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The possibility of constructing a Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formulation is exam-
ined for a radiating point-like charge usually described by the classical Lorentz-Dirac
equation. It turns out that the latter equation cannot be obtained from the variational
principle, and, furthermore, has nonphysical solutions. It is proposed to consider a
physically equivalent set of reduced equations which admit a Hamiltonian formula-
tion with non-canonical Poisson brackets. As an example, the effective dynamics of a
non-relativistic particle moving in a homogeneous magnetic field is considered. The
proposed Hamiltonian formulation may be considered as a first step to a consistent
quantization of the Lorentz-Dirac system.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A remarkable peculiarity of the classical electrodynamics of point-like
particles is the possibility of a consistent analysis of the radiation damping force
in the framework of local equations of motion which do not contain dynamical
fields. These equations are known as the Lorentz-Dirac equations and differ from
the usual Lorentz equations by additional terms with a third-order derivative in the
trajectory time (Dirac, 1938; Landau and Lifshitz, 1962; Poisson, 2006). The pres-
ence of odd higher-order time derivative implies two immediate consequences.
First of all, the dynamics of a particle is no longer reversible in time, which is an
agreement with the intuitive concept of the physical irreversibility of a radiation
process. In the second place, as distinct from the ordinary classical mechanics, in
order to assign the initial data one has to indicate not only the initial position and
velocity of a particle but also the initial acceleration. The latter circumstance leads
to the fact that, together with the physically sensible solutions, the equations con-
tain numerous solutions which do not admit a reasonable physical interpretation
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(for example, self-accelerating solutions (Landau and Lifshitz, 1962; Poisson,
2006). Furthermore, in contrast to the Lorentz equation, the Lorentz-Dirac
equation is not a Lagrangian equation, i.e., it does not follow from the variational
principle, which makes impossible a direct quantization of this system.

It should be noted that, on both the quantum and classical level, Maxwell’s
electrodynamics is an essentially perturbative theory, where calculations are made
only in the form of asymptotic series in the coupling constant (the electric charge
e). In the general case, these series are divergent; however, the calculation of
merely the first terms of an expansion series usually provides a good approxima-
tion to the experimental data, in view of the smallness of the fine structure con-
stant. At the classical level, a consistent perturbative treatment of electrodynamics
leads to the following selection rule: the physical solutions of the Lorentz-Dirac
equation are only those which have a smooth limit of vanishing interaction, i.e.,
when the particle charge tends to zero. It turns out that all such solutions can
be described by one second-order equation, the so-called reduced Lorentz-Dirac
equation.

In this paper, we investigate the possibility of constructing a Lagrangian and
Hamiltonian formulation for the classical and reduced Lorentz-Dirac equations
in the framework of a generalized inverse problem of the calculus of variations.
The construction of the Hamiltonian description of a radiating charge can pro-
vide a basis for a quantum-mechanical description of the effects of radiation
damping, alternative to the quantum field description in the same sense in which
the Lorentz-Dirac equation allows one to consider radiation reaction in classical
electrodynamics.

The article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prove that the classical
Lorentz-Dirac equation, as well as its nonrelativistic analogue, does not allow the
existence of an integrating multiplier (Havas, 1957, 1973; Dodonov et al., 1978),
and, therefore, cannot be obtained from the variational principle for a non-local
action functional. Section 3 is devoted to the physically equivalent set of reduced
equations. Firstly, we discuss the procedure of a perturbative reduction of order
for the classical Lorentz-Dirac equation. The aim of this procedure is to derive
such a second-order equation that would be equivalent to the initial Lorentz-Dirac
equation in the sector of physical solutions and would have no other (nonphysical)
solutions. Next, we discuss the inverse problem of the calculus of variations for the
reduced nonrelativistic Lorentz-Dirac equation. As an example, we consider the
problem of self-consistent dynamics for a charge in a homogeneous magnetic field
(the synchrotron problem). It is shown that this system does not have a satisfactory
Lagrangian description: none of the possible Lagrangians yields, in the limit of
vanishing interaction, the standard Lagrangian of a free particle. Nevertheless,
as shown in Section 4, a satisfactory description can be found in a Hamiltonian
formalism. The presence of radiation damping leads, however, to the fact that
the Poisson brackets are non-canonical, as well as to the absence of phase-space
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polarization (Woodhouse, 1992), i.e., there is no separation of the variables into
position coordinates and conjugate momenta, which prevents a transition to the
second-order Lagrangian formalism.

