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Compact models for two-dimensional field-effect transistors (2D FETs), predominantly adapted from
conventional unipolar Si metal-oxide-semiconductor FET (MOSFET) frameworks, frequently fail to cap-
ture essential physics such as ambipolar conduction, threshold voltage roll-off, and output current upswing
in saturation. While models based on Landauer formalism and the Pao-Sah approach offer partial solutions,
their reliance on curve fitting and neglect of defects obscure the link to underlying device physics. Here, we
introduce a physics-grounded carrier-phase-space (CPS) framework for 2D FET compact modeling. By
employing the quasiequilibrium approximation and formulating the drain-source current as a path integral
within the CPS, our model accurately describes threshold voltage roll-off, saturation current upswing, and
ambipolar behavior. Crucially, analytical expressions for key electrical turning points across all operating
regimes, including threshold voltage, saturation voltage, pinch-off voltage, and p-n-junction onset voltage,
are derived for the first time through analysis of the bias-dependent integration path in CPS. Furthermore,
the model incorporates the effects of ionized defects and is rigorously validated against experimental data
from both ambipolar and unipolar FETs, demonstrating excellent electrostatic gating control and uniform
thermal dissipation. This work establishes a comprehensive physics-based CPS compact model for 2D
FETs, significantly advancing the foundation for their practical circuit design and manufacturing.

DOI: 10.1103/dmv5-hsxt

I. INTRODUCTION

CMOS block is the basis for integrated circuits, which
require both n- and p-type transistors [1,2]. In two-
dimensional (2D) device technology, the majority carrier
type in semiconductors can be dynamically tuned between
electrons and holes through electrostatic gating, enabling
the reconfigurable operation modes in 2D transistors [1,3].
Such an ambipolar conduction property has been observed
in many two-dimensional (2D) diselenides like WS2 [4],
WSe2 [5], and MoS2 [6], and is promising for applica-
tions in modern circuit design [7–9]. However, a critical
challenge in the development of this device technology is
compact models, which act as a crucial bridge between
semiconductor manufacture and circuit design by translat-
ing the device-level physical parameters into circuit-level
performance metrics.

*Contact author: liguoli_lily@hnu.edu.cn

A comparison of performance metrics among existing
compact models for two-dimensional field-effect transis-
tors (FETs) is summarized in Table I. Previous studies
predominantly adapted from conventional unipolar metal-
oxide-semiconductor FET (MOSFET) models to analyze
the device characteristics of 2D transistors [10]. How-
ever, this approach fails to reproduce physical phenomena
inherent to 2D FETs, such as ambipolar conduction proper-
ties, threshold voltage roll-off, and output current upswing
in the saturation region [6,22,23], while also leading to
the distortion of parameters like carrier mobility [24,25].
Compact modeling of 2D FETs based on the Landauer for-
malism primarily focuses on carrier transport across the
Schottky barrier [11–15]. Although these models repli-
cate threshold voltage roll-off [12] and ambipolar transport
behavior [11,13–15], they are unable to account for the
degradation of subthreshold swing caused by the charg-
ing and discharging of dynamic defects. From a com-
plementary perspective, Pao-Sah models describe carrier
transport through the channel by formulating the current
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TABLE I. Compact models of 2D FET and performance metrics.

Performance metrics

MOSFET
compact model

(EKV)

Landauer 2D
FET compact

model

Pao-Sah 2D
FET compact

model This work

Unipolar electrical behavior V [10] V [11–15] V [16–21] V
Ambipolar electrical behavior X V [11,13–15] V [16–21] V
Threshold voltage roll-off X V [12] V [16,17,20,21] V
Subthreshold swing degeneration V [10] X V [16] V
Output current upswing in saturation X X V [20] V
Physically numerical fitting X [10] X [11,13–15] X [16–19,21] V
Analytical solutions for electrical critical points V [10] X X V

as a path integral in phase space [16–21]. Such mod-
els partially address the limitations of Landauer-based
models, as they can handle practical subthreshold swing
degradation by incorporating terms for ionized defects
into the gate electrostatics equations [16]. Nevertheless,
these models often introduce numerous parameters with
unclear physical meanings [16,19], overlooking require-
ments for a reduced number of model parameters. Of
note, both categories of models overemphasize numeri-
cal fitting results while neglecting the connection between
the key turning points in device electrical characteris-
tics and their underlying physical mechanisms. They fail
to establish an analytical and quantitative link between
the phase-transition switching mechanism of 2D semi-
conductor FETs [26,27] and the experimentally observed
threshold voltage roll-off. From a circuit design standpoint,
these models cannot assist in predicting the key turning
points in device electrical characteristics under a given bias
based on material properties (contact barrier height, defect
energy-level positions and defect density in the material,
and external biases) prior to device fabrication, hindering
the optimization of the trade-off between circuit speed and
energy consumption [1,28].

In this work, we present a physics-grounded carrier-
phase-space (CPS) framework for 2D FET compact
modeling. Section II details the assumptions and model
construction procedure, including the boundary condition
generation and current generation modules (a path inte-
gral within the CPS), Here, the physical rationale for
the quasiequilibrium approximation (QEA) is addressed.
Sections III A and III B present the modeled electrical
characteristics and provides explicit analytical expressions
for key turning points in transfer and output curves of the
ambipolar 2D FETs, such as threshold voltage, saturation
voltage, and p-n-junction onset voltage. Here, the con-
cept of threshold concentration is introduced to connect
metal-insulator-transition with electrical turning points.
Section III C describes a general method to account for
the effect of defects in 2D FETs, herein an additional
drift current is computed and the turning points’ analyti-
cal expressions in device electrical behavior are modified.
In Sec. III D, the model is validated by fitting experimental

characteristics, for both ambipolar and unipolar transistors.
Finally, Sec. IV summarizes the main conclusions of the
study.

II. THEORY AND METHODS

Figure 1(a) illustrates how each module collaborates to
derive electrical characteristics for 2D FETs. Based on
this schematic, the compact modeling framework mainly
consists of boundary condition and current generation
modules. Ohmic boundary conditions, determined by
external biases (Vgs, Vs, Vd), uniquely define the 2D car-
rier concentrations at the source and drain n2D,s(Vgs, Vs),
p2D,s(Vgs, Vs), n2D,d(Vgs, Vd), p2D,d(Vgs, Vd). Herein, the
boundary-condition equations typically include Gauss law
that define the scalar potential of the differential element
[DE, in Fig. 1(b)], and statistical mechanics definitions
for carriers and ionized defect concentrations. The current
generation module produces a specifically defined current
Ids = (W/(yd − ys))F(n2D,s, p2D,s, n2D,d, p2D,d) under given
boundary conditions. The intersection of these two mod-
ules resides at the scalar potential governed by Gauss law.
Therefore, the model construction procedure is as follows:
first, specify the scalar potential definition for channel DE;
then, establish the boundary-condition equations; finally,
formulate the current generation equations.

A. Boundary-condition generation module

The 2DFET device configuration and its DE definition
are depicted in Fig. 1(b). Each DE can be regarded as an
infinitely large parallel plate, where the net charge density
is the average areal density. Taking the source metal Fermi
level as the reference energy Ef 0, the relationship between
the DE’s net charge density σ2D and its scalar potential
φfield is established by Gauss law:

φfield(x, y) = Vgs + q
C′

eff
σ2D(x, y) − Ef 0

q
(1)

Equation (1) is the gate capacitance electrostatic equation,
where σ2D(x, y) = p2D(x, y) − n2D(x, y) + N+

D (x, y) −
N−

A (x, y), p2D and n2D denote the DE’s hole and electron
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 1. Compact modeling framework. (a) Boundary condition and current generation modules, illustrating their interaction to
determine electrical characteristics of the 2D FETs. Key assumptions are clarified, and the modeled current characteristics are shown.
(b) Schematic view of the investigated ambipolar 2D FET and the defined channel differential element. (c) Definitions of the field-effect
potential �field(x, y) and body-effect potential �body(x, y).

concentration. N+
D and N−

A represent the ionized donor and
acceptor densities, and q is the positive elementary charge.
Given our current focus on a well-performing 2D FET, we
neglect contributions of N+

D and N−
A and simplify Eq. (1)

as σ2d ≈ p2D(x, y) − n2D(x, y). Defect considerations will
be addressed in Sec. III C.

The complete boundary-condition generation equations
are given by Eqs. (1) and (2) (Sec. 1 of the Supplemental
Material [29]). Below, we first define physical meanings
of the relevant variables and parameters, then describe
detailed derivation of the boundary conditions: n2D,s, p2D,s,
n2D,d, and p2D,d.

n2D = Nc ln
[

1 + exp
(γ

2

)
exp

(
φfield − φbody − φBn

kbT/q

)]

(2a)

p2D = Nv ln
[
1 + exp

(γ

2

)
exp

(
−φfield − φbody + φBp

kbT/q

)]

(2b)

In Eqs. (1) and (2), φBn(p) represent the electron(hole)
Schottky barrier and are defined as φBn = (Ec0 − Ef 0)/

q > 0, φBp = (Ef 0 − Ev0)/q > 0. As illustrated in Fig. 1(c),
the potentials of φfield(x, y) and φbody(x, y) are defined
as qφfield(x, y) ≡ −(Ec − Ec0), qφbody ≡ −((Efn + Efp)/

2 − Ef 0). The field-effect potential φfield(x, y) quanti-
fies band-edge displacement of conduction minimum
(Ec) relative to the flat-band condition (Ec0), while the
body effect potential φbody(x, y) characterizes the move-
ment of the Fermi level [or average of quasi-Fermi
level, (Efn + Efp)/2] relative to the reference energy
(Ef 0). Hence, φbody(x, y) represents the increment in sys-
tem’s energy (i.e., Fermi level) through charge exchange
between source-drain electrodes and the 2D channel.
φfield(x, y) merely causes the redistribution of charge car-
riers within the system, without introducing net charge or
altering the Fermi level.

