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Irreducible gauge theories in both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian versions of the Sp(2)-
covariant quantization method are studied. Solutions to generating equations are obtained
in the form of expansions in power series of ghost and auxiliary variables up to the 3d order

inclusively.

1. Introduction

The advanced quantization methods for gauge theories in both the
Lagrangian'—® and Hamiltonian’™® formalisms are based on the idea of a
special type of global supersymetry, the so-called BRST (Becchi — Rouet
— Stora — Tyutin) symmetry.”~® It turns out, however, that the BRST in-
variance requirement for a theory may be strengthened by a requirement
of extended BRST invariance. The extended BRST symmetry transforma-
tions (have been discussed in part in Refs. 9-12) include both the BRST
and anti-BRST transformations (in the Yang — Mills theories the anti-BRST
symmetry has been introduced in Refs. 13-14) with the fermion parame-
ters of the BRST and anti-BRST transformations to form a nature doublet
under the global symplectic group Sp(2) (see for example Ref. 12).

The quantization rules based on the extended BRST symmetry prin-
ciple for general gauge theories in both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian
formalisms (the Sp(2)-covariant quantization method) have been recently

proposed.®™?" Namely, in Refs. 15-17 an Sp(2)-covariant formulation of the
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BV (Batalin — Vilkovisky) Lagrangian quantization method*? for general
gauge theories of any stage reducibility has been developed. In its turn, the
corresponding Hamiltonian version, being the Sp(2)-covariant formulation
of the BFV (Batalin — Fradkin — Vilkovisky) generalized canonical quanti-
zation method?™® for arbitrary any-stage reducible dynamical systems with
both first- and second-class constraints, has been suggested in Refs. 18-20.
Note in this connection that for the first time the BFV method has been
applied to an analysis of the extended BRST symmetry in Ref. 11. It should
be also pointed out that in Ref. 12 in the case of dynamical systems sub-
ject to first-class constraints with constant structural coeffitients, there has
been obtained the unitarizing Hamiltonian®~® invariant under the extended
BRST symmetry transformations for an arbitrary choice of the gauge.

The global symplectic group Sp(2) providing a basis for the quantization

15720 plays the key role in the formalism proposed and demonstrates

rules
the advantages it yields. That is to say, in Refs. 16, 19 it is shown that
ghost and auxiliary variables for any-stage reducible field theory in both
the Lagrangian (fields of the total configuration spase) and Hamiltonian
(generalized momenta and coordinates) versions form components of com-
pletely symmetric tensors under the group Sp(2).

It is noteworthy that the sets of canonical variables in the framework
of both the standard®~® and Sp(2)-covariant'®~2° Hamiltonian formulations
coincide. Meanwhile, the set of variables (specifically, the one of antifields)

15=17 of the Lagrangian quantization method

2,3

in the Sp(2)-covariant version
is redundant with respect to the set of variables in the standard version.

The basic objects in the Hamiltonian version of the Sp(2)-covariant quan-
tization method are the boson function ‘H and the doublet of fermion func-

Q18720 while the Lagrangian version is based on the boson functional

15-20

tions
S 15717 The objects concerned satisfy gauge algebra generating equations
and permit constructing the quantum action of a theory. Proof of the ex-

istence theorems for solutions to the gauge algebra generating equations of
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both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian versions as well as descrip-
tion of arbitrariness in the solutions are given in Refs. 15, 17, 18, 20.

