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Abstract. We investigate the canonical structure of the (2+1)-dimensional non-linear o model in a
polynomial formulation. A current density defined in the non-linear o model is a vector field, which
satisfies a formal flatness (or pure gauge) condition. It is the polynomial formulation in which the vector
field is regarded as a dynamic variable on which the flatness condition is imposed as a constraint condition
by introducing a Lagrange multiplier field. The model so formulated has gauge symmetry under a transfor-
mation of the Lagrange multiplier field. We construct the generalized Hamiltonian formalism of the model
explicitly by using the Dirac method for constrained systems. We derive three types of the pre-gauge-fixing
Hamiltonian systems: In the first system the current algebra is realized as the fundamental Dirac Brack-
ets. The second one manifests the similar canonical structure as the Chern-Simons or BF theories. In the
last one there appears an interesting interaction as the dynamic variables are coupled to their conjugate

momenta via the covariant derivative.

1 Introduction

The non-linear o model [1] is quite useful theory to de-
scribe a non-linear quantum dynamics. For example, the
model is available as the low-energy effective theory of
QCD, and gives us important knowledge of the physics,
e.g. the soft pion physics. The model also gives us a pow-
erful effective theory for describing macroscopic quantum
phenomena, which appear in the condensed matter
physics, e.g. the quantum Hall effect [2] or the high-T,
superconductivity [3]. The fruitfulness of the dynamics
included in the model comes from the non-linearity [4—
6], of course. At the same time, the non-linearity makes
the analysis of the dynamics beyond the tree level very
difficult [7].

In (d+1)-dimensions the model is defined by the La-
grangian density [5]:

L =gt tr(0,U0"U) | (1)

where g is a coupling constant, which has the dimension of
mass. U has its value on a group manifold G and ¢r is taken
over the group index. Here, we consider the SU(2) group
as an example but the extension to other gauge groups is
straightforward. In the usual formulation, U is written as
U = exp (i) where ¢ is considered as a dynamic variable.
The algebra-valued ¢ corresponds to a physical field like
the pion in the case of QCD. The Lagrangian density (1)
is expressed in a non-polynomial form concerned with ¢
field, so that we call this formulation the non-polynomial
formulation. The Taylor expansion of (1) by ¢ gives us in-

finitely many types of interaction terms. It is very difficult
to evaluate effects of radiative corrections in this way.

To overcome this difficulty, several types of formula-
tions of the model are proposed and each of them has its
own advantage. Sometimes a reformulation of the model
gives us a new insight that is hard to find in the other
formulation. One of these formulations, a polynomial rep-
resentation of the non-linear o model, has been studied
extensively [8-12]. This formulation has many interesting
features from the theoretical and practical points of view.

It is a specific feature of the polynomial formulation
that the current density is regarded as the dynamic vari-
able. The current density is a vector field which satisfies
a formal flatness (or pure gauge) condition. The flatness
condition is imposed as a constraint condition by introduc-
ing a Lagrange multiplier field. Then the model has gauge
symmetry under a transformation of the Lagrange multi-
plier field. Thus, the Hamiltonian system of the model, so
formulated, is a constrained system with the gauge sym-
metry. This situation motivates us to study the canonical
structure of the model in detail.

Though the polynomial formulation is available in any
space-time dimension, we restrict ourselves to consider the
(241)-dimensional model in this paper. This is because
the (2+1)-dimensional model is the simplest one, ! which
still has a first-class constraint making the canonical struc-
ture non-trivial. The model also can be applicable to a
planar electron system in condensed matter physics.

! In the (1+1)-dimensional case which might be thought to
be simpler, there is no local gauge symmetry [12]
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In this paper we construct the generalized Hamiltonian
formalism of the (2+1)-dimensional non-linear o-model in
the polynomial formulation explicitly by using the Dirac
method [13] for constrained systems. In Sect. 2 we present
a brief introduction to the polynomial formulation. The
generalized Hamiltonian formalism of the model is exten-
sively studied in Sect. 3. In Sect. 4 we derive three types
of the pre-gauge-fixing Hamiltonian systems: In the first
system, it is seen that the current algebra is realized as
the fundamental Dirac Brackets. The second system has
the Dirac brackets which are the same ones as the Chern-
Simons or BF theories. In the third system there appears
an interesting coupling that the dynamic variables are cou-
pled to their conjugate momenta via the covariant deriva-
tive. Section 5 is devoted to conclusions and discussions.

