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1 Introduction

Gauge theories play a vital role in describing the fundamental interactions of nature [IJ.
Although the gauge theories are conceptualized beautifully yet the passage between config-
uration space and phase space is not in one-to-one manner due to the presence of constraints
[2L B]. The Dirac formalism provides a consistent and systematic treatment of constraints
by categorizing them as primary, secondary, tertiary, etc. and further into first-class and
second-class [3]. The tedious algebraic calculations involved in the study of constrained
systems by Dirac formalism led to an alternative methodology known as Faddeev-Jackiw
formalism [4], 5] which rely on the symplectic nature of phase space. The Faddeev-Jackiw
formalism is further modified to include the consistency condition of constraints in a Dirac
way [6] and it finds applications in many systems such as four dimensional BF theory [7],
anti self-dual Yang-Mills equations [§] and Christ-Lee model [9] are the few names.

The importance of gauge theory attracted many to reformulate the second-class con-
strained theory as a gauge invariant one in order to unravel the gauge symmetries hid-
den in the system. The Batalin-Fradkin-Fradkina-Tyutin formalism is one such technique
that relies on enlarging the phase space with the introduction of Wess-Zumino variables
[10, 11]. Another famous formalism is due to Mitra and Rajaraman which deals with the
systems possessing purely second-class constraints [I2]. Furthermore, an another method-
ology known as symplectic gauge invariant formalism [I3] [I4], based on the symplectic
framework, is proposed which deals with the introduction of an arbitrary function depend-
ing upon the phase space as well as Wess-Zumino variables.

As far as the quantization of such gauge theories is concerned Becchi-Rouet-Stora-
Tyutin (BRST) formalism provides a most intuitive approach[I5] 16]. In this formalism,
the notion of gauge invariance is replaced by the BRST invariance via enlarging the Hilbert
space and the effects of gauge fixing are achieved without breaking the BRST invariance
of the theory [17].

On the other hand toric geometry provides a suitable framework in realizing many
Calabi-Yau manifolds and their mirrors in the regime of string theory [I8]. It also finds
application in the discussion of geometric properties of manifolds in F-theory dualities [19].
Whereas in the domain of quantum field theories, a free particle system on toric geom-
etry has been explored within the Batalin-Fradkin-Vilkovisky framework [20]. Moreover,
its off-shell nilpotent and absolutely anti-commuting (anti-)BRST symmetries have been
established within the framework of superfield formalism [21] 22] and the same system has
been shown to behave as a model for the double Hodge theory [23].

In the present endeavor, one of our prime motives is to explore a free particle system on
toric geometry with a geometrically motivated approach to deduce the constraint structure
and subsequently carry out its quantization. Second key motive is to reformulate the system
as a gauge theory with the aid of symplectic gauge invariant formalism and give an account
for the gauge symmetries. Finally, we intend to provide (anti-)BRST symmetries for the
newly reformulated gauge theory.

The contents of the paper are organized as follows. Section 2 gives a brief preamble
about a free particle restricted to move on a torus, satisfying the geometric constraint
(r —a) = 0. Section 3 deals with constraint analysis and quantization of the system
in modified Faddeev-Jackiw formalism. Our section 4 contains the reformulation of the



system as a gauge theory by employing symplectic gauge invariant formalism. We derive
the off-shell nilpotent and absolutely anti-commuting (anti-)BRST symmetries and the
corresponding conserved charges, in section 5. Finally, in section 6, we provide concluding
remarks.

2 Preliminaries

The parametric equations of a torus, with axial circle in the x — y plane centered at the
origin of radius R and having circular cross section of radius r, are given as

r = (R+rsinf)cos¢, y = (R+rsinf)sing, 2z = rcosb, (1)

where the coordinates 6 and ¢ ranges from 0 to 27. In toric geometry, the coordinates
(1,0, ¢) satisfy the relation (\/z% +y% — R)? + 22 = r%. Let us consider a free particle of
unit mass (m = 1) which is restricted to move on a torus and is subjected to satisfy the
geometric constraint (r —a) = 0 [2I]. In toric geometry (), the Lagrangian describing this
constrained particle is given as [21]

L = %'r”Q + %r292 + %(R + 7sin 0)2¢% + \(r — a), (2)

where 7, § and ¢ are generalized velocities and A\ is a Lagrange multiplier. The canonical
momenta corresponding to the variables r, 0, ¢, A are, respectively, given as