2. IMPOSSIBILITY OF A LAGRANGIAN DESCRIPTION
OF THE CLASSICAL LORENTZ-DIRAC SYSTEM

Consider the question of the existence of an action functional for the rela-

tivistic Lorentz—Dirac equation (Landau and Lifshitz, 1962; Poisson, 2006)
Lo e o, 220
gy = —mi, + ZFWX + 33 <xﬂ - C—zxﬂx,,x ) =0, @))

describing the effective dynamics of a point-like charge with radiation back-
reaction. Here, x* = (¢, x) are the coordinates of the particle in a four-dimensional
space-time; F,, = (E, H) is the electromagnetic field tensor; the constants ¢ and
e are the speed of light and the electric charge, respectively.

As was already mentioned, this equation is not Lagrangian, i.e., it cannot
be obtained by taking a variation of some action functional S[x]. However, in a
more general setting of this problem there arises the question of the existence of
a non-singular matrix h% (¢, x, X ...) such that for the equivalent set of equations
gv = h% g, = 0 the inverse problem of the calculus of variations already has a
solution, or, equivalently, there does exist an action functional for this system. The
matrix A% is called an integrating multiplier’ (Havas, 1957, 1973; Dodonov et al.,
1978). In what follows, by the inverse problem of the calculus of variations we
understand the finding of an integrating multiplier that converts a given system
of differential equations into a total variational derivative. Even in this (extended)
setting, it is known that the inverse problem of the calculus of variations is not
always solvable, and even if it does have a solution, this solution is not unique
(Dodonov et al., 1978; Henneaux, 1982; Morandi et al., 1990; Anderson and
Thompson, 1982; Hojman and Urrutia, 1981; Douglas, 1941).

Let there exist an integrating multiplier /), for Eq. (1), i.e., there exists an
action functional S[x] whose variation yields the system

h,‘igv =0 (2)

Since Eq. (1) do not include derivatives higher than the third order, the corre-
sponding Lagrangian depends only on the first- and second-order derivatives of
the trajectory; moreover, the dependence on the second-order derivatives must be
linear. This implies

L =a(x,x)+b,(x, x)i". 3)

2 Not to be confused with a similar notion in the theory of ordinary differential equations.
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Taking a variation of the action S[x] and making a comparison between the result
and Eq. (2), we conclude that

ab, ab,
Frial i
P T A
2 (9% by \ v ur b “)
¢ MO 9RVOAH X X" = =YXt XX,

where y = 2¢?/3¢?. In particular, it is evident that the matrix /., = A0, (M, is
the Minkowsky metrics) must be antisymmetric. Differentiating the first of Eq. (4)
w.r.t. &%, and substituting the result into the second equation, we obtain

CLT— 1 T
_8):'\ ¥t = —;hwx“‘xvx . 3)
As long as h,,, does not depend on X*, the above equation yields
oh,, 1 o
Bxlj\ = _Ehua-x N - (6)

Since A, is antisymmetric, we arrive at the relation
Ruax®non = —hya XN,

whose contraction with n"* leads to

hypx' =0. @)
Then (6) implies

ah,

Frke
which means that 72,,, does not depend on i*, and then, due to (7), we conclude that
the matrix £, is degenerate. Thus, we have arrived at a contradiction. Classical

Lorentz-Dirac Eq. (1) does not admit the existence of an integrating multiplier.
For the non-relativistic Lorentz—Dirac equation

’

e 2¢?
g=-—mi+eE+ -[x,H +-—=X=0, )

c 3c3
the same arguments as above show that the matrix of an integrating multiplier
should be antisymmetric, and this, again, contradicts the condition of nonsingu-
larity, since the system (8) is a set of three equations, and hence an integrating
multiplier must be a third-rank matrix; however, any antisymmetric matrix of an

odd rank is necessarily degenerated.

