ρ(q, ω)/q. Here

Ω(q) =
√

2πne2q tanh(qd)/mκ is the dispersion relation
of plasma waves. In the main part of the paper, we con-
sider only relatively small wavevectors qd ≲ 1, where
the dispersion relation is well approximated by the linear
dispersion Ω(q) = uq with velocity u =

√
2πne2d/mκ.

The resulting equations can be presented as an eigenvalue
problem ωψ(k, ω) = Ĥ(k)ψ(k, ω). The non-Hermitian
3 × 3 matrix plays the role of the effective Hamiltonian
and is given by

Ĥ =


ΩF (q)

Ω(q)eiϕq
√
2

ΩF (q)e
2iϕq

Ω(q)e−iϕq
√
2

0 Ω(q)eiϕq
√
2

−ΩF (q)e
−2iϕq Ω(q)e−iϕq

√
2

−ΩF (q)

 , (F2)

where the extra term ΩF (q) = πFe2q/ℏκ(q) = Ω2(q)/ω∗
originates from the nontrivial geometry of electrons par-
ticipating in oscillations and is determined by the Berry
flux F . Here, ω∗ = 2nℏ/mF is the threshold frequency
introduced in the main text.
While the Hamiltonian H(q) has a non-Hermitian

structure, the interplay of inversion and the particle-
hole symmetries ensures its spectrum is real. Its spec-
trum has three eigenvalues, a flat spurious zero-frequency
mode, and two dispersive modes with frequencies ±Ω(q).
The latter two are connected by particle-hole symme-
try [61] and are not independent. The dispersion relation
of plasma waves Ω(q) is independent of the Berry flux,
which enters the Hamiltonian via ΩF .
Due to the non-Hermitian structure of the Hamilto-

nian, this reformulation does not appear to provide any
immediate computational or interpretative advantages
for plasma wave scattering.

[1] Di Xiao, Ming-Che Chang, and Qian Niu, “Berry phase
effects on electronic properties,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 82,
1959–2007 (2010).

[2] Naoto Nagaosa, Jairo Sinova, Shigeki Onoda, A. H. Mac-
Donald, and N. P. Ong, “Anomalous hall effect,” Rev.
Mod. Phys. 82, 1539–1592 (2010).

[3] O. V. Kotov and Yu. E. Lozovik, “Giant tunable nonre-
ciprocity of light in weyl semimetals,” Phys. Rev. B 98,
195446 (2018).

[4] Johannes Hofmann and Sankar Das Sarma, “Surface
plasmon polaritons in topological weyl semimetals,”
Phys. Rev. B 93, 241402 (2016).

[5] Justin C. W. Song and Mark S. Rudner, “Chiral plas-
mons without magnetic field,” Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences 113, 4658–4663 (2016).

[6] Li-kun Shi and Justin C. W. Song, “Plasmon geometric
phase and plasmon hall shift,” Phys. Rev. X 8, 021020
(2018).

[7] Arpit Arora, Mark S. Rudner, and Justin C. W. Song,
“Quantum plasmonic nonreciprocity in parity-violating

magnets,” Nano Letters 22, 9351–9357 (2022).
[8] Steven S.-L. Zhang and Giovanni Vignale, “Chiral surface

and edge plasmons in ferromagnetic conductors,” Phys.
Rev. B 97, 224408 (2018).

[9] Micha l Papaj and Cyprian Lewandowski, “Plasmonic
nonreciprocity driven by band hybridization in moiré ma-
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