In this paper we shall restrict ourselves to consideration of irreducible
gauge theories only. Namely, there are studied arbitrary dynamical sys-
tems with lineary independent first-class constraints in the Hamiltonian

18—-20

version and general gauge theories with lineary independent genera-

tors of gauge transformations in the Lagrangian version.! 17 The explicit

15—-20

solutions to the generating equations are obtained in the form of ex-

pansions in power series of ghost and auxiliary variables up to the third
order inclusively. It is shown that in the Sp(2)-covariant formulation' %
of both the BV and BFV quantization methods, solutions to the generating
equations are completely defined by the gauge algebra structural relations
as they are in the standard formulation.?™®

Note, from the perturbation theory viewpoint, that the solutions ob-
tained are quite sufficient for all practical purposes of the field theory. In-
deed, an application of the perturbation theory implies one’s knowledge of
propagators and interaction vertices. The propagators are defined by kernels
of differential operators present in the kinetic part of the quantum action.
One has, therefore, apart from the initial classical action, to have at one’s
disposal the first approximation for the quantum action. The interaction
vertices, in turn, are defined by the higher approximations (along with the
above-mentioned ones) for solutions to the generating equations. Since the
majority of the field theory calculations are at best the two-loop ones, the
approximations up to the 3d order turn out to provide such calculations.
Moreover, in the number of gauge theories with a closed algebra, the iter-
ations concerned yield, in both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian versions,
an exact form for the quantum action. It is these considerations that made
us seek solutions to the generating equations of the Sp(2)-covariant quanti-

zation method with an accuracy up to the 3d order in ghost and auxiliary

variables.



In this paper we use the condensed notations®*' and designations of Refs. 15—
20. The derivatives with respect to generalized momenta or antifields are
always understood as left and those with respect to the corresponding con-
figuration space variables (i. e. generalized coordinates Q4 or fields ¢) as
right unless specified. The left derivatives with respect to Q4 or ¢ are
labelled “17: 8,/6Q4, §/0¢*. The Grassmann parity of a certain quantity
A is denoted £(A) and the new ghost number’® 2’ — ngh(A).

We make use of the standard definition® of the Poisson superbracket in
an extended phase space I' = (P4, Q4)

OF 6G §G OF
5QASP,  0QA5P,

{F.G} = (—1)5F)=@), (1.1)

where P, are the set of generalized momenta congugate to coordinates Q4

e(Pa) = £(Q"), ngh(Ps) = —ngh(Q").

The superbracket (1.1) possesses the standart algebraic properties among

which we only point out the Jacobi identity
{{F,G}, H}(—1)FF=H) 1 cycl.perm.(FGH) = 0. (1.2)

The indices of the global symplectic group Sp(2) are denoted a, b, ¢, .. .,
and assume two values a = 1,2. The invariant tensor of the group Sp(2),
being a constant antisymmetric tensor of rank two, is denoted €%, such that

e1? = 1. Symmetrization over the Sp(2) indices is understood in the form
A{ab} _ Aab—f—Aba.
2. The Solution of Equations for H, Q¢
It may be convinient to remind the reader about the key points of the

Hamiltonian version of the Sp(2)-covariant quantization method."® * To do

this, consider the dynamical system described in the phase spase

n=(p,q"). ngh(q") =0



by the classical Hamiltonian Hy = Hy(n) and by the set of lineary inde-
pendent first-class constraints T, = T,(7n), e(1,) = €, with the involution

relations

«

(T.. T3} =T, U, {Ho, To} = TsV7, (2.1)

where the structural coeffitients UCZB possess the properties of generalized

antisymmetry

Uly = —(—1)5=U7,. (2.2)

(0%

Given this, the structure of the extended phase space I' = (P4, Q%) is as

follows'®
I = (P, Q%) = (1 Paa, C% Aa, ©). (23)
In (2.3) C** form Sp(2) doublets of ghost variables
e(C*) =¢e,+1, ngh(C*) =1
and ¢ are auxiliary variables
e(m) =€, ngh(n®) =2,

introducing the gauge in the framework of the standard formulation of the
generalized canonical quantization method.
The boson function ‘H and the fermion functions €2¢ introduced in Ref. 18

satisfy the Sp(2)-covariant generating equations
{Q2.Q =0, {H,Q}=0, (2.4)

with the boundary conditions
oQ* 0Q*

a ab
0C|omaprcg Tals, = P

0T | = rer—0

(2.5)



H|C=w=P=A=0 = Hy.

