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C om m ent on \Strongly correlated Fractional

Q uantum H allline junction"

Letter [1] and subsequent extended paper proposed

an \exact solution" of the problem of a tunnel junc-

tion oflength L between two single-m ode edges ofthe

FractionalQ uantum Hall Liquids with di�erent �lling

factors �j = 1=(2m j + 1), j = 1;2; m j = 0;1;:::.

The authors use a specialchoice of param eters which

m akes possible [2, 3]sim ple description ofthe tunnel-

ing part ofsuch a \line" junction using ferm ionization,

and argue that this choice is justi�ed in the lim it of

in�nitely strong but local Coulom b interaction of the

closely-spaced edges. The purpose ofthis com m ent is

to pointoutthatthe solution found in [1]isnotcorrect

and to present correct solution ofa particular instance

ofthis m odel. O ne im portant consequence ofour solu-

tion is that the m axim um tunneling conductance G of

the line junction has the sam e \strong-coupling" value

G = G m � 2�1�2=(�1 + �2)(in unitsofthe free electron

conductance � = e2=h) as a point contact [4],and not

the sm allervalueG J = m inf�m 1
;�m 2

g obtained in [1].

Them istakein [1]iscaused by unjusti�ed assum ption

oftheexistenceofthelocalchem icalpotentialsnotonly

for the incom ing but also for the outgoing edges. This

assum ption isim portantsince the junction conductance

G iscalculated in [1]by m atching thesepotentialsacross

the ends ofthe junction. Existence ofthe chem icalpo-

tentialsim pliesthatthe localequilibrium isim posed at

thejunction end pointsx = � L=2,whileactually thereis

no equilibrium :the chem icalpotentialsare de�ned only

forthe incom ing edges,and allthe restfollowsfrom co-

herent quantum evolution ofthe �elds governed by the

edgeHam iltonian [5].

Correct m atching between the junction and external

edgesconsistsin im posingthecontinuityoftheedgeBose

�elds�j(x;t)atx = � L=2 and coincideswith the stan-

dard "unfolded" form [6]ofm ulti-com ponent Dirichlet

boundary condition. The �elds �1;2 are norm alized so

that the edge currents are ji = � e
p
�i@t�i=2�. Under

thetransform ation [1,2,3]of�1;2 into the\charge" and

\spin"m odes�c;n(x;t)propagatingindependently inside

the junction jxj< L=2,the continuity conditionsin the

notationsof[1]havethe following m atrix form :

�c;n(x;t)= M �1;2(x;t)jx= � L =2 ;

M =
1

p
�1 � �2

� p
�1 ;

p
�2

p
�2 ;

p
�1

�

: (1)

taking�1 > �2.Thechargem ode�c(x� vct)isafreechi-

ral�eld which m oveswith som evelocity vc in the sam e,

\positive",direction as�1.Hence,the�eld valuesatthe

end pointsarerelated as�c(L=2;t+ L=vc)= �c(� L=2;t).

The spin m ode �n(x)hasthe opposite chirality. Itsdy-

nam ics is a�ected by tunneling and can be solved by

referm ionization[2,3].W eassum ethatthetunnelam pli-

tude� isconstantthroughoutthejunction,and lim itour

discussion here to the sim plestcase m 2 � m 1 = 1,when

theferm ionicrepresentation ofthejunction dynam ics[2]

hasthe form ofthe tunneling-induced rotation between

two com ponents ofa Dirac ferm ion propagating with a

velocity vn. The spin m ode is de�ned by the di�erence

between the density operatorsofthe two com ponents.

Although this ferm ionic representation does not pro-

videa generalsim plerelation between thespin m odeop-

eratorsatthe boundaries,forspecialvaluesofthe junc-

tion length: L = (�vn=2�)l,where l= 1;2:::,it shows

that �n(� L=2;t+ L=vn) = (� 1)l�n(L=2;t). Com bined

with Eq.(1),this relation givescom plete description of

the dynam ics ofthe �elds � in the line junction. This

dynam icsexhibitsm ultiple interference governed by the

re
ection am plitudes
p

�2=�1 at the end points resem -

bling [7]a Tom onaga-Luttingerwireconnected to leads.

To �nd the zero-frequency conductance G , one can

ignore the �nite tim es ofpropagation between the end

points.Thism eansthatforeven lthe�elds�1;2 arenot

changed and G = 0. For odd l,the spin m ode changes

sign and the totaltransform ation T ofthe �elds�1;2 is:

�1;2jx= L =2 = T�1;2jx= � L =2 ; T = M
� 1
�zM : (2)

Using Eq.(1),and changing the transfer m atrix T (2)

into the scattering m atrix P which relatesincom ing and

outgoing �elds�,one can im m ediately see thatP coin-

cideswith thescatteringm atrix ofa pointcontact[4](or

in factany odd num berofsuccessive pointcontacts[8])

in the strong-coupling lim it. In this case the junction

conductance isG = G m contrary to the resultobtained

in [1](see Eqs.(14) and (40)-(42) of,respectively,the

shortand long papers). Q ualitatively,based on the na-

ture ofthe ferm ionic dynam ics inside the junction,one

can expectG to oscillate with L between the m axim um

G m and the m inim um G = 0.
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