The parameter γ used in Eqs. (1) and (2) is a dimension-
less quantity, which is defined asγ = (Efn − Efp)/kbT ∝
ln(n2Dp2D/n2

i ) and represents the nonequilibrium degree
within the DE. For direct band-gap semiconductors,
for example the majority of the monolayer 2D semi-
conductors [30], γ is positively correlated with the
DE’s net recombination rate Rdirect, where Rdirect =
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Rec(n2Dp2D − n2
i ) with Rec and ni denoting the recom-

bination coefficient and intrinsic carrier concentration,
respectively. For a monolayer 2D semiconductor channel,
γ > 0 signifies nonequilibrium carrier injection into the
DE, causing recombination to exceed thermal generation.
Under this condition, the DE operates as a resistor. Con-
versely, γ < 0 indicate carrier extraction from DE, where
thermal generation dominates recombination, enabling the
DE to function as a power source. In most scenarios, 2D
transistors function like resistors, implying γ > 0 in any
DE. According to the energy band diagram of a p-n junc-
tion [31], |γ | scales with electric-field strength E (i.e.,
the scalar potential gradient). This enables estimation of
a DE’s |γ | through the average field strength in channel
direction: |Ē| ≈ |Vds/L| ∝ |γ vt/Lsc|, where Lsc is the 2D
semiconductor screen length and vt = kbT/q is the thermal
voltage.

Given parameters of γ , φbody and temperature (T),
Eqs. (1) and (2) can generate n2D, p2D, and φfield within
any DE. For DEs near the source and drain, it is accept-
able to assume that φbody,d = Vd, φbody,s = Vs (equivalent
to Ohmic contact), but determining their γ remains chal-
lenging. According to Schottky’s or Bethe’s contact theory
[31], it is possible to identify a DE in which the carrier
concentration is unaffected by the net current and main-
tains its equilibrium value. This implies such DE satisfies
γ → 0+(i.e., quasiequilibrium), and shall be located at
least a Lsc away from the contact interface. If the FET
channel is sufficiently long, we can always find such a DE
to compute the boundary conditions.

B. Current generation module

In this section, the drift-diffusion transport equations
are employed to derive the path integral expression for
device current, as the characteristic length (Lsc) in 2D
semiconductor is typically approximately 10 nm [32] and
the channel length of our studied 2D transistors signif-
icantly exceeds this value. When device size shrinks to
the ballistic limit(carrier mean free path ≈ channel length)
or quantum transport regime(channel length ≈ carrier de
Broglie wavelength), the classical-statistics-based DD
model immediately fails [33].

Electric-field strength E is defined as the negative gradi-
ent of scalar potential. Combining Eq. (1), we obtain

E(y) = −dφfield

dy
= − q

C′
eff

(
dp2D

dy
− dn2D

dy

)
(3)

Ie(y)

W
= − q2

C′
eff

μnn2D

(
dp2D

dy
− dn2D

dy

)
+ qDn

dn2D

dy
(4a)

Ih(y)

W
= − q2

C′
eff

μpp2D

(
dp2D

dy
− dn2D

dy

)
− qDp

dp2D

dy
(4b)

In 2D materials system, quantum confinement along the
out-of-plane direction, modifies both the band structure
and Einstein’s diffusion-mobility ratio (DMR). Unlike bulk
semiconductors (Dn(p) = (kbT/q) μn(p)), the ratio in 2D
semiconductors can be derived from the generalized Ein-
stein relation [34], while merely considering the primary
contribution of the first sub-band carriers (see Sec. 2 of the
Supplemental Material [29]):

Dn = kbT
q

μn
n2D

Nc

exp(n2D/Nc)

exp(n2D/Nc) − 1
(5a)

Dp = kbT
q

μp
p2D

Nv

exp(p2D/Nv)

exp(p2D/Nv) − 1
(5b)

Under dc conditions, the current continuity equation dic-
tates that current through any channel DE is constant.
Integrating from source (s) to drain (d) yields the drift and
diffusion components of electron and hole currents, which
satisfy Ie = Idrift,e + Idiff,e, Ih = Idrift,h + Idiff,h:

Idrift,e = − W
yd − ys

q2

C′
eff

∫
μnn2D(dp2D − dn2D)τ , (6a)

Idiff,e = +qNc
W

yd − ys

∫ n2D,d

n2D,s

Dnd
(

n2D

Nc

)
, (6b)

Idrift,h = − W
yd − ys

q2

C′
eff

∫
μpp2D(dp2D − dn2D)τ , (6c)

Idiff,h = −qNv

W
yd − ys

∫ p2D,d

p2D,s

Dpd
(

p2D

Nv

)
. (6d)

As demonstrated by the above equations, the device total
current (Ids = Ie + Ih) can be formulated as a path integral
in CPS (Fig. 2), without an explicit dependence on spa-
tial coordinates. Here, we define τ as the integration path,
represented by a curve in CPS. All points on the curve sat-
isfy Eqs. (1) and (2), and τ starts at (n2D,s, p2D,s) and ends
at (n2D,d, p2D,d). However, the precise trajectory of τ is
unspecified. Under the finite-element method (FEM), this
ambiguity does not arise because mapping points through-
out the phase space are determined by simultaneously
solving the drift-diffusion (DD), current continuity (CE),
thermal conduction (TCE), and Poisson equations (PEs)
for all the channel DEs. If we designate the path τ obtained
via FEM as the true integration path τtr, then the core
challenge for compact modeling of 2D FETs is to derive
an approximation path that replaces τtr while reproducing
identical current values. The specific solution can be given
by Eq. (7) under γ = 0, and defined as the quasiequilib-
rium path τqe. Justification for this approach is presented
below.
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(a) (b)

(c)

FIG. 2. Carrier phase space and current integration path. (a) Reduced CPS. The blue lines represent the mass action law (MAL) at
various temperature T and nonequilibrium degree γ . Red and green lines represent the electrostatic restriction (ESR) of the drain and
source DEs, respectively. Here, the mapping points of the source and drain DEs (SMP and DMP) corresponds to intersections of the
MAL and ESR curves, determined by γ , φbody,s, φbody,d, and T. (b) True current integration path τtr obtained via the finite-element
method, and the quasiequilibrium path τqe under the approximation of γ → 0+. At Vds > 0, SMP lies to the lower right of DMP in
the reduced CPS. (c) Phase division of the 2D semiconductors, showing the semiconducting, metallic, and breakdown phases.

To readily justify the validity of quasiequilibrium path
(QEP) approach, we recast Eqs. (1) and (2) as Eqs. (7)
and (8). In Fig. 2(a), the blue line represents the mass
action law [MAL, Eq. (7)] under various T and γ , while
the red and green lines represent the electrostatic restric-
tion [ESR, Eq. (8)] of the DEs at drain and source,
respectively, under a specific set of conditions (T, Vgs,
φbody). Here, we defined the reduced carrier concentra-
tion as ñ2D = n2D/Nc, p̃2D = p2D/Nv . The intersection of
the MAL [Eq. (7)] and ESR [Eq. (8)] curves corresponds
to the DE’s mapping point in the reduced CPS. Conse-
quently, the mapping point of the source DE in this reduced
CPS is termed as the source mapping point (SMP), the
mapping point of the drain DE is similarly defined as
the drain mapping point (DMP). The operation of a FET
relies on the transport of nonequilibrium majority carriers.

Specifically, for n-channel conduction and Vds > 0, the
nonequilibrium electrons are injected from the source con-
tact into the 2D channel. In this case, as dictated by
Eqs. (7) and (8), SMP must lie to the lower right of
DMP in the reduced CPS, which are correspondingly rep-
resented by SMPtr and DMPtr in Fig. 2(b) along the true
integration path τtr. Experiments have demonstrated that
2D FET operates in accumulation mode, and the accu-
mulated carriers originate from electrical injection at the
source and drain contacts [6]. Therefore, it is reasonable
to assume that the hole/electron concentration reaches its
maximum within the DEs near the terminal contacts and
decreases monotonically from one terminal to the other.
Therefore, τtr should reside within the dashed blue region
depicted in Fig. 2(b). If the channel is sufficiently long, sat-
isfying |γ | ≈ |Ē/(vt/Lsc)| ≈ |(Vds/vt)(Lsc/L)| � Eg/kbT
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(where Eg is the band gap), then the nonequilibrium major-
ity carrier concentration will be significantly lower than
its equilibrium concentration. Consequently, γ → 0+ for
any DE inside the 2D channel, implying SMPtr → SMPqe,

DMPtr → DMPqe, and τtr approaches τqe [see Sec. 10 of
Supplemental Material [29] for a comparison in currents
obtained from full numerical drift-diffusion simulation
(τ tr) and quasiequilibrium approximation modeling (τ qe)].

