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Hamiltonian and Lagrangian BRST quantization in Riemann
Manifold
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The BRST quantization of particle motion on the hypersurface V(y_1) embedded in Euclidean
space Ry is carried out both in Hamiltonian and Lagrangian formalism. Using Batalin-Fradkin-
Fradkina-Tyutin (BFFT) formalism, the second class constrained obtained using Hamiltonian anal-
ysis are converted into first class constraints. Then using BFV analysis the BRST symmetry is
constructed. We have given a simple example of these kind of system. In the end we have discussed
Batalin-Vilkovisky formalism in the context of this (BFFT modified) system.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quantum mechanical analysis of the system in curved space has been examined about the ordering
problem for a long time. Primarily, two approaches have been used, canonical quantization and path-
integral method [1-15]. Also, the problem of the quantization of a dynamical system constrained to a
curved manifold embedded in the higher-dimensional Euclidean space has been extensively investigated
as one of the quantum theories on a curved space |16-22]. Here we are taking a non-relativistic particle
constrained to a curved surface embedded in the higher dimensional Euclidean space |23, 24]. These type
of systems and their various properties such as quantization in different approaches and their compar-
isons has been studied by many authors [25-49]. Here for the first time we have explicitly constructed
the BFFT Abelianization and BRST symmetry for the system of a non-relativistic particle constrained
to a curved surface embedded in the higher dimensional Euclidean space in both Hamiltonian and La-
grangian formalism [90]. The results derived are of highly significant because of nonlinear nature of
the constraints of the system. This is the first time BFFT Abelianization and BRST quantization of a
nonlinear constrained system has been constructed explicitly.

BRST quantization [50-53] is an important and powerful technique to deal with a field theoretic model
with gauge symmetry. It has also been found as symmetry of constrained systems [54-59]. It enlarges
the phase space of a gauge theory and restores the symmetry of the gauge fixed action in the extended
phase space without changing the physical contents of the theory. BRST symmetry plays a very impor-
tant role in renormalizing spontaneously broken theories, like standard model and hence it is extremely
important to investigate it for different systems. To the best of our knowledge BRST formulation for a
non-relativistic particle constrained to a curved surface embedded in the higher dimensional Euclidean
space which is nonlinear constrained system which is a toy model for a wide class of physical systems
has not been developed yet. This motivates us in the study of BRST symmetry for this system. We
study non-relativistic particle constrained to a curved surface embedded in the higher dimensional Eu-
clidean space following the technique of Dirac constraints analysis. The system is shown to contain
second-class constraints which are nonlinear in nature. We will apply Batalin-Fradkin-Fradkina-Tyutin
(BFFT) method to convert these second class constraints to first class constraints [61H71, 189]. We will
further develop the BFV (Batalin-Fradkin-Vilkovisky) formulation of this BFFT extended theory using
the constraints of the theory [72-74] by the Faddeev-Senjanovic technique [75, [76]. The nilpotent BRST
charge is constructed in the operator form using the mode expansion of the fields |77, [78]. The result
has been verified using simple example of particle on torus [79-82]. At the end we will construct BRST
transformation of the system using Batalin-Vilkovisky (BV) quantization [84-817]. This is the first part
of the two part manuscript. In the second part we will discuss BRST quantization of embedding V7, in
Euclidean space Ry where 1 < L < N [88]. This manuscript has been arranged in the following way.
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In the first section, we have reviewed motion on hypersurface (H.S.) and its equivalence with motion in
curved space and also calculated all the possible constraints of the theory using Dirac’s constraints anal-
ysis. In the second section, we have reviewed BFFT formalism. In the third section we have constructed
first class constraints and Hamiltonian. In the next section we have constructed BRST symmetry for the
system based on BFV Formalism. We have also constructed BRST operator. In the fifth section we have
given a simple mechanical example of this kind of system. In the sixth section, we have discussed BV
quantization of this system based on BFFT formalism. In the last section concluding remark has been
made.

