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A bstract
T he procedure ofD irac reduction ofP oisson operators on subm anifolds is discussed
wihin a particularly usefiil special realization of the general M arsden-R atiu reduc—
tion procedure. The D irac classi cation of constraints on ’ rst—class’ constraints and
'second—class’ constraints is reexam ined.

AM S 2000 Sub Fct C lassi cation: 70H 45, 53D 17, 70G 45

1 Introduction

D iracbracket aswellasD irac’s classi cation ofconstraints isnow adaysa wellrecognized and
very usefultool in the construction ofP oisson dynam ics on adm issble subm anifolds from a
given P oisson dynam ics on a given m anifold. In this paper we consider the D irac reduction
procedure In a more general setting than is usually met In literature. In Section 2 we
In plem ent the D irac reduction procedure into a particularly usefiil special realization ofthe
generalM arsden-R atiu reduction schem e, based on the conoept of transversaldistributions.
In Section 3 we reconsider the D irac conogpt of rst class constraints as it seem s to be too
restrictive.
Firstly we recall f&w basic notions from Poisson geom etry. G iven a manifold M , a
P oisson operator on M is a mapping :T M ! TM that is brepreserving (ie.
¥, TyM ! TyM frany x 2 M ) and such that the induced bracket on the space
C! M ) ofallsm ooth realvalied finctions on M

fyg :c' M) ctwM)! ct M), fF;6g ErF; dGi; a)
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where h;; d is the dualmap between TM and T M , is skew -symm etric and satis es Ja—
cobi identity (the bracket [l) always satis es the Lebniz rule fF;GHg = G fF;Hg +
H fF;Gg ). The symbold denotes the operator of exterior di erentiation. The operator

can alvays be interpreted as a bivector, 2 2 M ) and In a given coordinate system

_Tose @
i 4 @x; Qx5
A function C :M ! R is called a Casim ir function of the Poisson operator if for an

arbirary function ¥ :M ! R wehave fF;Cg = 0 or, equivalently, if dC = 0.

2 M arsden-R atiu reduction for transversaldistributions

The M arden-R atiu reduction theorem [l] describes the procedure of reducing a P oisson
operator on arbirary subm anifold S of our m anifold M . This general procedure exists
only if som e conditions are satis ed. These conditions involve a distribbution E (In the
originalnotation ofM arsden and R ati1) that isa subbundlke ofTM . By a sin ple assum ption,
nam ely that this distribution is transversal, one can, however, satisfy all these conditions
autom atically. Below we reform ulate the M arsden-R atin theorem in thism ore lin ited but
usefiil setting.

Consider an m -din ensional m anifold M equipped with a Poisson operator and an
s-dim ensional subm anifold S ofM . Fix a distrdution Z of constant dim ension k = m s,
that is a am ooth collection ofm -dim ensional subspacesZ, TxyM atevery pontx inM ,
which istransversalto S in the sense that no vector eld Z 2 Z is at any point tangent to
the subm anifold S . Hence we have

forevery x 2 S and, sin ilarly,
.M =T,5 2Z,;
where T, S is the annihilator of Z, and Z, is the anniilator of T,S . That m eans that if
ilsaoneform m T,S then ()= 0 PrallvectorsZ 2 Z, and if isaoneform in 7,

then wvanisheson allvectorsin TSy.

De nition 1 A function F :M ! R is invariant with respectto Z2 ifLy,F = Z E)= 0
forany Z2 2 Z . Sinilkrly, a function ¥ :M ! R is invariant with respect to Z on S
(Z 3 —-invariant in short) f L., F 3 = Z F )} = Oorany Z 2 2

Here and In what ollow s the symbolL; m eans the Lie derivative along the vector eld
Z .

D e nition 2 An operator is called invariant with respect to the distribbution Z  if the
functions that are Z — invariant form a Poisson sulbalgebra, that is, if ¥, G :M ! R are
two Z - invariant functions then fF;Gg is again a Z — invariant function. Sim ilarly, an
operator is called invariant with respect to the distribution Z on S if the functions that
are Z } — Invariant form a Poisson sulbalgebra, that is, if F, G :M ! R arrtwo Z } —
invariant fiinctions then fF;Gg isagain a Z 3 — invariant function.