P. =7, Py =1% P, = (R+rsind)’), P, = 0. (3)
The canonical Hamiltonian obtained from the Lagrangian (2) has following form
p? P} P}
H = +2%+ -
2 22 2(R+rsind)

The constraint structure of the system can be deduced, using Dirac formalism, as

5 — Ar —a). (4)

o1 = P\ =0, ¢ = (r—a) =0, ¢3 =PF = 0. (5)

Among these three constraints (¢x;k = 1,2,3), the non-vanishing Poisson bracket is
{¢2,3} = 1. Thus, we infer gy are @3 are second-class in nature. By constructing the
non-singular anti-symmetric 2 x 2 matrix, C;; = {¢;, p,}, with 4,5 = 2,3, we obtain the
following Dirac brackets

{0, Po}p = 1 = {9, Ps}p (6)
the remaining Dirac brackets are turn out to be zero.

3 Modified Faddeev-Jackiw formalism

In order to implement the Faddeev-Jackiw formalism [5], we express the Lagrangian (2))
in the first-order form by introducing auxiliary variables. Here, by choosing the canoni-
cal momenta as auxiliary variables, the first-order Lagrangian LEIO) can be written in the
following fashion
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where the symplectic potential V(© is given as

2
V(O) — P_7"2 + P;GQ + P¢
2 212 2(R+rsinf)

5 — A(r—a). (8)

We choose the set of zeroth-iterated symplectic variables ¢(© corresponding to the first-
order Lagrangian () as ¢ = {r, P, 0, Py, ¢, Py, \}. In Faddeev-Jackiw formalism, the

Euler-Lagrange equations of motion are expressed in terms of symplectic matrix fi(;)) in the
following manner

o oV
e = L, )

where the symplectic matrix is: fi(jo) = 8?((5) — agz(jc)’ with canonical one-forms a; = g—g. The

components of canonical one-form corresponding to the zeroth-iterated symplectic variables
are identified as

a( = P, aé(]) = by, a<(250) - Pd” a’g’]r) = a’gge) - agng - a’g\O) = 0, (10)

with this symplectic matrix fl-(jo) takes following form

0 -1 0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
00 0-10 0 0
f9=101o 0 1 0 0 0 0 (11)
000 0 0 0 =10
000 0 0 1 0 0
000 0 0 0 0 0

Here we observe fi(jo) is a singular matrix, which in turn indicates the presence of con-
straints. The zero-mode of this singular matrix fi(f) is (WNT = (000000 w,), where v,

is an arbitrary constant. Contracting this zero-mode with the Euler-Lagrange equations
produces the constraint Q) in the system as

rIVO(C)
aco

Now, we implement modified Faddeev-Jackiw formalism to derive new constraints in the
theory [6]. In the modified Faddeev-Jackiw formalism, the consistency condition of Q)
analogous to Dirac-Bergmann methodology, is used to obtain the new constraint in the
system as follows:

Q0 = ) -0 = Q9 =uy(r—a) =0 (12)

0N .

50) _ i _
R (13)

Combining this consistency condition ([3)) of constraint Q) and symplectic equations of
motion ([), we obtain following relationship (cf. e.g. [8, [9])

¢ = 20(¢), (14)
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where

~0) £ 0 VO Q)
By = \ago | 47 = % |- (15)

aci

The symplectic matrix f,gg) yields

0 -1 0 0 0 0 O
1 0 0 0 0 0 O
0 0 0-10 0 0
00 |0 0 1 0 0 0 O
Jii = 0 0 0 0 0 -1 0]} (16)
000 0 1 0 0
00 0 0 0 0 O
1 0 0 0 0 0 O

which is a non-square matrix and possess a zero-mode of order 1 x 8. The zero-mode of f,gg)
is given as, (7®)7 = (010000 v, — 1), where v} is an arbitrary constant. Multiplying
(7NT to () leads to a new constraint in the system with the condition 2 = 0. So, we
obtain the following relation

N2 (Dlaw=y = 0 = B =1(r—a)lgw— = 0, (17)

which does not vanish identically. This indicates that there exist more constraints in
the system. The constraint Q© is now introduced into the canonical sector of first-order
Lagrangian ([7) with the help of Lagrange multiplier, say 5. Thus, we have

LY = #P + 0Py + ¢Py + B(r —a) = VO, (18)

with the first-iterated symplectic potential V") given by

P2 P? P
VO = VOlgo_, = B 2—7»62 + 2(R + r¢sin 0)> (19)

Now, we choose the set of first-iterated symplectic variables as (V) = {r, P, 0, Py, &, P,, 3}.
The corresponding symplectic one-forms are identified as