II. MOTION ON A HYPERSURFACE: A REVIEW

Consider an N dimensional Euclidean space Ry, which is specified by a set of Cartesian coordinates

{®1,22,...,%a, ..., zn}. Further consider in Ry the (N — 1) dimensional H.S., V(y_1) subject to the
equation f(x1,x2,...,2n) = 0. Let us consider the motion of particle on this H.S. with potential V()
[23,24]. The Lagrangian for this system can be written as,

1
Lo = 3 2%, — V(x) + Mf(2) (1)
here, d,p is the metric, A is a variable, which is independent of x,(a;1,2,..., N) and the dot denotes the

time derivative. The canonical momentum conjugate to ® and A can be written as

oL
Pa: 5 =g

o0xe

oL
P, = —=0 2
v = 0% (2)

Hamiltonian corresponding to Lagrangian in equ(]) can be written as,

Hy = % PuP® 4 V(z) - M(2) (3)

A. Equivalence with Particle in curved space

Let us consider a general coordinate transformation of N dimensional Euclidean space [23].

a

¢ — "
a: 1~N pu:0~(N-1) (4)

In this coordinate frame ¢*’s are the coordinates on H.S. and ¢° is the coordinate normal to it. In this
coordinate frame, constraints will take form

f(z) < ¢ = constant
290 f(x) < 1%04¢" =¢* =0 (5)

Here we take the constant ¢° equal to zero. So, the constraints to the particle motion on H.S. are,
=0, ¢“=0 (6)
Here dg’ is a tangential vector, and dq® is the normal vector. The metric for dg* is generally given by,

ds? = Z dz®da® = dzdae = guvdg”dg” (7)



where metric g,,,, is defined as

ol = | %0 0 ®)

Here gio = goi = 0 which implies that dq° is normal to the Surface. The inverse of the metric g, is
defined as

00
v -1 g” 0
1= loul ™" = [ % ] )
Here,
1 y .
g% = —,and g".g;1 =% (10)
goo

Unit normal in Cartesian coordinate is defined [23]
of(z)
n® =mn, = x” S (11)
[O0f (2).0 f ()]

Under a general coordinate transformation, n® is transformed into n* as,

gt
T nd
n P n?,
,  Ox®
Ny = Guvn :8—(]#'”& (12)
In terms of metric, unit normal can be defined as
nt = 3(g™)%,
1
Ny = 50#(900)2 (13)

Using the transformation in general coordinate system discussed above, we will find the equations in
modified form as: Equation of motion:

G+ T’ d" + g““.g(—qq,f =0
i =0 (14)
constraints:
¢ =¢=0 (15)
Here potential is defined as
V(z) = V(z(q) = V(g)- (16)

The equations derived above implies that there is no motion along the normal and the equation of motion
is quite the same as Euler-Lagrange equation obtained from Lagrangian L = % - 9ijG'¢@ — V(q) which
implies that classically the equation of motion in a curved space is similar to that of on HS. In the general
coordinate system, the form of Hamiltonian derived from Lagrangian is written as:

H = =.g"(q)pip; + V(q) (17)

N~



B. Hamiltonian Analysis

The primary constraint for this system is

After inclusion of primary constraint our new Hamiltonian has the form
1
Hp = 3 P,P*+V(x) — Af(x) + uPy (19)

where u is the Lagrange multiplier. Now, using the Dirac’s technique of constraint analysis [54-59], we
will calculate all the constraints of the theory [23].

P)\ = {P)\,HT}p = f(:E) ~0
By= (@), Hryp = o 2D

Oxo
: 6535;”)  Hrp)p = PPPY9,0,f(z)

—(OV () = A0y f (2)) - O f () = 0 (20)

~0

P®) = (P2

P, will vanish and the value of u will be determined from it. All the constraints can be written as,

(1)1 = P)\ ~ 0
(1)2 = f(ac) ~0
©, = D*f(x) = 0p(V — Mf(x)) - 8"f(z) = D*f(x)
—0y® - 0°f(x) = 0 (21)

where D = P%9, and ® = (V —\f(x)). Now, the Poisson brackets between the constraints have following
values,

{®1,04}p = —0uf(x)-0"f(x) = —a
{®2,®3}p = Ouf(x) 0"f(z) =«
{®3,P4}p = P0u(0pf(x)-0"f(x)) = P*acr = —P3
{@3,4}p = 204(Df(x)) - 0*(Df(z)) — 0af ()
0D f(x) — 0P - 0" f(x)) = —y (22)