The total unitarizing Hamiltonian H is now determined in terms of H

and Q° by the formula'®™?
1
H=™H+ Egab{{(ba Qb}? Qb}? (26)

where ® is the boson function fixing a concrete choice of admissible gauge.
An essential property of the unitarizing Haimltonian H (2.6) is its invariance

under the extended BRST transformations of the phase space I'
ol = {T", Q%} g (2.7)

Here 1, is an Sp(2) doublet of constant Grassmann parameters of extended
BRST symmetry. Owing to the properties of the functions Q%(2.4), the
transformations (2.7) are nilpotent.

For the theory in question with the Hamiltonian H (2.6), the generat-
ing functional of the Green’s functions is given in the usual form by the

functional integral'®

Z(1) = [dr exp{%/dt(PAQA ~ H+1IT)}. (2.8)

As a consequence of invariance of the total Hamiltonian under the trans-
formations (2.7), the vacuum functional Zy = Z(0) is independent™ on
the choice of the gauge function ®. Indeed, one can readily establish that
any change of the gauge ® — ® + A® in the functional integral (2.8) for
I = 0 can be compensated by the change of the integration variables (2.7)
[I' - I' + 61" with the parameters

_ v b
fo = %sab/dt (O, ADY.

Hence Zs a9 = Z3, and therefore, the S matrix is gauge invariant in the

Hamiltonian version of the Sp(2)-covariant quantization method.



In Ref. 18 it is shown that one can seek solutions to Eqs. (2.4) in the

form of expansions in power series of ghost C'** and auxiliary 7 variables
o0 o0

Q=S Q8 H=Hy+ > Hn, (2.9)
n=1 n=1

having required the Grassmann parity and the new ghost number to be

conserved in every order of perturbation series
e(Q) =ngh(Q0) =1, e(H,) =ngh(H,) =0.

In (2.9) Q¢ and H,, are some nth order polinomials in the variables C'“,

7. The requirement of the new ghost number conservation leads to the

fact that Q2 and H,, must be polinomials in P,,, A\, as well.
In the first order perturbation series, the solution to Eqs. (2.4), deter-

mining Q% can be chosen in the form!

Qf = T,C 4 Py, (2.10)

Then, the higher approximations in (2.9) are determined by the equations'®
WeHp1 =Dy, n>1, (2.11)

wll, =-Bt, n>1 (2.12)

where the operators W® are given by the formula

) o 01
We = Ta ab o — —1)ee ab,_a L 2.13
5Paa+€ Pb(s)\aJr( ) e (2.13)
and possess the properties
Wit = o.
The functions D?,, and B% , are constructed from Q¢ _,, HZ, m < n by
the rules'®
Bzz—l = {Qﬁn]v Ql[)n]}n—i-la (214)

D?H—l — {H[nla Q?n-}-l]}n-i-la (215)



where
Q?n] = kz Q%a H[n] = HO + kz Hkv

1 —1
the symbol {, }; denotes the kth order for the superbracket {,} in power

series of the variables C®®, 7®. The functions B, and D?,, satisfy the
equations

W®B% | + cycl.perm.(abc) = 0,
a b
WD), =0,

being the compatibility conditions for Egs. (2.11), (2.12).

Let us give the explicit solutions to Eqs. (2.11), (2.12) when n = 1,2
in the case of dynamical systems with irreducible first-class constraints de-
scribed by the properties (2.1). The explicit form of 2f (2.10), as it follows
from (2.14), (2.15), enables us to obtain the solutions to Egs. (2.11), (2.12)
for Hy, €25. Note to this end that the functions D¢ and BS® have the form

D! ={H,,T,}C*, (2.16)

BY» = —{Ts, T, }(—1)CCPP. (2.17)