The presence of an additional item with a third-order time derivative in the
Lorentz—Dirac equation, apart from the problem of the variational principle, leads
to a certain difficulty related to a physical interpretation. Firstly, in accordance
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with the postulates of classical mechanics, a state of any mechanical system must
be uniquely determined by assigning its position and velocity, which are obviously
insufficient for assigning initial data to third-order equations. Secondly, as shown
by a simple analysis, together with physically sensible solutions, Eqs. (1) and (8)
admit a set of nonphysical (e.g., self-accelerating) solutions (Landau and Lifshitz,
1962; Poisson, 2006).

Both mentioned problems are closely related to each other and have a com-
mon solution. Namely, it is postulated that only those solutions of the Lorentz—
Dirac equation are physical trajectories that have a smooth limit as the charge
of a particle goes to zero. This requirement turns out to actually eliminate the
pathological solutions, and, furthermore, each physical trajectory can be uniquely
determined by assigning the initial position and velocity of a particle. The mean-
ing of the imposed condition becomes obvious if one observes that the third-order
time derivative enters the Lorentz—Dirac equation being multiplied by the pertur-
bation e2. Therefore, in the limit of vanishing interaction (e — 0) the order of
the Lorentz—Dirac equation effectively reduces to two, after which this equation
describes the ordinary free-particle motion. In other words, within the framework
of a perturbative treatment of the electromagnetic interaction, when the coupling
constant e is regarded as small, the presence of a term with a third-order time
derivative is treated not as the appearance of additional degrees of freedom of the
particle (which would be absurd from the physical point of view) but merely as a
small deformation of the free particle dynamics.

Instead of extracting smooth (in e) solutions of a third-order equation with
a perturbation at the higher derivative, it is possible to set the problem of finding
such a second-order equation whose solutions should obey the initial Lorentz—
Dirac equation and be automatically smooth. The procedure of constructing such
a reduced equation is called the perturbative reduction of order.

3. PHYSICALLY EQUIVALENT SET OF REDUCED EQUATIONS
3.1. Perturbative Reduction of Order in the Lorentz—Dirac Equation
Let there exist such a second-order equation,
= flx,x,e) i=1,273 )

that (a) all solutions x'(¢, e) are smooth functions in a neighborhood of e = 0,
and (b) it obeys the nonrelativistic Lorentz—Dirac equation (8). The fulfillment
of condition (a) can be guaranteed after requiring, for instance, that the right-
hand side of Eq. (9) be an analytic function of e. Let us examine condition (b).

3 At the same time, the value of charge e, playing the role of a deformation parameter, may be more
than small. All that is required is the existence of a smooth limit in a solution when e — 0.
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Differentiating Eq. (9) one time w.r.t. f, we obtain

CAft . aft .
P AV TS

dxJ dx/
Using Eq. (9) once again, we have
LA A
! e D . 10
V=gt T (10)

Assuming now that all solutions (9) also obey Eq. (8), and then expressing in the
latter equation %' and X' through %’ and x’, with the help of (9), (10), we obtain
an identity. This yields the following equation for the function f'(x, x):

i i Cre i . ij
mf' =¢eE +c[x’H]+33(8/ +ax]f). (11)

A solution of this equation can be found in the form of a power series in e:
oo
fr=Y"e S (12)
k=0
where

f&>::0
f(]) (m)~ El+(mc) l[x H]l

i o 2 af(k 2) 8f(k 2-1)
f(k) — 3mc’ ( dx/ xJ + Z Tkl f(l) k=2.

Thus, we have obtained a second-order equation describing the effective dynamics
of a charged particle in an electromagnetic field with a radiation back-reaction
force. All solutions of this equation are also solutions of the initial Lorentz—Dirac
equation, and, furthermore, they are smooth in e.

For certain simple configurations of external fields, the expression for the
force f' can be found in a simple form. For instance, in the case of a homogeneous
magnetic field, H = (0, 0, H), E = 0, the reduced Lorentz-Dirac equation takes
the form

i=ai— By
j=Bi+ay (13)
=0,

where, in the system of units m = ¢ = 1, we have

6— 63+ 9+ 645H? 2 g p eH/6 u
— N ——e s = ~eH.
8e? 3 V349 + 645 H?

(14)
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If one formally sets « = 0 in Eq. (13), they become the usual Lorentz equa-
tions describing the dynamics of a charged particle in the “effective” magnetic
field B = (0, 0, B/e). In this case, the trajectories are concentric circles. For o # 0
the particle spirals at the origin of xy-plane. In view of this parameter, « can be
identified with the coefficient of radiation friction.

