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A bstract

TheprocedureofD iracreduction ofPoisson operatorson subm anifoldsisdiscussed

within a particularly usefulspecialrealization of the generalM arsden-Ratiu reduc-

tion procedure. The D irac classi�cation ofconstraints on ’�rst-class’constraints and

’second-class’constraintsisreexam ined.

AM S 2000 SubjectClassi�cation:70H45,53D17,70G 45

1 Introduction

DiracbracketaswellasDirac’sclassi�cationofconstraintsisnowadaysawellrecognized and

very usefultoolin theconstruction ofPoisson dynam icson adm issiblesubm anifoldsfrom a

given Poisson dynam icson a given m anifold.In thispaperweconsidertheDiracreduction

procedure in a m ore generalsetting than is usually m et in literature. In Section 2 we

im plem enttheDiracreduction procedureinto a particularly usefulspecialrealization ofthe

generalM arsden-Ratiu reduction schem e,based on theconceptoftransversaldistributions.

In Section 3 we reconsiderthe Dirac conceptof�rstclassconstraintsasitseem sto be too

restrictive.

Firstly we recallfew basic notions from Poisson geom etry. G iven a m anifold M , a

Poisson operator � on M is a m apping � : T �M ! TM that is �bre-preserving (i.e.

�jT �
x
M :T �

xM ! TxM for any x 2 M ) and such that the induced bracketon the space

C 1 (M )ofallsm ooth real-valued functionson M

f:;:g
�
:C 1 (M )� C

1 (M )! C
1 (M ) , fF;G g

�

def
= hdF;� dG i; (1)
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where h:;:i is the dualm ap between TM and T �M ,is skew-sym m etric and satis�es Ja-

cobiidentity (the bracket (1) always satis�es the Leibniz rule fF;G H g
�
= G fF;H g

�
+

H fF;G g
�
). The sym bold denotes the operatorofexteriordi�erentiation. The operator

� can always be interpreted as a bivector,� 2 �2(M ) and in a given coordinate system

(x1;:::;xm )on M wehave

� =

mX

i< j

�
ij @

@xi
^

@

@xj
:

A function C :M ! R is called a Casim ir function ofthe Poisson operator � iffor an

arbitrary function F :M ! R wehavefF;C g
�
= 0 or,equivalently,if�dC = 0.

2 M arsden-R atiu reduction fortransversaldistributions

The M arsden-Ratiu reduction theorem [1]describes the procedure ofreducing a Poisson

operator� on arbitrary subm anifold S ofourm anifold M . This generalprocedure exists

only ifsom e conditions are satis�ed. These conditions involve a distribution E (in the

originalnotationofM arsdenandRatiu)thatisasubbundleofTM .Byasim pleassum ption,

nam ely that this distribution is transversal,one can,however,satisfy allthese conditions

autom atically. Below we reform ulate the M arsden-Ratiu theorem in thism ore lim ited but

usefulsetting.

Consider an m -dim ensionalm anifold M equipped with a Poisson operator � and an

s-dim ensionalsubm anifold S ofM .Fix a distribution Z ofconstantdim ension k = m � s,

thatisa sm ooth collection ofm -dim ensionalsubspacesZx � TxM atevery pointx in M ,

which istransversalto S in the sensethatno vector�eld Z 2 Z isatany pointtangentto

thesubm anifold S.Hencewe have

TxM = TxS � Zx

forevery x 2 S and,sim ilarly,

T
�
xM = T

�
x S � Z

�
x;

where T �
xS isthe annihilatorofZx and Z �

x isthe annihilatorofTxS. Thatm eansthatif

� isa one form in T �
xS then �(Z)= 0 forallvectorsZ 2 Z x and if� isa one-form in Z �

x

then � vanisheson allvectorsin TSx.

D e�nition 1 A function F :M ! R is invariantwith respectto Z ifLZ F = Z(F )= 0

for any Z 2 Z . Sim ilarly, a function F :M ! R is invariant with respectto Z on S

(Z jS-invariantin short)ifLZ F jS = Z(F )jS = 0 for any Z 2 Z

Hereand in whatfollowsthe sym bolLZ m eansthe Liederivativealong thevector�eld

Z.