Thus the matrix A, between the constraints has the form

00 0 -a
00 a-

Aw ={%a®lr=| o . ¢ _{j (23)
a B v O

IIT. BFFT ANALYSIS: A SHORT REVIEW

In this section we will review BFFT technique [61-71], which is used to construct a first class constraint
system from a second-class constraint system. We know from the Dirac-Bergmann constraint analysis that
second-class constraint of a constrained system satisfy an open algebra. Let us take a system described



by a Hamiltonian Hy in a 2N dimensional phase space. Let us denote the second-class constraints of the
system as T, with a =1,2,..., M < 2N. These constraints satisfy following algebra

{To, T} = Au, (24)

where det(A,p) # 0. To achieve this goal, we will extend the Hilbert space of the theory by introducing
auxiliary fields n®, one for each second class constraint. This is done to keep the physical degrees of
freedom in the extended theory same as in the original theory. These fields satisfy the symplectic algebra,

{Nasmp} = w® (25)

where w is a constant quantity and det(w?) # 0. The constraints are now defined in terms of auxiliary
field 7, as
N B oo N o0
T, = Ta(q,p; 77) = Z T,;L = Z X(ab(n))v(n)ﬁ(b("))wn) (26)
n=0 n=0

The modified constraints satisfy first class constraints algebra. So the Poisson bracket between the
constraints are defined as

{T., Ty} =0 (27)

This modified constraint satisfies the boundary condition

Tu(q,p;0) = Tulg,p) = T, (28)
Replacement of eqn(28]) into eqn(Z7) gives recurrence relations, one for each coefficient of n™.

_ Using this iterative technique we can calculate the n'" order correction term 7). The expression for
T is written as

TV = Xav(a, )" (29)
Putting this expression in (28] and using the boundary condition ([28) as well as ([24) and (2H), we get
Agy + XacWCded =0 (30)

We notice that this equation does not give Xg; univocally, because it also contains the still unknown w,.
We choose wgp in such a way that the new variables are unconstrained. The knowledge of X,; allows

us to obtain Tél). IfT, + Tél) is strongly involutive then series ends here or we will continue the same
process to calculate the higher order terms till we don’t get strongly involutive constraints.

Another point in the Hamiltonian formalism is that any dynamic function A(g,p) (for instance, the
Hamiltonian) has also to be properly modified in order to be strongly involutive with the first-class
constraints T,,. Denoting the modified quantity by A(q,p;n), we then have [62-64, 667 ]

{T,,A} =0 (31)
In addition, A has also to satisfy the boundary condition,
A(g,p;0) = Alg,p) = A (32)

To obtain A an expansion analogous to (26]) is considered,

A= i A" (33)
n=0



AW can be written as
A(l) = _nawabXbc(Qap){ch A}a (34)

where wgp and X are the inverses of w® and X,;. It was earlier seen that T + T7¢ was strongly
involutive if the coefficients X5 do not depend on (g, p). However, the same argument does not necessarily
apply in this case. Usually we have to calculate other corrections to obtain the final A.

The general expression reads as,

At _ e X (g, )G 35
g @ (a,p)G", (35)
where
n n—2
G = AT A Gy D AT AL (T A (36)
m=0 n=0

Similarly the involutive form of other variables can be obtained using the method described above. Let
the initial fields be ¢ and p. Then their involutive form ¢ and p will follow these relations.

{T.¢} ={T.p} =0 (37)

Now any function of ¢ and p will also be strongly involutive, since
. - _OF . _OF

T,F(q,p)}=1T,q}—=—= T,p}—=—==0 38

{T,F(q,p)} ={ ,q}anr{ ,p}aﬁ (38)

Thus if we take any dynamical variable in the original phase space, its involutive form can be obtained
by the replacement

F(q,p) = F(¢,p) = F(¢,p) (39)

It is obvious that the initial boundary condition in the BFFT process, namely, the reduction of the
involutive function to the original function when the new fields are set to zero, remains preserved.