3.2. Construction of an Action Functional for a Set of Second-Order
Equations

In this section, we consider the problem of constructing an action functional for a
set of ordinary differential equations of the form

i = fit, x, x) (15)

In the case of one degree of freedom, the problem was solved by Darboux (1894).
The case of two degrees of freedom was investigated by Douglas (1941); in
particular, he presented examples of second-order equations which do not admit
an integrating multiplier. The general case has been examined by many authors
(see, e.g., (Havas, 1957, 1973; Henneaux, 1982; Morandi et al., 1990; Anderson
and Thompson, 1982; Hojman and Urrutia, 1981)).

Technically, the question of the existence of an integrating multiplier is
reduced to the analysis of compatibility for the set of linear partial differential
equations arising from the condition of commutativity of variational derivatives,
so called Helmholtz condition (von Helmholtz, 1887). Below, we will present a
simple method of deriving these equations, which does not appeal to the theory of
generalized functions.

The most general action functional for a set of second-order differential
equations has the form S[x] = f dtL(x, x, t). The extremals of this functional are
solutions of the corresponding Euler-Lagrange equation

2 2 2
8—S=8—L.—3L_— ?.L.xf— ?.L_xf=o. (16)
ox! dx'  drax'  0x'ox/ ax'ox/

Let S be an action functional for the system (15), then all solutions of Egs. (15)
and (16) must coincide. This means that if we express the acceleration ¥/ from the
Euler-Lagrange equations through the force f/(x, x), then we obtain the identity

2 2 2
L aL,.— ?.L.xf— ,84L_.fj(t,x,x)=0. (17)
ax!  0tax!  0x'dx/ ax'ox/
For a given set of functions f, this yields a set of second-order partial differential
equations for L. It is also necessary to demand that the corresponding Hessian
matrix should be non-degenerate:

2

0x19%7

/’l,‘j = s det(hij) 75 0. (18)
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The validity of the above condition implies that one can reduce the set of the
Euler-Lagrange equations to the usual form (15).

Obviously, the Hessian matrix plays the role of an integrating multiplier to
the initial system (15). In the general case, after imposing condition (18) the set
of equations for the Lagrange function may be overfull. Therefore, our strategy
will consist in using consequences of Eq. (17) in order to obtain a complete set
of equations for the Hessian matrix, whose validity will solve the initial set of
equations for the Lagrange function.

First of all, it immediately follows from the definition of the matrix £;; that

it is symmetric and obeys the identity
8h,-j 8hkj
— = . 19
ik ox! (19)

Then, taking a derivative of (17) w.r.t. ¥, we obtain

9L 3L 92L 3L . 9 2L
: ( fj>=o.

— — — j_
dxigxk  9roxioxk  9xioxk axiaxfaxkx axk \ 0x%10%7

(20)
The symmetric part of the above relation yields the following equation
for ]’l,’ e

Dh +1 h 8fj+h or’ =0 1)
T \MWoaxk T ) T
where
N 9 9
D=_ .j—, ‘]—.. 22
o T T e (22)

Extracting the antisymmetric part, we arrive at the equation

( 9L I°L )_ df of’

: - Gy ——
dxiaik  9xigxk Uaxk T T i

(23)

whose differentiation w.r.t. X' yields another equation for the Hessian matrix:

dhy  Ohy 19
axi oxk T 209x
afi afi

Vo Mg

k s
(24)
Aix=nh

Now, differentiating Eq. (17) w.r.t. x* and extracting the antisymmetric part, we
have

ad 0 %L 9%L d . a ;
( +x/ )( )—m(hijf])-i-ﬁ(hkjfj):().

ar axi ) \xkaxi  9xioxk
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With allowance for Eqgs. (21), (23) and (24), the above condition can be rewritten
as

hiyB] —hiy B =0, ©5)
where

- Laftarm L aft af!
g = LT O O
T 209%™ 0% dx/ dx/

One can verify that Eqs. (19), (21), (24), (25) are the same equations for the inte-
grating multiplier 4;; that arise from the commutativity condition for variational
derivatives. Furthermore, if there exists (and is known) a Hessian h;;, then the
Lagrange function L can be determined from the equation

oL 92L 0°L

oaxi 9rax’  9x'ox/
As an example, let us consider the problem of constructing a Lagrange function for
a charged particle in a homogeneous magnetic field with a radiation reaction force
(13). Since the motion along the z-axis is decoupled, it is sufficient to examine the
system of the first two equations:

(26)

* =hiif7. (27)

¥ =i —py, o8
§ =i +ay,
In this case,
;1 o’ — p? —2ap
B =3 2 2 >
2 208 a-—p
and condition (25) implies that
Tr(hij) = hii +hp =0. (29)

Next, it is easy to see that the general solution of Egs. (19), (21), (24) is determined
by one arbitrary function ¢(z, w) and has the form

o F+F i(F—F) 30)
YONiF-F) —(F+F) )

Here, F = ¢p(fe™ ' € — yE)e '€ =x +iy,y = a + if, and the bar stands for
complex conjugation.
Setting ¢ = 1/z, we obtain the simplest time-independent solution:

2 X oy
e () o
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Substituting this Hessian into Eq. 27), we find the following Lagrangian:

2

The corresponding Euler—Lagrange equations

| .
L = —xIn(? + y?) + y arctg (£> 4+ ax — By. (32)
y

X+ iy Xy — yx

x2+y2_a’ x2+y2
are obviously equivalent to the initial Eq. (28) with the exception of the point
x=y=0.

So, formally, the problem of constructing a Lagrangian description for a
self-consistent dynamics of a charged particle in a uniform magnetic field does
admit a solution. Let us remind, however, that, in accordance with the perturba-
tive treatment of the electromagnetic interaction, we require in the limit e — 0
(equivalently « — 0, B — 0) that the Lagrangian L should transform into the
Lagrangian of a free particle,

=8, (33)

1
Lo = E(xz + 37, (34)

modulo a total derivative. Unfortunately, neither the Lagrangian (32) nor any
other Lagrangian constructed from the matrix (30) has a correct free limit. This
is because, according to (29), the trace of the Hessian matrix of any Lagrangian
for the set of Eq. (28) must be equal to zero, and this property holds true after the
limit is taken. On the other hand, the trace of the Hessian matrix of a Lagrangian
Ly is equal to 2. This contradiction proves the statement.

Nevertheless, the absence of a physically satisfactory description of radiation
back-reaction in Lagrangian formalism leaves the hope that such a description is
possible in the framework of Hamiltonian mechanics (the first-order formalism).
Furthermore, an additional argument in favor of the fact that one should be able to
solve the inverse problem of the calculus of variations in the first-order formalism
is that a Lagrangian action for an arbitrary system of second-order differential
equations does not always exist (Douglas, 1941; Dodonov et al., 1978). At the
same time, for an equivalent set of first-order differential equations, a Hamiltonian
action can always be found (see below a proof of this statement).

4. HAMILTONIAN FORMULATION

The existence of a solution of the inverse problem of the calculus of variations
in the first-order formalism (at least, in an everywhere smooth open region of a
phase space) is based on the following simple considerations. Assigning a set of
2n ordinary differential equations

=, 0 (35)
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is equivalent to selecting a certain vector field v = (v') in the phase space R*" of
a system. It is known that in a neighborhood of each non-critical point of a vector
field it is possible to introduce such coordinates x’ that the vector field has the
form v = 9/0x'. Then a Hamiltonian action for the set of Eq. (35) can be selected

as
S[x] = /dl (Z xk)-CZn—k-‘rl _xn> )
k=1

It is clear that, after returning to the initial coordinates, this action will not take
such a simple form and the corresponding Hamiltonian equations will generally
imply non-canonical Poisson brackets. In view of the smoothness of the change of
coordinates, a small deformation of the initial vector field implies a small defor-
mation of the Hamiltonian and the Poisson brackets. Therefore, in the first-order
formalism it is always possible to ensure a correct limit of vanishing interaction
(deformation). A more detailed discussion of these questions can be found, for
example, in the works (Havas, 1957, 1973; Hojman and Urrutia, 1981; Santilli,
1977).