[
exp

(
n2D

Nc

)
− 1

] [
exp

(
p2D

Nv

)
− 1

]
= exp

(
γ kbT − Eg

kbT

)
(7)

exp
(

n2D

Nc

)
− 1

exp
(

p2D

Nv

)
− 1

exp

⎡
⎢⎢⎣

2
q

C′
eff

(n2D − p2D)

vt

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ = exp

⎛
⎜⎜⎝

2Vgs − 2φbody − 2
Ef 0

q
+ φBp − φBn

vt

⎞
⎟⎟⎠ (8)

Strictly speaking, when considering the practical impli-
cations of energy dissipation in 2D electronics, DEs along
the semiconductor channel operates at different temper-
atures [35]. This thermal gradient alters the integration
path, as designated by the arrow in Fig. 2(a). However,
under idealized heat-dissipation conditions, we neglect the
self-heating effect and assume uniform temperature opera-
tion across the channel DEs. Figure 2(c) depicts the phase
divisions for 2D semiconductors, including the semicon-
ducting, metallic and breakdown phases. And the metallic
phase is achieved when the DEs are saturated with holes or
electrons.

After replacing by the quasi-equilibrium path τqe, the Ids
expression reduces from the general form in Eqs. (6a)–(6d)
to the following special case Eq. (9):

Ie = + W
yd − ys

μn

∫ ñ2D,d

ñ2D,s

integn(ñ2D)dñ2D, (9a)

Ih = − W
yd − ys

μp

∫ p̃2D,d

p̃2D,s

integp(p̃2D)dp̃2D. (9b)

The integrands integn(ñ2D) and integp(p̃2D) are nonde-
creasing functions, with their analytical forms detailed in
Sec. 3 of Supplemental Material [29]. More specific drift
and diffusion contribution is provided in Sec. 3 of Supple-
mental Material [29]. By setting γ = 0 and eliminating

both the φfield and p̃2D (or ñ2D) terms from Eqs. (1) and (2),
we obtain Eq. (10). Here Vf 0 = Ef 0/q. Based on Eq. (10),
the DE’s majority carrier switches from electrons to holes
while Vgs sweeping from positive to negative infinity, as
illustrated in Fig. 3(d). Crucially, Eqs. (10a) and (10b)
determine the starting (SMP) and ending (DMP) points of
the integration path under a specific bias condition. More-
over, the hole and electron currents (Ih, Ie) obtained via this
QEP approach depends solely on the projection of the inte-
gration path onto the hole and electron axes in this reduced
CPS, because the integral integn(ñ2D), integp(p̃2D) are the
functions of ñ2D and p̃2D, respectively. This feature will be
utilized to identify the minimum point of transfer curve in
the next section.

III. MODELING AND DISCUSSION

A. Transfer characteristics

Transfer characteristics of an ideal ambipolar 2D FET
are presented in Figs. 3 and 4(a). As shown in Figs. 3(a)
and 3(b), the hole threshold voltage (Vth, p) exhibits a
positive shift under Vds, while the electron threshold volt-
age (Vth, n) shows a negative shift under negative Vds.
This phenomenon is commonly called threshold voltage
(Vth) roll-off in transistors [23]. Previous studies typically
interpret this behavior as follows:

vtln [exp (ñ2d) − 1] − q
C′

eff

⎡
⎢⎢⎣NVln

⎛
⎜⎜⎝1 +

exp
(−Eg

kbT

)

exp (ñ2d) − 1

⎞
⎟⎟⎠ − NCñ2d

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ = Vgs − φbody − Vf 0 − φBn (10a)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 3. Transfer characteristics modeling for ambipolar 2D FETs. (a) Device transfer curves (Ids vs Vgs), under various drain bias Vds.
(b) Threshold voltages for n- and p-type operation modes, Vth ,n and Vth ,p, which are obtained from Eqs. (12a) and (12b). The diamond-
shaped boundary dividing the on- and off-state regions are also observed in experiment [36]. (c) Transfer characteristics modeling
for ambipolar 2D FETs with demonstration of the relative contribution for drift and diffusion. The diffusion current (I diff,e and I diff,h)
dominates in the off-state while the drift current (I drift,e and I drift,h) dominates in the on-state. (d) Electron and hole concentrations
within the source and drain DEs (n2D,s, p2D,s, n2D,d, p2D,d) as a function of Vgs. The black dots represent the lowest-point voltage Vmin,
obtained from Eq. (13).

vtln [exp (p̃2d) − 1] + q
C′

eff

⎡
⎢⎢⎣NVp̃2d − NCln

⎛
⎜⎜⎝1 +

exp
(−Eg

kbT

)

exp (p̃2d) − 1

⎞
⎟⎟⎠

⎤
⎥⎥⎦ = −Vgs + φbody + Vf 0 − φBp (10b)

the charge type (n or p) in the contact depletion region
is governed by electrostatic doping within the chan-
nel, which means the Schottky barrier conduction volt-
ages for electrons (or holes) shift under varying bias
conditions [12,13,37]. Herein, we aim to analyze car-
rier transport within the FET channel, clarify the phys-
ical mechanisms corresponding to each scenario in the
transfer characteristics, and finally elucidate the quantita-
tive relationship between the threshold voltage and spe-
cific conditions like biasing voltage, contact properties

(e.g., effective Schottky barrier height), and device
defects.

1. Threshold carrier concentration and voltage

While employing the QEP approach (γ = 0), carriers’
concentration given by Eqs. (2a) and (2b) are simplified to

n2D = Nc ln
[

1 + exp
(

φfield − φbody − φBn

vt

)]
, (11a)
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 4. Current integration path vs Vgs in CPS. (a) All DE’s response toward the external bias of Vgs, represented by a family of
curves, (n2D, p2D, Vgs). Projections of the intersection points between the Vgs cross section and this family of curves constitute the
quasiequilibrium path τqe in CPS. (b)–(d) Typical current integration paths for the n-type conduction, p-type conduction, and off state.
The red and green dots represent the threshold carrier concentrations for hole and electron, nth and pth, which separately correspond to
the threshold voltages of Vth,n and Vth,p . The black dot represents the specific status of n2D,s(d) = p2D,s(d) at the lowest point in transfer
curve Vmin.

p2D = Nv ln
[

1 + exp
(−φfield + φbody − φBp

vt

)]
. (11b)

In a 2D FET, the threshold voltage Vth is typically defined
as the gate voltage Vgs at which the Fermi level Ef aligns
with the conduction- or valence-band edge (Ec or Ev) of
the semiconductor channel. However, in practical devices,
the local Vth for each discrete DE varies spatially along
the channel. The measured Vth represents a macroscopic
turning point, reflecting the equivalent manifestation of all
channel elements as an entirety. Therefore, it is necessary
to clarify phase transition of the individual DEs before
assessing collective electrical behavior of the 2D transistor.

According to Eqs. (11a) and (11b), the dependence of
n2D on Vgs transitions from exponential to linear when Ec
drops below Ef . Similarly, the p2D(Vgs) relationship transi-
tions from exponential to linear when Ev rises above Ef ,

as shown in Fig. 3(d). Thus, the designated DE under-
goes a transition between the semiconducting and metallic
phases, which corresponds to dielectric response change.
Under the metallic phase, the DE’s net charge density
follows Q′

net = C′
eff(Vgs − Vth) ≈ q(p2D − n2D), C′

eff is the
effective capacitance per unit area. Under the semicon-
ducting phase, Q′

net(Vgs) follows an exponential trend.
Herein, the turning points in the n2D(Vgs) and p2D(Vgs)

curves demarcate the boundary between semiconducting
and metallic phases. And these critical carrier concen-
trations are designated as the electron (hole) threshold
concentration nth(pth) for these 2D transistors. By setting
the left-hand term of Eqs. (10a) and (10b) to zero, nth
and pth for the designated DE can be obtained at a given
φbody, which are irrelated to the applied bias and exclu-
sively determined by C′

eff, electron (hole) density of states
Nc(Nv), and temperature T. This parametric independence
suggests that threshold concentration should be a more
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accurate indicator of device characteristics than threshold
voltage. Setting the right-hand side of Eqs. (10a) and (10b)
to zero, the DE’s threshold voltage Vth,n(Vth,p) correspond-
ing to nth(pth) are obtained. For the case of ideal Ohmic
contact, φbody,s = Vs and φbody,d = Vd, threshold voltage in
the ambipolar transistors without ionized defect effects can
be expressed below:

Vth,n(p) = φbody,d(s) ± φBn(p) + Vf 0,

−Eg

q
< φbody,d − φbody,s < 0,

(12a)

Vth,n(p) = φbody,s(d) ± φBn(p) + Vf 0,

0 < φbody,d − φbody,s <
Eg

q
.

(12b)

When Vds < 0, it is evident that Vth,n depends on the drain
DE and Vth,p depends on the source DE. Here, holes dom-
inate as the majority carriers in the channel DEs, flowing
from source to drain. The hole injection terminates effec-
tively when the source DE transitions out of its (hole-filled)
metallic phase, triggering the entire channel transition to
the semiconducting phase (off state). Consequently, by
increasing Vgs within this regime, the channel transitions
out of the semiconducting phase only when the drain DE
enters its (electron-filled) metallic phase. On the other
aspect, when Vds > 0, an analogous analysis can be car-
ried out following the same methodology. Based on the
foregoing discussion and the modeled results in Fig. 3, our
proposed Pao-Sah class model, built upon the CPS frame-
work, effectively unifies the ambipolar electrical behavior
in 2D FETs and maintains compatible physical picture with
the Landauer-based compact model for A2DFETs [11–15].

