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The Hamilton-Jacobi formalism of constrained systems is used to study superstring. That ob-
tained the equations of motion for a singular system as total differential equations in many vari-
ables. These equations of motion are in exact agreement with those equations obtained using Dirac’s
method. Moreover, the Hamilton-Jacobi quantization of a constrained system is discussed. Quanti-
zation of the relativistic local free field with linear velocity of dimension D containing second-class
constraints is studied. The set of Hamilton-Jacobi partial differential equations and the path inte-
gral of these theories are obtained by using the canonical path integral quantization. We figured
out that the Hamilton-Jacobi path integral quantization of this system is in exact agreement with
that given by using Senjanovic method. Furthermore, Hamilton-Jacobi path integral quantization
of the scalar field coupled to two flavours of fermions through Yukawa couplings is obtained directly
as an integration over the canonical phase space. Hamilton-Jacobi quantization is applied to the
constraint field systems with finite degrees of freedom by investigating the integrability conditions
without using any gauge fixing condition.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The generalized Hamiltonian dynamics describing systems with constraints was initiated by Dirac [1, 12], who
established a formalism for treating constraint singular systems. The presence of constraints in such theories requires
care when applying Dirac’s method, especially when first-class constraints arise since the first-class constraints are
generators of gauge transformations which lead to the gauge freedom. Dirac showed that the algebra of Poisson
brackets determines a division of constraints into two classes: so-called first-class and second-class constraints. The
first-class constraints are those that have zero Poisson brackets with all other constraints in the subspace of phase
space in which constraints hold; constraints which are by definition second-class. Most physicists believe that this
distinction is quite important not only in classical theories but also in quantum mechanics |3, [4].

As a first step in the present work, we intend to study a singular system with Lagrangian describing superstring
from the point of view of the Hamilton-Jacobi formalism which has been developed by Giiler [5, I6] to investigate
constrained systems. The equivalent Lagrangian method [7] is used to obtain the set of Hamilton-Jacobi partial
differential equations (HJPDE). The study of such systems through Dirac’s generalized Hamiltonian formalism has
already been extensively developed in literature [3, l4] to investigate theoretical models in contemporary elementary
particle physics and will be used here for comparative purposes.

Despite the success of Dirac’s approach in studying singular systems, which is demonstrated by the wide number of
physical systems to which this formalism has been applied, it is instructive to study singular systems through other
formalisms, since different procedures will provide different views for the same problems, even for nonsingular systems.
The Hamilton-Jacobi approach that we study in this work, is applied to some physical examples [8-13]. But it is still
lacking to a better understanding of this approach utility in the studying singular systems, and such understanding
can only be achieved through its application to other interesting physical systems. From our aims in this work is to
treat the superstring constraint system by the Hamilton-Jacobi approach and compare the results to those obtained
through Dirac’s method.

In the case of unconstrained systems, the Hamilton-Jacobi theory provides a bridge between classical and quantum
mechanics. The first study of the Hamilton-Jacobi equations for arbitrary first-order actions was initiated by Santilli
[14]. The quantization and construction of functional integral for theories with first-class constraints in canonical
gauge was given by Faddeev and Popov [15, [16]. Faddeev’s method is generalized by Senjanovic [17] to the case of
appearance of the second-class constraints in the theory. Moreover, Fradkin [18] considered quantization of bosonic
theories with first- and second-class constraints and the extension to include in such gauges. Gitman and Tyutin
[3] discussed the Hamiltonian formalism of gauge theories in an arbitrary gauge and the canonical quantization of
singular theories. In the Hamiltonian-Jacobi approach, the distinction between first- and second-class constraints
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is not necessary. The equations of motion are written as total differential equations in many variables, which need
to investigate the integrability conditions. In other words, the integrability conditions may lead to new constraints.
Moreover, it is shown that gauge fixing, which is a basic procedure to study singular systems by Dirac’s method, is
not necessary if the canonical method is used [7]. The path integral formulation based on the canonical method is
obtained in Refs. [19-22].

