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A bstract

W e pointoutthe incorrectstatem entofthe recentm anuscriptby K .Penc and

B.S.Shastry.

In a recentm anuscript[1]K.Pencand B.S.Shastry wrotein the� rstparagraph:

\Schulzand Shastry [2]haveintroduced anew classofgauge-coupled one-dim ensional

(1D)Ferm isystem sthatarenonFerm iliquid in thesensethatthem om entum distribution

function hasa cusp attheFerm im om entum kF ratherthan a jum p asin a Ferm iliquid

[3].Thisbehaviorisofthe sort� rstfound by Luttingerin the contextofhisstudy ofa

one-dim ensionalm odelthatispopularly known asthe Luttingerm odel[4]. The m odel

introduced by Schulz and Shastry (SS)isin factintim ately connected to the Luttinger

m odel,and isbestviewed asa reinterpretation ofLuttinger’soriginalm odelasa gauge

theory. Particlesofdi� erentspecies exerta m utualgauge potentialon each other,and

thisissu� cientto destroy theFerm iliquid.Thism odelhastheadded property thatthe

chargeand spin correlationsareuna� ected by theinteraction,owingtothe‘gauge’nature

ofinteraction."

Iwould like to pointoutthatthe m ain statem entofthisparagraph isincorrect. In

fact,thiscan beseen from thesecond referencefrom [2](which istheReplytom yprevious

Com m ent[5])and thatCom m entitself.Itturnsoutthatalltheproperties,m entioned in

the cited paragraph,nam ely |

� Thegaugecouplingbetween 1D Ferm isystem s,which producesthenon Ferm iliquid

behavior(theLuttingerliquid behavior);
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� Particles ofdi� erent species in thatclass exert a m utualgauge potentialon each

other(which issu� cientto destroy theFerm iliquid);

� The charge and spin correlations are una� ected by the interaction,owing to the

\gauge" natureofinteraction

| had been already known forthe class ofm odels,introduced by us in Refs.[6,7]in

1992. This iswhy the priority ofintroducing the m odels with these properties belongs

to us. One can check that particles in [6,7]of di� erent species are connected with

each othervia ‘gauge’potentials(rem iniscentofthePeierlsphasefactors),sim ilarto the

‘gauge’potentialsin [2],and thatweem phasized on theLuttingerliquid behaviorofour

1D m odelswith this‘gauge’couplingsalready in 1992,m uch earlierthan [2]. Even the

titleof[7]is\Exactly solvablem odelsofan e� ectively two-dim ensionalLuttingerliquid".

Notice thatin [6,7]we interpreted the additionalindex,which distinguishes species of

particles,asa num ber,which enum erates1D chains,coupled with each othervia gauge

potentials. By the way,SS in their� rstpaperof[2]neverused thisinterpretation,but

now,in [1],theauthorsalreadyim ply thattheclassofm odels,introduced by SS described

coupled 1D chains.

According to the Reply [2],SS introduced som e classofm odels,which had allm en-

tionedabovepropertiesoftheclass,introduced in [6,7],butwith theadditionalconstraint:

Som erecursion relationsfor‘gauge’potentialshaveto besatis� ed.SS especially pointed

outthatdi� erence,see,please,thefootnote[5]ofthe Reply [2],where they wrote:\W e

use the term ‘class ofm odels’in the speci� c sense that the m em bers share a com m on

m ethod ofsolution,ratherthan a vaguesensein which m any m odelssharecertain phys-

icalproperties." Obviously,only the properties,m entioned in the � rstparagraph of[1],

cannotproperly de� netheclassofm odels,introduced by SS,becausethey belongtoboth

classes:[6,7]and [2].

Actually,therearetwo alternatives:

� (1) Either SS introduced a subclass (with som e speci� c,additionalproperties) of

theclassofm odels[6,7](which had been earlierintroduced in ourpapers)with the

com m on properties,m entioned in the disputed paragraph. Certainly,one cannot

introduceany new classofm odelsin 1998 with thesam epropertiesasthem odels,

introduced in 1992.

2



� (2)OrSS (cf.theirReply [2])introduced som enew classofm odels,di� erentfrom

ours. However in this case the authors ofthe m anuscript [1]could clearly de� ne

the properties,which determ ine only the m odels,introduced by SS,butwhich are

notpresent in the class,introduced earlierin [6,7]. Atleastthey could carefully

distinguish between those two classes, and not to em phasize on the properties,

which belong to the otherclassofm odels,introduced in [6,7]in the de� nition of

them odels,introduced by SS.

In both casesthestatem entsofthedisputed paragraph [1]arewrong.Idonotim ply that

them odel,studied in [1]belongsto theclassofm odels,introduced in [6,7]in thesense

(2).However,clearly,when writing aboutthepropertiesofthem odels,introduced in [2],

theauthorsof[1]could properly writeaboutthefeatures,which pertain only to the class

introduced by SS,butnotaboutthe ones,which had been known forthe otherclass of

m odels,introduced earlierby usin [6,7].Itturnsoutthataccording to thede� nition of

the Reply [2],allm entioned in the disputed paragraph of[1]propertieshave nam ely \a

vaguesense in which m any m odelssharecertain physicalproperties".

Thisiswhy,im m ediately afterthem anuscript[1]appeared in theArXive,Iasked the

authorsof[1]to correctthe statem entofthe disputed paragraph. Howeverthe authors

did notagree,i.e.,they insistthatthe classofm odelswith the properties,m entioned in

thecited paragraph oftheirwork,wasintroduced in [2].Butthen a contradiction exists:

Ifthestatem entsoftheReply [2]arecorrect,then thestatem entsofthe � rstparagraph

ofthem anuscript[1]areobviously wrong.

Itisthegoalofthism y Com m entto pointoutthiscontradiction.
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