D e�nition 2 An operator � is called invariant with respectto the distribution Z ifthe

functions thatare Z -invariantform a Poisson subalgebra,thatis,ifF ,G :M ! R are

two Z - invariant functions then fF;G g
�
is again a Z - invariant function. Sim ilarly,an

operator � is called invariantwith respectto the distribution Z on S ifthe functions that

are Z jS - invariantform a Poisson subalgebra,thatis,ifF ,G :M ! R are two Z jS -

invariantfunctionsthen fF;G g
�
isagain a Z jS -invariantfunction.
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W e denote these Poisson subalgebrasby A and A S respectively.Letusobserve,thatif

� isZ jS�
-invariantforany m anifold S� in a foliation ofM then itisalso Z -invariant.

T heorem 3 (M arsden and Ratiu [1]):LetS beasubm anifold ofM equipped with aPoisson

operator � and letZ be a distribution in M thatis transversalto S. Ifthe operator � is

invariantwith respectto the distribution Z on S,then the Poisson operator � is reducible

on S in the sense thaton S there existsa (uniquely de�ned)Poisson operator�R such that

for any f;g :S ! R we have

ff;gg
�R

= fF;G g
�
jS (2)

for any Z jS -invariantprolongations F and G off and g respectively.

Theaboveconstruction,however,isdi�cultto perform in practicesinceitisoften hard

to �nd explicitexpressionsfortheprolongationsF and G .W enow show how thisdi�culty

can be om itted.

Firstly,supposethatoursubm anifold S isgiven by k functionally independentequations

’i(x)= 0,i= 1;:::;k (constraints)and thatourtransversaldistribution Z isspanned by

k vector�eldsZ i chosen such thatthe following orthogonality relation holds

hd’i;Zji= Zj(’i)= �ij; (3)

(thisisno restriction since forany distribution Z transversalto S we can choose itsbasis

so that(3)issatis�ed).W eobservethatin thiscasewehave[Z i;Zj]’k = 0 forallk,where

[X ;Y ]= LX Y = X (Y )� Y (X )isthe Lie bracket(com m utator)ofthe vector�eldsX ;Y ,

so that[Zi;Zj]isalwaystangentto S. Then,in case thatthe distribution Z isinvolutive

(integrable),thism eansthat[Zi;Zj]= 0 foralli;j. M oreover,we de�ne the vector�elds

X i as

X i = �d’i, i= 1;:::;k: (4)

Thereexistsan im portantclassofZ -invariantPoisson operators

Lem m a 4 [2]If

LZ i
� =

kX

j= 1

W
(i)

j ^ Zj i= 1;:::;k (5)

for som e vector �eldsW
(i)

j ,then the Poisson operator � isinvariantwith respectto Z

W e sketch the proofhereforthe clarity ofthe text.

P roof.Assum e,thatLZ i
F = LZ i

G = 0foralli.W ehaveto show thatLZ i
fF;G g

�
= 0

foralli,but,due to (5)

LZ i
fF;G g

�
= LZ i

hdF;�dG i=

kX

j= 1

D

dF;(W
(i)

j ^ Zj)dG

E

sinceLZ i
(dF )= d(LZ i

F )= 0 (and sim ilarly forG ).O n the otherhand

D

dF;(W
(i)

j ^ Zj)dG

E

= Zj(G )W
(i)

j (F )� Zj(F )W
(i)

j (G )= 0

3



sinceZj(F )= LZ j
F = 0 (and sim ilarly forG ).

The condition (5)issu�cientbutnotnecessary.Forexam ple,if

LZ i
� =

kX

j= 1

W j ^ [Zi;Zj] i= 1;:::;k

forsom e vector�eldsW i,then the operator� isalso Z -invariant(one showsitby com pu-

tationssim ilarto those in the above proof). In the case when � satis�es(5)we apply the

LiederivativeLZ j
to both sidesofthe equation (4).Due to (5)weobtain

[Zj;X i]= LZ j
X i = (LZ j

�)d’i =

 
X

l

W
(j)

l
^ Zl

!

d’i =

(6)