In Ref. 23], We have studied successfully the first-class constraints in canonical gauge by applying the Faddeev and
Hamilton-Jacobi methods to obtain the path integral quantization of the scalar field coupled minimally to the vector
potential. That led to the same results by the two methods which prove that the Hamilton-Jacobi method apple to
quantized the first-class constraints. For more complement of confirmation the successful of Hamilton-Jacobi method,
we quantize the relativistic local free field with a linear velocity of dimension D with the second-class constraints.
The path integral quantization of this field is obtained by using the Senjanovic and Hamilton-Jacobi methods. We
noticed that Faddeev [23], Popov and Senjanovic treatment need gauge-fixing conditions to obtain the path integral
over the canonical variable, which is not always an easy task. However, if the Hamilton-Jacobi approach [5, 6] is used,
the gauge fixing is not necessary to analyze singular systems [9]. From the previous comparison, we figure out the
ability and simplicity of using the Hamilton-Jacobi approach for studying the constraint systems. So, in the end, we
get the path integral quantization of the scalar field coupled to two flavours of fermions through Yukawa couplings
by using Hamilton-Jacobi quantization.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we present the Hamilton-Jacobi approach. In Sec. III we present the
path integral quantization methods which are Senjanovic’s method and Hamilton-Jacobi quantization. In Sec. IV
we treat the superstring constraint system by Dirac’s method and Hamilton-Jacobi method. In Sec. V we quantize
the relativistic local free field theory by using Senjanovic’s method and Hamilton-Jacobi quantization. In Sec. VI
we discuss the Hamilton-Jacobi quantization of the scalar field coupled to two flavours of fermions through Yukawa
couplings. In Sec. VII we outline our conclusions.

II. HAMILTON-JACOBI APPROACH

In this section, we approach the constrained systems by Hamilton-Jacobi treatment, which solve the gauge-
fixing problem naturally.
Giiler [5, 6] has developed a completely different method to investigate singular systems. He started with the Hess
matrix elements A; of second derivatives of the Lagrangian £ = L(¢;, Op;, 7), i = 1,...,n, which defined as
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of rank (n —r), r < n, with dependent momenta r. The equivalent Lagrangian method [7] is used to obtain the set

of Hamilton-Jacobi Partial Differential Equations (HJPDE). The generalized momenta corresponding to generalized
coordinates ¢; are defined as
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where (; are divided into two sets ¢, and x;. Since the rank of Hess matrix is (n — ), one may solve Eq.([2) for 9,0,
as
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By substituting Eq. @) into Eq. @), we get
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which indicate to the fact that the generalized momenta m; depend on m,. That is a normal result of the singular
nature of the Lagrangian.
The canonical Hamiltonian Hg is given by the following definition
Ho = —L(¢i, Oupr, Oppa = Wa, Xp) + Tawa + wjaucpj’m: " (6)



The expression of the set of Hamilton-Jacobi Partial Differential Equations (HJPDE) is
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where S being the action.

Eqgs. (@) and (8) may be expressed in a compact form as
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where
7‘[6 =1+ Ho =0, (10)
’H:L =T, +Hj =0. (11)

Here H{, can be interpreted as the generator of time evolution while H; are the generators of gauge transformation.
The fundamental equations of the equivalent Lagrangian method are
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with @9 = x,. That gives the equations of motion as total differential equations in many variables as
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where Z = S(Xa,¢a). These equations are integrable if and only if

dH) =0, (18)
Ay =0, B=1,2,....r. (19)

In the case of not satisfied the conditions (I8]) and (I9) identically, one has to consider them as new constraints and
then we examine again the variations of them. One is repeating this procedure until obtain a set of conditions with
all variations vanish.

The investigation of the integrability conditions |24, 25] can be also done by using the operator method, where the
linear operators X,, corresponding to the set (I4- [[@) are defined as
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The system is integrable, if the bracket relations
[Xo, Xplf = (XoXs — XpXo)f = C;YBXVf; Voa,B,y=0n—r+1,...,n, (21)

are hold. If the relations (I4l-[I6) are not satisfied identically, we add the bracket relations, which cannot be expressed
in this form as new operators. So the numbers of independent operators are increased, and a new complete system can
be obtained. Then the new operators can be written in the Jacobi form, and we fined the corresponding integrable
system of the total differential equations.

III. PATH INTEGRAL QUANTIZATION

In this section, we briefly review the Senjanovic’s and Hamilton-Jacobi methods for studying the path integral
quantization of constrained systems.

A. Senjanovic Method

We generalize Faddeeve’s method [15] to the case when second-class constraints are present. This generalization
is called Senjanovic’s method.
Consider a mechanical system with « first-class constraints ¢,, 5 second-class constraints 6, and the gauge conditions
associated with the first-class constraints x,. Let the x, be chosen in such a way that {x., x»} = 0.
Then the expression for the S-matrix element is [17]
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where Hj is the Hamiltonian of the system and du(g, p) is the measure of integration.

