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Collective excitation of an interacting electron liquid called plasmon has distinct properties com-
pared to those of a bare electron. Plasmons excited by a short voltage pulse and transmitted
through quantum devices will distribute amongst electron conduction channels via Coulomb in-
teractions, which is known as charge fractionalization. This process spreads plasmons into all
Coulomb-coupled electron conduction channels, including those in neighbouring circuits, and makes
it difficult to control them in quantum circuits. Here we demonstrate the isolation and on-demand
selection of electron conduction channels contributing to the plasmon using a cavity, which enables
us to control the velocity of propagating plasmons. We demonstrate an electron-channel blockade
effect, where charge fractionalization to cavity-confined electron conduction channels is prohibited
by the narrow energy distribution of the plasmon itself. This effect is unaffected by the energy
fluctuation of the surrounding circuits. The electron-channel blockade offers a powerful tool for
designing plasmonic circuits as it can be used to control the plasmon velocity by local parameters,
suppress unwanted plasmonic excitation in nearby circuits, and select electron-channels of plasmon
eigenstates in quantum interferometers.

The interaction of free electrons with electromag-
netic waves has been long known to induce plasmons.
This collective motion of a free electron gas is the rea-
son that metals have their characteristic colours and
what makes them perfect mirrors. Ever since the early
2000s, plasmons have been used for studying strong
light matter interactions, also known as surface plasmon
polaritons[1, 2]. Due to their sub-wavelength confine-
ment they have enabled spectroscopy sensing at a molec-
ular level and the development of perfect lenses [3] and
metasurfaces [4].

In two-dimensional electron gases (2DEGs), plasmons
present at microwave and far infrared frequencies due to
the relatively low electron concentration in the 2DEGs
[5, 6]. Because of their large momentum mismatch with
photons, 2D plasmons were traditionally excited by in-
plane gratings to add extra momentum to free-space pho-
tons. It was recently demonstrated, however, in semi-
conductors and graphene systems that 2D plasmons can
be excited in heterostructures using picosecond voltage
pulses [7, 8].

Overcoming the limitations of 2D plasmon excitation
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in heterostructures has set strong foundations for plas-
mon quantum circuits. This has been further stimulated
by the advancement of single electron sources based on
Lorentzian pulses [9] that have been used to create plas-
monic excitations in 2D materials carrying the equivalent
of a single electron without creating holes in the Fermi
sea [10–12]. It was recently proposed that plasmon exci-
tations can be used as the carrier of quantum information
in electron quantum optics systems [13–16]. In analogy
to quantum optics, quantum information can be encoded
on a flying electron, which can be controlled in-flight as
it propagates through well defined electronic waveguides
[17–19]. Their potential use for quantum information and
sensing applications has been further reinforced by their
robust coherent properties [20, 21].

In a quantum circuit composed of quasi-one-
dimensional quantum wires, an eigenstate of a plasmon
wavepacket can be described as a charge mode of a
Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL) [22]. The plasmon
eigenstate in these systems is formed by all the electron
conduction channels below the Fermi energy, which are
coupled together via Coulomb interactions. These inter-
actions can result into non-trivial propagation of plas-
mons and can cause charge fractionalization [23, 24] and
spin-charge separation [25–27], as shown in quantum Hall
systems with one or two conduction channels [28–30]. At
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zero magnetic fields, controlling the plasmon eigenstates
and thus their propagation properties can be achieved
by electrostatic Schottky gates [7]. By using the gates
defining the quantum wire, one can control the num-
ber of available conduction channels, and thus modify
on-demand the plasmon wavepacket speed. In an ideal
circuit, a plasmon propagating through a single conduc-
tion channel will have almost the same speed throughout
the device and quantum information carried by the plas-
mon will be controlled by the interference of the chan-
nel. However, realising single conduction channels at
zero magnetic fields is challenging due to nanofabrication
imperfections and impurities because of reduced charge
screening effects. Controlling the eigenstate of plasmons
in large quantum circuits through electrostatic gates, can
release some of the nanofabrication constraints, enabling
complex circuits with multiple components and at zero
magnetic fields.

In this article, we reveal a novel phenomenon which
we call electron-channel blockade for plasmon wavepack-
ets, that can effectively suppress additional electron con-
duction channels in a quasi-1D wire, therefore allowing
plasmon propagation into a single channel. This can be
realized by forming a cavity between two local constric-
tions embedded in a long quantum wire. The electron-
channel blockade can be triggered by an external volt-
age on the local gate and can be used to control on de-
mand the eigenstate of plasmon wavepackets. Since the
eigenstate is directly related to the speed of the plasmon
wavepacket, it is used to control the speed and hence
can be applied for a delay line in plasmonic quantum cir-
cuits. Furthermore, the electron-channel blockade allows
us to suppress excitation of plasmons in circuits including
those in nearby circuits.

