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2 N onuniqueness ofK ivelson,K allin,A rovas and

Schrie�er’s fractionalcharge.
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Itisfound thatthe m agnetic length hasnotbeen treated correctly to calculate the

classicalaction. In fact,the charge and the m agnetic length have notbeen resolved. It

isofseriousconsequences,becausefractionalchargecom pletely disappearsand only the

ux area,l2o becom esfractional.TheresultsofKivelson etalarethereforenotunique.
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1. Introduction

Kivelson et al1 suggest that for certain �lling factors,�c = n=m ,the ratio oftwo

integers,the energy is stable so that the W igner crystalis unstable for � 6= �c. W e

�nd thatthisresultisobtained by ignoring lo which isthem agnetic length.W hen this

m agnetic length is considered properly,the need for the fractionally charged particles

disappears.Buttherearefractionally charged quasiparticles,then whatthey aredueto?

In this paper,we correct the paper ofKivelson et al. W e introduce the m agnetic

length where itwasleftoutbutthen theinterpretation changes.Therefore,wearealso

ableto correcttheinterpretation.

2. T heory

The path-integralrepresentation ofthe partition function,Z = Tr exp(��H N ) is

obtained from theN particleham iltonian,

H N =

N
X

i= 1

1

2m �
[pi+

e

2c
~B oẑ� ~ri]

2 +
X

j< k

V2(~rj � ~rk): (1)

ThelowestLandau level(LLL)isgiven by,

�R(r)= (2�)�1=2 exp[�
1

4
(~r� ~R)2 +

1

2
i(~r� ~R)� ẑ]: (2)

Since Kivelson et alsuggest lo = 1,the above wave function is dim ensionally not

correct,soitm ay beassum ed thatwhen necessary thedim ensionswillbecorrected.The

path integralrepresentation forZ isgiven by,

Z(�)= (1=N !)�P �SN (�1)
P

Z

d
2N
r< jjexp[��HN ]jP(i)> (3)

where,

N = �Bo=�o: (4)

Theinconsistenciesin theform ulasaswellasin discussionsareclearly visible.In (3),N

isapurenum bersothatitsfactorialiswellde�ned butin (4)N isactually anum berper

unitarea,i.e.,thenum berdensity butthefactorialisnotde�ned forthenum berdensity

which need notbean integer.Theaction fora continuouspath isde�ned as
R

Ldtwhere
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L istheLagrangian ofthesystem as,

S[R]= (1=2)

Z �

o

d�[�i�Nj= 1(
_R j� R j):̂z+ �j6= kV (R j � R k)] (5)

whereV isthem atrix elem entoftheCoulom b potentialbetween coherentstateswith �

astheim aginary tim e,

V (R)= (1=2)
p
�(e2=�)exp(�R2=8)Io(R

2
=8): (6)

Here the prefactoron the righthand side does nothave the dim ensions ofa potential

energy.Thefactore2=� should bereplaced by e2=(�lo).Thiscorrection isvery im portant

because the correction can now occurin lo otherwise only the charge can be corrected.

Sim ilarly,the argum entofthe exponentialfunction requires to be corrected. The par-

tition function Z is evaluated by �nding allpaths R c(�) for which the action has an

extrem um value.HereR c(�)isa vectorfunction with 2N com ponentsRj(�).Again,the

num berofcom ponentsisnot2N because N should be treated asdensity. The num ber

ofelectronsin theringisL.Therealpartoftheaction is�o(�)L and theim aginary part

determ inesthe tim e dependence. Kivelson etalsuggestthatthe relaxation corrections

aresm allbutthereisno particularreason to think thatsuch quantitiesshould becom -

pared atall.Fora phasetransition �(�)< �c som ecriticalvalue.Ithasbeen suggested

thatthisinequality ism ostlikely satis�ed by �= 1/3,1/5,...,4/9,butthefractions1/3

etcarenotderived.

Suppose thatthere isa localdilation ofthe W ignercrystalby an am ount�A,then

thephaseacquired is�� = 2�B o�A=�o.Kivelson etalsuggestthatthism eansthatthe

quasiparticlechargeis,

Q
� = ��e; (7)

because onecan absorb �� in �o=hc/e.Here,�Ae=hcisthequantity which isoccuring

in the algebra so that �� need not be absorbed in e to change it to ��e. Instead of

absorbing �� in e,we can absorb itin �A. The charge e then rem ainsunchanged and

�A changesto ���A.Kivelson etal’sresult,Q� = ��e,isthen notnecessarily correct.
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Kivelson etalhaveestim ated theenergy forcreation ofa quasiparticle as,

E qp(�)� 0:5�2e2=�o: (8)

Thisisnothaving thecorrectdim ensions.To setitright,wecan changeitto E qp(�)’

0:5�2e2=�olo:Then charge can be e and only lo is changed to lo=�
2. Therefore, the

argum entsused to discussthecreation energy arenotsatisfactory.Sim ilarly,itisfound

thattheargum entsused to discussthefractionalchargein Peierlsdistortion and in the

calculation ofBerry’sphasearenotcorrect.

3. C onclusions

Kivelson et alhave calculated the classicalaction from which they claim that the

quasiparticlesare fractionally charged.W e have checked theircalculation and �nd that

thequasiparticlesneed notbefractionally charged and Kivelson’sresultsarenotunique.

Therem ay bea fractionalarea instead ofthefractionalcharge.

Schrie�er etalhave published severalpapersdealing with the fractionalcharge. It

hasbeen reported thatin thecaseofaPeierlsdistortion,thechargem ay befractional.A

calculation oftheBerry’sphasehasbeen published and in theprsentcase,theclassical

action hasbeen calculated.In allthecases,a fractionalchargehasbeen reported.Upon

closer scrutiny ofthe algebraic derivations,it has been found that the calculation has

notbeen perform ed correctly.W e have found thatthecalculationshave errors.Su and

Schrie�er2 have discussed the Peierls distortion and Arovas et al3 have calculated the

Berry’s phase. W e have shown4 that both ofthese papers ofSchrie�er are in error.

Sim ilarly,Laughlin’s paper5 is also notcorrectly written. The errorhasbeen m ade in

such a way that\exactness" isnota�ected6.

Thecorrecttheory ofthequantum Halle�ectisgiven in ref.7
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