IV. CONSTRUCTION OF FIRST CLASS CONSTRAINT THEORY

As all the constraints of the theory (eqn(2Il)) are second class, we will introduce four possible fields
91, 92,93, 94 corresponding to each constraint. Relation between these fields will give us possible solution
of the eqn(B0). Relation between these fields will provide us possible value of w®. Here we will discuss
the solutions (based on author’s recent article on Abelianization of prototypical nonlinear second class
system [89]) and will construct the involutive Hamiltonian. Our choice of Poisson Bracket between the
fields 9t 92,93, 9* are

o3y =1, {WAelt=1 (40)

From the above relation, matrix w?® between the fields can be written as,

0 0 10
w Lo 001

W= 90 00 (41)
0 —100
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Putting the matrix w? and A, in the eqn(30), and solving it, one can find many possible values of
matrix X, Now using the eqn(26]) we can calculate the modified constraints as

d; = P, —o9®

o, = f(a)+9?

= (P* = 0" f(2)9")0a f(x)

®y = (P* = 0" f(x)9™W) (P’ — 0" f(2)9)0u0y f () — 0aV - 0° f ()

200 f(2)0° f () + Oaf (2)0° f ()0 (42)

kA
w
|

where all barred quantities are function of x¢ and 9?2 and will change to original unbarred quantities in
the limit 92 — 0. Here, any field A(z?,9(?)) will be written as [89]

- © A
A(:Ca,'ﬂ(2)) = Z A

n=0

92 (43)

also, its partial differentiation wrt. any field 2% can be written as [89]
A= f(z){A,0W} (44)
The Poisson bracket between these modified constraints are
{®:,8;} =0 (45)

where 7,7 = 1,2, 3,4. which shows that modified constraints are involutive. Hence we have converted the
second class constraints of the theory into first class. Now, we will construct first class Hamiltonian for
this system. Corrections in Hamiltonian due to different fields ¥ can be calculated as follows. First we
will calculate inverse of the matrices w® and Xg;. The matrix wgp is written as

00 -1 0
00 0 —1

Wab=110 0 o0 (46)
01 0 0

Using the BFFT method discussed in the section III, we will find the involutive Hamiltonian for this
system as [89]

H =2 (P = 8uf(2)9®)(P* — 0" f(2)0W) + V(2) — (A + 9V)(f(2) +92) (47)

N =

As mentioned above, all the barred quantities are functions of = and 93, Tt can be easily verified that the
Hamiltonian H is involutive by computing it’s Poisson bracket with modified constraints of the theory.

{H,®;} =0 (48)
where 1 = 1,2, 3, 4.
V. HAMILTONIAN BRST FORMALISM

A. Charge and Symmetry

To construct BRST symmetry for this system, we further extend the theory using Hamiltonian BRST
formalism also called BFV formalism [72-74]. Here we will present a simplified form of this formalism.



In the BFV formulation associated with a general class of system with first class constraints, we
introduce two canonical set of ghost and anti-ghost fields (C*, Py ) with ghost number 1 and -1 respectively
and (P*, Cy) with ghost number -1 and 1 respectively with Lagrange multiplier fields (N*, By,). These
ghost-antighost, corresponding momenta and stuckelberg fields satisfy following super algebra,

{Ck7pl}:{Pkucl}:{NkuBl}:(Slk (49)

Now, the general expression for nilpotent BRST charge, gauge-fixing fermion and BRST invariant Hamil-
tonian is given by,

Qy = /dCL'N(Ck(i)k + PkBk) (50)
U= /da:N(Pka + C¥xp) (51)
Hy = Hp+ Hpr — {Q, ¥} (52)

In BFV formulation the generating functional is independent of gauge fixing fermion [72-76], hence
we have liberty to choose it in the convenient form.It is also worth notice that yxj is the Hermitian
gauge-fixing function with the identical Grassmann parity as ®, and satisfies

det |[{xx, D} £ 0 (53)

Now, we will apply these general results to the particle on surface VV—1 embedded in RN.
Seff = /dt [P,i® + 1Ly, " + BuN* + P*Cj, + C*P, — Hp — Hpr + [Qp, V] ] (54)

In case of the system described in section IV, the convenient choice is ®; calculated in eqn(E2]).
Our choice of gauge condition xy in this case is @y, in eqn(Z2I)).
and H = Hp + Hpp is taken as the BFFT modified Hamiltonian in eqn([41).
The canonical brackets for all dynamical variables are written as
[;[;U’,Pb]:65’7 [017Hf9] :5-177
{Cau Cb} = 2627 {Caa éb} = —Z(Sg (55)
Nilpotent BRST transformation corresponding to this action is constructed using the relation s,I' =
—[@p, T+ which is related to infinitesimal BRST transformation as §,I' = s,'0A. Here JA is infinitesimal

BRST parameter. Here — sign is for bosonic and + is for fermionic variable. The BRST transformation
for the particle on a Riemann surface is,

Ska = Pk, prk:‘i)k
Sbck = Bk, st’“ = Ska = SbPk =0 (56)

One can easily verify that these transformations are nilpotent.