It is convinient, seeking the solution to Eqs. (2.12) with the right-hand side
(2.17), to make use of the following decomposition of an Sp(2) tensor of

rank two, constructed from C'“*
(—1)7CoCP = TP} 4 T, (2.18)

where the components of decomposition
1 A 1
Taﬂ{ab} _ 5(_1)650a{a05b}’ Tozﬂgab _ _5(_1)5ﬁ€cdcaccﬂd€ab

form respectively the symmetric and antisymmetric tensors of rank two
under the group Sp(2). The quantities 7% {ab} and 7 possess the following

properties of generalized (anti)symmetry

Tadlaby — _(_q)rasepBafab)  aB _ (_1)eess (2.19)



Then, with allowance made for the involution relations (2.1), we find from
the definition (2.18) and the properties (2.2), (2.19) the following represen-

tations for D{, BS

D} = TzVPCco, (2.20)

BY® = —T,U}, T, (2.21)

Solving Eqs. (2.11) with the right-hand side (2.20) is as follows. It
is necessary to choose such a function X; as to produce all (or several)

structures present in D{ when the operators W act upon it
X, = PgVIC.
Then, applying W* to X;
WX, = TsVIC" — Py Vine™, (2.22)
we find that the first summand in the right-hand side (2.22) and D{ (2.20)

coincide. One readily observes that the second summand in (2.22) is repro-

duced by applying W* to the function X5 of the form
Xy = )\gVaB ™,
namely
WXy = PV me™.
Given this, it follows from the obvious relation
W4 X1+ X3)—Df =0
that one can choose the solution to Egs. (2.11) with the right-hand side
(2.20) in the form
Hi = X1 + Xo = Pp VIC + N\ VI7°. (2.23)
The method of solving Eqgs. (2.12) with the right-hand side (2.21) is

quite analogus to the one considered above. To this end, it suffices to apply

the operators W to the functions of the form

1 1
xi =L xp = Ly (cuecees,
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then
1
wlexyh = 7oy, refte) 4 5PWUWQ(—1)%*0‘{%"}07#3

1
Wwhexh = —5Pal (-1 O, (2.24)

In (2.24) we made allowance for the generalized antisymmetry property (2.2)
of the gauge algebra structural coeffitients U5, and, as a consequence, for
the identity

U 757'('6 T =

«

Then, making a comparison between B3’ and W{aXf}, W{‘LXS}, we have
wlex? y wloxh 4 Bab = o,

Consequently, the solution to Egs. (2.12) with the right-hand side (2.21)

can be chosen in the form
1 1
Q) = X7+ Xj = U TP L) — EAnga(—nfﬂca%rﬂ. (2.25)

Now consider, taking into account the explicit form of the functions Hy
(2.23) and Qf (2.10), (2.25), the solution of Eqgs. (2.11), (2.12) for H,, 5.
By virtue of (2.14), (2.15), we find D§ and B$® in the form

a 1 Eaf
D§ = S Pou({Ho Uo} + Vi US, = UgsVid + (L) U%V3 — {V], Tu}

+(=1)F V], T} ) T — Py {V], T} To0
1
— 5 ({Ho Uj} + Vi UL, = URV3 + (1)U V3

—2{Vj, Ta}> (—1)7Cor

(2.26)
1
B?C)Lb 2 pc (2 Ba( )EOLE’Y p 6 ( 1)50‘6[5

{ s, T } 6a57> 5ﬂ+5a5v0a{a0ﬁb}070

Dl o
{ 6a57> saav Taﬁ{ab} 7T7
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here we made use of the definition (2.18) and the properties (2.19).
Let us now introduce, for the sake of convinience, the following decom-

position of an Sp(2) tensor of rank three present in B

1 1

5(_1)5/3%&550@@0/31)070 _ §Ta67{abc}
+§5ab (T0Ce(=1)5 — TCoe (1))
+%Eac<jwmcab(_1)gagﬂ _ Tvacﬁb(_1)€g€7>’
(2.27)
where
Testabel — %(—1)5‘157T0‘5{ab}CWC + cycl.perm.(abc) (2.28)

is a symmetric tensor of rank three under the group Sp(2). From the defi-

nition of the tensor (2.28) there follow the properties
Taﬁw{abc} _ _(_1)5aﬂyTBCW{GbC} _ _(_1)5agvTa7ﬁ{abc}’ (229)
where
Eafy = EaB T Eafy T EBEY.