W e denote these P oisson subalgebrasby A and A 5 respectively. Let us observe, that if
is Z § -invariant for any m anifold S in a foliation ofM then it isalso Z —invariant.

Theorem 3 M arsden andRati [1l]): Let S be a sulm anifold ofM equipped w ith a P oisson
operator and kt Z ke a distrbution in M that is transversalto S. If the operator is
invariant with regpect to the distribbution Z on S, then the Poisson operator is reducibke
on S in the sense that on S there exists a (unigquely de ned) P oisson operator r such that
forany £f;9:S ! R we have

ffigg , = fFi;Gg & @)

for any Z 3 — Invariant probngations F and G of £ and g respectively.

T he above construction, however, isdi cul to perform in practice since it is offen hard
to nd explicit expressions for the prolongationsF and G . W e now show how thisdi culty
can be om ited.

F irstly, suppose that our subm anifold S isgiven by k fiinctionally lndependent equations
"ix)= 0,1i= 1;:::;k (constraints) and that our transversaldistrbution Z is spanned by
k vector elds Z; chosen such that the follow Ing orthogonality relation holds

W’ 3;Z451i=Z25( 1) = 137 3)

(this is no restriction since for any distrdbution Z transversalto S we can choose its basis
so that Q) is satis ed). W e observe that 1n this case we have [Z2:;Z25]"« = 0 forallk, where
K;Y]=LyY =X (Y) Y X) isthe Li bracket (comm utator) of the vector eldsX ;Y,
so that [Z;;Z 4] is always tangent to S. Then, In case that the distribution Z is involutive
(integrable), thism eans that [Z;;Zy]= 0 for alli;j. M oreover, we de ne the vector elds
X ;i as

Xi= d'y, i= 1;:::5:k: 4)

T here exists an in portant class of Z -invariant P oisson operators
Lemma 4 2] If

Ly, = wWrzy i=1;:5k ®)
=1

for som e vector elds W j(i) , then the Poisson operator is invariant with respect to Z

W e sketch the proofhere for the clarity of the text.
P roof. Assume, thatLy ,F = Ly, G = 0 oralli. W ehaveto show thatLy, fF;Gg = 0
for alli, but, due to [@)

xk D E

Ly, fF;Gg = Lz hWdF; dGi= dr; W
3=1

sihce Ly, dF )= dLz,F)= 0 (@and sin ilarly ©or G ). O n the other hand
D ) E ) i
aF; @ 0N 25)dG = 256w 0 F) Z5E)W T G)=0



sihce Z5F )= Lz, F = 0 (and sin flarly forG). m
The condition [@) is su cient but not necessary. For exam ple, if

Xk
Ly, = Wiy RZi;24] 1= 1;::5k

=1

for som e vector eldsW ;, then the operator is also Z -Invariant (one show s it by com pu—
tations sin ilar to those in the above proof). In the case when satis es {H) we apply the
Lie derivative L, to both sides of the equation [). Due to [@) we obtain

|

X
() A
Z4;Xi]l= Lg,X3= Lgy )d 3= W,z d =

(6)
X &) 6) e X 6)
= Z1(" W W, 7 ()2 =W, W, 7 (12,
1 1

W e cbserve thaty if F and G are fwo Z }-invariant functions and V; are arbitrary
P
vector elds, then dF; V5" 7Z5dG = 0 since dF;Vy "~ 25dG1i = Z5G)V5E)
s
Z5E)V4G)= 0on S. Thusthe Poisson operator and its deform ation ofthe form

P
p = V3™ 7y (7)

In soie of the fact that they act di erently on A 5 both generate the sam e bracket on S so
that both can be used to de ne our restricted operator g on S through ). 0 f course,
the deform ed operator p does not have to be P oisson, but nevertheless its restriction to
S through [J) must be Poisson since it naturally coincides w ith sim ilar restriction of to
S . Ifwenow consider a whol foliation ofM de ned by the finctions’ ; wih lavesS (so
that Sp = S) then it tums out that we can choose our (undeterm ined so far) vector elds
V5 in [@ so that

b ( x)2 TS forany 2 T,M andanyx2M ; 8)
w hich has a far reaching consequence.
Lemm a5 The deformation p given by []) that also satis es [) is Poisson.