Using the expressions for @, and ¥, Effective action (54]) is written as
Sejf = /dt [Poi® + Iy, 9% + BN* + P*Cy, + C* P, — H — P¥P, + N @F + Bypx* + Cr,.C*]  (57)
and the generating functional for this effective theory is represented as

Zy = / [D¢] exp[iSeys] (58)



The Liouville measure D¢ = [L;d&, where & are all  dynamical variables
(Pa,:v“,Hﬁk,}?k,Bk,Nk,Ck,Pk,Ck,Pk) of the theory. Now integrating this generating functional
over P and P, we get

Z, = / D& exp [i / 0[Py + Tyt + BuN® + CpC* — H 4+ Nyd* — C*Cy — Bin*]] (59)

where D¢’ is the path integral measure for effective theory when integration over fields P and P are
carried out. Further integrating over B* we obtain an effective generating functional as

_ {Nk —Xk}2H

Zy = /D¢” exp [i/dt[Pa:b“ + Hﬂ,ﬂk + Ckék — H + Ny@*F — c*¢, 5

(60)

where D®" is the path integral measure corresponding to all the dynamical variables involved in the
effective action. The BRST symmetry transformation for this effective theory is written as

sy NF = C’“, st_'k:—Nk—Xk
SbPk = SbCkZSkaZO (61)

We know from the literature that BRST charge is nilpotent in nature. Also its operation on the states
of Hilbert space will give us the physical subspace of the system.

@Brst|phys) =0, |phys) # @BrsT|----) (62)

which can be written as
iCp®F|phys) = 0, iCj,N*|phys) = 0 (63)

This implies that the first class constraints of the system anihilates the physical subspace of the total
Hilbert sapce of the system.

B. Canonical BRST Quantization

The BRST extended action is given by eqn(G4)).As we know, variation of S will give boundary condi-
tions. To covariantly quantize this system, we will now Fourier decompose the BRST charge |77, [78].

- 1 L . . ot
O (2,0,1) = — 3 (BFe~int 4 Pk ¢int)
2
n=0
1 » '
k _ k int kT _int
CHa,t) = 3 (Cla)ie™ + C@): e
n=0
Phz,t) = Y (P(a)ee™™ + Pa)s'e™)
n=0
1 & . .
Br(o,t) = o (Bkemint 4 pkTgint)y (64)
iy
n=0

Here the commutation relations between these variables is defined as in eqn(GH). Putting these mode
expansions in equ(Bl) and simplifying, we can easily achieve the operator form of BRST charge.

Applying this charge on the states of total Hilbert space will give us physical subspace conditions.
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VI. EXAMPLES OF (N — 1) DIMENSIONAL EMBEDDING IN RY

As an example of N — 1 Dimensional Embedding in RY we will discuss particle on torus model.

A. Particle on Torus

Particle on torus [79-83] is a two dimensional surface embedded in three dimensional space. It has
been studied as a toy model for different type of field theories. Here, we will discuss all the important
results developed for general system in section IV for this case. Lagrangian for a particle constrained to
move on the surface of torus of radius r is

1

1 : 1 .
L= §m7‘2 + §m7°292 + §m(b +7sin)2¢* + \(r — a) (65)

where (r, 0, ¢) are toroidal co-ordinates. Their relation with Cartesian coordinates can be written as,
x=(b+rsinf)cos¢p, y=(b+rsinf)sing, z=rcosh (66)

and A is the Lagrange multiplier. Here we have considered a torus with axial circle in the x — y plane
centered at the origin, of radius b, having a circular cross section of radius r. The angle 6 ranges from 0
to 27, and the angle ¢ from 0 to 2.