To solve Egs. (2.11), (2.12) for H,, €2f it is necessary to make use of the
gauge algebra structural relations, being the consequence of the involution

relations (2.1), namely

Ts({Ho, Us} + ViU, = Us Vi + (=103, V]
—{V2, Ta} + (—1){V{, Tu}) = 0, (2.30)

Tp<{Ugﬂ, T} — UQ(;UEW)(—l)E“EV + cycl.perm.(afvy) = 0. (2.31)

The relations (2.30), (2.31) follow respectively from the Jacobi identities
(1.2) of the form

{{TOH Tﬂ}a HO} + {{H07 Ta}v Tﬁ} + {{Tﬂv H0}7 Ta}(_l)eaeﬁ =0,
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{{T%, T3}, T, }(—1)" 4 cycl.perm.(aB7y) = 0.
Then, by virtue of lineary independence of the constraints 7, we conclude

that there exist such structural coeffitients Evg and Eam with the properties

Eaﬁ - _(_1)€a€ﬁEvi - _( 1)€7€5Ea67

(2.32)
Ea67 - ( 1)€p€5Ean Eaﬁw - E yafs
that the relations (2.30), (2.31) could be represented in the form
5 1 5 5 5 Caco] 0
TVEgﬂ - §<{H(), Uaﬂ} ‘l‘ V}, Ugﬂ - []O[,},‘/ﬂ/y ‘l‘ (—1) 'BUﬂ”yVo?
—{V2, T3} + (—1){ V], T.}), (2.33)

1 Eaf
T3EY, = = (ULUS, — Ul T,}) (1) + cycl.perm.(aB7).  (2:34)

From (2.33), (2.34) with allowance made for the properties (2.29), there

follow the representations for the functions D and Bg
Dy = PuT,ERT MY — P fV] T} T
1 Eaf
o (LHo U} + V3 US, = UBVE 4 (<) UV
—2{Vj T} ) (-1ema’, (2:35)

ng _ _P5CT Ep5 Taﬂ”y{abc} 1

3 Poe (U T} (- 1)7 )
+3 Ly 5Uﬂa)(—1)5”570“{”6[’}ch
Eaf 1 Eaf
_Ap( (=1)==U 5UBa 2( 1)UL U
(LU T (-1 T, (2:36)

To solve Egs. (2.11) with the right-hand side (2.35) it is necessary to take

into account the structural relations (2.33) and the identity

Y4 _
EVrPre =0,
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which follows from the properties of generalized antisymmetry (2.32) for the
structural coeffitients Egg In turn, solving Eqgs. (2.12) with the right-hand
side (2.36) involves making use of the relations (2.34) with allowance made

fOI' the ObViOU.S 1dent1ty
E,5 ] 1) [o R
< p/y( )aas,y ( ])EQEgE pv( ])Egafy)ﬂ_ﬂﬂ_ 0

It is noteworthy that the methods of solving the equations for Hy and 2§
are quite similar to each other.
Now, turnig ourselves to solution of the equations for Hs, note that the

structures present in Dj
] aBi{a Haf _a
PuTsEG T P (V] T, T e™

could be reproduced by applying the operators W respectively to the func-
tions |
0y aBia o
o PraPar(= )7 E5T Pavk NV T TP,

namely

1
W (= SPyPa(—1) T ERT0Y) = Py BT

2
+ Py Pse(—1)7 Ef (— 1),

W (AAVE TYT0) = Py, Ty Te0e
1
~M (V3L T+ (F) = (V7 T} ) (-
Consider the function Y;
1 e, 107 paf{a e}
Yy = =5 PuPa(—1) VBRI T A (V] T T,
then from comparison of D§ with W*Y; we find

