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R eceived :

)

Tt is shown that the recent Com m ent f_i] by Y .Yu on the above articl is not substantiated.

Recently a Comm ent appeared on the A X v preprint
server i_]:] on my article Rashba precession in quantum
w ires w ith interaction’ [g]. Ttsm ain statem ent is to ques—
tion the dependence of the R ashba spin-orbi generated
persistent soin current on the interaction. I dem onstrate
now that Comm ent E}] contains num erous fauls, one of
w hich leading to the above (m is)conclusion.

T he A uthor begins by stating that non-integer valued
J would contradict to the sem nalwork by Haldane E:].
In this regard i_ﬁ] carefully distinguishes between eigen—
valies and expectation values at non—zero and it are
the Jatter for which Eq. (2) of {l] is correct (as clearly
stated before Eq. (7) n @)). Tt should be pointed out
that the expression J° found after Eg. (9) in b:] is non—
Integereither (g = m istuned extemally), contrary to
w hat is stated one sentence later.

Secondly, the Fem ivelocities vy 5 In ﬂl:] are taken as
soin dependent which in the e ective m ass description
is erroneous at given Fem i energy. The e ective m ass
description holds up to the perturbative order O ( °), as
is carefully derived in {], cf alo §]. The v, o ]
descrbe a non-equilbrium situation.

The manh error, however, occurs n Eq. (10) of i_]:]
w here the shifted current J° is Inserted Into the interac—
tion, instead of the current J . For not explicitly spoin
dependent interactions the J = 0 state is of course
the state of lowest Interaction energy and not the state
J = 0. Correct Insertion would In m ediately lead to the
(correct) result, Eq. ) of {L]. In Eq. (10) of (L] the in—

teraction depends on the Rashba coupling cg while the
R ashba soin-orbit term depends explicitly on the interac—
tion strength. B oth is clearly not representing the m odel
under consideration, the R ashba spn-orbi coupling be—
Ing a single particke operator, cf. Eq. (1) of -g].

In Eq. (14) the prefactorvy = has sin ply been w rit—
ten ad hoc In front ofthe J -linear tem , w ithout further
Justi cation. Correct would have been this tem pro—
portional to g precisely as n Eq. (14) wih =1,
describing indeed SU (2) symm etric soin sectors (@ case
which hasnot been considered In E_i]) . It is not the scope
of this Reply to correct for the inconsistencies betw een
Eq. (14) of fl] and the work by Y ~5.W u [], where the
A uthor of tl_.'] is C cauthor.

In conclusion, the persistent spin current and the
R ashba length both being ground state properties (@nd
as such unrelated to H 4) do depend on the interaction.
The Comment rE,'] by Y . Yu lacks substantiation.

(1Y .Yu, preprint,cond-m at/0306019.
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