=
X

l

�

Zl(’i)W
(j)

l
� W

(j)

l
(’i)Zl

�

= W
(j)

i �
X

l

W
(j)

l
(’i)Zl

W e observe that, if F and G are two Z jS-invariant functions and Vj are arbitrary

vector �elds, then

D

dF;
P

j
Vj ^ Zj dG

E�
�
�
S

= 0 since hdF;Vj ^ Zj dG i = Zj(G )Vj(F )�

Zj(F )Vj(G )= 0 on S.Thusthe Poisson operator� and itsdeform ation ofthe form

�D = � �
P

j
Vj ^ Zj (7)

in spite ofthefactthatthey actdi�erently on A S both generatethe sam ebracketon S so

that both can be used to de�ne our restricted operator�R on S through (2). O fcourse,

the deform ed operator�D doesnothave to be Poisson,butneverthelessits restriction to

S through (2)m ustbe Poisson since itnaturally coincideswith sim ilarrestriction of� to

S.Ifwenow considera wholefoliation ofM de�ned by thefunctions’i with leavesS� (so

thatS0 = S)then itturnsoutthatwe can choose our(undeterm ined so far)vector�elds

Vj in (7)so that

�D (�x)2 TxS� forany �x 2 T
�
xM and any x 2 M ; (8)

which hasa farreaching consequence.

Lem m a 5 The deform ation �D given by (7)thatalso satis�es(8)isPoisson.

P roof. The condition that �D (�x) is tangent to S� for any �x 2 T �
xM is equivalent

to the requirem entthat hd’i;�D (�x)i= 0 for alli. Due to the antisym m etry of�D this

requirem ent can be rewritten as h�x;�D (’i)i = 0 for alli. Since �x is arbitrary, the

condition attains the form �D (d’i) = 0 for i = 1;:::;k. W e now com plete the set of

functions’i with som efunctionsxj to a coordinatesystem (x;’)on M .Then the m atrix

ofthe operator�D has the lastk rowsand lastk colum ns equalto zero while the m � k

dim ensionalupperleftblock coincideson every leafS� with the correponding �R which is

Poisson by the M arsden-Ratiu construction.

4



Lem m a 6 The condition (8)can be written as

Vi�

kX

j= 1

Vj(’i)Zj = X i: (9)

P roof.W e know thatthe condition (8)can be written as�D (d’i)= 0 fori= 1;:::;k.

An easy calculation yieldsnow that

0 = �D (d’i)= �(d’i)�

kX

j= 1

(Zj(’i)Vj � Vj(’i)Zj)=

= X i� Vi+

kX

j= 1

Vj(’i)Zj

dueto the norm alization condition (3).

W enow restrictourselvestoonly twolim itcases,when allX i aretangentto S and when

X i span Z .

2.1 T he case w hen X i are tangent to S

W e�rstly assum ethatallthevectorsX iaretangenttoS.W ehavethen naturally X i(’j)=

0. Thisin turn m eansthatf’i;’jg� = hd’i;�d’ji= hd’i;X ji= 0 so thatallthe vector

�eldsX i com m ute. In thiscase the sim plestsolution of(9)hasthe form Vi = X i and the

corresponding deform ation (7)attainsthe form

�D = � �

kX

i= 1

X i^ Zi: (10)

Thisdeform ation hasbeen recently widely used forprojectingPoisson pencilson sym plectic

leavesofoneoftheiroperators[3]-[5].

Lem m a 7 [3]The vector �elds W
(k)

j in (5) can,in the case thatallX i are tangentto S,

be chosen astangentto S.

P roof.Considerthe projectionsfW
(i)

j ofthe vector�eldsW
(i)

j onto S:

fW
(i)

j = W
(i)

j �

kX

r= 1

W
(i)

j (’r)Zr:

IfW
(i)

j arein Z ,then fW
(i)

j = 0. The vector�eld fW
(i)

j isindeed tangentto S since

fW
(i)

j (’l)= W
(i)

j (’l)�

kX

r= 1

W
(i)

j (’r)�lr = 0:

5



Now
kX

j= 1

fW
(i)

j ^ Zj =

kX

j= 1

W
(i)

j ^ Zj �

kX

j;r= 1

W
(i)

j (’r)Zr ^ Zj

the last term being equalto zero since LZ k
f’i;’jg� = 0 im plies W

(i)

j (’r) = W
(i)
r (’j).

Thus
P k

j= 1
W

(i)

j ^ Zj =
P k

j= 1
fW

(i)

j ^ Zj.