1 1 1 1 1 1
o = P af = Py o’ = Py 0 = r—a, ol =l = ol = 0. (20)

The first-iterated symplectic matrix fi(jl) takes the form

0 -1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0-10 0 0
fM=1o 01 0 0 0 0f, (21)
0 0 0 0 0 —10
0 0 0 0 1 0 0
-1 0 0 0 0 0 0




which is a singular matrix. The zero mode corresponding to fl-(jl) is calculated as (vW)T =
(010000 1), which is of order 1 x 7. Now, multiplying this zero-mode with the Euler-
Lagrange equations, the constraint in the theory is deduced as

rIVI(Q)

Qb = (W) 3

=0 = QY =p =0 (22)
We again make use of modified Faddeev-Jackiw formalism to seek the existence of further
constraints. Here we use the consistency condition of Q) and combine it with the equa-
tions of motion produced by the first-iterated Lagrangian LS}) and we obtain the following
expression

e = 7). (23)
where fé;) and Z,gl) take the following form, respectively

_ fi(‘l) M
) = (aﬂzn , 20 = | ). (24)

e 0

The symplectic matrix f,g) is given by

0 -1 0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 —-10 0 0

0o 0o 10 0 0 0

=10 000 0 -10 (25)
0 0 0 0 1 0 0
-1 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0

However the symplectic matrix f,g) is a non-square one, it still has a zero-mode of order

I1x8 (ZM)T =0 10000 10). The contraction of this zero-mode with Zlgl)(C), by
imposing the condition QM = 0, yields

) Z Olanzg = 0 = Plaw=g = 0. (26)

The equation (20) gives identity, indicating there exist no further constraints in the theory.
Now we construct the second-iterated Lagrangian by incorporating the constraint Q) into
first-iterated Lagrangian (I8]) with the help of Lagrange multiplier, say «, as

LY = iP, +0P) + ¢Py + B(r — a) + &P, — V), (27)
where the symplectic potential V(?) is given by

Fy P
o2 T 2(R+rsinf)?’

Ve -y, = (28)



Here we choose the second-iterated symplectic variables as () = {r, P,,0, Py, ¢, P, B,a}.
The corresponding canonical one-forms are given as below

a£’2) = Pr‘a aéQ) = P@) at(;) = P¢7 a((JfQ) = PT‘a (29)
a(;) = r—a, aﬁf} = aﬁj = agi = 0.

The second-iterated symplectic matrix fi(f) takes the form

(@)
o O OO

fi(f) — (30)

[l elalall S =)
O OO OO
SO R O OO oo
o O O |

—_
OO OO O oo
[=lelaloelBaloel "

We recognize the second-iterated symplectic matrix fi(jZ) is a non-singular one, indicating
that a free particle system on toric geometry is not a gauge invariant theory. It is worthwhile
to mention that in the presence of gauge symmetry the symplectic matrix fi(j?) would have
been singular and we would have to implement a suitable gauge condition to obtain the
non-singular symplectic matrix [5]. Since our second-iterated matrix fi(j?) is non-singular,

we can determine all the basic brackets in the theory from its inverse. The inverse of fi(j?)
is given by

00 0 0 0 0 -1 0
00 0 0 0 0 0 -1
00 0 1 0 0 0 0
)1 00 -10 00 0 0
F) =100 00 0 1 0 0 (31)
00 0 0-10 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 0 —1
01 0 0 0 0 1 0

The basic brackets in the theory can be procured, by identifying {CZ@), CJ@)} = (fi(jg))*l, as

{0. Pt = {0, P} =1, {r,f} = {P,a} = {f,0} = -1 (32)

The rest of the brackets are zero. We infer the brackets, among the basic variables, calcu-
lated by the modified Faddeev-Jackiw formalism (cf. (32))) coincide with the corresponding
Dirac brackets (cf. (@)).

Before ending this section we would like to mention that the Lagrange multipliers ap-
pearing as auxiliary coordinates to include the constraints into the canonical sector of
first-order Lagrangian in the Faddeev-Jackiw formalism are absent in the Dirac formal-
ism. So, we provide a new interpretation for these Lagrange multipliers (a, () in terms
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of physical coordinates of the system by making use of symplectic equations of motion of
second-iterated Lagrangian (27) as
. . P2 P2sin 6
a = —r, —p-—L__"¢7 ' 33
& 3 (R+rsinf)? (33)
Thus, the Lagrange multipliers are expressed in terms of generalized coordinates and mo-
menta in the theory.