However, it should be noted that the construction of a change of coordinates
is actually equivalent to the integration of the initial set of equations. Therefore,
an explicit solution of the inverse problem of the calculus of variations can be
found for a very limited number of systems. Below, we will present a solution of
this problem, first of all, for arbitrary system of linear equations, and show that
a quadratic action for such system can always be found; however, in the general
case, both the Hamiltonian and the Poisson bracket will explicitly depend on time,
and thus the theory will be nonstationary. We then consider the case when the
functions v, that determine the set of Eq. (35), may have an arbitrary dependence
on x but do not depend explicitly on time. In this case, a stationary action can
be found, but the Poisson bracket and Hamiltonian may be essentially nonlinear.
Both these possibilities are illustrated by the examples of a nonrelativistic charged
particle in a uniform magnetic field with a radiation back-reaction force (28).

Consider the most general set of first-order linear differential equations with
non-constant coefficients,

&= ALnx + @), (36)

defined on a linear phase space with coordinates x’. We will always assume the
phase space of the system (36) to be even-dimensional, i.e.,i =1, ..., 2n.

Our first observation is that any such system can be derived from the varia-
tion principle for a quadratic action functional if the explicit time-dependence is
admitted in the integrand. Consider the following ansatz:

S[x] = %/dt(xiﬂij(t)xj — x'Bij(t)x! —2Ci(t)x"), (37
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where
Qjj=-Qj;, Bijj=Bj, det(;)#0. (38)

Structurally, the functional S is similar to the first-order action associated with the
Hamiltonian

H = Ex’Bij(t)x-’ — Ci(t)x’ s (39)

but, unlike the usual Hamiltonian formalism, we allow the symplectic form €2 to
depend on time.
Taking a variation of this action functional, we arrive at the following equa-
tions 4:
88 ) 1 1. .
—=0&x=Q B—-—-Q)x+Q ' C. (40)
8x! 2
In order that these equations should be equivalent to the original ones (36), we
must set

1.
A= (B—EQ), J=a'c, @1
or, equivalently,
1.
EQ:B—QA, C=QJ. 42)

Decomposing the first matrix equation into the symmetric and anti-symmetric
parts, we finally obtain

. 1
Q=—(QA+A'Q), BzimA—Amy C=QJ, (43)

with A’ being the transposed matrix A. Only the first relation is nontrivial (it is
a linear ODE in 2), while the other two relations are merely definitions of the
matrices B and C.

We remind that the square matrix I'(¢) is called the fundamental solution of
(36) in case

'=Al, TO)=1. (44)

The columns of this matrix constitute the basis in the linear space of solutions
to Eq. (36). Given the matrix I', the general solution to the first Eq. (43) can be
written as

Q= A'QA, (45)

4Here we use the matrix notation.
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where A = I'"!, and Q = —96 is a constant non-degenerate matrix. The matrix
o encodes all the ambiguity in the definition of the quadratic action functional
(37) for the given system of ODEs (36).

Let us now construct a quadratic first-order action for the second-order
Eq. (28). For that we replace them with an equivalent system of first-order ones.
Let us choose the auxiliary variables as

. B . B
p=x+7y, qg=y-oXx.

As aresult, we arrive at the equations

i=p-Ly_w
2 9
2
P=—§q—%x+a<p—§ ):vl,
p 2 (36)
y=9q-+ X = v,
2
q=§p—%y+a<q+§x> =,
The quadratic action functional for this system takes the form
e—olt
Skx1= /dl4(a2—+’32)[2a(t)(px —xp+qy—yq9)

+2b(t)(qx — xq +yp — py) +2c(t)(pg — qp) +2d(t)(xy — yx)

+e(t)(p* + g% + FOX? 4+ D) + g(0)(px 4+ qy) + j(t)(gx — py)],
(47)
where

a(t) = a’cos(Bt) + %ﬁz(e*m +e%),  b(t) = a’sin(Br) — afe™ + afcos(Bt),

c(t) = e B+ 2asin(Bt), d(t) = %53(5‘“ — ) — %ﬁzasin(ﬂt)
+a?B(cos(Br) — ), e(t) = e B% + a’cos(Bt) + asin(Bt)B,
1 3 —at 2 : 2 2

f@) = Zﬂ (B’e " + Bacos(Bt) — asin(Br)[B* + 2a])

g(t) = —acos(B1)B* — a’cos(Bt), j(t) = —a’sin(Br) + e % B> + a® Bcos(Bi).