I. TIME-RESOLVED MEASUREMENT OF
PLASMON WAVEPACKTS

Our quantum device consists of a 100 µm-long elec-
tron waveguide, fabricated by depositing electrostatic
gate electrodes on a GaAs/AlGaAs heterostructure, as
schematically drawn in Fig. 1a. The waveguide length
can be adjusted using two segments, labelled w1 and
w2. By applying a negative gate voltage to these sur-
face gates, the underlying two-dimensional electron gas
(2DEG) can be depleted, allowing for the formation of
either a 50 µm waveguide (w2) or a 100µm waveguide
when both segments (w1 + w2) are combined. Electrons
are injected into the 2DEG by applying a voltage pulse
Vin(t), with variable duration, to the left Ohmic con-
tact Oi, using an Arbitrary Waveform Generator (AWG,
Keysight M8195A). They propagate in the form of a plas-
mon wavepacket through the quantum device. For detec-
tion, we utilize the right Ohmic contact, Oo, where the
current is converted into voltage across a 10 kΩ resistor,
then amplified and measured. The quantum point con-
tacts (QPCs) at the entrances of the two waveguides,

highlighted in red and blue, are used to locally control
the number of transmitting electron conduction channels,
while the QPC at the waveguide exit, highlighted in pur-
ple, is used to measure the speed of plasmon wavepackets
via time-resolved measurements following reference [7].
Fig. 1b illustrates the shape of the voltage pulses used in
the measurement of this device. For our measurements,
we applied voltage pulses with temporal widths varying
from 52 ps to 500 ps. The displayed pulse shapes were
recorded at the output of the AWG using a sampling
oscilloscope at room temperature.

Time-resolved measurements are performed using
QPC3, that plays the role of an ultrafast on/off switch
thus enabling in-situ stroboscopic probing. Initially,
QPC3 is closed by applying a sufficiently large negative
gate voltage to the DC port of the bias-tee, ensuring zero
conductance across the waveguide. To probe the propa-
gating wavepacket, QPC3 is briefly switched “on” by ap-
plying a 52 ps-long positive voltage pulse, Vdet(t), to the
upper gate of QPC3 through the RF port of the bias-
tee. This pulse allows a small fraction of the plasmon
wavepacket to pass through QPC3. By varying the time
delay between the generation of the plasmon wavepacket
triggered by a voltage pulse Vin(t) and the detection pulse
Vdet(t) at QPC3, we can reconstruct the temporal pro-
file of the wavepacket in a time-resolved manner. To
obtain an absolute value for the plasmon propagation
speed, we carefully calibrate the length difference of the
RF lines, using the known propagation speed of the two-
dimensional plasmon (see Methods). To obtain a mea-
surable current we repeat the procedure at a repetition
rate of 250MHz. In addition we modulate the injected
pulse on Oi at 12 kHz and measure the output current at
Oo with lock-in technique to enhance the signal-to-noise
ratio. The measured current at Oo, represents, in prin-
ciple, the convolution of the plasmon wavepacket prop-
agating through the electron waveguide with the time-
dependent conductance across QPC3. The speed of the
plasmon wavepacket, vp, is then calculated from the peak
delay, tp, and the length of the quantum wire, Lwire, us-
ing the relation vp = Lwire/tp. As a control experiment,
we perform time-resolved measurements of the plasmon
wavepacket generated by a 180 ps-long voltage pulse in
the 50µm-long electron waveguide, varying the side gate
voltage Vw2. This reduces the number of available elec-
tron conduction channels inside the waveguide, leading
to a slowing down of the propagation, as demonstrated
in reference [7]. Our experimental results (Figs. 1c, d)
reproduce this behaviour, and the obtained propagation
speeds are consistent with the previous study [7]. In
the following measurements, we employ Vin with differ-
ent temporal widths having the similar peak amplitude.
The peak amplitude is slightly varied due to the band-
width of the AWG from 1.9mV for the shortest (52 ps-
long) voltage pulse to 2.6mV for the longest (500 ps-long)
voltage pulse. We carefully verified that for a given pulse
width the plasmon speed, or equivalently the peak posi-
tion, is independent with respect to the peak amplitude.
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In Fig. 1e, we present representative data for a voltage
pulse with a temporal width of 180 ps, demonstrating
that the peak position remains constant regardless of the
voltage pulse’s peak amplitude