Due to this gauge freedom , if we choose W
(i)

j as tangent to S (which m eans that

W
(i)

j (’r) = 0) then the form ula (6) yields that W
(i)

j = [Zi;X j]:Thus,due to the fact

thatwe assum ed (5),

LZ i
� =

kX

j= 1

[Zi;X j]̂ Zj: (11)

R em ark 8 In the case that the functions ’i are Casim ir functions of � we have X i =

�d’i = 0 so that the form ula (11) yields LZ i
� = 0 for alli;i.e. the vector �elds Zi

are sym m etries of�. In this case our reduction procedure (2) coincides with the standard

projection onto a levelsetofCasim ir functions (sym plectic leafin case there are no other

Casim irs apartfrom ’i)[6].

From what we have said above it becom es clear that the above reduction schem e can

beinterpreted asa two-step procedure:�rstly wedeform theoriginalPoisson tensor� to a

Poisson tensor�D and then weobtain �R asstandard projection of�D onto thelevelsetS

ofitsCasim irs’i (thusweneed notcalculatetheprolongationsF and G in orderto de�ne

ff;gg
�R
).

Now wecheck whatcan be said aboutourvector�eldsZ i.

According to Rem ark 8 LZ i
�D = 0.O n the otherhand,due to (10),

0= LZ i
�D =

kX

j= 1

[Zi;X j]̂ Zj �

kX

j= 1

LZ i
X j ^ Zj �

kX

j= 1

X j ^ LZ i
Zj

so that
P k

j= 1
X j^ [Zi;Zj]= 0.O fcourseoneofthepossiblerealizationsofthiscondition is

the case thatthe distribution Z be integrable since then [Zi;Zj]= 0. There are,however,

otherpossibilities here. For exam ple,if[Zi;Zj]=
P k

s= 1
csijX s with csij = cisj,

P k

j= 1
X j ^

[Zi;Zj]= 0 aswell.

2.2 T he case w hen X i span Z

Thistim e weassum e thatX i =
P

k
’kiZk forsom e realvalued functions’ij,which due to

(3)yields

’ij =
P

k
’kjZk(’i)= X j(’i)= f’i;’jg� : (12)

The functions’ij de�ne a k-dim ensionalskew-sym m etric m atrix ’ = (’ij);i;j = 1;:::k.

The only condition im posed on ’ isrelated to the dem and thatX i span Z ,i.e.det’ 6= 0:

W e thus do nothave to assum e (5) this tim e since now the distribution Z is spanned by

6



theHam iltonian vector�eldsX i and thus� isautom atically invariantwith respectto Z as

LX i
� = 0 foralli.Itcan be easily shown that

[X j;X i]= X f’ i;’ jg�
= � df’i;’jg� = �d’ij:

Now we look for solutions of(9) in the sim ple form Vi = �X i. Inserting this into (9)

and using the factthat’ij = � ’ji we obtain

0= �X i� �

kX

j= 1

X j(’i)Zj � X i = �X i+ �

kX

j= 1

’jiZj � X i = (2� � 1)X i

so thata = 1=2 and Vi =
1

2
X i.In thiscasethe deform ation (7)attainsthe form :

�D = � �
1

2

kX

i= 1

X i^ Zi (13)

and is,asm entioned above,Poisson. Itiseasy to check thatouroperator�D de�nesthe

following bracketon M

fF;G g�D = fF;G g� �

kX

i;j= 1

fF;’ig�(’
�1 )ijf’j;G g�; (14)

where F;G :M ! R are now two arbitrary functionson M ,which isjustthe wellknown

Dirac deform ation [7]ofthe bracketf:;:g� associated with �.

R em ark 9 IfC :M ! R isa Casim ir function of�,then itisalso a Casim ir function of

�D since in thiscase (14)yields

fF;C g�D = fF;C g� �

mX

i;j= 1

fF;’ig�(’
�1 )ijf’j;C g� = 0� 0 = 0: (15)

W e also know thatthe constraints ’i are Casim irs ofthe deform ed operator �D . Thus we

can statethatDirac deform ation preservesallthe old Casim irfunctionsand introducesnew

Casim irs ’i.

Itisnow possibleto restrictourPoisson operator�D (orourPoisson bracketf:;:g�D )to

a Poisson operator�R (bracketf:;:g�R )on the subm anifold S,i.e.the levelset’1 = :::=

’m = 0 ofCasim irsof�D ,in a standard way.