In this example, we can observe an interesting fact. Namely, it can be shown that,
the system (46) does not admit a first-order quadratic action involving a stationary
symplectic structure and having the standard free limit.
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In the case when right-hand side of (35) does not depend manifestly on time,
one has to look for an action functional in the form

S= /dt{AM(x)x“ — H(x)}. (48)

Here, H(x) is the Hamiltonian, and A, (x) is a symplectic potential. Taking
a variation of this action, we obtain the following set of equations:
oH

Pt (49)

-V
wx’ =
’ axH

where w,,, = 9,A, — 9,4, is a symplectic 2-form, which is assumed to be non-
degenerate.

If Eq. (49) are equivalent to the initial Eq. (35), then substituting into (49)
the vector field v*, instead of X", one obtains the identity

oH

Pl (50)

wv" =

For a given v*, this identity produces a number of conditions for the

Hamiltonian H and the symplectic potential A,. Contracting the above relation
with v#, we obtain the equation

oH
W——=0, (51)
dxH

which implies that the Hamiltonian function H is an integral of motion, and,
therefore, it must be conserved by the vector flow v#. Besides, by definition, the
2-form w,,, must be closed:

8)L(1);w =+ 8uka + vaw =0. (52)

If the symplectic 2-form is known, the symplectic potential can be found
from the integral formula

1
Au(x) = /0 x"wy, (tx)dt + 9,0(x),

where @(x) is an arbitrary function in the phase space.
For a given vector field v*, Egs. (50)—(52) can be solved by the method of
characteristics. For instance, in the case of Eq. (46), we obtain

1 1 2w p+ cq
H==|p*+q* + Blgx — py) + - P> + y*) | exp | - arctan | EZL |1
2 4 B cp—q

(53)
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0 E.  E, E;
~E, 0 F;, —F

= , 54
Duv -E, —-F 0 F (54)
_E3 F2 _Fl 0
where’
E €0 F oH
i — ijk 9xi )
k—1 k+1
Fi=—1, FzZL,I‘E:g,
2 B B
{ 2 |:ﬁ+cqj|}
k = —exp{—— arctan | —— | ¢,
B cp—q
g B
p=r 2)77 q=q+ Zx’

and c is an arbitrary integration constant.

In the limit of vanishing friction (@ — 0), the bracket (54) and Hamiltonian
(53) tend to the canonical bracket and to the Hamiltonian of a charged particle in
a homogeneous magnetic field, respectively. The same result takes place also in
the nonstationary theory.

Notice that the symplectic structure (54), as well as its nonstationary ana-
logue, does not possess the xy-polarization (i.e. the 2-form 2 does not vanish
upon a restriction to the 2-plane x = const, y = const) when o # 0. This makes
impossible an algebraic elimination of p and ¢ from the action, and thus prevents
obtaining a second-order action in terms of x and y. The latter fact is in agree-
ment with the statement of the previous section concerning the non-existence of a
second-order action functional for Eq. (13) that would pass to the standard action
functional for a free particle when e — O.

Since the inverse problem of the calculus of variations for one and the same
set of equations may admit numerous solutions, the quantization problem for the
system in question does not have a unique solution. Therefore, it is necessary to
impose additional reasonable conditions on the sought-for model, such that the
action functional of this model should possess “good” properties. In the case of
linear systems, the requirement of the squareness of an action functional could
serve as such a condition.

In conclusion, let us note that the presence of a Hamiltonian action provides
the possibility of constructing a quantum-mechanical description of the system
in question. However, the practical implementation of the quantization procedure

3 The auxiliary symbols E; and F; are not to be confused with the strength of electromagnetic field.
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encounters the difficulty that the Poisson brackets are non-canonical. Furthermore,
in the phase space of the system the natural polarization (Woodhouse, 1992) is
absent. The combination of all these circumstances prevents a direct application
of the canonical quantization scheme. Nevertheless, the mentioned difficulties can
be overcome by the formalism of deformation quantization (Bayen et al., 1977),
which is applicable to the case of non-canonical Poisson brackets and does not
require the presence of any polarization.
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