II. LOCAL CONTROL OF TRANSMITTING
ELECTRON CHANNELS

We now perform time-resolved measurements, while
controlling the number of transmitting electron con-
duction channels at QPC1 in the 100µm-long electron
waveguide. The voltage applied to the gates w1, w2
is set so that the waveguide accommodates more than
20 conduction channels. Fig. 2a shows the results ob-
tained with 52 ps-long voltage pulse. The pulse peak
position, tp, stays fixed at 100 ps and does not shift
when the number of the transmitting conduction chan-
nels through QPC1 is modified. In addition, the detected
peak shape has a longer tail at larger time delays, show-
ing additional peaks. In particular the second peak ap-
pears around 220 ps, which is less than 3 · tp and hence
it does not originate from the wavepacket reflected back
and forth between QPC1 and QPC3. This result indi-
cates that the plasmon wavepacket is being redistributed
to the eigenstates formed by all the conduction channels
in the waveguide after passing through QPC1 locally lim-
iting the number of the transmitting conduction chan-
nels. This process is known as charge fractionalization
[29]. Our result shows the microscopic dynamics of this
process.

On the other hand, when we perform the same mea-
surement with 500 ps-long voltage pulses, a completely
different result is obtained, as shown in Fig. 2b. Here the
peak position, tp shifts to a larger delay when the number
of the transmitting conduction channels is locally reduced
at QPC1. The speed of the plasmon wavepackets as a
function of VQPC1 calculated from the data in Figs. 2a, b
is summarised in Fig. 2c. For the shorter pulse the speed
is constant as a function of VQPC1. This is caused by
the redistribution of the wavepacket into the eigenstates
of the waveguide right after QPC1. For the longer pulse
the speed is controlled by VQPC1 and hence by the num-
ber of the local transmitting conduction channels. This
result implies that the charge fractionalization process is
suppressed for a longer plasmon wavepacket. Further to
that, we note that the speed of the plasmon wavepackets
generally decreases for those excited by longer pulses and
should approach the Fermi velocity in the DC limit (see
Fig. S4 in details).

III. FABRY-PÉROT CAVITY AND
ELECTRON-CHANNEL BLOCKADE

To interpret the behaviour observed in Fig. 2 we fo-
cus on the Fabry-Pérot (FP) cavity, which is formed
between QPC1 at the entrance, and QPC3 at the exit

of the electron waveguide. For the time-resolved mea-
surement, QPC3 is pinched off and is opened only for
a short time, therefore forming one of the two end mir-
rors of the FP cavity. The second one, is a partially
transmitting end mirror to this FP cavity, formed by
QPC1. As the FP cavity can be set to contain many
conduction channels, when QPC1 is narrowed, electron
conduction can only take place through a small num-
ber of transmitting channels. The channels which can-
not transmit through the QPC are fully confined inside
the FP cavity. The quantised energy levels of the FP
cavity is the origin of the electron-channel blockade, as
it allows for selecting the conduction channels contribut-
ing to the wavepacket transmission, when the matching
conditions are met. Let us suppose that the electron
waveguide contains N conduction channels and QPC1
is tuned to transmit exactly 1 conduction channel. In
this case, (N − 1) conduction channels are confined in-
side the cavity. The resonant cavity condition is given
by λm = 2LFP/m, where m is a positive integer corre-
sponding to the mode number of the FP cavity. Simi-
larly, the frequency components of the wavepacket which
is transmitted through QPC1 should satisfy the resonant
condition, fm = m · vp/(2LFP) = m ·∆f , where vp is the
speed of the plasmon wavepacket. On the other hand,
the generated plasmon wavepacket is composed of many
frequency harmonics and its excitation spectrum con-
tains frequency components up to the cut-off frequency,
fc ∼ 1/tFWHM (see Figs. 3b, c).

When fc is smaller than ∆f , the frequency components
necessary to construct a plasmon standing wave within
the cavity are not available, and the (N − 1) confined
channels cannot contribute to the plasmon wavepacket
transmission. As a result, charge fractionalization to
the (N − 1) conduction channels is blocked. The plas-
mon is funnelled and transmitted only through the eigen-
state of a single electron conduction channel. We call
this phenomenon as electron-channel blockade for plas-
mon wavepackets. In the opposite limit fc ≫ ∆f , the
Fabry-Pérot resonance condition is fulfilled and as a re-
sult, a plasmon standing wave can be formed inside the
FP cavity. For a non-interacting system, the plasmon can
form a standing wave with a single conduction channel.
A plasmon, however, is a collective excitation of inter-
acting electrons. As it travels within the cavity, charge
fractionalization occurs and it will populate the eigen-
states of the remaining N − 1 conduction channels. In
this situation the speed of plasmons cannot be controlled
with the channel selection QPC, as the velocities within
the cavity will be renormalised due to Coulomb interac-
tions and a N -channel plasmon mode appears as a main
component (for a detailed theory see the Supplementary
Information in [7]).

