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A bstract

W e point out the incorrect statem ent of the recent m anuscript by K . Penc and
B .S. Shastry.

In a recent m anuscrpt fIl]K .Penc and B . S. Shastry wrote in the rst paragraph:

\Schulz and Shastry B]have introduced a new class of gauge-coupled one-din ensional
(1D ) Ferm isystem sthat are non Femm iliquid in the sense that them om entum distrbution
function has a cusp at the Fem im om entum ky rather than a Jmp as In a Fem 1 liquid
B31. This behavior is of the sort  rst found by Luttinger in the context ofhis study of a
one-din ensional m odel that is popularly known as the Luttinger m odel ¥]. The m odel
Introduced by Schulz and Shastry (SS) is in fact intim ately connected to the Luttinger
m odel, and is best viewed as a reinterpretation of Luttinger’s orignalm odel as a gauge
theory. Particles of di erent soecies exert a m utual gauge potential on each other, and
thisissu cient to destroy the Fem iliquid. Thism odelhas the added property that the
charge and soin correlationsare una ected by the interaction, ow ing to the gauge’ nature
of interaction ."

Iwould lke to point out that the m ain statem ent of this paragraph is incorrect. In
fact, this can be seen from the second reference from 2] (which istheReply tom y previous
Comm ent E]) and that Comm ent iself. Tt tums out that all the properties, m entioned in
the cited paragraph, nam ely |

T he gauge coupling between 1D Ferm isystem s, which producesthe non Fermm iliquid
behavior (the Luttinger liquid behavior);
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Particles of di erent species in that class exert a m utual gauge potential on each
other wWhich issu cient to destroy the Fem 1 liquid);

The charge and spin correlations are una ected by the Interaction, ow ing to the
\gauge" nature of interaction

| had been already known for the class of m odels, ntroduced by us in Refs. B, 7] i

1992. This is why the prority of introducing the m odels w ith these properties belongs
to us. One can check that particles n [, 7] of di erent species are connected w ith
each other via Yauge’ potentials (rem iniscent of the Peierls phase factors), sin ilar to the
Yauge’ potentials in ], and that we em phasized on the Luttinger liquid behavior of our
1D m odels w ith this Jauge’ couplings already in 1992, much earlier than P]. Even the

title of {]] is \E xactly solvablem odelsofan e ectively two-din ensional Luttinger liquid".
N otice that .n [§, 7]] we interpreted the additional index, which distinguishes species of
particles, as a number, which enum erates 1D chains, coupled w ith each other via gauge

potentials. By the way, SS iIn their rst paper of 2] never used this interpretation, but
now , .n fl], the authors already in ply that the class ofm odels, introduced by SS described

coupled 1D chains.

A coording to the Reply R, SS introduced som e class of m odels, which had allm en—
tioned above properties ofthe class, introduced In g, 7], but w ith the additional constraint:
Som e recursion relations for Yauge’ potentials have to be satis ed. SS egpoecially pointed
out that di erence, see, please, the footnote B] ofthe Reply ::EZ], where they wrote: \W e
use the term Ytlass of m odels’ in the speci ¢ sense that the m embers share a comm on
m ethod of solution, rather than a vague sense In which m any m odels share certain phys—
ical properties.” Obviously, only the properties, m entioned in the rst paragraph ofi[l],
cannot properly de ne the class ofm odels, Introduced by SS, because they belong to both
classes: [§,7]and P1.

A ctually, there are two altematives:

(1) Eiher SS Introduced a subclhss (with some speci ¢, additional properties) of
the class ofm odels [§,7]] (which had been earlier introduced in our papers) w ith the
com m on properties, m entioned in the disputed paragraph. Certainly, one cannot
Introduce any new class ofm odels in 1998 w ith the sam e properties as the m odels,
Introduced in 1992.



(2) OrSS (cf. theirReply E]) Introduced som e new class ofm odels, di erent from
ours. However in this case the authors of the m anuscript fl] could ckarly de ne
the properties, which detem Ine only the m odels, Introduced by SS, but which are
not present in the class, introduced earlier n [§, 1. At least they could carefully
distinguish between those two classes, and not to em phasize on the properties,
which belong to the other class of m odels, Introduced In 6, 7] in the de nition of
the m odels, iIntroduced by SS.

In both cases the statem ents of the disputed paragraph fli] are w rong. Ido not in ply that

the m odel, studied in [I] belongs to the class ofm odels, ntroduced in [§, 7] in the sense

@) . However, clearly, when w riting about the properties of the m odels, introduced in 2],

the authors of [I|] could properly w rite about the features, which pertain only to the class

Introduced by SS, but not about the ones, which had been known for the other class of
m odels, ntroduced earlier by us in g, 71]. Tt tums out that according to the de nition of
the Reply ], allm entioned In the disputed paragraph of {I] properties have nam ely \a

vague sense in which m any m odels share certain physical properties".

This iswhy, inm ediately after the m anuscript li] appeared in the A 1X ive, T asked the
authors of [I] to correct the statem ent of the disputed paragraph. However the authors
did not agree, ie., they insist that the class of m odels w ith the properties, m entioned in
the cited paragraph of their work, was introduced in £]. But then a contradiction exists:
If the statem ents of the Reply ] are correct, then the statem ents of the  rst paragraph
of the m anuscript {}] are cbviously w rong.

Tt is the goalofthismy Comm ent to point out this contradiction.
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