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W e nd that the nuckar soin polarization has
not been treated correctly. T he references given

are those of w rong papers. T he credits assigned

for discoveries are also not correct. Incorrect

theories have been cited. The reference to the

correct theory hasbeen neglected. B ecause, there
are lots of good people, so they do not want to

give reference to my papers even though they

have not soled the problm of quantum Hall
e ect and we have.

PACS numbers: 7343 £

1. Introduction
Tn a recent letter[l ] published in thePRL,we
nd that our resul is used without giving ref-
erence to our papers. T herefore, our comm ents
are given below .

2. Comm ents

1. Page 086802-1, para 1. "The soin of the
2D electrons wih density n,y has long been
recognized ...". Actually, the Laughlin’s wave
function does not depend on spin. It requires
only an odd num berw hich m akes the wave fnc—
tion antisym m etric. H alperin P] did suggest the
possibility of singlt pairing at the half Iled
band. The soin singlt of two particles w ill give
the charge of 2e as in superconductors not e=2.
T herefore, spin singlet is not the correct answer
forthehalf lkd band. A ctually, there isa way
toget S = 0 and charge e=2 but it isnot through
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Halperin’s paper. Ik can be obtained from my
formula only.

2. Page 086802-1, para 2.\This spin transi-
tion physics can be lucidly phrased ... Invok-—
Ing composite ferm ion CF)..". W e have in-
form ed the rstauthorby posting ourpaper (K .

lier tin e that this CF picture is entirely w rong.

Im agihethattwo ux quanta areattached toone
electron and this iscalled CF .W hen this ob fct

isheated, two ux quanta com e out w ithout any
current. So ux can be produced w ithout pro-
ducing current. That is why this CF model is

entirely incorrect.

\T his phase transition laves unam biguous
ngerprints in the transport properties. Because

the gap din inishesas level (0 #) overtakes(l;")...".
T he statem ent is correct but the reference to the
origihal paper has been eaten up and the credit
has not been given. The correct soIn con gura-—
tion isgiven by me in 1985 [(3]. At that tin e von
K litzing’s group did not know the spin ordenta—
tions.

3.Page 086802-2. C aption of Figl. \... evo—
Jution of the com posite ferm ion Landau levels
wih density orB eldd at xed =2/3 ..".The
actualob gctsarenot \com posite ferm jons". The
authors have m isinterpreted the data.

4 Page 0868022, right hand side. \ ... 1lling
dependent nuclar soin polarization develops”.
The result is correct but the reference to the
originalpaper and hence the credit to the origi-
nal author has not been given.

5. Page 086802-3, keft hand side. \Tts origin
ispuzzling. M ost of all, what is the in petus for
such a Jarge change In < I > upon sw itching to
adi erent ,".

The answer isgiven in my book #].

6. Page 086802-3, right hand side, line 22.
\ Skymn ion physicsm akes < S > drop to small
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values". The Skym ion is irrelevant to the present
procblem .

\Spin-polarized CF m etallic state isanticipated".
The CF is irrelevant to the quantum Halle ect.

7. Page 0868024, lft hand side: \large 1
Ing factor dependence of the soin polarzation
of nucki residing in the sam e plane as the 2D
electrons has been revealed". T he authors have
reported as if it isa new resul but such a result
isgiven in my book 4] earlier.

3. A ddenda

R ecently, ithasbeen pointed out by H alperin

that there isaPfa an state, which isde nedby,

1 L=2
Pfaff of M i3 = m! s, SN k= lM ek 1); k)
@
1
prarf = P faff of —— r.ugnmm: @)
Zi Zj

Therefore, P2 an is not a cure for Laughlin
and hence serves no usefulpurpose w hat so ever.
HereM ;5 arethem atrix elem entsof . L anti-
symm etricm atrix. S; isthem em utation group
onL obfctsand 1 augnin isthe Laughlin’swave
function containing (z; z3)? with g=odd num -
ber =3. prarr Is @ wave function for spinless
electrons in the Iowest Landau level. The com —
posite T (z)U (z)? is a neutralboson for g= odd
and neutral ferm ion if g iseven. So for g=odd,
we can get BoseE instein condensation which is
Laughlin’s state. H ow ever, Incom pressibbility has
been Introduced arti cially. Usually =1 isused
to set the units but a,=1 which gives ncom —
pressibility is algebraically not correct because
the m agnetic length is never unity.

T here are Iots of good pecpl In Columbia,
P rinceton, Stanford, Stuttgart, U doana, etc. and
that is the explanation for not giving reference
to my paper. However, these good people have
not solved the problem of quantum Halle ect
and they are not abl to derive the 1/3 charge.
T herefore, m ne is the only correct theory [3].
O ur resuls are being slow Iy pinched by the PRL
authors w ithout giving reference to our paper.



T herefore, we are bound to m ake the cbsarva—
tion that there is Jack of desire to give the credit
w here it belongs.

4. Conclusions.

The correct Interpretation of the quantum
Halle ect isgiven by usbut Smetetalll]while
using soin com binations have not given the ref-
erence to ourwork. Thisishighly ob ectionable.
T he interpretation in term s of CF is entirely in—
correct.
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