P roof. The condition that p ( x) iIstangent to S forany , 2 T,M isequivalent
to the requirement that Id’ ;; p ( x)i= 0 Pralli. Due to the antisymm etry of p this
requirem ent can be rewritten as h 4; p (1)1 = 0 Pr all i. Since  is arbitrary, the
condition attains the fom p d’;) = 0 ori= 1;:::;k. We now complte the set of
functions ’ ; with som e functions x4 to a coordinate system (x;’) on M . Then them atrix
of the operator p has the last k rows and last k colum ns equal to zero while them k
din ensionalupper keft block coincides on every leafS w ih the correponding r which is
P oisson by the M arsden-R atiu construction. ®



Lemm a 6 The condition [8) can be written as

Xk
Vi V(" 1)Z5=Xj: 9)
=1

An easy calculation yields now that

Xk
0= p @)= @3 @Z5CVy Vi i)Zy)=
=1

=1

due to the nom alization condition [F). m
W enow restrict ourselvesto only two lin it cases, when allX ; are tangent to S and when
X;ispan Z .

2.1 The case when X ; are tangent to S

W e rstly assum e that allthe vectorsX ; aretangentto S . W e have then naturally X ; (" §) =
0. This in tum means that £’ ;;" 59 = hd’;; d’ yi= K’ ;;X ji= 0 so that all the vector

elds X ; comm ute. In this case the sin plest solution of [@) has the form V; = X ; and the
corresponding deform ation [@) attains the orm

Xk
D = Xi"™Zj: (10)

T his deform ation hasbeen recently w idely used forpro fcting P oisson pencils on sym plectic
Jeaves of one of their operators 3HE].

Lemm a 7 [3] The vector e]dst(k) in [@) can, in the case that allX ; are tangent t© S,
e chosen as tangentto S.

P roof. Consider the projactjonsﬁ_ j(i) of the vector eldsW j(i) onto S:

r=1

(€}

Ifw 5 are in 7 ,thenﬁ j(i) = 0. Thevector ed W j(i) is Indeed tangent to S sihce
. . Xk .
#P0o=wey o ow e w-o:
r=1



N ow
XK XK XK
@) (@) @)
Eﬁ-lAZj= W-lAZj le (,r)ZrAZj
=1 =1 jir=1

the last term being equal to zero since Ly, £’ 3;"' 59 = 0 inplies W j(i) ") =W r(i)

P } )
k @ A Pk @ AL
W Zy= @7~z m

=173
Due to this gauge freedom , if we choose W j(l) as tangent to S Which means that

w," () = 0) then the Hmul @) yils that W ) = B3;X 3]: Thus, due to the fact

that we assumed [@),

(5).
Thus

Xk
Lz, = Zi;X 41" 24 (11)

Rem ark 8 In the case that the functions ’ ; are Casim ir functions of we have X; =

d’; = 0 so that the ormul [[) yieds L,, = 0 for alli; ie. the vector eHds Z;
are symm etries of . In this case our reduction procedure [) coincides with the standard
progction onto a kvel set of Casim ir functions (sym plctic kaf in case there are no other
Casim irs apart from ' ;) [@6].

From what we have said above it becom es clear that the above reduction schem e can
be interpreted as a two-step procedure: rstly we deform the orighalP oisson tensor to a
Poisson tensor p and then we obtain y as standard proction of p onto the levelset S
ofitsCasin irs ’ ; (thuswe need not calculate the prolongationsF and G in order to de ne
ffi99 ).

Now we check what can be said about ourvector eldsZ;.

According to Remark[BL;, p = 0. 0n the other hand, due to [I0),

XK XK XK
0=LZ1 D — [Zi;Xj]AZj LZlXjAZj XjALZiZj
j=1 j=1 j=1
Py . . e
so that j:lXjA [Z3i;Z25]1= 0. O foourse one of the possible realizations of this condition is
the case that the distrdbution Z be integrable sjnoePthen Zi;Z4]1= 0. There ar%, how ever,
other possibilities here. For exam ple, if 23;Z 5] = ];zlcfjxs w ith cfj = c;j, ];:lXjA
|Z'1;Zj]= 0 aswell.