4 Symplectic gauge invariant formalism

We have inferred in the previous section that the free particle system on a toric geometry
is not a gauge invariant theory. We implement the symplectic gauge invariant formalism
[13, 24] to reformulate the system as a gauge theory. In this procedure the key idea is
to enlarge the original phase space with the incorporation of Wess-Zumino variable. To
accomplish this, we introduce a new function GG depending upon the original phase space
variables and the Wess-Zumino variable, say p, which expands as

[e.e]

G<T7 PT797P97¢7 Pdhp) - ZQ(N)(Tu PT797P97 (bu Pq&;ﬂ); (34)

n=0

where the quantity G represents a n'* order term in the Wess-Zumino variable p which
satisfies the following boundary condition

G(r,P.,0, Py, ¢, Py,p=0) = G = 0. (35)

Introducing this new term G into the first-iterated Lagrangian (I8]), which now depends
on original phase space variables as well as Wess-Zumino variable, as

LY = #P. + 0Py + ¢Py + B(r —a) — VI, (36)
where the form of symplectic potential V") becomes

V(l) _ P_7"2 + P_92 + P‘g _
2 22 2(R+rsinf)?

G. (37)

Correspondingly, the set of symplectic variables is enlarged with the inclusion of Wess-
Zumino variable as () = {r, P.,0, P, ¢, P,,B,p}. Now from the new first-iterated La-
grangian (cf. ([B6)), we identify the symplectic one-forms as

o’ = P, ay) =P, ay) =P, (38)
iy =r—a, ap =ap =ap =a’) =0



The corresponding symplectic matrix ﬁ(jl) takes the form

0 =10 0 0 0 10
1 0 0 0 0 0 00
0 0 0 -10 0 00
A1) 0 0 1 0 0 0 00
i =10 0 0 0 0 -100 (39)
0 0 0 0 1 0 00
~1 0 0 0 0 0 00
0 0 0 0 0 0 00

Here, we infer the symplectic matrix fi(jl) is singular and has following zero-mode of order
1 x 8, as

@) =0 100001 1). (40)
In the symplectic gauge invariant formalism, we impose the condition that the correspond-
ing zero-mode of singular symplectic matrix does not generate any further constraints in

the theory. Given this condition, we calculate the first-order correction term, in p, of the
newly introduced function G by the following expression

VY agW

R el (41)

Integrating the above equation (Il leads to the first-order correction term of G as

G = Pop. (42)
Incorporating the first-order correction GV into the first-iterated Lagrangian (cf. (B8)), we
obtain

Y = P 0P+ Py + B(r —a) — V', (43)

where the explicit form of symplectic potential V" W is

2
V’(l) = P7"2+£92+ P¢

— — P.p. 44
2 22 2(R+rsinf)? P (44)

We observe that the action of the zero-mode (#)T (cf. (@) on the gradient of new

7ov' Y
ac)

of non-zero term implies that we need to calculate higher order correction terms. Thus,
by employing the same condition that (7())T does not produce any new constraints, we
calculate the second-order correction in p (i.e. G)) from the following expression

symplectic potential 1% (1), ie. (7)) = 0, does not generate identity. The presence

v ag®
aCM op

(7M) = 0. (45)

We obtain the expression for G 2 as

g? = 2 (46)



Now, including G into the extended first-order Lagrangian [7501) (cf. @3)), we obtain

=, (1)
L,

= 7P, + 0Py + ¢Py + B(r — a) — V”(l), (47)

where the form of symplectic potential V" W is given by

< (1) P? P Pg 0>
yrt = ey e —pp+ 48
2 +2r2+2(R+rsin9)2 P35 (48)

Now it is straightforward to check the contraction of zero-mode (7))T on the gradient of
symplectic potential V” W vanishes identically, thus, this zero-mode does not produce any
further constraints. This indicates that the iterative process of calculating higher order
correction terms in G with n > 3 can be stopped. Consequently, the zero mode (7™M)7 acts
as the generator of infinitesimal gauge transformations [13].