B. Hamilton-Jacobi Quantization

In Refs. [19-21, 23-26], the path integral formulation of the constrained systems is studied. For computing
the Hamilton-Jacobi path integral, one has to consider a singular Lagrangian as seen in section II. The canonical
Hamiltonian Hy defined in Eq. (@), and the set of HIPDE is expressed in Egs. (7)) and (8)). As we define pg = 95gaizal

Oz
and p, = %‘f“} with 2o = t and S being the action. The total differential equations given in ([I4l- 7)) are integrable

if (I8) and (I9) are hold [26]. If conditions (I8) and (I9) are not satisfied identically, one considers them as new
constraints and again consider their variations.

Thus, repeating this procedure one may obtain a set of constraints such that all variations vanish. Simultaneous
solutions of canonical equations with all these constraints provide to obtain the set of canonical phase space coordinates
(ga, Pa) as functions of ¢, besides the canonical action integral is obtained in terms of the canonical coordinates. H,
can be interpreted as the infinitesimal generator of canonical transformations given by parameters t,. In this case
path integral representation may be written as

= o OH'
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In fact, this path integral is an integration over the canonical phase-space coordinates (g%, p?).



IV. HAMILTON-JACOBI TREATMENT OF SUPERSTRING

In this section we treat supersting constraint system by Dirac’s method and then apply Hamilton-Jacobi method.

A. Dirac’s formulation of superstring
Consider a Lagrangian describes a superstring system
1 — 1
L= =5 (0aX"0"X), = 19" p*athy) — )" Ao = EFWFQB : (25)
Where A% is a world sheet potential analogous to the electromagnetic potential. The world sheet current density
1 =
Ja = % q "/J #pawu ; (26)
acts as a source for the gauge field (A%), and the electromagnetic tensor is defined as F'*% = 9* A% — 98 A~

The Lagrangian (25) is singular, since the rank of the Hess matrix () is four. The generalized momenta (2] and
@) can be written as
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Equations (27) and (30), respectively leads us to express the velocities X* and A; as
XH = —mpt, (32)
Ai = -7 + 81140 . (33)
The Hamiltonian density is given by
. . 1 . _ _ 1.
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The total Hamiltonian density is constructed as
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where /\E’ Ay and A; are Lagrange multipliers to be determined. From the consistency conditions, the time derivative
of the primary constraints should be zero, that is
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Relations (36) and (B7) fix the multipliers Ay and Ay respectively as
Mg = —=(p° " Oi +iq p° p™ Aa) Py
Xg = —PH(D; p 0 —iqp® p° A)
Eq. (38) lead to the secondary constraints
" i L — 0
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There are no tertiary constraints, since

H" = {H! Hr}=0.

By taking suitable linear combinations of constraints, one has to find the first-class, that is
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are second-class.
The equations of motion read as

XF ={X" Hp}=—mp",
oH = {¢", Hr} = X,
V¥ = {, Hr} = Ay,
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Substituting from Eq. ({Q) into Eq. {8)), we get
07 (9a — iqAa) = 0,
and from Eq. [B9) into Eqs. {#9) and (G3]), we have
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We will contact oureselves with a partial gauge fixing by introducing gauge constraints for the first class primary
constraints only, just to fix the multiplier \; in Eq. (BH). Since 7° is vanishing weakly, a gauge choice near at hand

would be
O = Ay =0.

But for this forbids dynamics at all, since the requirement Ay = 0 implies A\; = 0.

In the following section the same system will be discussed using Hamilton-Jacobi approach.

B. Hamilton-Jacobi formulation of superstring
The set of Hamilton-Jacobi Partial Differential Equations (HJPDE) () read as

H6:p0+H0207
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The equations of motion are obtained as total differential equations follows:
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The integrability conditions imply that the variation of the constraints HZ, H) and Hj should be identically zero
that is

A Mo
dHY = dpt =0,
dH, = dp!; dwp =0,
dH{:dm):O

The vanishing of total differential of H] leads to a new constraints

1l —
HY = 0;n' — oy Ul
When we taking a gain the total differential of H{, we notice that it vanishes identically,

dHY =
From Eqs. (65) and (G8]), respectively we obtain
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Ai = —(7T7Ti - &Ao)
Substituting from Eqs. (G8) and (@9) into Eqs. (T2) and (3] respectively, we get

i(aa + iqAa)pa "/Ju =0,

i1 0% (D — igAa) = 0
Also from Eqs. (67) and (69 - [[T]), we get the following equations of motion
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Substituting from Eq.([79) into Eq.(68), we have
.
P 7 0. (85)

As a comparison between the above two methods, we get that the Hamilton-Jacobi method and Dirac’s method give
the same equations of motion.