22 The case when X; span Z

Thistinewe assume that X ; = F « xiZx for som e realvalued functions ’ ;5, which due to
B) yelds p

"= k32 () =X5( )= £ 4759 : 12)
The functions ’ ;5 de ne a k-din ensional skew symmetricm atrix * = (" 33); L= 1;:::k.
The only condition Inposed on ’ is related to the dem and that X ; span Z , ie. det’ € 0:
W e thus do not have to assum e [@) this tin e since now the distrdbution Z is spanned by



the H am iltonian vector eldsX ; and thus is autom atically invariant w ith respect to Z as
Ly, = 0 foralli. It can be easily shown that

KiXil=Xgriyyg = dff 53759 = d' i

Now we look for solutions of [@) in the sinple form V; = X ;. Inserting this into [@)
and using the fact that ' ;3= '’ j; we cbtain

Xk Xk
=1 =1

1% ;. In this case the deom ation [A) attains the fom :

sothata= 1=2 and Vi = 3

1X*
- Xi™ 2y 13)

i=1

and is, as m entioned above, Poisson. It is easy to check that our operator p de nes the
follow ing bracket on M

Xk
fF;Gg, = fF;Gg fF;" g ¢ ')yf 5Gg a4)

i3=1

whereF;G :M ! R arenow two arbitrary functionson M , which is jist the well known
D irac deform ation [/] of the bracket f:; g associated w ith

Remark 9 IfC :M ! R isa Casimir function of , then it is also a Casim ir function of
p since in this case [I4) yieHds

X
fF;Cg, = fF;Cg fF;’ig (¢ ')yf’55Cg =0 0= 0: 15)

=1

W e also know that the constraints ’ ; are Casin irs of the deform ed operator p . Thus we
can state that D irac deform ation preserves all the old C asim ir fuinctions and introduces new
Casin irs ' ;.

Tt isnow possible to restrict our P oisson operator p (orourP oisson bracket £;;9 , ) to
a Poisson operator gy (bracket £33 ) on the subm anifold S, ie. the levelset ' ; = :i=
"n = 0ofCasmm irsof p , In a standard way.

3 Existence ofD irac reduction

W e now present som e realizations of the above D irac case and discuss the classical concept
of the D irac classi cation of constraints. W e w ill show that the classi cation of constraints
as being either of rst—class or of second-class, proposed by D irac, should be reexam ined
when one looks at the problem from a m ore generalpoint of view .



W e recallthat a constraint ’  isof rstclass if £sP oisson bracket w ith allthe rem aining
constants ’ ; vanisheson S, that is if

f'vi’i9 3 =0; i= 1;:x5m 16)

O therw ise ' ¢ is of second—class. In the case that at last one of the constraints is of the
rst class, thematrix / 35 n [[J) is sihgularon S so that the ©mula [4) cannot be used
In order to de ne gy . However, £ m ay stillbe possible to de ne yr via the above general
schem e. This Indicates that the conoept of rst class constraint is too narrow . Below we

dem onstrate the exam ples of D irac reduction in case when constraints are of rst class.
W e start w ith a sin ple exam pl. Consider a 2n-din ensionalm anifold M param etrized

by coordinates (& ;::;%h ;P1;::;Pn ) and equipped w ith a P oisson operator of the form
_ 0 0. |
Qn 0

where Q is a diagonalm atrix of the form Q, = diag(x;::;d ). Consider a subm anifold S
given by a pair of constraints’ 1 (@q;jp) o = 0and ' @pP) Pn = 0. Then them atrix ’
has the form
/ 0
g O

so that it is clearly singularon S (det(S)= Oon S) and

, 1 1 0 1
G 1 0

so that the D irac ormula [[4) cannot be applied. H owever, the vector elds Z = qn1 X,
and Z, = qn1 X ; that span ourdistrbution Z arenot singularon S sihceX ;1 = ¢, @=Q@p,
and X , = ¢, @=Qq, so that the deform ation [[J) becom es

d e X' @ e

A - A

ho "o T %
€n Cpn " Cxm  @ps

XlAX2=

1
h
and is clearly reducble on S. The operator r obtained on S param etrized by coordinates
( ;:::;Ch 1 ;pl;:::;pn 1 ) is