Thus, with the new symplectic potential ([@8]) obtained via symplectic gauge invariant
formalism, we express the zeroth-iterated first-order Lagrangian as

LY = P+ 6Py + $P, — VO, (49)

where the explicit form of V(© is given by

- Pz p? P? 02 .
Vo = 4 0 0 —ANr—a)—Pp+ = H. 5
2 T2 2(R+ rsinf)? (r—a) P35 (50)

Here we have identified the newly constructed symplectic potential (cf. (B0)) as the Hamil-
tonian of the system [I3]. As we have mentioned earlier, the zero mode (7)) acts as
the generator of gauge symmetry, we can compute the gauge transformations (§) from the
following expression

6 = (T, (51)

where () is the set of symplectic variables in the enlarged phase space and e represents the
infinitesimal time dependent gauge parameter. The explicit form of non-zero infinitesimal
gauge transformations in the theory are

0P, = e, 0N = ¢, op = e (52)
Under these gauge transformations (52]), the first-order Lagrangian ([d9) transforms as

5LSCO) = % [e(r — a)} . (53)
Now, we wish to rewrite the gauge invariant Lagrangian (49) and corresponding Hamilto-
nian (B0) in terms of the original phase space variables. By employing Dirac formalism,
we identify conjugate momenta corresponding to the variables A and p as the primary
constraints and they generate two sets of constraint chain in the theory as given below,
respectively

Y1 = Py, ¥y = (r—a), (54)
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and

¢1=Pp, wZZPr_pa (55)
where P, is the canonical conjugate momentum to Wess-Zumino variable p. It is worthwhile
to mention few points in order, in the first constraint chain generated by A, the consistency
condition of 1 leads to the tertiary constraint (¢3 = P, — p). Since this constraint is not
unique, we have the option of putting this constraint in either one of the chain and close
the other chain at the same time [12]. So, we have put this constraint in second chain and
closed the first one. Further we observe there are non-vanishing Poisson brackets between
the constraints, as {lpg,@g} =1= {1/_11,1/_12}. This indicates that there is a mixture of
both first-class and second-class constraints. We split the constraints into first-class and
second-class through constraint combination [I3]. The set of first-class constraints takes
the following form

X1 = P>\7 X2 = T_a_Ppa (56)
and the set of second-class constraints is
@Z_)l - Pp7 ,II)Q = Pr —p. (57)

Now assuming the second-class constraints in a strong way, we rewrite the Hamiltonian
(B0) in terms of the original phase space variables as
2 2
o= Loy d
2r2  2(R+rsin®)

5 — A(r —a). (58)

We wish to disclose the gauge symmetry existing in the gauge theory developed by
symplectic gauge invariant formalism. Thus, expressing the first-order Lagrangian corre-
sponding to the final Hamiltonian (58) as

Fy Py

Ly = 7P+ 0P+ 0P, - 2r2  2(R+rsinf)? tAlr-a) )

The set of constraints in the theory is obtained as
i =P, X2 = (r—a) (60)

The constraints y; and Yo are first-class in nature and act as the generators of gauge
symmetry. The corresponding gauge symmetry transformations can be given as

N =k, 0P =k, O[r, 0, By, ¢, Py] = 0, (61)

where « is the infinitesimal time dependent gauge parameter. Under these gauge transfor-
mations in (&Il), the first-order Lagrangian (59) transforms as

5Ly = %[K(r - a)] (62)

At this juncture, we would like to mention some salient features of this reformulation.
First and foremost, although we have started with the inclusion of Wess-Zumino term in
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the gauge non-invariant Lagrangian (cf. (I8))), our final gauge invariant Lagrangian does
not contain any additional variables other than the original phase space variables (cf. (£9)).
Moreover, the first-class constraints in the gauge invariant theory retain the same form as
of the original system. Second, the reformulated gauge invariant theory is equivalent to
the original gauge non-invariant theory in the sense that the physical degrees of freedom
and dynamics remain same in both the cases. The physical degrees of freedom can be
checked using constraints. To be specific, there is only one physical degree of freedom
present in original gauge non-invariant theory as it contains one first-class constraint and
two second-class constraints. On the other hand the reformulated gauge theory, consisting
of two first-class constraints, also has only one degree of freedom. In addition, it can be
verified in a straightforward manner that the dynamical equations arising from the gauge
non-invariant theory are same as the equations obtained from the newly constructed gauge
theory.

5 Off-shell nilpotent and absolutely anti-commuting
(anti-)BRST symmetries

We wish to investigate the reformulated gauge theory of a free particle system on toric
geometry in the BRST framework. To accomplish this we replace the time dependent
gauge parameter by anti-commuting (anti-)ghost variables (¢)c, satisfying ¢ = 0 = &2, cc+
cc = 0. The BRST invariant first-order Lagrangian (Lgcb)) can be obtained by adding
a BRST invariant function s, (—z’é (—)\ - P+ %b)) to the first-order Lagrangian (£9),

which respects the following BRST transformations s,
spA = ¢, s P = ¢, s¢ = ib, syec = 0, (63)
Sbb = Spr = sb«9 = prg = Sb(b = SbP¢ = 0.
Thus, the BRST invariant first-order Lagrangian Lgcb) is given as

LY = P 40P+ ¢P, — L fe A —a) (64)
f r 0 2r2  2(R+rsinf)?