2 Polynomial formulation

The basic idea of the polynomial formulation is as fol-
lows: We introduce an SU(2) algebra-valued vector field
L, suchas L, = LjT" = g_%U‘LauU7 where 7% is the gen-
erator of the SU(2) group. We consider the vector field L,
as a dynamic variable and never refer to U. If we define the
field strength F?%, as F¢, = 0,L% — 8, L% + g2 f**°LY L,
where f9%¢ is the structure constant of the SU(2) group,
L7, field satisfies the flatness or pure gauge condition, since
F?, = 0. Notice that the use of the term “flatness” is for-
mal. While the original field U is transformed under the
global SU(2) group, the vector field L, is invariant under
the transformation. Here, we impose the “flatness” condi-
tion to the theory as a constraint condition by introduc-
ing a Lagrange multiplier field denoted by 6},. Then, we
can obtain another description of the non-linear ¢ model,
which is defined by the Lagrangian density:

1 arta 1 avp a
L= 592LML " + 599 pFI/p . (2)

The Lagrangian density (2) is the polynomial of L,, and
0,.,, so that we call this formulation the polynomial or
first-order formulation of the non-linear o-model. In our
convention, 2 the mass dimensions of g, L, and 0}, are 1,
1/2 and 1/2, respectively, and the generator 7 is normal-
ized by tr(7%7%) = —(1/2)6%.

Since Fy, is antisymmetric under the interchange of v
and p, 0% also has to be. It is convenient to use the dual
field 67, which is a vector field defined as 677 = e*?0f .

Then we can rewrite (2) as:

1 1
L= §gQLZL““ + 596‘“’"92175‘,) , (3)
which is our starting Lagrangian.
The Lagrangian density (3) has “local gauge symme-
try” under a transformation of the Lagrange multiplier
field 07;. The transformation is:

0% — 0% + DA, (4)

2 We have used the usual convention that the mass dimension
of the vector field is 1/2 in (2+1)-dimensions
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where A\’(x) is an arbitrary function. D/‘jb is a covariant
derivative defined as D% = 609, — gt f abe ¢ We can eas-
ily show that the Lagrangian density (3) is invariant under
the transformation (4) by using the Bianchi identity. The
interesting feature of the transformation (4) is that it is
the infinitesimal version of the non-Abelian gauge trans-
formation. Thus, the symmetry is Abelian in fact [11]. The
model in the polynomial formulation has the infinitesimal
non-Abelian gauge symmetry as the exact symmetry.

The peculiar point of the polynomial formulation is
that this property, which the dynamic variable should
have, is imposed via the constraint. In addition, the con-
strained system has the local gauge symmetry under the
transformation of the Lagrange multiplier. These situa-
tions make the structure of the Hamiltonian system non-
trivial. In the following, we study the canonical structure
of the system by using the Dirac method.

3 Dirac method

We construct the generalized Hamilton formalism by using
the Dirac method [13] for constrained systems. We have
to take care of the gauge symmetry under the transfor-
mation of 6, as (4). We may fix the gauge by adding any
suitable gauge-fixing condition at the beginning, and then
may quantize the gauge-fixed theory in the specific gauge.
This procedure is too restrictive, because if we want to
choose other gauge-fixing conditions, we have to repeat
almost the same procedure again. Therefore, we use an-
other prescription to make our result more general. We
construct the pre-gauge-fixing Hamiltonian system (and
get a set of the pre-gauge-fixing Dirac brackets), which
maintains the gauge symmetry. Then, we can get a re-
sult that is independent of a choice of the gauge-fixing
condition. After that, we may impose the remaining first-
class constraints with any suitable gauge-fixing conditions
on state vectors to restrict the phase space to a physical
subspace, or we also can covert the first-class constraints
to the second-class ones by adding the gauge-fixing con-
ditions. If we construct the Dirac brackets, the second-
class constraints become the strong equations. Once we
construct the pre-gauge-fixing Hamiltonian system, we do
not need to reconstruct everything from the beginning.
The generalized Hamilton systems for the different gauge-
fixing conditions can be obtained starting from the pre-
gauge-fixing Hamiltonian system.