As represented by red and green dots in Figs. 3(a)
and 3(c), the threshold voltages Vth,n and Vth,p defined in
Eqs. (12a) and (12b) correspond to the gate-voltage value
where the drift current Idrift inside the channel exceeds
the diffusion current Idiff. This definition is consistent with
the conventional understanding of the MOSFET’s thresh-
old voltage, where Idrift dominates in the on state and Idiff
becomes dominant in the off state. Furthermore, our model
shows that the diffusion current remains constant through-
out the on-state operation of the A2DFETs. Notably, a
diamond-shaped boundary dividing the on-state and off-
state regions is depicted in Figs. 1(a) and 3(b). This phe-
nomenon has also been observed in previously reported
experiments on 2D FETs [36]. Our modeling attributes this
to the fact that, when establishing the boundary conditions
[Eqs. (12a) and (12b)] for the 2D transistors, the pri-
mary contribution from the first sub-band was considered.
According to Eqs. (12a) and (12b), the diamond-shaped
boundary of the Ids(Vgs, Vds) surface is sensitive to the
SBH. Experiments confirmed that the threshold voltage
of the device shifts when only the contact electrode is
replaced [38], which means this boundary shape distorts or

shifts significantly if the contact barriers were asymmet-
ric or negligible. Furthermore, if the impact of the second
sub-band cannot be neglected, a second diamond-shaped
boundary would be expected to appear. Vn,th and Vp ,th are
plotted in Fig. 3(b).

It should be noted that the band-gap values were directly
deduced from Vth,n − Vth,p ≈ Eg/q, based on electrical
characterizations of the 2D transistors with the aggres-
sively scaled gate dielectrics (e.g., ionic liquid gating)
[5]. However, this electrical extraction technique is only
suitable under conditions of low defect density and |Vds|,
because the Vth extraction necessitates linear extrapola-
tion of the transfer curve’s off-state region in a logarith-
mic scale. For devices with substantial bulk or interface
defects, subthreshold swing degradation would result in
significant discrepancies and systematic deviation between
the electrically extracted Eg and that obtained through
optical characterization [5].

2. Current integration path in carrier phase space

According to Eqs. (10a) and (10b), the DE’s response to
an external bias of Vgs can be represented by a family of
curves, F(n2D, p2D, Vgs, φbody(y)) = 0, which are plotted in
Fig. 4(a). Here, the projections of the intersection points
between the Vgs cross section and this family of curves
constitute the quasiequilibrium path τqe in CPS. Under spe-
cific conditions, namely on state (Vgs > Vth,n for n-type,
Vgs < Vth,p for p-type) and off state (Vth,p < Vgs < Vth,n)

of the ambipolar 2D FETs, the corresponding current inte-
gral paths are depicted in Figs. 4(b)–4(d), respectively.
As demonstrated in Sec. II B, while employing the QEP
approach, the current components of Ie and Ih exclusively
depend on the τqe projection onto the electron and hole
axes. Herein, a specific operation point must exist where
the sum of the projected lengths is minimized, leading
to the lowest device current in the transfer curves, i.e.,
(Vmin, Imin). For an A2DFET satisfying μn/μp ∈ [0.1, 10],
an approximate solution is to configure SMP and DMP
symmetrically about the line n2D = p2D in the phase space,
namely n2D,s(d) = p2D,d(s). For an ideal A2DFET, Vmin
always occurs at (see Sec. S4 of the Supplemental Material
[29]):

Vmin = φbody,s + φbody,d

2
+ Vf 0 − φBp − φBn

2
. (13)

Obviously, Vmin is associated with the electron and hole
barriers φBn, φBp at the metal-semiconductor contacts.
When φBp ≈ 0 and φBn ≈ Eg , Vmin > 0; conversely, when
φBp ≈ Eg and φBn ≈ 0, Vmin < 0. Numerical verification
of Eq. (13) is displayed as the black dots in Figs. 3(a)–3(d)
and 4(a).
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B. Output characteristics

The output characteristics obtained from τqe are shown
in Figs. 5 and 6(a). Next, we will clarify physical mecha-
nisms underlying each scenario of output curves and pro-
vide analytical expressions for the key turning points when
A2DFETs operate in linear, saturation and p-n-junction
onset regimes.

1. Saturation and p-n-junction onset voltages

Based on the modeled transfer characteristics and exper-
imental observations, it is evident that the electrical char-
acteristics of A2DFETs fundamentally reflect the phase
transition of the 2D channel between semiconducting and
metallic phases under an external electric field [26,27,39].
For a sufficiently long channel, the state of the source DE
is confined by the combined influence of gate and source

fields, which determines the magnitude and polarity (elec-
tron or hole) of the output saturation current. As a result,
carriers’ concentrations of the source DE, n2D,s, and p2D,s,
as shown in Figs. 5(d) and 6(a), remain invariant to Vds.
When Vgs > Vth,n and Vds = 0, the entire 2D channel is
situated in the electron-filled metallic phase. By increasing
Vds, electrons are progressively extracted from the chan-
nel, and the drain DE transitions from the initial metallic
phase, through the semiconducting phase, and eventually
reaches the hole-filled metallic phase. This phase transi-
tion corresponds to the linear region, saturation region, and
p-n-junction onset region in output characteristics of the
A2DFETs, as shown in Figs. 5(a) and 6(a). As illustrated
in Figs. 5(a) and 5(c), the electron current Ie dominates the
channel while the 2D FET operates in the linear and satura-
tion regimes. In contrast, an additional hole current Ih arise
in the p-n-junction onset region. At Vds > 0, Ie flows from

(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 5. Output characteristics modeling for ambipolar 2D FETs. (a) Device output curves (Ids vs Vds), specifically for n-type con-
duction. (b) Diffusion and drift currents components for electrons and holes. (c) Electron and hole currents as a function of Vds. In the
n-type conduction, electron current Ie dominates in the saturation region. Hole current Ih dominates in the p-n-junction onset region.
(d) Electron and hole concentrations within the source and drain DEs (n2D,s, p2D,s, n2D,d, p2D,d). The red and green dots represent
the saturation voltage Vsat and p-n-junction onset voltage Vp-n-on, as validated by Eqs. (14a) and (14b). The black dots represent the
pinch-off voltage Vpinch-off in Eq. (15).
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(a) (b)

(c) (d)

FIG. 6. Current integration path vs Vds in CPS. (a) Carriers’ concentrations at the source and drain DEs as a function Vds. For
the long channel, n2D,s.and p2D,s keeps constant, whereas n2D,d and p2D,d changes with Vds. (b)–(d) Current integration paths under
the linear region, the saturation region and the p-n-junction onset region. The red and green dots represent nth and pth, which sep-
arately correspond to the saturation voltage Vsat,n and p-n-junction onset voltage Vp-n-on,n. The black dot represents pinch-off, here
p2D,d = n2D,d.

drain to source, indicating that the source serves as an elec-
tron reservoir and the drain acts as a hole reservoir. Since
carrier injection from the source is constrained by gate and
source biases, hole injection from the drain increases with
Vds; as a result, the current increment observed in the p-n-
junction onset region (at high Vds) is mainly attributed to
the holes. This regime also degrades the subthreshold slope
of the 2D FETs under large |Vds| [13].

Therefore, applying the same methodology used to
derive Vth,n(p), the saturation voltage Vsat and p-n-junction
onset voltage Vp-n-on observed in the n- and p-type ideal
A2DFET output curves are analytically expressed below:

Vsat,n(p) = Vgs ∓ φBn(p) − Vf 0, (14a)

Vp-n-on, n(p) = Vgs ± φBp(n) − Vf 0. (14b)

Verification of Vsat and Vp-n-on are represented as the red
and green dots in Figs. 5(a), 5(d), and 6(a).

2. Pinch-off and switching capability degradation

Carriers’ concentrations at the source and drain DEs
are plotted in Fig. 6(a) as a function of Vds. Represen-
tatively considering the n-type conduction (Vgs > Vth,n),
the phase-space diagrams corresponding to the lin-
ear (0 < Vds < Vsat,n), saturation (Vsat,n < Vds < Vp-n-on,n),
and p-n-junction onset regions (Vds > Vp-n-on,n) of the
A2DFET are shown in Figs. 6(b)–6(d). Following the con-
ventional definitions about MOSFET, the pinch-off voltage
Vpinch-off is identified as the Vds value when the net charges
density at the drain DE vanishes (σ2D,d = 0). Under the
defect-free conditions, this implies p2D,d = n2D,d. Herein,
Vpinch-off for 2DFETs is derived as follows (see Sec. S4 of
the Supplemental Material [29]):

Vpinch-off = Vgs − Vf 0 + φBp − φBn

2
. (15)
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As validated by the black points in Figs. 5(a), 5(d),
and 6(a), pinch-off in 2D FETs does not signify the output
saturation, but indicates the phase transition of the drain
DE from metallic to semiconducting. In these devices,
pinch-off occurs in middle of the saturation and satisfies the
relation: Vpinch-off = (Vsat,n + Vp-n-on,p)/2. However, con-
strained by the conventional MOSFET theory, a prevalent
misconception is that output saturation in 2D FETs was
primarily attributed to pinch-off or self-heating [40].

