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Q uantization of constraint system sw ithin the W eyIW igner-G roenew old-M oyal fram ew ork is dis—
cussed. Constraint dynam ics of classical and quantum system s is reform ulated using the skew —
gradient proction form alisn . The quantum deformm ation of the D irac bracket is generalized to
m atch sm oothly the classicalD irac bracket in and outside of the constraint subm anifold in the lim it

~1 0.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Gauge symm etries provide m athem atical basis for
known fundam ental interactions. W ithin the generalized
Ham iltonian fram ew ork [1], gauge theories correspond to

rst—class constraints system s. Upon gauge xing, these
system s convert to second-class constraint system s. The
operator quantization schem es for constraints system s
have been developed by D irac [I]. The path integral
quantization has also been developed and found to be es—
pecially e ective forgauge theordes (for review sseeld,|l3]) .

B esides conventional operator form ulation of quantum
m echanics and the path integral m ethod, the popular
approach to quantization of classical system s isbased on
the G roenew old starproduct form alisn [4]. It takes the
origin from the W eyls association rule [H]between oper—
ators in the H ibert space and fiinctions In phase space
and the W igner function [@]. The starproduct form al-
ismn is known also under the nam es of the defom ation
quantization and the M oyalquantization [I,l4].

T he skew -sym m etric part of the starproduct, nam ed
the M oyalbracket, govems the evolution ofquantum sys—
tem s In phase space, just like the P oisson bracket govems
the evolution of classical unconstrained system s and the
D iracbracket govemsthe evolution ofclassical constraint
system s. The M oyalbracket represents the quantum de-
form ation ofthe P oisson bracket. T he quantum deform a-
tion of the D irac bracket has been constructed recently
Q1.

The outline of the paper is as Pllows: In the next
Sect., we give a pedagogical introduction to the W eyls
association rule using the elegant m ethod developed by
Stratonovich [L(] and give an introduction to the star-
product form alism . M ore details on this sub fct can be
found in articles [11,112,113,114,115,116].

T he phase-space functions and the D irac bracket do
not m ake any physical sense outside of constraint sub—
m anifolds. In Ref. [9] we constructed the quantum de-
form ation ofthe D iracbracket on the constraint subm an—

P resented at the X ITT Annual Sem inar Nonlinear Phenom ena
in Com plx System s: Chaos, Fractals, Phase Transitions, Self-
organization at M insk, Belarus, M ay 16-19, 2006.

ifbld, su cient for the purpose of generating tin e evolu—
tion of quantum constraint system s. It would, however,
be interesting from the abstract point of view to have
a quantum -m echanical extension of the D irac bracket
which m atchesan oothly at ~ ! 0w ith the classicalD irac
bracket outside of the constraint subm anifold also.

This problem is addressed and solved in Sects. IIT
and IV . In Sect. III, we reform ulate the classical con—
straint dynam ics using pro fction form alisn and present
the classical D irac bracket of finctions In tem s of the
Poisson bracket of functions profcted onto constraint
subm anifold. Sect. IV gives the quantum -m echanical
generalization of the m ethod proposed. Sects. IITD and
IV-B C contaln new results, the others is a pedagogical
exposition of earlier works mainly [©]).

In Conclusion, we sum m arize resuls.

II. W EYL'SASSOCIATION RULE AND THE
STAR-PRODUCT

System s wih n degrees of freedom are described
by 2n canonical coordinates and momenta * =
@ ;e ;PP ) - These variables param eterize phase
sgace T R" de ned as the cotangent bundlke of n-—
din ensionalcon guration space R* . C anonical variables
satisfy the P oisson bracket relations

£X; g= 1&h Il)
T he skew -sym m etric m atrix I*! has the form

0 En

kIk = E. 0

m2)

where E, isthen n identity matrix and in parts to
T R" a skew -symm etric bilinear ©om . The phase space
acquires thereby structure of sym plectic space. The dis-
tance between two points in phase space is not de ned.
O ne can m easure, however, areas stretched on any two
vectors ¥ and 'asA = L ¥ 'where I3 = I s
that TI™ = .