V. PATH INTEGRAL QUANTIZATION OF THE RELATIVISTIC LOCAL FREE FIELD THEORY

As an example of a singular system described by a first order action, namely a system whose lagrange function is
linear in the velocities. However, the associated constraints are all second-class. Let us consider the relativistic local
free field theory of spin % in a Minkowski spacetime of dimension D. As usual, spacetime coordinates are denoted as
a2 y*(u =0,1,...,D — 1) and space components are labelled by i,j = 1,2,..., D — 1. The Minkowski matrix n**
is chosen with a signature with mostly minus signs, and we also set i = ¢ = 1. The system is described by the first
order action

St = [ P 1(w,0,0). (56)
with the local lagrangian density function
A+1— A—=1_ — —
(8, 0,0) = 55— PV Oy + 75— Dy — i (87)
Here ) is a parameter, the matrices v define the Dirac algebra in D-dimensional Minkowski spacetime
(=20, T =200, (88)
and ), (z)(a =1,2,...,2P/2) are Grassmann even degrees of freedom defining a Dirac spinor, with
P(a) =4 ()" (89)

For simplicity, the fields ¢(x) are assumed to fall off sufficiently rapidly at infinity for all practical purposes.

The Lagrangian (87) is singular, since the rank of the Hess matrix () is zero.

Let us first discuss the system using Hamilton-Jacobi approach. In this approach the canonical momenta (2) and (3))
take the forms

_ oL _.)\+1—0__
P= 5000~ 2 vy =-H, (90)
and
OL A—1 _
p= P2y =-H. (91)

0000 2
where we must call attention to the necessity of being careful with the spinor indexes. Considering, as usual ¢ as a

column vector and 1) as a row vector implies that p will be a row vector while p will be a column vector.
The usual Hamiltonian Hj is given as

Hy = —L+aol/1pu +80Epﬁ , (92)

puszuv pﬁ:—Hﬁ
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or,

A+1
2

The set of Hamilton-Jacobi partial differential equation (HJPDE) are

Hy = —i

¢ “ ad]_l

Doy Y +mypyy,  a=1,2,3. (93)

.>\ a a
Hy=po+Ho=po—1i 1/17 a1/)—l Bahy1p +mip) (94)
A+1—

H —p+H=p—i"T= 5y =0, (95)

— — )\ -1
H =p+H=p 5 =0. (96)

Therefor, the total differential equations for the characteristic (I4l - [I6]) are:
dip = dip, (97)
dyp = dip, (98)
A—-1_ — — A—1 _

dp = <z 5 Dathy® — mw) dr +i 7Ody (99)

1 1
dp = < A;’ a1/ry“—m1/))d7+i/\+ AOdi . (100)

To check wether the set of equations (@7 - [[00) is integrable or not, we have to consider the total variation of the
constraints. In fact

A+1

dH' = dp —i—— > dp =0, (101)
dH = dp i)\;lyodi/;:O. (102)
The constraints ([@3) and ([@8]), lead us to obtain
dip = i(i0,0y* + map)yPdt (103)
and
dip = iy (iv* Dat) — miap)dt . (104)

Then, we conclude that the set of equations (@7 - [[00]) is integrable.
Making use of Eq. (IT) and Eqs. (@41- [@6), we can write the canonical action integral as

= /d4:1: (i)\ VYO, + i /\ #1/17“1/) m1/)1/1> (105)
Now the S-matrix element is given by
(0.0.6070) = [avdvesy|i{ [ ata(i22 Brr0,0 +i2 52 0,500 —wivw) . (oo

Now we will apply the Senjanovic method to the previous example.
The total Hamiltonian is given as

Hr = Hy+vH +7H', (107)
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A+1— A—1