Therefore, based on the current integral paths derived
from the output modeling [Figs. 6(b)–6(d)], two critical
issues can be addressed for these 2D FETs: (i) the validity
of Eqs. (12a) and (12b) at |Vds| < Eg/q; (ii) the degra-
dation of switching capability under high |Vds|. First, to
ensure effective turn-off capability, it is essential to main-
tain the device channel in its semiconductor state. As
shown in Fig. 4(d), under moderate Vds, there exists a
specific Vgs range where the projection of the 2D chan-
nel in CPS is entirely confined within the semiconducting
phase; in contrast, under high |Vds|, the situation depicted
in Fig. 6(b) will inevitably occur. Specifically, regardless
of the Vgs adjustments, certain regions close to source or

drain contacts persistently remain in the metallic phase,
thereby degrading the turn-off capability. Consequently,
the 2D FET operates like a forward-biased p-n junc-
tion, exhibiting sustainable conduction even in the nom-
inally off state [6,13]. Under such conditions, Eqs. (12a)
and (12b) become invalid, and abnormally Vth,n < Vth,p .
If the A2DFET channel comprises a single-layer direct-
band-gap semiconductor (e.g., MoSe2, WS2, WSe2 [3]),
direct recombination predominates in carriers’ recombina-
tion process. Thus, a light-emission region can be observed
within the 2D channel, spatially corresponding to the
p-n-junction depletion zone [41,42]. This electrolumines-
cent state has been harnessed to realize the light-emitting
transistors in experiments [41,43].

C. Defect consideration

To account for the defect charging and discharging
effects in the 2D FETs, an additional drift current Itrap aris-
ing from the ionized defect field must be discussed, given
by Itrap = (W/(yd − ys))F(N−

A,s, N+
D,s, N−

A,d, N+
D,d), and the

expressions for Vth, Vsat, and Vp-n-on require modification.

N+
D = Nd

1 + gd exp(Efn − Ed/kbT)
= Nd

1 + (gd/[exp(p2D/Nv) − 1]) exp((φdon − (Eg/q))/vt)

= Nd

1 + gd[exp(n2D/Nc) − 1] exp(φdon/vt)
(16a)

N−
A = Na

1 + ga exp(Ea − Efp/kbT)
= Na

1 + (ga/[exp(n2D/Nc) − 1]) exp((φacc − (Eg/q))/vt)

= Na

1 + ga[exp(p2D/Nv) − 1] exp(φacc/vt)
(16b)

N+
D =

n∑
i=1

Nd,i

1 + gd exp
(

Efn−Ed,i
kbT

) = Nd,tot

⎧⎨
⎩1 − ln[1 + (exp(Eg/kbT)/gd)(exp(p2D/Nv) − 1)]

(exp(Eg/kbT)/gd)
(

exp
(

p2D
Nv

)
− 1

)
⎫⎬
⎭

= Nd,tot

{
1 − ln[1 + (1/gd(exp(n2D/Nc) − 1))]

1/gd(exp(n2D/Nc) − 1)

}
(17a)

N−
A =

m∑
j =1

Na,j

1 + gaexp[(Ea,j − Efp)/kbT]
= Na,tot

{
1 − ln[1 + (exp(Eg/kbT)/ga)(exp(n2D/Nc) − 1)]

(exp(Eg/kbT)/ga)(exp(n2D/Nc) − 1)

}

= Na,tot

{
1 − ln[1 + (1/ga(exp(p2D/Nv) − 1))]

1/ga(exp(p2D/Nv) − 1)

}
(17b)

1. Defects modeling under QEA

As shown in Fig. 7(a), the donor and acceptor levels are
specified: φdon = (Ec − Ed)/q, φacc = (Ea − Ev)/q. The
ionized defects’ density is determined by the convolution

integral between the distribution function of defect states
density and the Fermi-Dirac distribution of holes and
electrons within the band-gap region. Here, the expres-
sions of N−

A (n2D, p2D) and N+
D (n2D, p2D) vary with the
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(a)

(c) (d) (e)

(b)

FIG. 7. Defect effects on device characteristics. (a) Defect distribution profiles within 2D semiconductors. The left panel depicts the
density of states (DOS) of acceptor and donor located within the 2D band gap. Here, ε1,e(h) and ε2,e(h) represent the first and second sub-
bands of the conduction (valence) band [44]. The purple and pink curves represent exponential decay band-tail donors and acceptors,
respectively. Conversely, the straight lines indicate single energy-level donor and acceptor. The middle panel shows the Fermi-Dirac
distribution function. The right panel illustrates that the ionized defects density is calculated by convolving the Fermi-Dirac function
with the bandgap DOS. (b) Ionized donor and acceptor densities (N+

D and N+
A ) as a function of Vgs, specifically described by Eqs. (17a)

and (17b) for exponentially decaying band-tail defect (EDBTD). (c) and (d) Effect of a single-energy level donor and acceptor on
device transfer curves, under different trap-energy levels. The red and green dots are verified by Eqs. (20a) and (20b). (e) Effect of the
exponential decaying band-tail defect on transfer characteristics.

defect distribution function. Next, the single-energy-level
defect (SELD) and exponentially decaying band-tail defect
(EDBTD) are representatively examined.

For SELD, the ionized donor and acceptor concentration
(N+

D and N−
A ) can be described by Eq. (16) (see Sec. S5

of the Supplemental Material [29]). Here gd and ga repre-
sent the degeneracy of donors and acceptors, respectively.
Nd and Na denote the corresponding defect states density,
respectively.

For EDBTD, N+
D and N−

A can be rewritten as Eq. (17a)
(see Sec. S5 of the Supplemental Material [29]). Here
Nd,tot and Na,tot denote the total density of state for the
tail-distributed donors and acceptors, respectively.

Now, considering the influence of ionized donors and
acceptors, N+

D and N−
A , Eq. (1) can be transformed into

φfield = Vgs + q
C′

eff
(p2D − n2D + N+

D −N−
A ) − Ef 0

q
. (18)

Here, the DE’s electrical response to external fields crit-
ically depends on the N+

D and N−
A functions. Therefore,

to achieve the optimal agreement between compact mod-
eling and experimental characterization, it is imperative
to appropriately select the defect distribution profiles

for these 2D FETs. The additional current components
attributed to the ionized defect are expressed as follows:

Itrap = Itrap,e + Itrap,h, (19a)

Itrap,h = −W
L

q2

C′
eff

μn

∫ n2D,d

n2D,s

n2D{dN+
D (n2D) − dN−

A (n2D)},
(19b)

Itrap,h = −W
L

q2

C′
eff

μp

∫ p2D,d

p2D,s

p2D{dN+
D (p2D) − dN−

A (p2D)}.
(19c)

Consequently, the additional drift current arising from
SELD and EDBTD are derived in detail in Sec. S5 of
the Supplemental Material [29]. For the SELD case, the
device drain currents are presented in Figs. 7(c) and 7(d)
in which the discrete acceptor and donor are separately
considered. Figure 7(e) shows the modeled transfer curves
under the EDBTD condition, correspondingly N+

D and N−
A

at the source and drain DEs are plotted in Fig. 7(b) as a
function of Vgs.
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2. Effect on Vth, Vsat, and Vp-n-on

The preceding framework defines threshold voltages
Vth,n and Vth,p as the gate bias where the Fermi level
aligns with the 2D band edges. At this point, carrier con-
centrations reach the threshold value. Accounting for the
ionized defect effects, the Vth expressions are modified as
Eqs. (20a) and (20b). Here, Vth,n and Vth,p depend on the
defects distribution within the bandgap. For discrete deep-
level defects, φdon and φacc exceed 5vt, the proposed for-
mulas demonstrate their excellent accuracy. However, the

substantial shallow-level defects induce band-gap narrow-
ing effect. As a result, to maintain the precise estimation
of threshold voltage and optimal fitting of device electrical
characteristics, appropriate adjustment of band-gap param-
eters is essential. Numerical verification of Eqs. (20a)
and (20b) is denoted by the red and green points in
Figs. 7(c) and 7(d). Similarly, the analytical formulas for
the saturation voltage Vsat and p-n-junction onset volt-
age Vp-n-on are revised in Sec. S6 of the Supplemental
Material [29].

Vth,n(p) = φbody,d(s) ± φBn(p) + Vf 0 − q
C′

eff
{N+

D [ñth(p̃th)] − N−
A [ñth(p̃th)]}, −Eg

q
< φbody,d − φbody,s < 0 (20a)

Vth,n(p) = φbody,s(d) ± φBn(p) + Vf 0 − q
C′

eff
{N+

D [ñth(p̃th)] − N−
A [ñth(p̃th)]}, 0 < φbody,d − φbody,s <

Eg

q
(20b)

According to Eqs. (20a) and (20b), the threshold volt-
age in a 2D FET can be precisely engineered through the
following approaches: (i) metal-semiconductor interface
engineering (including top and edge contacts) to achieve
effective control of the Schottky barrier heights (φBn and

φBp ); (ii) gate capacitance design (via dielectric mate-
rial selection and thickness optimization) enabling precise
manipulation of the threshold carrier concentration (nth and
pth); (iii) defect engineering, involving manipulation of the
defect energy level and density. It is also worth pointing

(a) (b) (c)

(d) (e) (f)

FIG. 8. Verification between experimental measurement and model characteristics. (a),(b) Transfer curves (Ids vs Vgs) for ionic liquid
gated WSe2 FET and h-BN gated WS2 FET. (c) Output curves (Ids vs Vds) for liquid-gated MoS2 ambipolar transistor at 220 K. (d) The
transfer curve fitting results for the same MoS2 FETs under different temperature with the same parameters. At lower temperature
ranges, the transport mechanism switches from band transport to hopping, which therefore falls outside the applicable scope of our
work [45]. (e),(f) The fitting results for the unipolar 2D FET. Compact modeling fitting parameters are listed in Tables II and III.
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TABLE II. Intrinsic device parameters.