P rincipal sim ilarities and distinctions between Eu-—
clidean and sym plectic spaces are cataloguized in Table
1. For skew -gradients of finctions, short notation Idf ( )
isused.
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TABLE I: Com parison of properties of Euclidean and sym —

plectic spaces
Euclidean space Sym plectic space
x;y 2 R" ; 2 R
M etric structure Sym plectic structure
9ij = G5i Iy= Iy
gug™ = = §
Scalar product Skew  scalar product
®iy) = gisX'y’ (;)=Ty 7
pD istance A rea
L= x yix y) A= (;)
G radient Skew gradient
a6 £)t = ghef=ex’ (Ide)t 1Hef=e ?
= f 'ifg
Scalar product P oisson bracket
of gradients off and g of f and g
6 £;59) (Idf;Idg) = ff;gg
O rthogonality Skew  orthogonality
gijxly] =0 Ij_j = 0

In quantum m echanics, canonical variables * are as—
sociated to operators of canonical coordinates and m o—
menta ¥ = (ql;:::; ;P17 :5Pn) acting in the Hibert
space, w hich obey the com m utation relations

K= i~IF: (IT3)

The W eyls association rule extends the correspondence

1§ « to phasespace fiinctions £ ( ) 2 C! (T R™) and
operators £2 Op (L% R™)). It can be illustrated as O
low s:

i2 TR | ®¥20pCL?R™)
£i 99 1 TR
f()2ct @R ! £f20p@*R"M))

The set of operators f acting in the H ibert space is
closed under m ultiplication of operators by cnum bers
and sum m ation of operators. Such a set constitutes vec—
tor space:

9
c f£() ! ct vector =
f()+ g() ! f+g space alebra
£()z2g() ! Iy !

E Jem ents of basis of such a vector space can be labelled
by canonical variables *. The commonly used W eyls
basis Iooks lke

@ ~)" " x

" i .
= 2 )" exp( — k(. 7)) (I4)

B ()=

The obcts B ( ) satisfy relations 8]

B() = B();
TrB ()] = 1;
d2n
B = 1;
PRSE ()
7
d2n
2 =B ()TrB ()fl = £
TrB ()B (9)1= @ ~)™ 2" %;

1~ 0
B ()exp( EP o)B () =

= @2 ~)" 2 9B (9:

Here,

|
P o= Iklii
@rxe@
is the so—called P oisson operator.
TheW eyls association rule for a function f ( ) and an

operator fhas the form [L(]

f() = TxrB ()ff; (IT.5)
dZn
f = f£f()B : 1.6
2 - ()B () (I1.6)
In particular,
P= TrB ()% (T7)
) g2n )
X = B : 118
2 ) () (I1.8)

The function f ( ) can be treated as the coordinate of £
In thebasisB ( ), whilk the right side oqu.) can be
Interpreted as the scalar product ofB ( ) and f.

A Femative operator bases and their relations are dis-
cussed in Refs. [L4,117]. One can make, in particular,
operator transform s on B ( ) and cnum ber transform s
on . Ambiguities in the choice of operator basis are
connected to am biguities in quantization of classical sys—
tem s, better known as "operator ordering problem ".

T he set of operators is closed under m ultiplication of
operators. The vector space of operators is endowed
thereby w ith an associative algebra structure. G fven two
functions £( ) = TrB ( )fland g( ) = TrB ( )gl, one
can construct a third function

£()?2g()=TrB ()l (I1.9)
This operation is called starproduct. It has been n-
troduced by G roenewold [4]. The explicit form of the
starproduct is as ollow s:

f()?g()=f()eXP(lE~P)q( ); (I.10)

whereP = P



The starproduct splits into symm etric and skew—

sym m etric parts
i~
f2g=1£ g+3f"g: (IT11)

T he skew sym m etric part £ © g is known under the nam e
ofM oyalbracket. It is essentially unique [L7]. It govems
quantum evolution in phase space and endow s the set of
functions w ith the P oisson algebra structure:

physical observables
m
functions in phase space
m
P oisson algebra

T+g;c f};