A+1—
Hr = — YO — 1
T ? 5 Yy Oath — i 5

A—1
5 V) +o(p—i

2

aaa'}/ad) + m@dj + V(p —1 701/}) ’ (108)

where v and 7 are Lagrange multipliers to be determined. From the consistency conditions, the time derivative of the
primary constraints should be zero, that is

H = {H’,HT} = —i(?aﬂ”ya — mE— i?fyo ~0, (109)

T = (T H} = ir 0utb —mp+i7 % ~0. (110)
Eqgs. (I09) and (II0) fix the multipliers 7 and v, respectively as
7= =00y — im)", (111)
and
v = (4" O+ im) . (112)

There are no secondary constraints. By taking suitable linear combinations of constraints, one has to find the maximal
number of second class only, there are

A4+1—

o, =H =p—i 5 0, (113)

and

Oo=H =p—1i 0. (114)

The total Hamiltonian is vanishing weakly. It can completely be written in terms of second-class constraints as

A4+1— A—1

Hy = —i=— §7"0at) — i—; Dathy b + miptp + v Py + VD, (115)
The equations of motion are read as
v ={¢ Hr}=v, (116)
E: {EaHT} =V, (117)
. ‘A a —  _A=1 4
p={p, Hr} = —i0,y" — myp +iv ¥, (118)
and
. Ca A +1
p=A{p Hr} = in"0ut) —mip +iv —5 70 (119)

To obtain the path integral quantization, taking into our consideration that we have two constraints (primary
constraint), which are second-class constraints, then we make use the Senjanovic method Eq. ([22]) one obtains

+oo
(Out|S|In) = /exp {z/ <i/\ _2|— 1 Yy 0, + i)\; 1 Dbyt ih — m@d))]dt Dy DpDv Dp det(+°1)
A+1—

X Bp— i) 6 — iy

Log). (120)

After integrating over p and P one can arrive at the result which has seen in Eq. (I06]).
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VI. HAMILTON-JACOBI QUANTIZATION OF THE SCALAR FIELD COUPLED TO TWO
FLAVOURS OF FERMIONS THROUGH YUKAWA COUPLINGS

We consider one loop order the self-energy for the scalar field ¢ with a mass m, coupled to two flavours of fermions
with masses m1 and ms, coupled through Yukawa couplings described by the lagrangian

1 1
L= 5(5u90)2 - §m2<P2 -

1 - . _ _
6)\#73 + ZW@ (i7" 0y — mi)y — 9V )Yy + Y (2%1)), n=0,1,2,3, (121)
where A is parameter and g constant, ¢, 1), and E(i) are odd ones. We are adopting the Minkowski metric
Nuv = dmg(—i—l, —-1,—-1, —1)

The Lagrangian function (I21)) is singular, since the rank of the Hess matrix (Il) is one. The generalized momenta

@ B) are
oL
Pe =55 = 8, (122)
oL — .
Pi) = 5o = i’ =—Hap,  i=1,2, (123)
(i)
oL _
Puy = 5 =0=—-H. (124)
0]

Where we must call attention to the necessity of being careful with the spinor indexes. Considering, as usual ;) as
a column vector and E(i) as a row vector implies that p(;) will be a row vector while p;) will be a column vector.
Since the rank of the Hess matrix is one, one may solve ([[22)) for 0% as

Po=p,=w. (125)
The usual Hamiltonian Hj is given as
Ho = =L+ wpy + oy piy + 803y Pay s (126)
piy=—He) Pay=—Hq)

or

1 L1 1, = _ _
Hoy = 5(172@ — 0apd%p) + §m2<ﬂ2 + 6)\%73 = Y170 — mi)Yiiy + 9V (1Y 2) + V(%)) 5 a=1,2,3. (127)

The set of Hamilton-Jacobi Partial Differential Equations (7)) and (&) read as

Hy = po+ Hy
1 a 1 1 — _ _
=po + §(p2<p _ a<P8 80) + §m2g02 + 6A<p3 — 1/}(1.) (z'y Oy — mi)w(i) + ggﬁ(?/)(l)qjj@) + 1/)(2)1/)(1)) , (128)
H{y = py + Hy =iy — 197" =0, (129)

— _ 7 —
H =Pa +Hau =P =0. (130)
Therefor, the total differential equations for the characteristic (I4l- [I6]) are:

dp = pedr, (131)

dpiy = dipyy (132)
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Ay = di gy (133)