Figure Channel material Vf 0 (V) T (K) φBn (V) φBp (V) μn (cm2/Vs) μp (cm2/Vs) L (μm) W (μm) EOT (nm)

8(a) WSe2 (2L) [5] 0.0 340 1.10 0.45 15.5 75.0 2 1.5 0.7
8(b) WS2 (bulk) [4] 0.0 300 0.15 1.20 214 3.0 2 10 11.10
8(c) MoS2 (bulk) [6] −1.8 220 0.55 0.85 13.7 17.0 7 10.8 1.45
8(d) MoS2(1L) [53] 0.0 . . . 0.4 1.3 25 0.0 6.2 4.0 6.5
8(e) WSe2 (2L) [2] 0.0/1.5 330 0.01 1.50 0.0 12.8 0.1 0.5 2.0
8(f) MoS2 (1L) [2] 0.0/-1.3 350 1.0 0.9 11.3 0.0 0.1 0.5 2.0
3&4(a) WSe2 (2L) [5] 0.0 380 1.15 0.75 10.5 80 2 1.5 0.7
5&6(a) WSe2 (2L) [5] −0.9 380 1.10 0.85 21 80 2 1.5 0.7

Note: The electron and hole relative effective mass (m∗
e and m∗

h) are intrinsic material parameters and merely defined by band structure
properties of the 2D semiconductors [51,52]. For WSe2, m∗

e/m∗
h = 0.35/0.41; for WS2, m∗

e/m∗
h = 0.37/0.45; for MoS2, m∗

e/m∗
h =

0.59/0.44. And the electron and hole valley degeneracy (gv,e and gv,h) and the electron and hole spin degeneracy (gs,e, and gs,h) are
intrinsic material parameters and physically determined by the band structure of the 2D semiconducting channel. For transition metal
dichalcogenides, they are typically taken as gv,e(h) = 4 and gs,e(h) = 2, respectively [51,52]. In Figs. 8(e) and 8(f), transfer curve
fitting set Vf 0 = 0, but output curves fitting set Vf 0 = 1.5 and Vf 0 = −1.3 for p-channel and n-channel, respectively. Because the Ids
measurement date in Ref. [2] plot against gate overdrive voltage.

out, shallow-level defects (below 5vt) minimally impact
the subthreshold swing of the 2D FETs, but causes a paral-
lel shift in transfer characteristics and degrades the on-off
current ratio, because of the band-gap narrowing effect.
In contrast, deep-level defects significantly degrade the
subthreshold characteristics and facilitate expansion of the
off-state region in Figs. 7(c)–7(e).

D. Experimental validation

Figure 8 verifies our compact model by comparing
the theoretical (lines) and experimental (symbols) results
for both transfer (i.e., Ids vs Vgs) and output (i.e., Ids
vs Vds) characteristics. The experimental data were
obtained from two distinct device configurations: the ionic
liquid gated and hexagonal boron nitride (h-BN) gated
ambipolar FETs [4–6]. In these configurations, the ionic
liquid gate acts as an efficient cooling system, resulting
in low-temperature gradients (∇T) in the semiconductor
channel. Furthermore, the stacked h-BN structure exhibits
excellent heat dissipation, because of enhanced phonon
transmission at the lattice-matched between 2D and h-BN
interface [46]. These carefully engineered configurations

validate our fundamental assumption of excellent heat-
dissipation capabilities in 2D FETs, specifically ∇T = 0
throughout the entire channel. Here, the Schottky bar-
rier heights are suggested to be extracted by Arrhenius
plot [47]. Noting that, the reverse saturation current cor-
responding to the top-contact and edge-contact configura-
tions has different temperature dependencies in 2D FETs
[48]. Hall measurements are recommended for determin-
ing electron and hole mobilities (μn and μp ), instead of the
conventional extraction methods (e.g., MOSFET mobility
[47]) that are based on unipolar MOSFET compact model.
Although precise characterization of defect energy levels is
generally unavailable in experiments, photoluminescence
spectroscopy can be utilized to extract specific information
regarding the donor and acceptor energy levels, distribu-
tion and density profiles [49]. However, for multilayered
two-dimensional semiconductors with an indirect band
gap, more sophisticated experimental methods are required
to obtain information on their defect energy levels and
densities [50] (see Sec. S9 of the Supplementary Material
[29] for a specification of the parameter physical meanings
and defect-related parameter extraction). Effective mass
(m∗

e , m∗
h), valley degeneracy (gv,e, gv,h), and spin degen-

eracy (gs,e, gs,h) of the 2D materials are referred to in

TABLE III. Defect fitting parameters.

Figure Channel material φdon,1 (V) Nd,1 (/cm2) φdon,2 (V) Nd,2 (/cm2) φacc,1 (V) Na,1 (/cm2) φacc,2 (V) Na,2 (/cm2)

8(a) WSe2 (2L) [5] 0.8 4.6 × 1012 0.2 3.87 × 1012 0.9 4.09 × 1012 . . . . . .
8(b) WS2 (bulk) [4] 0.16 3.11 × 1012 . . . . . . 0.41 1.76 × 1012 0.22 1.24 × 1012

8(d) MoS2(1L) [53] 0.075 9.3 × 1011 0.1 1.1 × 1012 . . . . . . . . . . . .
8(e) WSe2 (2L) [2] 0.2 2.7 × 1012 . . . . . . 0.15 2.4 × 1012 0.28 4e × 1011

8(f) MoS2 (1L) [2] 0.2 3.99 × 1012 0.4 1.8 × 1012 . . . . . . . . . . . .

Note: The degeneracy factors for donor and acceptor defects (gd and ga) in 2D semiconductor systems can be obtained from first-
principles band structure calculations [51,52]. In our compact modeling, these degeneracy factors gd(a) are generally set to 2 for all the
distinct defects.

064021-15



HONGFU LI et al. PHYS. REV. APPLIED 25, 064021 (2026)

Refs. [51,52]. And the gate dielectrics are normalized
to equivalent dioxide thickness (EOT). Other unspecified
parameters and the defect profiles are treated as fitting
parameters in Fig. 8. The intrinsic parameters employed
for device modeling in Fig. 8 are listed in Tables II and III
and specify the defect-related parameters. For simplic-
ity, the single-level defects are selected, which causes the
undesired knot in the subthreshold region of Fig. 8(b).
Figure 8(d) demonstrates the model’s ability to describe
the same device within an appropriate temperature range
[53] without significant fitting parameter readjustment.
Our model fitting performance towards oxide gate (HfO2)
unipolar 2D FETs [2] is demonstrated in Figs. 8(e)
and 8(f). Furthermore, by considering both Ohmic and
Schottky contacts [54], the output curves corresponding
to Fig. 8(a) are plotted in Sec. S8 of the Supplemental
Material [29]. The field-dependent mobility is considered
in Sec. S7 of the Supplemental Material [29].

IV. CONCLUSION

In summary, this work presents a physics-based CPS
framework for the compact modeling of 2D FET. By
employing the quasiequilibrium approximation and formu-
lating the drain-source current as a path integral within
the CPS, the model accurately captures threshold volt-
age roll-off, saturation current upswing, and ambipolar
conduction behavior, etc. Critically, through analyzing the
bias-dependent integration path in the CPS, we derive, for
the first time, analytical expressions for key electrical turn-
ing points across all operating regimes—including thresh-
old voltage Vth, saturation voltage Vsat, pinch-off voltage
Vpinch-off, and p-n-junction onset voltage Vp-n-on—with
these voltages quantitatively linked to SBH, channel
charge, and external electric field. All parameters in the
model have clear physical meanings, addressing the draw-
back of nonphysical numerical fitting in earlier 2D FET
compact models.

Furthermore, the model incorporates the effects of ion-
ized defects, overcoming the limitation of previous models
that failed to account for degraded subthreshold swing
and on-off current ratio. Rigorous validation against exper-
imental data from both ambipolar and unipolar transis-
tors confirms its ability to accurately reflect the devices’
excellent electrostatic gating characteristics and uniform
thermal dissipation. This study establishes a comprehen-
sive, physics-based 2D FET compact model, laying a more
robust foundation for their practical circuit design and
manufacturing.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was jointly supported by the Key Research
and Development Program of Hunan Province under Grant
2025WK2001, the Natural Science Foundation of China
under Grant 62274059, and the “111 Center” (B25033).

DATA AVAILABILITY

The data that support the findings of this article are
openly available [2,4–6,53].

[1] W. Fei, J. Trommer, M. C. Lemme, T. Mikolajick, and A.
Heinzig, Emerging reconfigurable electronic devices based
on two-dimensional materials: A review, InfoMat 4, e12355
(2022).

[2] S. Ghosh, Y. Zheng, M. Rafiq, H. Ravichandran, Y. Sun,
C. Chen, M. Goswami, Najam U Sakib, Muhtasim Ul
Karim Sadaf, Andrew Pannone, Samriddha Ray, Joan
M. Redwing, Yang Yang, Shubham Sahay, and Saptarshi
Das, A complementary two-dimensional material-based
one instruction set computer, Nature 642, 327 (2025).