The canonical Hamiltonian corresponding to the Lagrangian in eqn(G3l)is then written as,
2
v | P Py

H =
2m  2mr?  2m(b+ rsinf)

5 —A(r—a) (67)
where p,, pg, py and py are the canonical momenta conjugate to the coordinate r, 8 ¢ and A respectively,
given by

pr=mi, pg=mr’f

ps =m(b+rsinh)?p, pr~0 (68)
Here p) is the primary constraint of the theory. fter inclusion of primary constraint our new Hamiltonian
has the form

2
_ o P Py _
2m  2mr?2  2m(b+ rsinf)?

Hrp Ar —a) + upy (69)

where u is a Lagrange multiplier. Now, using Dirac’s method of Hamiltonian analysis, we will calculate
all the possible constraints of the theory.
pr=1{px, Hr}p = (r—a)=0
. Dr
= —a), H =—~=0
pr={(r—a),Hr}p m
2 2 qin
@ _(Progpa, L P Pg sin
P m’ rie m - mr3  m(b+ rsinf)?
+A} =0 (70)

(Py)® will vanish and the value of u will be determined from it. All the constraints can be written as,

Q1 =pr=0
&y = f(z) = (r — a) = 0

@y = D*f(x) — (V= Mf(x)) - 8°f ()
1, p2 N pi sin 6

-

m - -mr3  m(b+ rsinf)?

FA} A0 (71)
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Now, the Poisson brackets between the constraints have following values,

(@1, @4} p = —0uf(z) - 0" f(z) = _%
{(I)Qv(I)B}P = 8af(117) . 8af(;13) — i

{®2,Pu}p = P*0a(0pf () - 0" f()) = ( @) =0

{®s, a}p =20a(Df(x)) - 0*(Df(2)) — Oaf(x)

0% (D? f(x) — 0@ - 0 f ()

3 pe pi sin? 6
m3 (b+rsinf)4

Thus the matrix A, between the constraints has the form

0 0 0 ~L
0 0 L 0
= = in“ 6
Aab {Q)c“ Q)b}P 0 _7_1L 0 m3 { + (bzf:s:ln 0)* } (73)
1 3 P p sin2 0
m 0 —m{ﬁ— + bfr sm@)z} 0

As all the constraints of the theory (1)) are second class, we will follow the method of section IV and
introduce four possible fields 91, 92,93, 9* corresponding to each constraint. Relation between these fields
will provide us possible value of w®. Our choice of Poisson bracket between the fields will be same as
one taken for the general case. Hence the matrix w® will have the form of eqn(@I]).

Using the matrix w® and the matrix A, between the constraints in the eqn(B0), one can find many
possible value of matrix Xgp.

Now, applying the results developed in section IV we can calculate the modified constraints as

‘i)1 = Px —19(3)
dy = (r—a)+09?

- 1

by = —(p, — 9D

3 m(p )

- 1 2 2 sin @

By = —{—Db 4 Yo LA—eMy (74)

m - m(r +9@)3  m(b+ (r +9@)sin )3

The Poisson bracket between these modified constraints vanishes which shows that modified constraints
are involutive. Hence we have converted the second class constraints of the theory into first class.
Now, we will construct first class Hamiltonian for this system using the results in section V.
The total involutive Hamiltonian for this system will take the form as [89],
(pr —9W)? I

H =
2m * 2m(r + 9(2))2 +

2
Pg
m(b+ (r +9@)sin )2

— A+ +9P —a)  (75)
It can be easily verified that the Hamiltonian H is involutive by computing it’s Poisson bracket with
modified constraints of the theory.

{H,®} =0 (76)

where 1 = 1,2, 3, 4.

BRST charge for this first class system can be written using above expression, as

Qp = iC'®; + iP'B; (77)
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and corresponding BRST symmetry transformation can be written as

SbNi = P’L.7 pri:(ii
Sbé = Bi, SbC = SbPa = SbBi — SbPi - O (78)

This shows that result obtained above is true for any (N — 1) dimensional surface embedded in R .