Figure 3a shows ∆f/fc calculated from the data in
Fig. 2c for the plasmon wavepackets excited by a 52 ps
and 500 ps-long voltage pulse. For the longer pulse
∆f exceeds fc for all VQPC1 values and hence electron-
channel blockade occurs, enabling plasmon speed control
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with QPC1. Conversely, for the shorter pulse, ∆f is a few
times smaller than fc. In this case, the plasmon speed
remains constant with respect to VQPC1. Those observa-
tions are in line with our hypothesis discussed above. For
∆f > fc, which translates to Lp = vp · tFWHM > 2LFP,
plasmon transport through the electron conduction chan-
nels confined inside the FP cavity is blocked and hence
we can control the plasmon speed by locally changing
the number of the transmitting conduction channels at
QPCs. For Lp ≪ 2LFP charge fractionalization occurs
within the cavity and hence the plasmon eigenstate can-
not be controlled by QPCs.

To confirm our hypothesis we intentionally break the
FP cavity and demonstrate that, in this case, the QPC
at the entrance of the waveguide is no longer effective to
control the plasmon speed or its eigenstate. To do this,
we completely depolarize the middle gate of gres, high-
lighted in green in Fig. 1a, to open the FP cavity towards
the Ohmic contact Or. This connection to the Fermi sea
reservoir breaks the FP cavity. We then perform time-
resolved measurements as a function of VQPC1, for the
500 ps-long pulse, and compare the result with the con-
figuration where the FP cavity is not broken (see Figs. 3d,
e). When comparing the plasmon speed as a function of
VQPC1, we observe that the plasmon travels significantly
faster and shows smaller variation with VQPC1. In prin-
ciple, we expect the plasmon speed to be entirely inde-
pendent of VQPC1. However, this is not observed, as the
opening to the reservoir accounts for less than 1% of the
total length of the FP cavity. As a result, the quality
factor of the cavity is reduced but the FP cavity is still
influencing the plasmon speed. To further validate our
observations, we confirm that in a three-terminal device
(a quantum wire with two outputs), the local selection
of the number of transmitting electron channels with a
QPC does not affect the speed of plasmon wavepackets,
as no FP cavity is involved (see Fig. S6.)

The demonstrated electron channel blockade using a
FP cavity originates from the narrower energy spectrum
of plasmon wavepackets compared to the energy quanti-
sation of the FP cavity. This mechanism is not affected
by the energy fluctuation of the reservoirs at higher tem-
peratures. Indeed, when we perform the same measure-
ment as Fig. 2 at 4K in a slightly different gate voltage
configuration, we find the same tendency (see Fig. S5).
Here the energy fluctuation of the reservoir is much larger
than ∆f of the FP cavity. This is in clear contrast to
Coulomb blockade of electron transport through a quan-
tum dot, where the blockade is lifted at larger energy
fluctuations of the reservoirs than the quantised energy
of the quantum dot at high temperatures.

IV. SUPPRESSION OF CHARGE
FRACTIONALIZATION IN PARALLEL

WAVEGUIDES

The conduction of electrons in two parallel, yet elec-
trically isolated, electron waveguides can be considered
independent. However, even though direct exchange of
electrons is prohibited between the two parallel waveg-
uides, electrons are coupled through Coulomb interac-
tions. As a result, when a plasmon wavepacket is injected
into one path of the two waveguides, charge fractional-
ization occurs and a plasmon wavepacket is induced at
the other waveguide [28].