WY, — Dy = PyPs(—1)7EjL(~1)CnPe
AT ES (1) Co7 (2.37)
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It is clear from analysis of summands in the right-hand side (2.37) that the
structures present there could be reproduced by applying the operators W*
to the function Y5 of the form
Yo = =\ Pro(—1)F B (1) Cr,
Indeed,
WYy = —PoyPse(—1)7 EGL(—1)ConPe™ — N T;E5 (—1)Cr”
and we find that
We(Yi +Yz) = D§ = 0.
Consequently, the solution to Eqs. (2.11) with the right-hand side (2.35)
has the form
Ho = Vi +Yy = —%Pvapgb(—l)EVEngo‘ﬂ{“b}
A\ Psa(—1)TESL(=1)Cn? — N AV, T} T
(2.38)

Omitting details of calculation of the functions €25, we only give here

their resultant form
1 1
3 = —ZPsprc(—1>“E$%aT“3 viabel 4 5)\57pr(—1)55Esga(—1)gaE”Ta6 tebbgr

1 .
+§A( UlsUbe + (~1)5 5= UG T} ) (= 1) oD (2.39)

The explicit form of the functions Hpy (2.23), (2.38) and Qf (2.10),
(2.25), (2.39) obtained above enables us to consider the solution of Egs.
(2.11) for Hsz. To this end, it is necessary, as before, to turn ourselves to

subsequent gauge algebra structural relations, being of the form

1
opo o
TEY = ——{HO,EQM} E(V Y, — (=1 Vi EY, )

]‘ o EalE g 1 Eaf o
o BV (~ 1)) (1) (BUS, — (B, 1))

s (1 ({V2 U8, 1) — (—1)e {7 UL, 1))

1 Eaf (o Eaf EHE [
o (1) (Ul B (1) — (~1)7 UG B3 (~1) )

+cycl.perm.(aB7). (2.40)
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where the structural coeffitients E° 57 possess the properties

dpo £sE oo €,60 T100 dpo dpo
B = —(—1) BN = —(—1) =B BN = EY% (2.41)

Validity of (2.40), (2.41) follows from the structural relations (2.33), (2.34)

with allowance made for the Jacobi identities

{{TQ,TQ},V,?}(_D%(ETF%) + {{Tﬂ, 5} Ty (—1)%
H{V) T}, Ta (-1)7 ) =0,

{{T0, U}, Hoy + {{Ho, T}, U} + {{U5,, Ho}, T} (—1)7r=t=) = 0,

which could be presented respectively in the form

T5{Vap7 Ugv}(_l)%(&aﬁ-sp) - ({{vap’ Tﬁ}7 TV} - (_1)8[387{{‘/07? T7}7 T5}>
_{Vap7T5}Ug~ya

(2.42)

To{V2, U Y(—1)Eotate) = (Us T3y V2 + {{U},, T.}, Ho}
+{{H07U67}7T04}7

Then, taking into account the definition (2.27) and the properties (2.29),

we obtain the functions Dg in the form

1

a € opd rrafBy{abe ) E~NE

D§ = PuP(-1) TEGT ™) PPl U5 B 1
+ULEY (1)=&t — B70US, — 2{ BT, T}(—1)

ya

{Va Uﬁa}( )avap + 2{ Uﬁa}(_ )ag(aﬁ—sp)} (_1)85+€7€abcacrj—vﬂ'}/

+)\p730b(_1)5p {_<{H07 a} + ‘/;E”yﬂa ( )Epga‘/(S E’yﬂa)( 1)8016V

1
E (Bfpavi(-1)7 = 4 Cyd.perm(am)) (1)

(V2 US M1 + {7, U2, N 1)) 4 (B, 7.}
1

_5‘<E§6pUga - ( l)aﬁa’YEng5 ) (U 6E ( 1)5(,(57+5p)