1 _ _
dp, = [m2<P + 5)\902 + 9y + ¢(2)¢(1))] dr, (134)
dp(1) = |:E(1)(iga'7a +mi1)+g @E(z)] dr, (135)
dp(2) = {E(z) (Z'gﬂa +m2) +g Wu)] dr, (136)
dp(1y = {— (17" 00 — m1)) + QW/)(z)} dr —iy°dipqy (137)

and

dp(g) = {— (i7" 00 — ma2)th(2) + 9<P1/)(1)} dr —iy°di(a) - (138)

To check whether the set of equations (I31] - [I38) is integrable or not, we have to consider the total variations of
the constraints. In fact

dH{(;y = dpy — i dipy 7" =0, (139)

—; o
dH ;) = dp;) = 0. (140)

The constraints (I129) and ([I30), lead us to obtain d@(i) and di(;) in terms of dt

dip1yin® = W(l)(igﬂa +m1) + gePoldt, (141)
2y = [Py (1 + m2) + 9o Bt (142)
i dipry = [~ (1900 — m1)Y) + g Y(2)]d, (143)
and
i70di 2y = [— (1700 — m2)¥(2) + g Y))dt . (144)

We obtain that the set of equations (I31]- [I3]) is integrable. Making use of (I7)), and (128 - [[30)), we can write the
canonical action integral as

1 1 1
Z = /d4:v[§(p2¢ + Dapd®p) — smp® — =

5 6)\903 + Py (17" 0 — ma)Yay — 9@y ¥2) + Yoyl (145)

Now the path integral representation (24) is given by

2
_ _ 1 L1 1 _
(out|S|In) = /H dp dpy dipiy dip ;) exp {z[/d‘lxi(p% + O p0*p) — §m2gp2 - 6/\903 + Py (17" O — mi )y

— 90(Y )yt + 5(2)1/)(1))} } -
(146)
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VII. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have investigated three different constrained systems. Two of them are studied by using Dirac’s
Hamiltonian formalism and Hamilton-Jacobi approach. The third one quantized by Hamilton-Jacobi quantization.
We have treated constrained system of the Lagrangian describing superstring and have obtained the equations
of motion of this system by Dirac’s and Hamilton-Jacobi method. In the Dirac method the total Hamiltonian
composed by adding the constraints multiplied by Lagrange multipliers to the canonical Hamiltonian. In order to
drive the equations of motion, one needs to redefine these unknown multipliers in an arbitrary way. However, in the
Hamilton-Jacobi formalism, there is no need to introduce Lagrange multipliers to the canonical Hamiltonian. Both the
consistency conditions and integrability conditions lead to the same constraints. In the Hamilton-Jacobi formulation,
the equations of motion are obtained directly by using HJPDES as total differential equations.
Path integral quantization of the relativistic local free field theory is obtained by using the Senjanovic method and
the Hamilton-Jacobi path integral formulation. Both methods give the same results. However, in the Hamilton-Jacobi

path integral formulation, since the integrability conditions dH’ and di are satisfied, so this system is integrable,
and hence the path integral is obtained directly as an integration over the canonical phase-space coordinates (¢,1)).
In the usual formulation, one has to integrate over the extended phase-space (p, 1/),? ) and one can get rid of the
redundant variables (p,p) by using delta function §(p — i%@vo) and 6(p — 1104).  Furthermore, the scalar
field coupled to two flavours of fermions through Yukawa couplings are quantlzed as a constrained system by using
Hamilton-Jacobi quantization. That is no need to introduce Lagrange multipliers to the canonical Hamiltonian, then
the Hamilton-Jacobi is simpler and more economical.

As a conclusion, the Hamilton-Jacobi approach is always in exact agreement with Dirac’s method. Both the
consistency conditions and integrability conditions lead to the same constraints. The singular system with second-class
constraints is quantized by Hamilton-Jacobi quantization successfully. The Hamilton-Jacobi path integral quantization
is simpler and more economical. In Hamilton-Jacobi treatment, there is no need to distinguish between first-class
and second-class constraints, and there is no need to introduce Lagrange multipliers; all that is needed is the set of
Hamilton-Jacobi partial differential equations and the equations of motion. If the system is integrable then one can
construct the canonical phase space. In hamilton-Jacobi quantization, the gauge fixing is not necessary to obtain the
path integral formulation for field theories if the canonical formulation is used. Since this system is integrable, the
path integral is obtained as an integration over the canonical phase-space coordinates.
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