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In the experimn ents, the quantity m easured is the product of the charge and the
magnetic eld from which the fractional charge is deduced. There is no obction to
m easuring the fractional charge as long as it is rem embered that the product of the
charge and the eld hasbeen measured. So if the fraction came from the eld mather
than from charge, the experin ent w ill rem ain una ected. T here is no prescription about
m ass splitting so there is no way to combine two fractionally charged quasiparticles
into one. Therefore, the fractional charge can be obtained by changing the state of the
quasiparticlke w ithout splitting, then there is no bunching.
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W e have recently noted a paper by Chung et alll] in which fractional charges are
clain ed to have been seen. This will create m isleading In pression on the theorists so
that it is necessary to clarify the quantity being m easured. It is reasonable to start w ith
the paper of Laughlin RPlwhere it was st thought that a wave fiunction fora fractionally
charged excitation has been found. T he usage of the temm mnology \fractional charge" is
perfectly jasti ed but we should understand the quantity which is part of the problam .
Laughlin Hund a wave fiinction j , §, which describes a system uniform Iy expanded to
a charge density of, o
Tm@E a2’ @
tm nin Izestheenergy when equalsthe charge density generating the potential. W hen
we substitute a,=1 and m= odd number such as 3, then the dcharge density beocom es

= § (2i) and we think that we are ndihg a charge of e=3. Since =1 is a constant,
at this tin e we can ignore it but we can kesp In m ind that the lengthsm ust be constant
or in other words, we have an \Incom pressble" system . Then wih this restriction,
we do have a fractional charge In an Incom pressble system . Now, when we relax the
noom pressibility, the factor of 3 can be absorbed in a, and hence the charge ofe/3 again
becom es e. The correct quantity is e=af) . Sihce ux is quantized,

Bal=n , )
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or we can change the quantiy e=a(2) to eB=n ,. Henoe, the quantity is not the charge
but £ iseB . Theunit ux is ,=hc/e 0 the charge density is,

— eB . 3

" m2n o ) G)
T herefore, Instead of changing the charge, we can change som e other quantity such as
B . Thisproblm hasbeen discussed 3] In another eprint. Tt is su  cient to say that the
experin entalist m easures the product of the charge and eld but not the charge. The
experin entalwork ofG oldm an, Su, de-P icciotto, R eznikov, Banin, Sam nadayar, G lattli,
Jin, Etienne, C om forti, Chung, Hedblum , Um ansky, M ahali, etc has been exam ined in
anothereprintd] in which the sam e conclusion is reached. T herefore, the experim entalists
who clain to have m easured the fractional charge have actually m easured the product
ofthe charge and the el but not charge alone.

Chung et alalso use the com posite ferm ion m odel, according to which \ even num ber
of uxquanta" are attached to the electron. In this connection, it is found b] thatm any of
the experin entally observed fractional charges are not In agreem ent w ith the CF m odel.
A very extensive study show s that \even number of ux quanta" are not attached to the
electron and hence CF m odel should be discarded [6].

T he m easuram ents were conducted by Chung et alll] by setting the m agnetic eld
w ithin the conductance plateau. This resulted into m easurem ent of eld multiplied by
charge and not dcharge alone. The expression used for the shot noise, worked out in
absence of eld, but there isa eld present is,

S=4kgTg+ 29z t: (T;V) 4)

m easures the product gly . There is a large eld present In the system . T herefore, the
above form ula should be reworked out wih eld present. Shce § isequivalenttoa eld,
the product ofthe current and eld ism easured and not the charge alone. Here, the high
voltage tranam ission ist= g=g, , the ratio of conductivity to the quantized conductivity,

L =Vgd v ©)
and,
(T;V)= coth(@=2kT) 2kgT=dV: (6)
In view ofthe approxin ations
S’ 29Iz (7)

50 that still charge isnot alone. Ifa factor of1/3 cam e, then we can not know whether it
cam e from gor from Iz . Chung et al convert the them al noise power and conductance
Into tem perature by using the relation S = 4k Tg where g is the conductance. They
obtain, T ’/ 9m K , for the back scattering potential strength and clain the volage
and tem perature dependence of the di erential conductance to be positive In agreem ent
w ith Luttinger liquid. In the case of Luttinger liquid, the boson and ferm ions becom e
Indistinguishabl. However, if we take the well known expressions for the boson and



the farm jon distrbutions, they never cross. T herefore, the clain of Chung et alto nd
agreem ent in a real laboratory experin ent isnot justi ed. Chung et al say that the shot
noie isduetoa chargeq= e=3atT = 9mK . Tk dependsonV,q,tand T .k can aswell
be that the factor of 1/3 is not associated w ith the charge. Chung et aluse the CF m odel
to say that second Landau level is nvolved with p = 2 and e=3. T hree quasiparticles of
charge e=7 each m ake a quasipartick of charge 3e=7 and two quasiparticles of charge e=5
each m ake one quasipartick of charge 2e=5 at / 9m K . Ifthis is correct, what m akes the
com ponents attractive? Two quasiparticles of charge e=5 each are lkely to be repulsive
so they w ill not bundch to m ake one of charge 2e=5.

If three quasiparticlkes of charge e=3 each bundh then a quasiparticlke of charge e is
m ade. Is this the correct m ethod ofm aking the electrons? Laughlin doesnot attach  ux
quanta to electronsbut CF attach ux quanta to electrons. Luttinger m ixes the bosons
and femm ion statistices. Chung et alare therefore using Intemally Incom patible ideas and
m easuram ents of fractional charges, even if correct, are not based on \fractionalization
of charge".

If the m ass of a quasiparticke ism =3 and charge e=3 then charge over m ass ratio is
e=m and the factor of 1/3 disappears. If electron splits into three particles of m assm =3
each, then such a m ass should appear in the form ulas but there is no such expression.
Then there are beautifiil graphs show Ing /3. The correct interpretation is that the
quasiparticke of charge /3 is seen In a magnetic eld and then in a di erent event a
quasiparticlke of charge e is seen but e is not m ade by bunching three quasiparticles of
charge e=3 each with no prescrption for m ass. Sin ilarly, the charge 2e=5 need not be
m ade by bunching of two quasiparticles of charge 1e=5 each. T he num ber of particles in
the quasiparticke of charge 2=5 is only one. A singlk particke can change its charge by
changing its state so there is no need of com bining two particlks.

Tt m ay be that the state changes by changing 1 and s and then the Lande’s solitting
factor becom es 2 so that the m agnetic mom ent becomes 2 5 which is equivalent to
changing e to 2e, but the number of electrons is only one. Thus 2e can arise In one
electron. Sim ilarly, there m ay be other com binations of 1 and s which give various values
of the fractional charges for only one elctron.

Chung et al have not found any prescrption for m ass splitting and hence the idea
of bunching of two fractionally charged quasiparticles to form one quasiparticlke is not
supported by the theory. If quasiparticles of fractional charge have to bunch together to
m ake a quasiparticle of doubl the charge, then there m ust be a process which solits one
quasiparticle into two quasipartickes. Tt m ay be that there isalways only one particle, the
e ective charge of which changes as it goes from one level to anther. So di erent charges
can be cbserved w tthout splitting or bunching. W e have found[7,8] that in the case of
quantum Halle ect various fractional charges can be m ade by changing the state, such
as land s, of a particle.

C onclusions.

In conclusion, we nd that charge m easuram ents are actually m easurem ents of the
product of charge and the m agnetic eld. The various am ounts of e ective charge can
be acquired by one particle w ithout bunching.
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