3.1 Primary system

The canonical momenta which are conjugate to the field
variables Lf, and 6}, are obtained as:

L

T = 5. = gePrrge (5)
ois
L

=2 g (6)
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from (3) respectively, where L = [dZL. Both of these
equations do not include the first-order time-derivative
term therefore they give us the primary constraints:

K = g — g g2 ~ 0 (7)
g =gt~ 0 ®)

where “~” means the weak equality as usual. The Poisson
brackets between the field variables and their conjugate
momenta are defined by:

{LZ(ta 'f)v ﬂ-zlj(t7 g)} = glwfsabd(f - :'j) ’ (9)
{65, @), 7o, (t.9)} = 9, 0*8(Z — §) (10)

The canonical Hamiltonian is obtained by the formal Leg-
endre transformation as:

He = / dF(nl L + 7§09 — L),
. . 1
= /da’c’(—geO”HS@iLg — ge" 080, LG — §gQLfLL“”

1 s v b b
—§g2e” Pfeeon L, L) (11)
In order to restrict the phase space by the primary con-
straints (7) and (8), we add the corresponding constraint
terms to (11) which gives us the primary Hamiltonian:

Hp = He + /d:f:‘(uzK““ + v (12)

where uf;(x) and vj,(z) are the Lagrange multipliers.

3.2 Dirac algorithm

Starting from the primary constraints (7) and (8) and
the primary Hamiltonian (12), we construct a consistent
Hamiltonian system following the Dirac algorithm [13].
We require that a constraint f is not changed in time-
evolution. It means that the constraint surface is inde-
pendent of time, so that we can identify the true phase
space definitely. Thus, we impose the consistency condi-
tion, f = {f, Hp} ~ 0. As a result of this condition, three
cases will be realized as follows: (i) A Lagrange multiplier
might be determined. (ii) A new (secondary) constraint
might be obtained. (iii) The condition might be satisfied
consistently. In the case (ii), we impose again the consis-
tency condition to the new constraint and repeat the same
procedure until the case (i) or (iii) is realized. Finally, we
will have a consistent set of constraints and at the same
time some of the Lagrange multipliers will be determined.
The resulting system is the generalized Hamiltonian sys-
tem.

First, we impose the consistency condition to K**. For
1 = 0 there appears the secondary constraint:

M® = 99,09 + gL™° + g " forP L ~ 0 . (13)

On the other hand, the consistency for K* determines the
multiplier v as:

vf = 0,605 — geois L% — g7 fUORLE + g% fUONLE . (14)
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Next, we require the consistency for ¢**. In the case
of u = 0, we obtain the secondary constraint:

a 1% a 1 ij fabc c
N = 0LG 4 592 fLILG R0 - (15)
The consistency for ¢ determines u¢ to be:
ul = O; L% — g2 f°LYLE . (16)

Now, we have two secondary constraints, (13) and (15).
We repeat the same procedure for them. The consistency
for M® determines u to be:

uaO _ _7(95601jfabc9714_)u§ + EOU@W?
g

gh e ot Lle) | (7)

where u$ and v§ have been given by (16) and (14), respec-

tively. Finally, we impose the consistency condition to N®
and obtain the relation:

eOijaiu? + g%GOijfabcL?ug ~0 , (18)
which can be rewritten as:
O pabe b8 — g2 PV LSINLY ~ 0 (19)

by substituting (16) for u? in (18). We wonder if (19) gives
us a new constraint, but we can show that the equation
is satisfied automatically because of (15). Now we have
completed finding all of the constraints, namely K**, ¢**,
M® and N®.

3.3 Classification of constraints

The next step of the Dirac method is to classify these
constraints into the first- and second-class constraints.
The first-class constraint is the one which has the van-
ishing Poisson brackets with all of other constraints. The
constraints except for the first-class ones are called the
second-class constraints.