[3] W. Hu, Z. Sheng, X. Hou, H. Chen, Z. Zhang, D. W. Zhang,
and P. Zhou, Ambipolar 2D semiconductors and emerging
device applications, Small Methods 5, 2000837 (2021).

[4] G. Lee, S. Oh, J. Kim, and J. Kim, Ambipolar charge trans-
port in two-dimensional WS2 metal–insulator–semicondu-
ctor and metal–insulator–semiconductor field-effect
transistors, ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 12, 23127 (2020).

[5] A. Prakash and J. Appenzeller, Bandgap extraction and
device analysis of ionic liquid gated WSe2 Schottky barrier
transistors, ACS Nano 11, 1626 (2017).

[6] Y. J. Zhang, J. T. Ye, Y. Yomogida, T. Takenobu, and Y.
Iwasa, Formation of a stable p–n junction in a liquid-gated
MoS2 ambipolar transistor, Nano Lett. 13, 3023 (2013).

[7] G. V. Resta, Y. Balaji, D. Lin, I. P. Radu, F. Catthoor,
P.-E. Gaillardon, and G. De Micheli, Doping-free comple-
mentary logic gates enabled by two-dimensional polarity-
controllable transistors, ACS Nano 12, 7039 (2018).

[8] D. Yeom, Yeonghyeon Ko, Youngkyu Ko, H. Im, Jungi
Song, Yongwook Seok, Hanbyeol Jang, Jaeha Hwang,
Seokhun Jin, Kenji Watanabe, Takashi Taniguchi, and Kay-
oung Lee, Ternary transistors with reconfigurable polari-
ties, Adv. Funct. Mater. 35, 2502112 (2025).

[9] J. Chen, P. Li, J. Zhu, X.-M. Wu, R. Liu, J. Wan, and T.-
L. Ren, Reconfigurable MoTe2 field-effect transistors and
its application in compact CMOS circuits, IEEE Trans.
Electron Devices 68, 4748 (2021).

[10] D. K. Polyushkin, S. Wachter, L. Mennel, M. Paur, M.
Paliy, G. Iannaccone, G. Fiori, D. Neumaier, B. Canto,
and T. Mueller, Analogue two-dimensional semiconductor
electronics, Nat. Electron. 3, 486 (2020).

[11] I. S. Esqueda, H. Tian, X. Yan, and H. Wang, Transport
properties and device prospects of ultrathin black phos-
phorus on hexagonal boron nitride, IEEE Trans. Electron
Devices 64, 5163 (2017).

[12] A. V. Penumatcha, R. B. Salazar, and J. Appenzeller,
Analysing black phosphorus transistors using an analytic
Schottky barrier MOSFET model, Nat. Commun. 6, 8948
(2015).

[13] N. Haratipour, S. Namgung, S.-H. Oh, and S. J. Koester,
Fundamental limits on the subthreshold slope in Schottky
source/drain black phosphorus field-effect transistors, ACS
Nano 10, 3791 (2016).

[14] A. Tunga, Z. Zhao, A. Shukla, W. Zhu, and S.
Rakheja, Physics-based modeling and validation of 2-D

064021-16

https://doi.org/10.1002/inf2.12355
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-025-08963-7
https://doi.org/10.1002/smtd.202000837
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.0c04297
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.6b07360
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl400902v
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.8b02739
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.202502112
https://doi.org/10.1109/TED.2021.3096493
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41928-020-0460-6
https://doi.org/10.1109/TED.2017.2759124
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms9948
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.6b00482


CARRIER-PHASE-SPACE COMPACT MODEL... PHYS. REV. APPLIED 25, 064021 (2026)

Schottky barrier field-effect transistors, IEEE Trans. Elec-
tron Devices 70, 2034 (2023).

[15] C. Roemer, Ghader Darbandy, M. Schwarz, Jens Trom-
mer, Andre Heinzig, T. Mikolajick, Walter M. Weber, B.
Iñíguez, and A. Kloes, Physics-based DC compact mod-
eling of Schottky barrier and reconfigurable field-effect
transistors, J. Electron Device Soc. 10, 416 (2022).

[16] E. Yarmoghaddam, N. Haratipour, S. J. Koester, and S.
Rakheja, a physics-based compact model for ultrathin black
phosphorus FETs—Part I: Effect of contacts, temperature,
ambipolarity, and traps, IEEE Trans. Electron Devices 67,
389 (2020).

[17] S. A. Ahsan, S. K. Singh, M. A. Mir, M. Perucchini, D. K.
Polyushkin, T. Mueller, G. Fiori, and E. G. Marin, A SPICE
compact model for ambipolar 2-D-material FETs aiming
at circuit design, IEEE Trans. Electron Devices 68, 3096
(2021).

[18] L. Deng, J. Li, Q. Liu, H. Huang, J. Wang, D. Cheng, H.
Wen, and S. Im, Compact I-V model for ambipolar field-
effect transistors with 2D transition metal dichalcogenide
as semiconductor, IEEE Trans. Nanotechnol. 19, 841
(2020).

[19] L. Wang, Y. Li, X. Feng, K.-W. Ang, X. Gong, A. Thean,
and G. Liang, in 2017 IEEE International Electron Devices
Meeting (IEDM) (IEEE, San Francisco, CA, USA, 2017),
pp. 31.4.1–31.4.4.

[20] Z.-Y. Yan, K.-H. Xue, Z. Hou, Y. Shen, H. Tian, Y.
Yang, and T.-L. Ren, Quasi-Fermi-level phase space and
its applications in ambipolar two-dimensional field-effect
transistors, Phys. Rev. Appl. 17, 054027 (2022).

[21] C. Guo, L. Wang, H. Xing, and X. Chen, The study of
ambipolar behavior in phosphorene field-effect transistors,
J. Appl. Phys. 120, 215701 (2016).

[22] Z. Yan, G.-Y. Gou, J. Ren, F. Wu, Y. Shen, H. Tian, Y.
Yang, and T. Ren, Ambipolar transport compact models
for two-dimensional materials based field-effect transistors,
Tsinghua Sci. Technol. 26, 574 (2021).

[23] Y. Liu, P. Wang, Y. Wang, Y. Huang, and X. Duan, Sup-
pressed threshold voltage roll-off and ambipolar transport in
multilayer transition metal dichalcogenide feed-back gate
transistors, Nano Res. 13, 1943 (2020).

[24] Joseph R. Nasr, Daniel S. Schulman, Amritanand Sebas-
tian, Mark W. Horn, Joshua A. Robinson, and Saptarshi
Das, Mobility deception in nanoscale transistors: An untold
contact story, Adv. Mater. 31, 1806020 (2019).

[25] C. Liu, G. Li, R. Di Pietro, J. Huang, Y.-Y. Noh, X. Liu,
and T. Minari, Device physics of contact issues for the
overestimation and underestimation of carrier mobility in
field-effect transistors, Phys. Rev. Appl. 8, 034020 (2017).

[26] B. Radisavljevic and A. Kis, Mobility engineering and a
metal–insulator transition in monolayer MoS2, Nat. Mater.
12, 815 (2013).

[27] Y. Wang, Jun Xiao, Hanyu Zhu, Yao Li, Yousif Alsaid,
King Yan Fong, Yao Zhou, Siqi Wang, Wu Shi, Yuan Wang,
Alex Zettl, Evan J. Reed, and Xiang Zhang, Structural
phase transition in monolayer MoTe2 driven by electro-
static doping, Nature 550, 487 (2017).

[28] G.-H. Lee, X. Cui, Y. D. Kim, G. Arefe, X. Zhang, C.-
H. Lee, F. Ye, K. Watanabe, T. Taniguchi, P. Kim, and J.
Hone, Highly stable, dual-gated MoS2 transistors encap-
sulated by hexagonal boron nitride with gate-controllable

contact, resistance, and threshold voltage, ACS Nano 9,
7019 (2015).

[29] See Supplemental Material at http://link.aps.org/supple
mental/10.1103/dmv5-hsxt for additional information on
mathematical details and simulation results, including (1)
the relationship between carrier concentration and body
and field effects in two-dimensional semiconductors; (2) the
generalized Einstein relation in two-dimensional semicon-
ductors; (3) special cases under quasiequilibrium approxi-
mation (QEA); (4) the special cases of ESR and MAL under
QEA and the origin of Eqs. (13) and (15); (5) the rela-
tionship between ionized defect concentrations and field
effect & body effect under QEA: (6) output characteris-
tic inflection point considering the influence of defects; (7)
the field-dependent mobility correction; (8) the fitting com-
parison of the output characteristics for the WSe2 ionic
liquid gate A2DFET in Fig. 8(a) without and with nonideal
contact correction; (9) a specification of the parameters
physical meanings and defects related parameter extraction;
(10) comparison in currents obtained from full numer-
ical drift-diffusion simulation (τ tr) and quasiequilibrium
approximation modeling (τ qe). Above content includes
Refs. [55–60].

[30] M. Zhao, Y. Hao, C. Zhang, R. Zhai, B. Liu, W. Liu, C.
Wang, S. H. Mujtaba Jafri, A. Razaq, R. Papadakis, J. Liu,
X. Ye, X. Zheng, and H. Li, Advances in two-dimensional
materials for optoelectronics applications, Crystals 12,
1087 (2022).

[31] S. M. Sze and K. K. Ng, Physics of Semiconductor Devices,
3rd ed. (Wiley-Interscience, Hoboken, NJ, 2007).

[32] V. K. Sangwan and M. C. Hersam, Electronic transport in
two-dimensional materials, Annu. Rev. Phys. Chem. 69,
299 (2018).