{ (IT.12)

ft?g;f" g

{z—
vector space
|

, {z }

algebra

T he average values of a physical observable described
by function f ( ) are calculated in termm s of the W igner
function

W ()=TrB ()l (IT.13)
Tt is nom alized to unity
z d2n

2 ~)nW ()= 1: (IT.14)

Iff$ f()andr$ W () where ris the density m atrix,
then

Z d2n
Trifx] = 2 ~)nf()?W ()
Z 2n
= f(W (): I1.15)
pred L (

Under the sign of integral, the starproduct can be re-
placed w ith the pointw ise product [LC].

Real finctions in phase space stand for physical ob—
servables, w hich constitute in tum the P oisson algebra. If
the associative product £ ?g does not com m ute, its skew —
sym m etric part gives autom atically the skew -sym m etric
product which satis esthe Lebniz’ law

£f* @g?h)= " g)?h+ g? (" h): (IT.16)
T hisequation isvalid separately for sym m etric and skew —
symm etric parts of the starproduct. In the last case,
Eq.[LId) provides the Jacobi identity. The validity of
the Lebniz’ law allow s to link the M oyal bracket w ih
tin e derivative of functions and build up thereby an evo—
Jution equation for finctions In phase space.

In classicallim it, the M oyalbracket tums to the P ois—
son bracket:

Iim £~ g= ff;g9:
~10

ITII. CLASSICALCONSTRAINT SYSTEM S IN
PHASE SPACE

Second-class constraints G, () = 0 wih a = 1;:::;52m
andm < n have theP oisson bracket relationsw hich form
a non-degenerate 2m  2m m atrix

detfG, ( );G, ( )g 6 0: (IT.1)

Tfthis condition isnot fiil lked, i would m ean that gauge
degrees of freedom appear In the system . A ffer In pos—
Ing gauge- xing conditions, we could arrive at nequality
). A tematively, breaking condition [IL) would
m ean that constraint finctions are dependent. A fler re-
m oving redundant constraints, we arrive at inequaliy
[ .

C onstraint functions are equivalent ifthey describe the
sam e constraint subm anifold. W ithin this class one can
m ake transform ations w thout changing dynam ics.

A . Sym plectic basis for constraint functions

For arbitrary point of constraint subm anifold =
f :Gi ()= 0g, there is a neighborhood where one m ay

nd equivalent constraint fiinctions in term s ofwhich the
P oisson bracket relations look like

£Ga ()iG ( )g= Iap (mT2)
w here
0 En
Iab_ Ern 0 (]:E[.S)
Here,E, istheidentiym m matrix, I,pIpc = ac-

T he global existence of sym plectic basis [[ILJ) is an
opened question in generalcase. The basis [[IL2) alvays
exists Jocally, ie., In a nite neighborhood of any point
ofthe constraint subm anifold. Thisissu cient forneeds
of perturbation theory. The form alism presented In this
section can therefore to be used to form ulate evolution
problem of any second-class constraints system in phase
space in the sense of the perturbation theory.

The existence of the Iocal sym plectic basis [[ILJ) is
on the line w ith the D arboux’s theorem (see, eg., [L8])
which states that In sym plectic space around any point

there exists coordinate system in such that 2
w here sym plectic structure takes the standard canonical
form . Sym plectic spaces can be covered by such coordi-
nate system s.

This is In contrast to R iem annian geom etry where
m etric tensor at any given point x can always be m ade
M inkow skian, but In any neighborhood ofx the variance
of the R iem annian m etric w ith the M Inkow skian m etric
is, In general, x%. Physically, by passing to iner—
tial coordinate fram e one can rem ove graviation elds
at any given point, but not in an entire neighborhood
of that point. The D arboux’s theorem states, reversely,



that the sym plectic structure can be m ade to take the
standard canonical form in an entire neighborhood
of any point . In Riem annian spaces, locally m eans at
som e given point. In sym plectic spaces, locally m eans at
som e given point and In an entire neighborhood of that
point.