In order to simplify the notation, we define 1n%%’s as
%la = 1,2,3;5 = 1,..,8} = {K9, K K2 ¢ ¢l
%%, M, N%} where a is the group index. We define a ma-
trix BUS(F, ) as BUU(F, ) = {n°(&),n"(7)}. Then
we have:

as?

B, ) =

0 0 0 0 0 0 —gsab 0
1

0 0 0 0 0 —gsab g2 fab%g —ng(i)
1

0 0 0 0o gsab 0 —g2 fﬂbCef D‘llb@)

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 —gsab o 0 0 70%"(5) 0

0 gsab 0 0 0 0 Db (@) 0

1 1
gsab g2 pabegs g3 pabege o —pgb(z) DI (a) 0 0
o -Dg%@) peb@@) o 0 0 0 0
I
><5(aj - y)v (20)

by calculating the Poisson brackets between 1%®’s. In (20)
we find that the ¢ is the first-class constraint and the
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others are the second-class ones. Thus, we have one first-
class constraint and seven second-class constraints.? The
number of the second-class constraints should be even,
because a coordinate should make a pair with a momen-
tum and the dimensions of the reduced phase space should
be even. We have now the seven second-class constrains.
Therefore, we can get at least one more first-class con-
straint by a linear combination of the second-class con-
straints. This means that these second-class constraints
are not linearly independent. We may convert N¢ to the
first-class constraint. For convenience we denote the
second-class constraints by £%%’s as {€**la = 1,2,3;s =
1,..,6} = {K® K K ¢ ¢%2 M}, By using £%’s,
we define a matrix €%t as CWst(zZ 7)) =
{€95(2)),€%(%)}. Then the new first-class constraint is
defined as:

Go(7) = N*(7) — / 42145 (N°(7), £ (21))

X (O3, 2)E (2), (21)
which is actually the linear combination of N and £*’s.
(C71)% is the inverse matrix of C%s!. We can easily
check that the Poisson brackets between G* and all of
other constraints vanish, so that G® is surely the first-
class constraint. Because the determinant of C%%? is not
zero, the remaining second-class constraints are indepen-
dent of each other and (C~1)% exists certainly. There are
no more first-class constraints.

The explicit form of the matrix C?? is obtained after
deleting two rows and two columns, which are concerned
with ¢?° and N¢, from the matrix B*%**. Thus, we have:

C«ab;st(z17 22) _

0 0 0 0 0 —gsab
1
0 0 0 0 —gsab g2 fabceg
1
0 0 0 gsab 0 —g2 pabegs
0 0 —gosab 0 0 7D%”(51)
0 gsab 0 0 0 Deb(zy)
b % cab 3 cab b b
g6t g2 pabegs g3 pabege _pab(zy) Dpeb(z) 0

X(S(Zﬂl — 52)
(22)

The inverse of C?5t also can be evaluated explicitly which
becomes:

(C™H (71, %) =

Q¥ (z1. 7) D) HDg(en) — g fetcey —dpsatces Laab
g2 g2
L peb(zy) 0 0 0 éaab 0
%ng(sl) 0 0 755’“7 0 0
——L- pabege 0 Lgab 0 0 0
g2 ’
- rabeoy - Lsab 0 0 0 0
g2
—1gab 0 0 0 0

(23)

3 The number of constraints is counted without distinguish-
ing the group index
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where we have defined the operator Q% (%), z») as:

- = = = 1 % ac = cb/z
Q™ (%1, %)0(71 — 7o) = —"I{f*0 (1) D" (%)
92

+HfIDI(21)05(22)}0(21 — 7).