Here we demonstrate the suppression of the charge
fractionalization in such a parallel waveguides using the
electron channel blockade demonstrated above. For this
measurement we use a device shown in Fig. 4a (see
Method for details of the device). We form the two par-
allel electron waveguides by depleting the gates coloured
in yellow. The two waveguides are electrically isolated
by the middle gate along the waveguides and the upper
gate at the entrance on the left highlighted in purple.
Plasmon wavepackets are injected by applying a 83 ps-
long voltage pulse from an AWG (Keysight M8190A) on
the left-most Ohmic contact, Oinj, with the peak ampli-
tude of ∼ 1.6mV. They propagate through the lower
electron waveguide and are collected in Ol. Here, plas-
mon wavepackets are expected to be induced at the up-
per electron waveguide [28]. To measure these induced
wavepackets, we perform a time-resolved measurement
using QPCdet at the upper waveguide. For consistency,
the probe pulse at QPCdet, is also 83 ps-long. In this
device we can form a FP cavity at the upper electron
waveguide by using the gate, gFP, marked in red colour.
When the FP cavity is not formed, the induced plasmon
wavepacket is observed as expected (the blue curve in
Fig. 4b). The shape of the induced wavepacket is sim-
ilar to the derivative of the injected wavepacket whose
shape is characterised in a slightly different setup from
Fig. 4a (see Fig. S7 in details). The derivative-like shape
can be understood as a current induced by the capaci-
tive coupling with the charge of the injected wavepacket.
On the other hand, by applying a large negative volt-
age on gFP to deplete the 2DEG underneath and by
forming the FP cavity there is no Coulomb-induced plas-
mon wavepacket as shown by the orange curve in Fig. 4b.
When we estimate Lp and 2L in this situation, they are
about 33µm and 40 µm, respectively. While this does not
strictly satisfy the condition for electron-channel block-
ade (Lp > 2L), the observed suppression of induced
charge at Lp ∼ 2L strongly suggests its effectiveness.
Given the limitations in precisely quantifying this con-
dition, we attribute this suppression to electron-channel
blockade within the FP cavity formed on the upper quan-
tum wire.



5

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have investigated the propagation of ultrashort
plasmon wavepackets in a quantum nanoelectronic cir-
cuit while controlling the number of transmitting electron
conduction channels at local constrictions. We found
that a FP cavity formed by two potential barriers plays
a critical role for the propagation of plasmon wavepack-
ets. When the spatial length of the plasmon wavepacket,
Lp(≡ vp · tFWHM), is longer than double the length of
the FP cavity, electron-channel blockade occurs, where
plasmon eigenstate or speed can be controlled by chang-
ing the number of the transmitting conduction channels
at local constrictions. Controlling the speed of ultra-
short plasmonic excitations is attractive for quantum ap-
plications and the field of electron quantum optics. In
particular, modifying the speed is equivalent to a phase
delay and can be used for controlling the quantum state
of a plasmon flying qubit [12, 20, 31]. With this method
a long one-dimensional system can be realised by plac-
ing a QPC at a distance L shorter than Lp/2 as shown
in Fig. 5 and setting all the QPCs to allow transmis-
sion of only a single electron conduction channel. Since
most of the electron waveguide can be kept wide, the
stronger screening due to higher electron density makes
plasmon wavepackets less vulnerable to potential fluc-
tuations in the surrounding environment. Furthermore,
electron-channel blockade can be used to suppress unwill-
ing leakage of plasmon wavepackets to nearby circuits.
This will contribute to high-fidelity operations of a plas-
mon quantum state. We expect that the demonstrated
electron-channel blockade will empower precise control
of plasmon wavepackets in qusi-1D electron waveduides,
significantly advancing the development of both quantum
and high-frequency classical circuits based on plasmons.

METHODS

Device fabrication The device was fabricated in
a GaAs/AlGaAs heterostructure hosting a 2DEG at
110 nm (140 nm for the device in Fig. 4, Figs. S6 and S7)
below the surface. The electron density and the mobility
of the 2DEG are 2.8×1011 cm−2 and 9.0×105 cm2V−1s−1

(2.1× 1011 cm−2 and 1.9× 106 cm2V−1s−1 for the device
in Fig. 4, Figs. S6 and S7) at 4K, respectively. The Schot-
tky gates to define the quantum wires and the QPCs were
defined by Ti/Au and the Ohmic contacts were defined
by Ni/Ge/Au/Ni/Au alloy. A scanning electron micro-
scope image of the device in Figs. 1-3 is shown in Fig. S1.
All measurements except for the ones in Figs. 1b, e were
performed at the base temperature of a dilution refrig-
erator around 15mK. Characterisation measurement in
Fig. 1b was performed at room temperature and the one
in Fig. 1e was performed at 4K.