VII. BATALIN - VILKOVISKY QUANTIZATION

We will perform the quantization of system described above along the field-antifield formalism [84—
86] for BFFT system discussed in ref [87]. To do so we will introduce antifields ¢% = (z, 95, N, C})

corresponding to the fields ¢4 = (x#, 9", NV, C"). Here, fields 2#,9” and N* are bosonic and have ghost
number zero. The ghosts C are fermionic and have ghost number one. The corresponding anti-fields have
opposite grassmanian parity and ghost number given by minus the ghost number of the corresponding
field minus one. Action in terms of fields and antifields is written as

S = So+ / 0t [ (o, B, Y + 0% (9%, B, 1" + N3C] (79)
where Sy is defined as
So :./dﬂﬂﬂ#+lhﬁ”—AV@V—}ﬂ (80)

Here @ are the modified constraints in eqn(2)) and H is the modified Hamiltonian in eqn(dT). Now, this
action satisfies the classical master equation

%(3, S =0 (81)

where the antibracket between any two quantities X[¢, ¢*] and Y[¢, ¢*] is defined as

CLX &Y X &Y
Y) = 567565 ~ o0 507 =

Here we assume the de Witt’s notation of sum and integration over intermediary variables, when necessary.
In the BV formalism, the BRST differential is introduced using the relation

sX =(X,95) (83)
for any local functional X [¢, ¢*]. Due to classical master equation and Jacobi identity, s is nilpotent. So,
the BV action satisfying the master equation is equivalent to BRST invariance.

To fix a gauge, we need to introduce trivial pairs C,, P, as new fields and the corresponding antifields

Cy, Py, as well as a gauge-fixing fermion W. The antifields are eliminated by choosing ¢% = 88(7“111. We

can choose the form of ¥ as
¥ =C,0” (84)

Other possible choices can also be made. It is also necessary to extend the field-antifield action to a
nonminimal action,

Sa&m:8+/ﬁﬂéw (85)
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in order to implement the gauge fixing introduced by W. The gauge-fixed generating functional is then
defined as

ov

W] (86)

Zu = [ ldo)dolHidf) exp 3 Sum 67,65 =

In general, if the classical field-antifield action S is replaced by some quantum action W expressed as a
local functional of fields and antifields and satisfy the so-called quantum master equation

%(W, W) — ihAW = 0 (87)

then the gauge symmetries are not obstructed at quantum level. Here A is a potentially singular operator
which is defined as

_ 67‘ 6l

and it was assumed that W can be expanded in powers of F as

Wp?, ¢h] = Slo™, 4] + > WM [¢*, ¢34] (89)

p=1
The first two term of the quantum master equation (7)) are
(5,8)=0
(M;,S) =1iAS (90)
If AS is non-zero and gives a nontrivial result, then there exists some M; expressed in terms of local fields
such that (@0) is satisfied. Using cohomological arguments, it can be shown that the quantum master
equation, for first order systems with pure second class constraints converted with the use of the BFFT

procedure, can always be solved. BRST transformations for the BFFT converted system can be written
as

ssNV =C%, s,C" =0, s$C"=P", P’ =0

N 0S N 0S . =
beuz_@u Sbﬁyz_W7 SbNy :(I)ua
5Oy = —x, {z", d,} — I {0%, d,} —N*, 5Cx=0, sP"=C" (91)

These symmetry transformations are same as the one obtained in (6I]). It can be shown, on the basis
of argument given in ref |87 that enlarged symmetries due to compensating fields (BFFT variables)
are not anomalous. These fields plays non-trivial role at the quantum level because the existence of a
counter-term modify expectation values of relevant physical quantities.

VIII. CONCLUSION

We have for the first time investigated BRST symmetry for a particle moving in a curved space V(y_1)
embedded in a Euclidean space Ry in both Hamiltonian and Lagrangian formalism. Using the Dirac’s
constraints analysis, we have calculated all the constraints of the system. Using the BFFT technique,
second class constraints are converted into first class constraints and corresponding first class Hamiltonian
is constructed. In the limit of ¥ — 0 the constraints and Hamiltonians return to original second class
one. Now, using BFV technique we have constructed BRST charge and corresponding BRST invariant
action. We have shown that, the action of BRST charge on the state of total Hilbert space will give
physical subspace of the system. We have constructed BRST operator using mode expansion technique.
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This is the first time in the literature that BEFFT Abelianization and BRST symmetry is constructed for
a nonlinear second class systems explicitly. We have also discussed simple example (particle on torus) of
this kind of system. At the end we have discussed Batalin - Vilkovisky quantization of this system based
on BFFT formalism. As this model is a toy model for a wide class of physical systems, the results obtained
here will be highly useful in studying these systems. The more general case of BRST quantization of
embedding V7, in Euclidean space Ry where 1 < L < N will be discussed in the next part of the paper
[88].
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