1 .. = -
= EEOZJf“bC(Dfd(Zl)f)?(Zl))

X(S(Zl — 52) (24)

By using (15), (21) and (23), we can derive the explicit
form of G*(Z) as:

1 L.
G(T) = N(Z) — ;eOUDf”(f)D?C@)KCO(f)

+§D$b<f)¢“(f> . (25)

3.4 Dirac brackets

Now we have two first-class constraints, ¢ and G¢, and
the six second-class constraints £*°’s. We construct the
Dirac brackets allowing us to use the second-class con-
straints as equality relations, which are called “strong
equations”. Thus, the Dirac brackets give us the canonical
algebra on the constrained phase space. The definition of
the Dirac brackets is:

{A(@), B(¥)}p = {A(Z), B())}
- / dZ1dB{A(F), € (21)}
x(C™1)2 (21, 2){€" (%), B(¥)}(26)

for any variable A(Z) and B(%). After tedious but straight-
forward calculations, we find the following Dirac brackets:

= — 1 abcpej S(7 _ 7
{L§(@), 72 (§)}p =—g§€0ijf b9is(Z — ) , (27)

(L), 72D} p = g:50™6(F — ) | (28)
(L&), 8@ }p = QV(E 7S —§) (29)
(L3, i)Yo = DI @3E =) . (30)
{02(2), mal (@)} o = 5°06(7 — ) (31)
(L@, 0@} p = —— f058(F —5) ,  (32)

" _, 1 S

{L§ (@), 9?(9)}D = §5ab€0ij5($ —4) (33)
The other Dirac brackets vanish. (See the Appendix. )

Under the use of these brackets, the second-class con-

straints can be regarded as the strong equations. Summa-

rizing them here, we have the strong equations as follows:

K =7%=0, (34)
K% = g® geOijG? 0, (35)
¢ =¥ =0 (36)
M® = 0,07 + gL + g " frepl LS =0 . (37)
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On the other hand, we have two first-class constraints ¢®°
and G®. It should be noticed that G* is reduced to N¢
if we use the strong equations. Eventually the first-class
constraints become:

0 0 ~
¢a :77(91 NO 9

a __ _0ij pa ~
G"=e"F;~0 .

Notice that (39) is the Gauss law constraint which is
the same one that appeared in the Chern-Simons the-
ory [14] or the BF theory [15]. It has its origin in the
term P60, F,,, which is a topological term independent
of the metric as is the Chern-Simons term. Therefore, the
Hamiltonian system may be considered to share a common
nature with the ones of these theories.

3.5 Remarks on quantization

Once we obtain the generalized Hamiltonian system, the
procedure of quantization is almost straightforward. Here,
we just give general remarks on the quantization.

In the generalized Hamiltonian system which we have
obtained, two first-class constraints have appeared. In
treating the first-class constraints, there are two strate-
gies as follows:

(a) We replace the Dirac brackets to the commutation
relations. Thus, we introduce the quantum operators
first. Then, we impose the first-class constraints and
also any suitable gauge-fixing conditions on the state
vectors in the Hilbert space and obtain the true phase
space.

We may fix the gauge symmetry by imposing any suit-
able gauge-fixing conditions. Because we have non-
vanishing Poisson brackets between the first-class con-
straints and the gauge-fixing conditions, the first-class
constraints are regarded as the second-class
constraints. We can construct the gauge-fixed Dirac
brackets which allow us to use all constraints and the
gauge-fixing conditions as the strong equations. Then,
the system is quantized by replacing the gauge-fixed
Dirac brackets to the commutation relations.

We also have to be careful to order the quantum oper-
ators as usual. In this aspect too, the polynomial formula-
tion is much better than the non-polynomial one, because
we treat only the polynomial not the infinite power of the
operators.

We may rely on the path-integral quantization method
too. The Faddeev-Senjanovic method [16] gives us a sys-
tematic prescription of the path-integral quantization. For
the path-integral quantization we need the generalized
Hamiltonian formalism as the strict basis to determine
the path-integral measure.

4 Pre-gauge-fixing Hamiltonian systems

The pre-gauge-fixing total Hamiltonian Hr is defined by
adding the constraint term due to the secondary first-class
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constraint G® to the primary Hamiltonian Hp given in
(12). Thus, Hr becomes:

Hr = Hp + / dFw G (40)
where w?(x) is the Lagrange multiplier. The field variables
which are used in the starting Lagrangian density (3), are
L0 Lo a0 gai Qa0 gai wgo and ng. In terms of the
strong equations (34) ~ (37), we can eliminate some of
them from the total Hamiltonian Hp. We also may retain
some redundant variables in Hp with some strong equa-
tions. The explicit form of Hy depends on which variables
are eliminated.