_ 0 Qn 1
R Qn 1 0

T his sin ple exam ple clearly illistrates that D irac’s classi cation is too strong. A s a second
exam ple we consider a particle m oving in a R iem annian m anifold Q ofdin ension three w ith

a contravariant m etric tensor 2 3
0 0 1
G=40 1 05
1 0 O
given in som e coordinates (@ ;F ;). Suppose that this particlk is subordhated to a holo—

nom ic constraint on Q given by

1@ qgod+og=0: a7



P . :
This de nes a subm anifold ofQ : T he velocity v = i L V'@=Qq" of this particle m ust then
rem ain tangent to this subm anifold so that

X ar,
0= hd’ ;vi= kot

1 @ql

. P . B
and thus in our coordinates v* = ;G “p; the m otion of the particle in the phase space
M = T Q isconstrained not only by [[A) but also by the relation

X3
"2 @p) G
i;3=1
that is nothing else than the lift of [[) to M . The constraints [[A)-[M8) de ne a our-
din ensional subm anifold S of M . W e now introduce the follow Ing P oisson structure on
M

ij@, 1 (q)

g B Pt pq + psf = 0 (18)

2 3
0 0 0 o 1 0
0 0 0 F 0 1
_ 0 0 0 2 F
g & 22 0 p ps
4 1 0 F p2 0 0 S
0 1 o ps 0 O
Agaih them atrix / is sihgular, sihce ’ 15, = 2(@F + ) = 2’ 1 which cbviously vanishes

on S. One can, however, perform the deform ation [[3). A quite lengthy but straightforw ard
com putation show s that in this case

2 0 0 0 d 1 0 ?
0 0 0 & 0 1
%80 0 0  24¢ ¢ ¢
? 4 g 29¢ 0 P2 b3
4 1 0 ¢ P2 0o 0 5
0 1 d Ps 0 0

and this operator can be profcted onto S. To do this, one can rst pass to the Casim ir
variables

@i’ 1 @;" 2 @P)ip2ips)
since, due to the fact that i is easiest to elin fnate © and p; from the system of equations

'1="1@ = 0;", = ",(@p) = 0, we param etrize our subm anifold by the coordinates
@ ;Fip2ip3). In these variables the operator i attains the canonical m
2 3
0 0 1 0
_&0 0 0 17,
741 0 0o o0 5°
01 O 0

O ur two exam ples show that the condition [[A) is only a necessary condition for nonex—
istence of g on S, but isnot a su cient one. Hence the de nition of rst class constraints



has to be m ade weaker. Even in the case when we dealw ith a real rst class constrantwe
can obtain g on S com Ing from the D irac reduction of :W e dem onstrate this below .

Firstly we assum e that we have a pair of constraints’ 1;’ ; that de ne our subm anifold
S = f'7 = 0;’,= 0gand such that they are of second class, ie. that’ 1% = £'1;'29% 6
0: It is clear that our subm anifold S can be param etrized in in niely m any di erent ways
by constraints &; = 0, &, = 0; where

1= 171+ 2'2; = 3'1+ 42 19)
and where ; are som e functionson M such that ;} 6 0 and such that

D (e1;%)

= 6 0: 20
D12 14 2 3 @0)

O ne can prove the ollow ing

Lemm a 10 The deform ations [[3) given by the pair ’ 1;’ , of constraints and by the pair
1, &, of constraints de ne the sam e reduced P oisson operator g on S.

P roof. For the m om ent we denote the deform ation [[3) de ned through ' ;" >, by »p
and the corresponding deform ation de ned through &1, &, by ep . Applying [[Q) we easily
get that for any two functionsA;B :M ! R

fA ;’ fB ;' fA ;! fB ;'
fA;Bg = fA;Bg + 29 1fg 19 29,
P "1i" 29

where we have assum ed that £/ 1;’ ;g doesnot vanish on S. Sim ilarly

fA ;e fB ;e fA ;e fB ;%
fA;Bg. = fA;Bg + 29 1J 19 29, @1)
o fle; %29

where f&;;%,g does not vanish on S due to [20). Using the relations [[d) between the
deform ed constraints e; and the original constraints ’ ;, the Lebniz property of Poisson
brackets and the fact that the functions ’ ; vanish on S we obtain

feijeg 3 =D £'1;'29 |
and

(fA;eg fBj1g fAj;e1g fBjeg )]
=D (fA;'29 fB;"19 fA;'19 £B;'29 )]

so that the nonzero term sD  in the num erator and denom inator of [2l) canceland we cbtain
fA;Bg s = fA;Bg,, S which in plies that the projctionsof p and ep onto S coincide.
[ |
In this nonsingular case the distrbution Z along which we profct a P oisson tensor
usually changes after reparam etrization, but Z § rem ainsthe sam e as can be easily dem on—
strated. T hus in case ofthe second class constraints one hasa "canonical" way ofpro gcting
onto S .