Locally, all sym plectic spaces are indistinguishable.
C onditionally, one can say that any surface in sym plectic
space, Incliding any constraint surface, is a plane.

In the view ofthism arked dissim ilarity, the validity of
Egs.[Id) h a nie domah looks indispensable.

B . Skew -gradient pro jection

The oonosgpt of skew gradient profction () of
canonical variables onto constraint subm anifold plays
very important role in the M oyal quantization of con—
straint system s. Geom etrically, skew-gradient profgc—
tion acts along phase ows IdG ( ) generated by con—
straint functions. These owsare comm utative in virtue
ofEgs.[[II]): Usihg Eqgs.[IIIJ) and the Jacobi identity,
one gets £fG?;fGP;fgg = fGP;fG?;fgg for any fiinction
f, so the point of intersection w ith is unique. Skew —
gradient proctions are Investigated In Refs. [19] and
Independently in Refs. [9,120].

¢ 1dG_(4)

1dG(¢)

()

I ={:G,() =0}

FIG . 1l: Schem atic presentation of skew gradient projction
onto constraint subm anifold along commuting phase ows
generated by constraint functions.

To construct skew -gradient pro fctions, we start from
equations

£s()iG()g=20 (IIT4)

which say that point () 2 is left nvariant by phase

ow s generated by G ( ). Using sym plectic basis [II12)
for the constraints and expanding

1
()= +X°G,+ 5x PG, Gy + it (II1.5)

In the power series 0f G, , one gets

X g
s()= Pf:::ff ;G%1g;G*g; G g
k=0~
Ga, Ga, ::G,, (I1T.6)
Sin ilar progction can be m ade for function £ ( ):
X g
fs ()= E'f::rfff ();G*g;G*qg; uG%* g
k=0
Ga, Ga, 1G5, ¢ (ITL.7)
It satis es
fs ()= £(s()): (I1T.8)

Constraint functions are in involution with profcted
function :

ffs()iGa ()g= 0: (IIT.9)

Consequently, £5 ( ) does not vary along IdG, ( ), since

£()

— (Td *
@l(g())

ff()ig()g

Applying Egs.[IILA) and [[ILJ) to constraint fiinctions
Ga (), one concludes that the point ¢ ( ) belongs to the
constraint subm anifold

Ga(s())=0: (I1IT1.10)
T he constraint subm anifold can therefore be described
equivalentlyas = f (): 2 TR"qg.

An average of function f ( ) is calculated using the
probability density distrbution () and the Liouville
m easure restricted to the constraint subm anifold 21]:

Z d2n ‘%m
2 )"
@) (

a=1

Ga(NEC) (): (HIII)

On the constraint subm anifold () =
() can be replaced with f5( ) and ().
T here exist therefore equivalence classes of functions
In phase space:

, s0 £() and

f() g()s$ £()=ga(): (IT.12)
The symbol means that fiinctions are equal in the
weak sense, £ () g( ), ie. on the constraint subm ani-
fold. W e shall see that symbols and acquire distinct
m eaning upon quantization. Note that £ () f5():
Egs.MId) and [@II0) inpl G. 0. Constraint fiinc—
tions belong to an equivalence class containing zero.



C . D irac bracket in term s of P oisson bracket on
constraint subm anifold

G iven ham iltonian fiinction H , the evolution of func—
tion f is describbed using the D irac bracket [1]

@
—f= ff;H : 11113
ot 9o ( )

In the sym plkctic basis [[ILJ), the D irac bracket looks
Iike

ff;9g9p = ff;gg+ ££;G*gfG,;99: (I1T.14)
O n the constraint subm anifold, one has
ffigep = ff;g9.9= ffs;99= £fs;g:9: (TIT15)

Calculation of the D irac bracket can be replaced there—
fore w ith calculation ofthe P oisson bracket for functions
progcted onto the constraint subm anifold.