Calibration of RF lines The time delay between
the pulses travelling through the RF injection and the

detection lines is influenced by the attenuators placed on
each line. The delay is fixed for each RF line and can
be the order of ps. To accurately evaluate the speed of
plasmon wavepackets this time delay should be properly
calibrated. For this, we used a two dimensional (2D)
plasmon excitation, as in Ref. [7], since a 2D plasmon is
known to be as fast as 1.0 × 107 m/s [32, 33]. When we
set the voltage of the gates forming the quantum wire to
zero, the excited plasmon wavepackets propagate through
the device as 2D plasmon excitation, which is detected at
QPC3. The time-resolved measurement of the 2D plas-
mons excited by the voltage pulses with different tempo-
ral lengths are plotted in Fig. S2. From the time delay
at the peak of each curve we obtain the relative time de-
lay between the two RF lines as 111(6) ps. We use this
as a zero time delay for the plasmon wavepacket time-
resolved measurements with an error bar of 6 ps. The
same calibration is performed for the device in Fig. 4.

DATA AVAILABILITY

Relevant data supporting the key findings of this study
are available within the article and the Supplementary
figures. All raw data generated during the current study
are available from the corresponding author upon re-
quest.
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[17] C. Bäuerle, D. C. Glattli, T. Meunier, F. Portier,
P. Roche, P. Roulleau, S. Takada, and X. Waintal, Co-
herent control of single electrons: a review of current
progress, Reports on Progress in Physics 81, 056503
(2018).

[18] H. Edlbauer, J. Wang, T. Crozes, P. Perrier, S. Oua-
cel, C. Geffroy, G. Georgiou, E. Chatzikyriakou,
A. Lacerda-Santos, X. Waintal, D. C. Glattli, P. Roul-
leau, J. Nath, M. Kataoka, J. Splettstoesser, M. Ac-
ciai, M. C. da Silva Figueira, K. Öztas, A. Trel-
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FIG. 1. Experimental setup and time-resolved measurement of plasmon wavepackets. a. Schematic of the device and the
measurement setup. A 50 µm-long electron waveguide can be formed by polarising gates w2 and its length can be extended
to 100 µm by additionally polarising gates w1, and gres. QPC1 and QPC2 are used to locally control the number of trans-
mitting electron conduction channels for the 100µm and 50 µm long waveguide, respectively. QPC3 is used for time-resolved
measurements of plasmon wavepackets. A high bandwidth bias tee is connected to the upper QPC3 gate to be able to apply a
fast voltage pulse, Vdet(t) on top of the dc voltage, VQPC3. The reservoir gate gres is used to connect the 100 µm-long electron
waveguide to the Ohmic contact, Or. Plasmon wavepackets are excited by applying a voltage pulse, Vin(t), on the Ohmic
contact, Oi. The output current at the Ohmic contact, Oo, is measured by the voltage, Vo across a cold 10 kΩ resistor. b.
Temporal shape of the voltage pulses generated by the AWG, with pulse widths ranging from 52 ps to 500 ps. c. Time-resolved
measurement of plasmon wavepacketes excited by a 180 ps-long voltage pulse, for different wire widths in the 50µm-long quan-
tum wire. The vertical scale is normalised to one. Each curve is offset vertically for clarity. The gate voltage Vw2 is changed
from −0.6V at the bottom to −1.2V at the top by −0.1V step. The peak positions are indicated with black points. d. Speed
of plasmon wavepackets excited by a 180 ps-long voltage pulse as a function of the gate voltage, Vw2. The speed is calculated
from the length of the quantum wire and the delay time at the peak obtained as in c. e. Time-resolved measurements of
plasmon wavepackets excited by a 180 ps-long voltage pulse with varying pulse amplitudes. The peak voltage at Oi is adjusted
between 0.24mV and 2.4mV. The dashed line highlights the unchanged peak position despite varying pulse amplitudes. These
characterisation measurements were conducted at 4K.
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FIG. 2. Local control of the number of transmitting electron conduction channels in 100 µm quantum wire. a, b. Time-
resolved measurement of plasmon wavepackets excited by 52 ps-long voltage pulse (a) and 500 ps-long voltage pulse (b) for
different voltages on the gates of QPC1. The amplitude is normalized to one. Each curve is offset vertically for clarity. The
gate voltage VQPC1 was stepped from −0.2V at the bottom to −1.4V at the top. The peak position is indicated by the black
circles. The shape of the voltage pulse used to excite the plasmon wavepacket is drawn by the black dashed line. c. Speed of
the plasmon wavepackets calculated from the peak delay indicated by the black circles in a, b. Here N indicates the number
of transmitting electron channels across QPC1 in each grey shaded gate-voltage range.
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FIG. 3. Fabry-Pérot cavity and speed control with a local constriction. a. The ratio between the frequency quantisation of
the Fabry-Pérot cavity, ∆f , and the cut-off frequency, fc for the plasmon wavepackets. The dashed line indicates ∆f/fc = 1.
∆f (= vp/2LFP) as a function of VQPC1 is calculated from vp in Fig. 2c. fc (= 1/tFWHM) is calculated from tFWHM in Fig. 1b.
b, c. Normalised amplitude of fast Fourier transform (FFT) of the voltage pulse in Fig. 1b for 52 ps-long voltage pulse (b) and
500 ps-long voltage pulse (c). The cut-off frequency, fc, is indicated by a black solid line. In addition, ∆f at VQPC1 = −0.2V
and its multiples are indicated by the red dashed lines. d. Time-resolved measurement of a plasmon wavepacket excited by
500 ps pulse for different gate voltages applied to QPC1 in the 100 µm-long electronic waveguide while it is connected to the
Ohmic contact Or. The amplitude is normalized to one. Each curve is offset vertically for clarity. The gate voltage VQPC1 was
stepped from −0.2V (bottom) to −1.4V (top). The peak position is indicated by the black dots. e. Speed of the plasmon
wavepackets with and without the FP cavity (without and with the connection to Or) as a function of VQPC1. The data with
the FP cavity are the same as in Fig. 2c for the plasmon wavepackets excited by 500 ps-long voltage pulse. Here N indicates
the number of transmitting electron channels across QPC1 in each grey shaded gate-voltage range.
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FIG. 4. Induced plasmon wavepacket in parallel electron waveguides. a. SEM image of the device to investigate induced
plasmon wavepackets. The gates coloured in yellow and purple are used to electrostatically form the circuit for the measurement.
As a result, two parallel electron waveguides, which are electrically isolated, are defined. Time-resolved measurements of the
induced plasmon wavepackets, injected at the Ohmic Oinj, are performed with the gate, QPCdet. A Fabry-Pérot (FP) cavity
can be formed by creating a potential barrier with the gate, gFP, indicated in red. b. Induced plasmon wavepacket without
(blue curve) and with the FP cavity (orange curve). The amplitude is normalized with the maximum of the data without
the FP cavity. The black solid curve is derivative of the bare plasmon wavepacket measured in a slightly different setup (see
Fig. S7).