4.1 Hr by L7, and current algebra

Hrp obtained most naively is:

1 1 ;

Hp = / di’(592LgL“0 - 5gz’LgL‘“

+wG* + v | (41)

where we have shifted w® — 1g63 to w”. The last two

terms in (41) correspond to the first-class constraints. In
this form all of L{’s are kept as dynamic variables.

The current algebra is one of most important features
of the non-linear ¢ model. In the polynomial formula-
tion, we have considered the current density as the dy-
namic variable. We do not refer to any elementary fields,
of which the current density is composed. The current al-
gebra should be realized as the fundamental Dirac brack-
ets.

To see that, let us consider the Dirac brackets of (29)
and (30). By using (24) and (37), we can rewrite (29) as:

{LaO(f)7Lb0(g)}D — _glgfabcLCO(f)a(f_ :17>

(42)

This is the well-known form of the Lie algebra. From (30)
we also have:
1
— fPCL(E)3(F — )
g 2
1 abax 5= )
+gf25 o70(Z — 7))

{L2°@), L"(P}p =
(43)
It should be noticed that the second term in the right-
hand side of (43) is the so-called Schwinger term [17]. The

algebra is consistent with the general form of the current
algebra expected in this kind of the model. [18]

4.2 Hy by L$ and 67

We can express Hr by L¢ and 6¢. To this end, we eliminate
L& from (41) by using:

a 1 ©j Ma
LY = ——"Dgreh (44)
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which is obtained from (37). Then we obtain:
1 .

Hy = / di {5 (€ DE07) (™ Djcop)

—%gQL?L” +w'G® 4 v3¢™0} . (45)

The Dirac brackets for L and 0 are given by (33).
The brackets have a characteristic form including €°” that
is same as the ones of the Chern-Simons or BF theories.
This is expected because the Lagrangian density (3) in-
cludes the symplectic form as e**?§,F,,,.

4.3 Hr by L? and

We also can obtain the expression of Hr in which the
canonical pairs of coordinates and momenta can be seen
explicitly. Let us rewrite (35) as:

1 na 1 ai
eojﬂj = gﬂ' . (46)

Notice that 7" is a dual field of 7. In eliminating 9;? in
(45) by (46), we obtain:

— 1 a 7 ac__cj
Hy = /dx{@wibwb )(Deered)

7%92L?Lai +w'G+uie™} . (47)
Finally, the Hamiltonian (47) has been obtained by using
all of the strong equations (34) ~ (37). The Dirac brackets
(28) shows that L% and 7 (i=1, 2) make two canonical
pairs. ¢?° includes 7§° so that one more pair (%0, m3%)
exists. Thus, we have three canonical pairs in the system.
Since we have two first-class constraints, two gauge-fixing
conditions are needed to reduce the phase space to the true
one. This means that the true degrees of freedom in the
model is just one (counting the number of the canonical
pairs).

The specific feature seen in (47) is that L?’s are cou-
pled to 7#’s through the covariant derivative DZ. Tt is
interesting that a dynamic variable is coupled to its con-
jugate momentum by way of the minimal coupling.

5 Conclusions and discussions

We have constructed the generalized Hamiltonian formal-
ism of the (24+1)-dimensional non-linear ¢ model in poly-
nomial formulation by using the Dirac method for con-
strained systems. In the polynomial formulation the cur-
rent density is considered as the dynamic variable. The
current density satisfies the flatness condition that is im-
posed on the Hamiltonian system as the constraint by
introducing the Lagrange multiplier field. Following the
Dirac algorithm, we have derived the full set of constraints
which have been classified into first- and second-class con-
straints. Since the system is symmetric under the local
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gauge transformation of the Lagrangian multiplier field,
the first-class constraint which corresponds to the Gauss
law has appeared as the secondary constraint. We have
evaluated the Dirac brackets that allow us to use the
second-class constraints as the strong equations. Reduc-
ing the variables by the strong equations, we have found
the pre-gauge-fixing total Hamiltonian systems.