T w o functions are equivalent provided they coincide on
the constraint subm anifold. The ham iltonian fiinctions
determ ine the evolution of system s and play thereby spe—
cial role. Two ham ittonian finctions are equivalent if
they generate w ithin phase ows whose profctions
onto the tangent plane of the constraint subm anifold are
identical. O nem ay suppose that the equivalence relation
for functions, de ned above, does not apply to ham ilto—
nian fiinctions, since skew -gradients ofham iltonian func—
tions enter the problem either. T his isnot the case, how —
ever. The components of the ham iltonian phase ow,
w hich belong to a subspace spanned at by phase ows
of the constraint functions, do not a ect dynam ics and
could be di erent, whereas the skew -gradient pro fction
[IIA) does not m odify com ponents of skew-gradients of
functions, tangent to constraint sulm anifold. W e illus-
trate it schem atically on Fig. 2. The geom etrical sense
of the D irac bracket reduces to dropping the com ponent
of the ham iltonian phase ow which does not belong to
tangent plane of the constraint subm anifold. Equiva—
lently, those com ponents can be m ade to vanish w ith
the help of the skew gradient proction. H and H 5 are
thereby dynam ically equivalent, so Eq.[IIL1J) character—
izes an equivalence class for the ham iltonian functions ei-
ther. Am ong functions of this class, H 5 is the one whose
phase ow is skew-orthogonalto phase ow s ofthe con—
straint functions, ie., £G,;H s;g= (IdG,;;IdH ) = 0.

Replacing H wih H g, one can rew rite the evolution
equation in tem s ofthe P oisson bracket (cf. Eq.[IIL13)):

@
—f= ff;H.q:

1.l
ot (III.16)

T he evolution does not m ix up the equivalence classes.
The physical observabls in second-clss constraints

system s are associated with the equivalence classes of

real functions in the unconstrained phase space. The

1dH(d)

, bl dH (&)

2m
S ¢, 1dG (9
a=1

r*={£:68=0}

FIG . 2: Schem atic presentation of phase ows IdH () and
IdH s ( ) generated by ham iltonian function H () and pro—
Bcted ham iltonian function Hs () at point of constraint
subm anifold . Thephase ow IdH s ( ) belongs to the tan—
gent plane of . The harf,ﬂi:onjan phase ow IdH () adm its
decom position TdH ()= °"  cIdG*()+ IdHs().W ithin
the constraint subm anifold (ie. 2 and +d 2 )
one has dG® () = 0 and thergfore 0 = d @G ()=@ * =
(IdG® ();d ). The rst tem -7 G IdG® () is therefore
skew -orthogonal to any vector d of the tangent plane.

equivalence clhsses constitute a vector space O equipped
with two m ultiplication operations, the associative point-
w ise product and the skew-sym m etric D irac bracket £;qp ;
which confer O a Poisson algebra structure.

Instead ofw orking w ith equivalence classes of finctions
Ef, one can work w ith their representatives f; de ned
uniguely by the skew gradient proction. The oneto—
onem appingEf $ f5 inducesa P oisson algebra structure
on the set of pro cted functions. The sum Ef + E5 con—
verts to f5 + g5, the associative product EfE; converts
to the pointw ise product f5gs, while the D irac bracket
becom es the P oisson bracket:

ffs;9s9p = f£fsi9s9: (IIT.17)
T hese operations satisfy the Lebniz’ law and the Jacobi
identity and, since (fs + gs)s = £5+ 95/ (EsTs)s = £59s/
and ffs;hsgs = ff5;hsg, keep the set of procted func—
tions closed.

D . D irac bracket in term s of P oisson bracket on
and outside of constraint subm anifold

O utside ofthe constraint subm anifold fiinctions do not
m ake any physical sense. It is su client thus to work
w ith the D irac bracket on the constraint subm anifold.
T he evolution problem in such a case can consistently be
form ulated In term s of the P oisson bracket for functions
progcted onto the constraint subm anifold.

The D irac bracket is, however, well de ned in the
whole phase space. Rede nition of constraint fiinctions
by shifts G, () ! Gs( ) + constant leaves the D irac
bracket unchanged, because it depends on derivatives of
constraint functions only. It is not the case for the P ois—



son bracket applied to procted functions. This is why
Eq.[[IL19) is valid on constraint subm anifbld only.