10



W e now suppose that the constraints ’ ; are of st class, that s £’ 1;’ 29 3 = 0 and
that the shqularity In p isnot rem ovable. W em ay stillattem pt to de netheprogction g
by reparam etrizing S as in [[d) above. It tums out that am ong an in nite set ofadm issble
reparam etrizations there are som e exceptional which, although they ful 1 the condition
[[8), nevertheless elin inate the singularity in . In this case, however, by choosing a new
param etrization %;, &, 0f S we change the distrbution Z even on S so that we cannot
expect that the proection r willbe independent of the choice of the param etrization. W e
Jose a natural, "canonical" choice of profction, but we still can perform the proction,
although In in niely m any nonequivalent ways. W e illistrate this below In a sequence of
exam ples.

Considera six-din ensionalm anifold M param etrized w ith coordinates (& ;% ;B /P11 7P27P3)
w ith the follow ing P oisson operator:

2 3
0 0 0 1 @ 0
0 0 0 a 2+ 1 o
3 0 0 0 0 & 0
h 1 a 0 0 P 0
1 a 22 1 x @ 0 ps?°
0 B 0 0 o3 0

Consider now a fourdim ensional subm anifold S n M given by the relations

"1@p)=x=0, "2@@p)=ps= 0. (22)

It is clear that £’ 1;’ ;g vanisheson the wholem aniold M (and thuson S) so that these
constraints do not de ne any D irac deform ation at all. W e now deform £22) as

er="1+"2; 2= (P2 ap1) 1+’ (23)

Calculation shows flei;e,9 = (3 o) sothat fei;%e,9 § = 0. Onecan show that after
Introducing the Casin ir variables (1 ;% e1;p17p25e2) the deform ed operator p attains
the fom

2 3
aq
Cc)nqs 2ﬁ 0 1p s ® °
1

e 0 0 q+ 222 &+ 0

B 0 0 0 0 0 04 .

D = P13s ’

1 e} 2% - 0 0 P1 0 !
e} 0 e 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0
wherenow gz = gz (yp;e) and ps = ps (@ypre) and = @+ P+ AaBP1)=(®  P3), and

as such is clkearly singularon S and thus unreducible. T his situation seem s to be the m ost
comm on, ie. a spontaneous choice of param etrization aln ost alw ays leads to a sinqularity.
However, ifwe perform a slightly di erent deform ation of 22):

1 ="1; &= (P ap)' 1+ 2 (24)

11



so that fe,;%,9 = cﬁ isagain zero on S, then the operator p becom es nonsingular and
s proction on S has the ollow ing form
g 0 1 L
_2 o0 0 a 1 &

4o il 0 P1

a ¢ 1 m 0

in the variables (@ ;% ;p1;02). Yet another deform ation (even this tin e of the orm [I3)):

=
O~ w

e1=x'1 , &= 2+ 72)1 @5)
yields a quite com plicated expression on fe;;%e,g :
fe1;6,9 = Ba+ DF + ¢

so that it again vanishes on S, but p is again nonsingular and in the sam e variables
(@ ;% ;P1iP2) 1ts profection becom es

2 & 3
]
0 0 1 25 o0
aw
=§ 0 0 L 0 %
R % 1 TP 0 ap: 5
3+ 1 3+ 1 3+ 1
ap
0 0 Tt 1 0

w hich conclides our series of exam ples.

4 Conclusions

In this article we have focused on tw o issues involring D irac reductions of P oisson operators
on subm anifolds. In the st part of the article we have shown how the D irac reduction
procedure ts in a naturalway, ie. as a result of tw o natural assum ptions about the defor-
mation p of ,in the generalM arsden-R atii reduction schem e. In the second part of our
considerations we have dem onstrated that the D irac reduction procedure is often possible
even In cases when the constraints that de ne our subm anifold are of rst class (in D irac
term nology), possbly after som e suitably chosen reparam etrization of the subm anifold S .
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