3 Existence ofD irac reduction

W enow presentsom erealizationsofthe aboveDiraccaseand discussthe classicalconcept

ofthe Diracclassi�cation ofconstraints.W e willshow thattheclassi�cation ofconstraints

as being either of�rst-class or ofsecond-class,proposed by Dirac,should be reexam ined

when onelooksatthe problem from a m oregeneralpointofview.
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W erecallthataconstraint’k isof�rstclassifitsPoisson bracketwith alltherem aining

constants’i vanisheson S,thatisif

f’k;’ig�jS = 0; i= 1;:::;m : (16)

O therwise ’k is ofsecond-class. In the case that at least one ofthe constraints is ofthe

�rstclass,the m atrix ’ij in (12)issingularon S so thatthe form ula (14)cannotbe used

in orderto de�ne �R . However,itm ay stillbe possible to de�ne �R via the above general

schem e. This indicates that the concept of�rstclass constraintis too narrow. Below we

dem onstratethe exam plesofDiracreduction in casewhen constraintsare of�rstclass.

W e startwith a sim ple exam ple.Considera 2n-dim ensionalm anifold M param etrized

by coordinates(q1;:::;qn;p1;:::;pn)and equipped with a Poisson operatorofthe form

� =

�

0 Q n

� Q n 0

�

;

where Q is a diagonalm atrix ofthe form Q n = diag(q1;:::;qn). Considera subm anifold S

given by a pairofconstraints’1(q;p)� qn = 0 and ’2(q;p)� pn = 0.Then the m atrix ’

hasthe form

’ =

�

0 qn

� qn 0

�

so thatitisclearly singularon S (det(S)= 0 on S)and

’
�1 =

1

qn

�

0 1

� 1 0

�

so thatthe Dirac form ula (14)cannotbe applied. However,the vector�eldsZ 1 = q�1n X 2

and Z2 = � q�1n X 1 thatspan ourdistribution Z arenotsingularon S sinceX 1 = � qn@=@pn

and X 2 = qn@=@qn so thatthe deform ation (13)becom es

�D = � �
1

qn
X 1 ^ X 2 = � � qn

@

@qn
^

@

@pn
=

n�1X

i= 1

qi
@

@qi
^

@

@pi

and isclearly reducibleon S.Theoperator�R obtained on S param etrized by coordinates

(q1;:::;qn�1 ;p1;:::;pn�1 )is

�R =

�

0 Q n�1

� Q n�1 0

�

Thissim pleexam pleclearly illustratesthatDirac’sclassi�cation istoo strong.Asa second

exam pleweconsidera particlem ovingin aRiem annian m anifold Q ofdim ension threewith

a contravariantm etrictensor

G =

2

4

0 0 1

0 1 0

1 0 0

3

5

given in som ecoordinates(q1;q2;q3).Supposethatthisparticleissubordinated to a holo-

nom icconstrainton Q given by

’1(q)� q
1
q
2 + q

3 = 0: (17)

8



Thisde�nesa subm anifold ofQ :The velocity v =
P 3

i= 1
vi@=@qi ofthisparticle m ustthen

rem ain tangentto thissubm anifold so that

0= hd’k;vi=

3X

i= 1

@’k

@qi
v
i
:

and thus in our coordinatesvi =
P

j
G ijpj the m otion ofthe particle in the phase space

M = T �Q isconstrained notonly by (17)butalso by the relation

’2(q;p)�

3X

i;j= 1

G
ij@’1(q)

@qi
pj � p1 + p2q

1 + p3q
2 = 0 (18)

that is nothing else than the lift of(17) to M . The constraints (17)-(18) de�ne a four-

dim ensionalsubm anifold S ofM . W e now introduce the following Poisson structure on

M :

� =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

0 0 0 q1 � 1 0

0 0 0 q2 0 � 1

0 0 0 2q3 q2 q1

� q1 � q2 � 2q3 0 p2 p3

1 0 � q2 � p2 0 0

0 1 � q1 � p3 0 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

:

Again them atrix ’ issingular,since’12 = 2(q1q2 + q3)= 2’1 which obviously vanishes

on S.O necan,however,perform thedeform ation (13).A quitelengthy butstraightforward

com putation showsthatin thiscase

�D =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

0 0 0 q1 � 1 0

0 0 0 q2 0 � 1

0 0 0 � 2q1q2 q2 q1

� q1 � q2 2q1q2 0 p2 p3

1 0 � q2 � p2 0 0

0 1 � q1 � p3 0 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

and this operatorcan be projected onto S. To do this,one can �rstpass to the Casim ir

variables

(q1;q2;’1(q);’2(q;p);p2;p3)

since,due to the factthatitiseasiestto elim inate q3 and p1 from the system ofequations

’1 = ’1(q) = 0;’2 = ’2(q;p) = 0,we param etrize our subm anifold by the coordinates

(q1;q2;p2;p3).In these variablesthe operator�R attainsthe canonicalform

�R =

2

6
6
4

0 0 � 1 0

0 0 0 � 1

1 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

3

7
7
5
:

O urtwo exam plesshow thatthecondition (16)isonly a necessary condition fornonex-

istenceof�R on S,butisnota su�cientone.Hencethede�nition of�rstclassconstraints
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hasto be m adeweaker.Even in the casewhen wedealwith a real�rstclassconstraintwe

can obtain �R on S com ing from the Diracreduction of�:W e dem onstratethisbelow.

Firstly weassum ethatwehavea pairofconstraints’1;’2 thatde�neoursubm anifold

S = f’1 = 0;’2 = 0g and such thatthey areofsecond class,i.e.that’12jS = f’1;’2gjS 6=

0:Itisclearthatoursubm anifold S can be param etrized in in�nitely m any di�erentways

by constraints e’1 = 0,e’2 = 0;where

e’1 =  1’1 +  2’2; e’2 =  3’1 +  4’2 (19)

and where i aresom efunctionson M such that ijS 6= 0 and such that

D �

�
�
�
�

D (e’1;e’2)

D (’1;’2)

�
�
�
�
=  1 4 �  2 3 6= 0: (20)

O necan provethe following

Lem m a 10 The deform ations (13) given by the pair ’1;’2 ofconstraints and by the pair

e’1, e’2 ofconstraintsde�ne the sam e reduced Poisson operator �R on S.

P roof. Forthe m om entwe denote the deform ation (13)de�ned through ’1;’2 by �D
and thecorresponding deform ation de�ned through e’1,e’2 by e�D .Applying (13)weeasily

getthatforany two functionsA;B :M ! R

fA;B g
�D

= fA;B g
�
+
fA;’2g� fB ;’1g� � fA;’1g� fB ;’2g�

f’1;’2g�
;

wherewehaveassum ed thatf’1;’2g� doesnotvanish on S.Sim ilarly

fA;B g
e�D

= fA;B g
�
+
fA;e’2g� fB ;e’1g� � fA;e’1g� fB ;e’2g�

fe’1;e’2g�
; (21)

where fe’1;e’2g� does not vanish on S due to (20). Using the relations (19) between the

deform ed constraints e’i and the originalconstraints ’i,the Leibniz property ofPoisson

bracketsand the factthatthe functions’i vanish on S weobtain

fe’1;e’2g�jS = D f’1;’2g�jS

and

(fA;e’2g� fB ;e’1g� � fA;e’1g� fB ;e’2g�)jS

= D (fA;’2g� fB ;’1g� � fA;’1g� fB ;’2g�)jS

sothatthenonzeroterm sD in thenum eratorand denom inatorof(21)canceland weobtain

fA;B g
�D

�
�
S
= fA;B g

e�D

�
�
S
which im pliesthattheprojectionsof�D and e�D ontoS coincide.

In this nonsingularcase the distribution Z along which we projecta Poisson tensor�

usually changesafterreparam etrization,butZ jS rem ainsthesam eascan beeasily dem on-

strated.Thusin caseofthesecond classconstraintsonehasa"canonical"way ofprojecting

� onto S.
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W e now suppose thatthe constraints’i are of�rstclass,thatisf’1;’2g�jS = 0 and

thatthesingularityin �D isnotrem ovable.W em aystillattem pttode�netheprojection �R
by reparam etrizing S asin (19)above.Itturnsoutthatam ong an in�nitesetofadm issible

reparam etrizations there are som e exceptionalwhich, although they ful�l the condition

(16),neverthelesselim inatethesingularity in �D .In thiscase,however,by choosing a new

param etrization e’1, e’2 ofS we change the distribution Z even on S so that we cannot

expectthattheprojection �R willbeindependentofthechoiceoftheparam etrization.W e

lose a natural,"canonical" choice ofprojection,but we stillcan perform the projection,

although in in�nitely m any nonequivalentways. W e illustrate thisbelow in a sequence of

exam ples.