FIG. 5. Schematic of the proposed device structure realising a clean and long one-dimensional system. QPCs are placed at
the distance, LFP, shorter than the half length of the plasmon wavepacket, Lp/2. When the number of transmitting channels
is locally reduced to be one at each QPC, a clean and long one-dimensional system can be realised. Since the width of the
quantum wires can be kept wide, the system is less vulnerable to the potential fluctuation of the surrounding environment due
to the screening effect with electrons in many conduction channels.
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FIG. S1. Scanning electron micrograph of the device. False colors are used to indicate the gates used for the experiment and
correspond to the ones employed in Fig. 1a. The inset is the focus around QPC2. The gates without the false colors are not
used in this experiment.
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FIG. S2. Calibration of RF line delay time using a two dimensional plasmon. A two dimensional plasmon is excited by
applying the voltage pulse with different full width at half maximum (FWHM) on the contact, Oi without applying any voltage
on the gates (w1, w2, QPC1, QPC2, gres). The time-resolved measurement is performed by using QPC3 as explained in the
main text. The peak position does not change for different pulse lengths and is estimated to be 111(6) ps.
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FIG. S3. Local control of the number of transmitting electron conduction channels in 50µm-quantum wire. a, b. Time-
resolved measurement of plasmon wavepackets excited by 52 ps-long voltage pulse (a) and 500 ps-long voltage pulse (b) for
different voltages on the gates of QPC2. The amplitude is normalized to one. Each curve is offset vertically for clarity. The
gate voltage VQPC2 was stepped from −0.2V at the bottom to −1.25V at the top. The peak position is indicated by the black
circles. The shape of the voltage pulse used to excite the plasmon wavepacket is drawn by the black dashed line. c. Speed of
the plasmon wavepackets calculated from the peak delay indicated by the black circles in a, b. Here N indicates the number
of transmitting electron channels across QPC2 in each grey shaded gate-voltage range.