: 1 :
— bA+ P+ 5b2 + icé — icc.

In the above expression, b is Nakanishi-Lautrup auxiliary variable which linearizes the gauge

fixing condition —%()\ + P,)?. The first-order Lagrangian Lgcb) is also found to be invariant

under another set of symmetries, the anti-BRST transformations s,;, given as

S\ = ¢, SgP, = ¢ sgc = —ib, Sgpc = 0, (65)

Sapb = ST = sl = sabPy = sad = saPy = 0.

These (anti-)BRST transformations are off-shell nilpotent (i.e. s; = 0 = s2,) and absolutely
anti-commuting (i.e. {sp, Sap} = SpSap + SapSy = 0) in nature. The conserved (anti-)BRST
charges (Q(q), corresponding to the above mentioned (anti-)BRST symmetries are listed as

Qy = —c(r—a)+cPy, Qu = —c(r—a)+chy. (66)
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Here, we have identified b with —P,. The conservation of the (anti-)BRST charges

(Q@yp = 0) can be verified with the aid of following Euler-Lagrange equations of motion

corresponding to L;b)

b P? P2 sin 6 P Prcos o
" F—i_(R—l-'rsin@)ffjL © " T (R+rsing)® (67)
. . P, . . P,
¢ ’ 2 ¢ (R+rsinf)?’
b=A+P, b= —(r—a), é+c=0, é+¢c=0.
These (anti-)BRST charges are nilpotent (Q7 = 0 = @?), absolutely anti-commuting

(QvQup + Qup@p = 0) in nature and turn out to be the generators of (anti-)BRST trans-
formations (listed in (63) and (65)). Explicitly, it can be verified from the relation
Sap® = i[Q(a)b,é}i, with the use of [r,P] = i = [\, P\] and {¢,c} = 1,{¢,¢} = —1,
where ® is any general variable of the system and + on the subscript represent the (anti-)
commutation relations.

Finally, we would like to mention the dynamically stable subspace satisfying the phys-
icality condition, Qe |¥) 5, = 0, leads to (r —a)[¥) . = 0 and Py [¥) , - = 0. These
conditions establish that the physical states of the theory are annihilated by the first-class
constraints Py and (r — a) which is consistent with the Dirac method of quantization for
constrained system.

6 Conclusions

In our present investigation, we have deduced the constraint structure and eventually quan-
tized a free particle system residing on a torus satisfying the geometric constraint (r—a) = 0
within the framework of modified Faddeev-Jackiw formalism. For this purpose, we have in-
cluded this geometric constraint into the Lagrangian (2) with the aid of Lagrange multiplier
unlike [20]. The presence of a non-singular symplectic matrix, after incorporation of all the
constraints into the canonical sector of first-order Lagrangian, indicates that the system
is gauge non-invariant and thus all the basic brackets have been procured from its inverse
B2). In addition, we have provided a new interpretation for the Lagrange multipliers in
terms of original phase space variables in the theory.

Furthermore, we have reformulated the system as a gauge theory, which is physically
equivalent to the original gauge non-invariant theory, by employing symplectic gauge in-
variant formalism. To accomplish this, we have introduced a new function depending on
the original phase space variables and Wess-Zumino variable into the first-iterated sym-
plectic potential (cf. ([B1)) and imposed the condition that zero-mode of the corresponding
singular symplectic matrix does not generate any new constraints. Consequently, we have
shown the first-order Lagrangian constructed via symplectic gauge invariant formalism is
invariant under the transformations generated by the set of first-class constraints. One of
the striking features of our work is the reformulated gauge invariant theory is free from

Wess-Zumino variables unlike [20} 21} 23].
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Finally, we have constructed off-shell nilpotent and absolutely anti-commuting (anti-)
BRST symmetries for reformulated gauge invariant theory. We have shown that the con-
served (anti-)BRST charges are the generators of (anti-)BRST symmetry transformations.
The physicality condition satisfied by these charges shows that the first-class constraints
annihilate the physical states of the system and it is on par with the Dirac quantization
procedure [3]. For future endeavor, it will be an interesting venture to explore a particle
moving on torus knot within this framework and the results of the same shall be reported
elsewhere soon [25].
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