O ne can m odify progction form alisn to t the above-
m entioned property of the D irac bracket. Suppose we
wish to nd theD iracbracket of functions £ ( ) and g( )
at a pont =  outside of the constraint subm anifold.
The intersection of level sets £ : G, () = G, ( )g can
be considered as new constraint subm anifold de ned by
constraint functions

Ga()zGa() Ga():

P ro fcted functions depend thereby on both  and

X 3
—fudfff ();
k!
k=0

Ga1 Ga cee

5 eee

fs () = G*g; G*g;:: G*g

Ga (TII.18)

k

and sim ilarly for g( ): The P oisson brackets are calcu-
lated with respect to whil is a parameter. The ap—
propriate extension looks lke

ff()ig( ) = f£( )ik ()9]-=
= ff5( );g( )gi-

= ffs ( );x ( )gi- (IT19)

In Eq.[IILI9) all Hur tem s are paiw ise distinct fiinc—
tions in the whole phase space. T hese fiinctions coincide
on the constraint subm anifold only. In Eq.[ILId) all
four tem s coincide in the whole phase space. If 2 ,
we reproduce the result [IL19) derived earlier.

IV. QUANTUM CONSTRAINT SYSTEM S IN
PHASE SPACE

Schem e presented in the previous Sect. 3 is suitable
to approach description of quantum constraint system s
In phase space. W e give nalresults and refer tol$] for
Intermm ediate steps.

W e ram ind that classical ham iltonian fiinction H ( )
and constraint finctions G, ( ) are distinct in general
from their quantum analogues H () and G5 ( ). These
dissin ilarities are connected to the usual am biguities in
quantization of classical system s, being not speci ¢ for
the problem we are Interested In. It is required only

Im H () =
~10

Im G, () =
1o

H();

Gy ():

In what ©Dllows = f :G,( )= 0Og.

A . Quantum deform ation of the D irac bracket on
constraint subm anifold

T he quantum constraint functions G, ( ) satisfy

Ga()"Gp( )= Tap: v 1)

In classicallim i, G, () tum to G5 ().
T he quantum -m echanical version of the skew gradient
progctions isde ned w ith the use ofthe M oyalbracket

e( )" Ga( )= 0: (v 2)
T he pro fcted canonical variables have the form
®
() = E'(:::(( AGE)YAGA2Y N GO
k=0
Gay,  Ga, i Gyt (v 3)
The quantum analogue ofEq.[ILJ) is
X 1
fo() = ;'(:::((f( )N G A Gy GO
k=0~
Ga, Gy, it Gyt (v 4)
T he function f; ( ) obeys equation
£t ()" Ga()= 0: v 5)

The evolution equation which is the analogue of
Eq.[ILIA) takesthe om

@
—f()=£()"He()

vV 6
@t ( )

where H ( ) is the ham iltonian finction procted onto
the constraint subm anifbld as prescrived by Eq.[I_4).
Taking profction ofEq.[IV_8) we get evolution equation
In the closed form for pro fgcted functions:

@
—f()=5&()"He()

.7
@t ( )

The quantum deform ation of the D irac bracket rep—
resents the M oyal bracket for two functions projcted
quantum -m echanically onto the constraint sulm anifold.

T he form alstructure ofthe dynam icalquantum system
is described by the schem e [ILIA) with the word "fiinc—
tions" replaced by the phrase "profcted functions" and
f and g replaced by fi and ¢, resgpectively. The star-
product is an associative operation, whereas the M oyal
bracket for procted functions satis es the Lebniz’ law
and, respectively, the Jacobi identity.

P ro ected functions In phase space are ob fcts associ-
ated to quantum observables. Functions which have the
sam e pro Fctions are physically equivalent. W e can unify
such functions into equivalence classes. T he starproduct
and the M oyal bracket for procted functions generate
for equivalence classes a Poisson algebra structure ac—
cordingly.

Thebracket £~ g; constructed in [9] gives the deform a—
tion of the D irac bracket on . W hat about the whole
phase space?