[33] D. Vasileska, S. M. Goodnick, and G. Klimeck, Compu-
tational Electronics: Semiclassical and Quantum Device
Modeling and Simulation, 1st ed. (CRC Press, Boca Raton,
2017).

[34] K. P. Ghatak, S. Bhattacharya, and D. De, Einstein Relation
in Compound Semiconductors and Their Nanostructures
(Springer, Berlin, 2009).

[35] E. Yalon, O. J. McClellan, Kirby K. H. Smithe, Miguel
Muñoz Rojo, Runjie Lily Xu, Saurabh V. Suryavanshi, Alex
J. Gabourie, Christopher M. Neumann, OrcidFeng Xiong,
Amir Barati Farimani, and Eric Pop, Energy dissipation in
monolayer MoS2 electronics, Nano Lett. 17, 3429 (2017).

[36] B. Lyu, et al., Graphene nanoribbons grown in hBN stacks
for high-performance electronics, Nature 628, 758 (2024).

[37] D. S. Schulman, A. J. Arnold, and S. Das, Contact engi-
neering for 2D materials and devices, Chem. Soc. Rev. 47,
3037 (2018).

[38] S. Das, H.-Y. Chen, A. V. Penumatcha, and J. Appen-
zeller, High performance multilayer MoS2 transistors with
scandium contacts, Nano Lett. 13, 100 (2013).

[39] N. Ali, M. Lee, F. Ali, T. D. Ngo, H. Park, H. Shin, and
W. J. Yoo, Percolation-based metal–insulator transition in
black phosphorus field effect transistors, ACS Appl. Mater.
Interfaces 15, 13299 (2023).

[40] S. Das, Amritanand Sebastian, Eric Pop, Connor J. McClel-
lan, Aaron D. Franklin, Tibor Grasser, Theresia Knobloch,
Yury Illarionov, Ashish V. Penumatcha, Joerg Appen-
zeller, Zhihong Chen, Wenjuan Zhu, Inge Asselberghs,

064021-17

https://doi.org/10.1109/TED.2023.3247372
https://doi.org/10.1109/JEDS.2021.3136981
https://doi.org/10.1109/TED.2019.2951662
https://doi.org/10.1109/TED.2021.3074357
https://doi.org/10.1109/TNANO.2020.3034658
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.17.054027
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4970851
https://doi.org/10.26599/TST.2020.9010064
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12274-020-2760-6
https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.201806020
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevApplied.8.034020
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmat3687
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature24043
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.5b01341
http://link.aps.org/supplemental/10.1103/dmv5-hsxt
https://doi.org/10.3390/cryst12081087
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-physchem-050317-021353
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.7b00252
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-024-07243-0
https://doi.org/10.1039/C7CS00828G
https://doi.org/10.1021/nl303583v
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.2c22046


HONGFU LI et al. PHYS. REV. APPLIED 25, 064021 (2026)

Lain-Jong Li, Uygar E. Avci, Navakanta Bhat, Thomas
D. Anthopoulos, and Rajendra Singh, Transistors based
on two-dimensional materials for future integrated circuits,
Nat. Electron. 4, 786 (2021).

[41] Y. J. Zhang, T. Oka, R. Suzuki, J. T. Ye, and Y. Iwasa, Elec-
trically switchable chiral light-emitting transistor, Science
344, 725 (2014).

[42] B. W. H. Baugher, H. O. H. Churchill, Y. Yang, and P.
Jarillo-Herrero, Optoelectronic devices based on electri-
cally tunable p–n diodes in a monolayer dichalcogenide,
Nat. Nanotechnol. 9, 262 (2014).

[43] L.-R. Zou, D.-D. Sang, Y. Yao, X.-T. Wang, Y.-Y. Zheng,
N.-Z. Wang, C. Wang, and Q.-L. Wang, Research progress
of optoelectronic devices based on two-dimensional MoS2
materials, Rare Met. 42, 17 (2023).

[44] H. Zhang, C. Berthod, H. Berger, T. Giamarchi, and A. F.
Morpurgo, Band filling and cross quantum capacitance in
ion-gated semiconducting transition metal dichalcogenide
monolayers, Nano Lett. 19, 8836 (2019).

[45] J. Cheng, S. Poehler, M. Laskar, L. Ma, S. Kannappan,
S. Rajan, Y. Wu, and W. Lu, Temperature dependent car-
rier transport in few-layered MoS2: from hopping to band
transport, J. Phys. Appl. Phys. 55, 195109 (2022).

[46] W. Dang, Y. Huangfu, M. Hossain, X. Lin, Z. Lu, Z.
Huang, Z. Li, Y. Liu, and X. Duan, Self-heating effect in
a MoS2 field-effect transistor and improved heat dissipation
by the BN capping layer, ACS Appl. Electron. Mater. 6,
472 (2024).

[47] S. B. Mitta, M. S. Choi, A. Nipane, F. Ali, C. Kim, J. T.
Teherani, J. Hone, and W. J. Yoo, Electrical characterization
of 2D materials-based field-effect transistors, 2D Mater. 8,
012002 (2021).

[48] Y. S. Ang, H. Y. Yang, and L. K. Ang, Universal
scaling laws in Schottky heterostructures based on two-
dimensional materials, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 056802
(2018).

[49] J. S. Ross, S. Wu, H. Yu, Nirmal J. Ghimire, Aaron M.
Jones, G. Aivazian, J. Yan, David G. Mandrus, D. Xiao, W.
Yao, and X. Xu, Electrical control of neutral and charged
excitons in a monolayer semiconductor, Nat. Commun. 4,
1474 (2013).

[50] D. K. Schroder, Semiconductor Material and Device Char-
acterization, 1st ed. (Wiley, New York, 2005).

[51] T. Cheiwchanchamnangij and W. R. L. Lambrecht, Quasi-
particle band structure calculation of monolayer, bilayer,
and bulk MoS2, Phys. Rev. B 85, 205302 (2012).

[52] D. Wickramaratne, F. Zahid, and R. K. Lake, Electronic
and thermoelectric properties of few-layer transition metal
dichalcogenides, J. Chem. Phys. 140, 124710 (2014).

[53] N. Fang, S. Toyoda, T. Taniguchi, K. Watanabe, and K.
Nagashio, Full energy spectra of interface state densities
for n - and p -type MoS2 field-effect transistors, Adv. Funct.
Mater. 29, 1904465 (2019).

[54] Z. Yan, Z. Hou, Kan-Hao Xue, H. Tian, T. Lu, J. Xue, F.
Wu, R. Zhao, M. Shao, J. Yan, A. Yan, Z. Wang, P. Shen,
M. Zhao, X. Miao, Z. Lin, H. Liu, Yi Yang, and Tian-Ling
Ren, Landauer-QFLPS model for mixed Schottky-Ohmic
contact two-dimensional transistors, Adv. Sci. 10, 2303734
(2023).

[55] S. V. Suryavanshi and E. Pop, S2DS: Physics-based com-
pact model for circuit simulation of two-dimensional semi-
conductor devices including non-idealities, J. Appl. Phys.
120, 224503 (2016).

[56] Y. Zhao, Y. Cai, L. Zhang, B. Li, G. Zhang, and
J. T. L. Thong, Thermal transport in 2D semiconduc-
tors—considerations for device applications, Adv. Funct.
Mater. 30, 1903929 (2020).

[57] A. Sood, F. Xiong, S. Chen, R. Cheaito, F. Lian, M.
Asheghi, Y. Cui, D. Donadio, K. E. Goodson, and E. Pop,
Quasi-ballistic thermal transport across MoS2 thin films,
Nano Lett. 19, 2434 (2019).

[58] F. Wu, T. J. Smart, J. Xu, and Y. Ping, Carrier recom-
bination mechanism at defects in wide band gap two-
dimensional materials from first principles, Phys. Rev. B
100, 081407 (2019).

[59] M.-H. Bae, S. Islam, V. E. Dorgan, and E. Pop, Scaling
of high-field transport and localized heating in graphene
transistors, ACS Nano 5, 7936 (2011).

[60] S. Islam, Z. Li, V. E. Dorgan, M.-H. Bae, and E. Pop, Role
of Joule heating on current saturation and transient behavior
of graphene transistors, IEEE Electron Device Lett. 34, 166
(2013).

064021-18

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41928-021-00670-1
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1251329
https://doi.org/10.1038/nnano.2014.25
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12598-022-02113-y
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.9b03667
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-6463/ac507f
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsaelm.3c01469
https://doi.org/10.1088/2053-1583/abc187
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.056802
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2498
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.85.205302
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4869142
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201904465
https://doi.org/10.1002/advs.202303734
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4971404
https://doi.org/10.1002/adfm.201903929
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.nanolett.8b05174
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.100.081407
https://doi.org/10.1021/nn202239y
https://doi.org/10.1109/LED.2012.2230393

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. THEORY AND METHODS
	A. Boundary-condition generation module
	B. Current generation module

	III. MODELING AND DISCUSSION
	A. Transfer characteristics
	1. Threshold carrier concentration and voltage
	2. Current integration path in carrier phase space

	B. Output characteristics
	1. Saturation and p-n-junction onset voltages
	2. Pinch-off and switching capability degradation

	C. Defect consideration
	1. Defects modeling under QEA
	2. Effect on Vth, Vsat, and Vp-n-on

	D. Experimental validation

	IV. CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.5
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