FIG. S4. Temporal width dependent plasmon speed in 50 µm-quantum wire. a. Time-resolved measurement of plasmon
wavepackets excited by the voltage pulse having different FWHM. The FWHM of each pulse is as follows: 52 ps (bottom blue
curve), 78 ps, 116 ps, 150 ps, 180 ps, 213 ps, 246 ps, 275 ps, 306 ps, 372 ps, 500 ps, 631 ps, and 737 ps. The peak position detected
by Lorentzian curve fitting is indicated by the black points. b. Speed of plasmon wavepackets as a function of FHWM of the
voltage pulse used for excitation. Schematics inside the figure show the situation where Lp ≲ L (red box) and Lp > L (blue
box). For longer plasmon pulses, the plasmon speed gradually decreases, as also shown in Fig. 2. In the adiabatic limit, where
the plasmon temporal duration is large and approaches the DC transport limit, the plasmon speed is decreased and converges
towards the electron’s Fermi velocity in the 2DEG, ∼ 2.3× 105 m/s. At this limit, the plasmon velocity does not depend much
on the plasmon duration. In contrast, by decreasing the plasmon duration, we observe that the speed is linearly increased.
In the non-adiabatic limit, where the plasmon duration is shorter than the quantum wire, we observe a rapid increase of the
plasmon speed (< 100 ps). This suggests that the interactions between the electrons becomes important, thus forcing the
plasmon to spread into other conduction channels and consequently the speed to be renormalised. In this limit, there is one
dominant fast plasmon speed.
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FIG. S5. Local control of the number of transmitting electron channels in 100µm-quantum wire at 4K. a, b. Time-resolved
measurement of plasmon wavepackets excited by 52 ps-long voltage pulse (a) and 500 ps-long voltage pulse (b) for different
voltages on the gates of QPC1. The amplitude is normalized to one. Each curve is offset vertically for clarity. The gate voltage
VQPC1 was stepped from −0.2V at the bottom to −1.4V at the top. The peak position is indicated by the black circles. The
shape of the voltage pulse used to excite the plasmon wavepacket is drawn by the black dashed line. c. Speed of the plasmon
wavepackets calculated from the peak delay indicated by the black circles in a, b. Here N indicates the number of transmitting
electron channels across QPC1 in each grey shaded gate-voltage range. The gate voltage configuration is slightly modified from
the same measurement at the base temperature shown in Fig. 2. This results in the slightly different absolute speeds of plasmon
wavepackets.
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FIG. S6. Speed measurement as a function of a local constriction in three terminal device. a. The scanning electron
micrograph image of the three terminal device. This is the same device as in Fig. 4. For the measurement, the gates without
false colour including the narrow middle gate are not polarised. The gates coloured in orange are polarised to form a single
electron waveguide. The width of the waveguide is kept wide hosting more than 30 conduction channels. The time-resolved
measurement is performed by using the gate QPCdet. When a relatively small negative voltage is applied on the gate gRES, this
device works as a three terminal device. On the other hand, when a large negative voltage is applied on the gate gRES to pinch
off the connection to the contact, Ol, the device becomes a two terminal device. In this measurement, we use a Gaussian shaped
voltage pulse whose FWHM is about 83 ps for both the excitation of plasmon wavepackets and the time-resolved measurement
with QPCdet. The peak amplitude of the excitation voltage pulse is ∼ 0.5mV. b. Time-resolved measurement of plasmon
wavepackets in the three-terminal situation. The different curves are taken at different voltages on the gates gQPC. The
amplitude is normalized to one and the different curves are offset vertically for clarity. c. Time-resolved measurement as b
in the two-terminal situation. d. Speed of plasmon wavepackets as a function of the voltage on gQPC for the three-terminal
situation (blue) and the two-terminal situation (red). The speed of plasmon wavepackets is modified with gQPC only for the
two-terminal situation. N indicates the number of transmitting electron channels across gQPC in each grey shaded gate-voltage
range.
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a

b

FIG. S7. Time-resolved measurement of the injected plasmon wavepacket. a. Schematic showing the device configuration
to perform time-resolved measurement of the injected plasmon wavepacket. Here plasmon wavepackets are injected to the
upper electron waveguide by closing the lower gate at the entrance highlighted in purple. b. Time-resolved measurement of
the injected plasmon wavepacket. The observed shape is the convolution of the bare wavepacket shape and opening of the
detection gate. Both excitation of the plasmon wavepacket and opening of the detection gate are performed with 83 ps-long
voltage pulse from AWG (Keysight M8190A).


	Electron-channel blockade for plasmonic wavepackets
	Abstract
	Time-resolved measurement of plasmon wavepackts
	Local control of transmitting electron channels
	Fabry-Pérot cavity and electron-channel blockade
	Suppression of charge fractionalization in parallel waveguides
	Conclusions
	Methods
	Data availability
	Acknowledgments
	References