The explicit form of the pre-gauge-fixing total Hamil-
tonian depends on which the variables are eliminated by
the strong equations. As typical ones, three types of the
Hamiltonian systems have been derived:

1) The first type is suitable for discussing the current al-
gebra. We have reproduced the correct current algebra
as the Dirac brackets. It is remarkable that the current
algebra is realized as the fundamental Dirac brackets
without referring to the variables of which the current
density is composed. We may say that the polynomial
formulation gives us a concrete canonical formalism of
the Sugawara theory [19].

2) The second type has the Dirac brackets which are sim-
ilar to the ones of the Chern-Simons or BF theories.
This is because the model in the polynomial formu-
lation has the symplectic form as €***§,F,,, which is
added as the constraint term imposing the flatness con-
dition to the model. It is interesting to study how the
polynomial formulation is related to these theories.

3) In the third type the minimal set of the canonical pairs
appears. In fact, the number of the true degree of free-
dom is just one in counting the number of the canon-
ical pairs. The interesting aspect of this type is that
the dynamic variables are coupled to their conjugate
momenta via the covariant derivative. This kind of in-
teraction is not so familiar. In addition, we may say
that this type is dual to the second type as seen in
(46). It may be important to understand the meaning
of the duality.

We should observe that these Hamiltonian systems,
each of which has the remarkable characteristics as men-
tioned above, are derived from the same Lagrangian den-
sity. It may be important that we know how these sys-
tems are converted from one to another by changing the
dynamic variables. Each of the Hamiltonian systems is a
different representation of the same model. This has been
clarified by constructing the pre-gauge-firing Hamiltonian
systems.

One of our aims using the polynomial formulation is to
evaluate the radiative corrections by the quantized fields.
The generalized Hamiltonian formalism obtained in this
paper gives us the basis for the quantization of the model
in the polynomial formulation. Then, the concrete method
to proceed with these evaluations may be perturbation,
for instance. In [11] the perturbation of the model in the
polynomial formulation under the covariant gauge-fixing
condition has been given, where we have found a new per-
turbative series in which it is expected that the ultra-
violet divergence is much milder than the one in the non-
polynomial formulation. The Hamiltonian system used
there corresponds to the third type obtained here. It may
be interesting to study the perturbation theories based on
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the first or second type Hamiltonian systems, which are
under construction.

Appendix

We present here some results of calculating Poisson brack-
ets between the dynamic variables (LZ7 7y, 0y, and Wgu)
and the second-class constraints £*°’s ({{**la = 1,2, 3;s =
1,..,6} = {K% Ko K92 ¢ ¢92 M2}), which are
needed for deriving the Dirac brackets in Sect. 3.4. For ex-
ample, let us consider the Poisson brackets between Lj’s

and £**’s. We have:
(L), KO(3)} = g066(7 - 71) |
{Li(&), K" (21)} = g,6°°8(F = 71)
{LZ(f)vaz(zl)} = gi(sab(S(.f— 2?1) s

—

where the other brackets vanish. All of them are collected
in a formula as:

{LZ (f)’ gbs(gl)} = (g26ab’ g;lt(saba giaab7 07 Oa 0)5(f - 'Zl)
In the same way, we obtain:

{m(&),£"(21)} = (0,0,0,0,0, —gg,6*’
g™ g fU0)0(F ~ 21)
{05(2),6"(21)} = (0,0,0,9,,6°, g0, 0)(7 — 21)
} = (0,99420"", =996, 0,0,
_GOingjéabaizl + g%EOijgmfabcL§>
X (T — Z1),
{¢(Z), L@} = (—g06°?, —g,6°Y, —g26?,0,0,0)
x6(Z2 —9) ,
{&(22), 7 ()} = (0,0,0,0,0, g0
~g* g, fUH)(Z — )
2 } = (0,0,0,—g,0°, —g35°,0)6(2 — 7))
{€(22), 74, (§)} = (0, —992,6°*, 991,67,
0,0, ¢% g, 6e19%
+97 " gi, [ L5)S (2 — §)
Using these formulae with (26), the Dirac brackets (27) ~
(33) are obtained.
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