TABLE II: Brackets which govem evolution in phase space
of fiinctions (second colum n) and projcted functions (third
colum n) of classical system s ( rst row ) and quantum system s
(second row ). T he right upper comer show s the D irac bracket
expressed In temm s of the Poisson bracket of fiinctions pro-
“ected onto the constraint subm anifold. The left upper cor-
ner is the P oisson bracket. T he left lower comer is the M oyal
bracket, which represents the quantum defom ation of the
Poisson bracket. T he operation f: * g¢ is the quantum defor-
m ation of the D irac bracket.

System s:|unconstrained | constrained
classical ff;gg ffs;9s9
quantum frg fe "~ o

B. Quantum deform ation of the D irac bracket on
and outside of constraint subm anifold

O ne can generalize the operation fi © g to match in
classicallim it the D irac bracket outside of the constraint
subm anifold. W e can proceed like in the classical case by
w riting pro fcted functions in the fom

R

1 ary A azy A
fr () = ;!(:::((f( ) G™) G™)
k=0
G) Ga, Ga, i G, (IV.8)
w here
Ga( ) = Ga () Ga ()

The M oyal brackets and the -products entering this

equation are calculated w ith respect to . The desired
extension looks like
fr ()" g ()3-= (v .9)

Tt is assum ed that the constraint functions G, ( ) satisfy
the bracket relations [Ll) at 2 . Expression [_9)
is valid on and outside of the constraint subm anifold. If

2 ,we reproduce operation fi ( ) * g ( ) announced
earlier.

C. Com pleteness of the set of pro jected operators
of canonical coordinates and m om enta

The set of operators ¥ is known to be com plkte, so
that any operator f can be represented as a sym m etrized
(forobably in nite) weighted sum of products of opera-
tors ¥. In the sense of the Taylor expansion, one can
write f= f (x¥). The oneto-one correspondence betw een
operators £2 Op(@L? R™)) and finctions in phase space
f (), based on the Taylor expansion, is equivalent to the
W eyls association rule.

T he sim ilar com pleteness condition holds for pro fcted
operators of canonical variables ¥ which are inverse
W eyls transform s of ti( ). Apparently, any operator
f acting In the H ibert space can be represented as an
operator fiunction / (G2;x). Applying profction to the
sym m etrized product ofk constraint operatorsG #, which
are Inverse W eyl’s transform s of G2 ( ), one gets a series
lkel k+ skk 1)+ :::= (I 1)*= 0,and o

G 1G> uG)) = 0: W 10)
TheTaylbrseriesof’ G a;xti) generates thereby vanishing
term s nvolving G# . W e thus obtain
¢ G¥ik)e =" 0;x): W 11)
Respectively, any function profcted quantum —
m echanically onto the oconstraint subm anifold can
be represented In the form
F()="QRc()): (v 12)
One can pass to classical lim it to get Eq.[IILd). Con-
structing ’ () from £ () is a non-trivial task equiva-—
lent to solving constraints. T he operator counterpart of

Eq.@),

="' &) (v 13)
dem onstrates the com pleteness of pro gcted set of oper—
ators of canonical coordinates and m om enta. A ccord—
ingly, Eq.[I1J) shows com pleteness of the set of [ ()
in description of pro fcted functions. It is worthw hile to
notice that Eq.[I_10) does not extend to antisym m etric
products of G as one sees from [G2;GPL = ( I?P) =

I°* 6 [G2;G°]= 0 where condition G¢ = 0 is taken
nto account.

V. CONCLUSION

W e m ade short introduction to the W eyls association
rule and the G roenew old starproduct technique for un-—
constrained and constraint system s. T he attention was
focused to the evolution problem .

A generalization of the quantum deform ation of the
D irac bracket is constructed to m atch am oothly classical
D irac bracket in the whole phase spaceat ~ ! 0.

T he use of skew gradient proction form alisn allow s
to treat unconstrained and constraint system s essentially
on the sam e footing. P ro-ections of solutions of quan—
tum evolution equations onto the constraint subm anifold
com prise the entire inform ation on quantum dynam ics of
constraint system s.
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