Considerasix-dim ensionalm anifoldM param etrizedwith coordinates(q1;q2;q3;p1;p2;p3)

with the following Poisson operator:

� =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

0 0 0 1 q1 0

0 0 0 q1 2q2 + 1 q3

0 0 0 0 q3 0

� 1 � q1 0 0 � p1 0

� q1 � 2q2 � 1 � q3 p1 0 p3

0 � q3 0 0 � p3 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

:

Considernow a four-dim ensionalsubm anifold S in M given by the relations

’1(q;p)= q3 = 0, ’2(q;p)= p3 = 0. (22)

Itisclearthatf’1;’2g� vanisheson the wholem anifold M (and thuson S)so thatthese

constraintsdo notde�neany Diracdeform ation atall.W e now deform (22)as

e’1 = ’1 + ’2; e’2 = (� p2 � q1p1)’1 + ’2 (23)

Calculation showsfe’1;e’2g� = (p3� q3)q3 sothatfe’1;e’2g�jS = 0.O necan show thatafter

introducing the Casim ir variables (q1;q2;e’1;p1;p2;e’2) the deform ed operator �D attains

theform

�D =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
4

0 2
q1q3
q3�p 3

0 1 � q1 0

� 2
q1q3
q3�p 3

0 0 q1 + 2
p1q3
q3�p 3

� q21 + � 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

� 1 � q1 � 2
p1q3
q3�p 3

0 0 � p1 0

q1 � q21 � � 0 p1 0 0

0 0 0 0 0 0

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;

wherenow q3 = q3(q;p;e’)and p3 = p3(q;p;e’)and � = (q3 + p2q3 + q1q3p1)=(q3 � p3),and

assuch isclearly singularon S and thusunreducible.Thissituation seem sto be the m ost

com m on,i.e.a spontaneouschoiceofparam etrization alm ostalwaysleadsto a singularity.

However,ifwe perform a slightly di�erentdeform ation of(22):

e’1 = ’1; e’2 = (� p2 � q1p1)’1 + ’2 (24)
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so thatfe’1;e’2g� = � q23 isagain zero on S,then theoperator�D becom esnonsingularand

itsprojection on S hasthe following form

�R =

2

6
6
4

0 0 1 � q1

0 0 q1 1� q21
� 1 � q1 0 p1

q1 q21 � 1 � p1 0

3

7
7
5

in the variables(q1;q2;p1;p2).Yetanotherdeform ation (even thistim e ofthe form (19)):

e’1 = q2’1 , e’2 = (p2 + ’2)’1 (25)

yieldsa quite com plicated expression on fe’1;e’2g�:

fe’1;e’2g� = (3q2 + 1)q23 + q
3

3;

so that it again vanishes on S, but �D is again nonsingular and in the sam e variables

(q1;q2;p1;p2)itsprojection becom es

�R =

2

6
6
6
4

0 0 1�
q
2

1

3q2+ 1
0

0 0
q1q2
3q2+ 1

0

q
2

1

3q2+ 1
� 1 �

q1q2
3q2+ 1

0 �
q1p2
3q2+ 1

0 0
q1p2
3q2+ 1

0

3

7
7
7
5

which concludesourseriesofexam ples.

4 C onclusions

In thisarticlewehavefocused on two issuesinvolvingDiracreductionsofPoisson operators

on subm anifolds. In the �rst part ofthe article we have shown how the Dirac reduction

procedure�tsin a naturalway,i.e.asa resultoftwo naturalassum ptionsaboutthedefor-

m ation �D of�,in thegeneralM arsden-Ratiu reduction schem e.In thesecond partofour

considerationswe have dem onstrated thatthe Dirac reduction procedure isoften possible

even in caseswhen the constraintsthatde�ne oursubm anifold are of�rstclass(in Dirac

term inology),possibly aftersom esuitably chosen reparam etrization ofthesubm anifold S.
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