«
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( )EVEBU[; Eéa( 1)50(55+5p)>+UﬂadEég(_1)€g(57+€p)}Taﬁ{ab}7T7
1
FNPo( 1) (B, T} + VS Uf (- 1)
1 1 )
+§U§5E32(—1)“"”“'”“6(57*5”) + (=17 Uffa} cab el

N[V T Ty — S (V2. T} + (1) (v 1)U,
— ULV, ToH- >fa€ﬁ+€v——{Ho,{Uﬁa,T}}< 1) e

1 EE €
— {Ho, UL, = 3V (UF0 T} (1)) 4 0 U, )

43 (U5 T} 1) 4 ue, ug Y

({ ya Tsh(—1)== + (_1)5755{[]50” Ty}(—l)gagv

1 .
QU&.UM 5 ()PRULUL, VA (D oo

o o 10 epteq (e aa
AV U} + UG ERE] (1)t rent,
Egs. (2.11) for Hs are solved by the method given above. It implies consid-
eration of summands present in Dj, taking into account the gauge algebra
structural relations (2.33), (2.34), (2.40), (2.42), and the properties of struc-
tural coeflitients (2.2), (2.32), (2.41) with allowance made for the following
identity
Eab (CO“‘CBZ’C7C + Cycl.perm.(abc)> = 0.
Omitting details of calculation, we give here the resultant form of Hj
1
H?) - §P5appbpac ( - 1)EPEUP6 TO[/BFY{a/bC}
AP P~ B (1) T
1 g Eaf
3 M Poal 1) | ESfUS, + 2( {7, T} (~1)*
_U%E(sg(_l)qsp) U E5a( 1)50(574—5,))
V7 U H=1)7% = 2{V, UR, M= 1)~ )| (- imeee ™
A {VE UL} + UgEl] (~1)enCrtenfadn, (2.43)

In view of (2.43) and the results obtained above (2.23). (2.25). (2.38), (2.39),
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we conclude that in the framework of the Sp(2)-covariant version of general-
ized canonical quantization, as well as in its standard formulation, solutions
to the generating equations are completely defined by the gauge algebra

structural coeffitients. The boson function

H(Pa, Q") = Ho(p,,q'") + Hi(Pa, Q") + Ha(Pa, Q")
+Hs(Pa, Q) +O(CH 7™, 0<n<4

and the fermion functions
Q"(Py, Q%) = QU(Pa, Q") + U(Pa, Q) + Q5(Pa, QY
+0(C*"r™), 0<n<4

satisfy the gauge algebra generating equations (2.4) up to the 3d order
inclusively. As regards the description of arbitrariness in the solutions to the
generating equations, note that this question has been thoroughly studied
in Ref. 18.

Concluding, let us consider the special case of dynamical systems with

constant structural coeffitients, such that
(V2. Ts} = {Uap. T} = {U2s, VI} = 0,
given this, we assume that
B} - B2, = £, —0
Then the functions H and €2* take on the form

H = Hyy = Ho+ PsV]C™ + AgVIm",

(2.44)

1 1
0o — Q%] — Tacaa+5ab7)ab7ra+ip’ybU’YaTaﬂ{ab} _ 5)\7Uga(_1)€ﬁcaaﬂﬁ

1 .
+ MU Ua (- 1) CoT.
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In a particular case of dynamical systems of rank 1 with a closed algebra
where all the constraints T}, are boson functions (i. e. €, = 0), this result
coincide with the exact solution to the generating equations for the func-
tions H and ¢, obtained in Ref. 12.

3. The Solution of Equations for S

Now, turning to the Lagrangian version of the Sp(2)-covariant quanti-
zation method, consider the classical theory of fields A’, (A") = ¢;, de-

scribed by the action £ = L£(A) invariant under the gauge transformations

SA = RL(A)E"
L;(AR. (A) =0, (3.1)

where R! (A) are generators of gauge transformations (R (A)) = €, + €4
and £ are arbitrary functions £(£%) = ¢,. Let us now introduce, in ac-
cordance with Refs.15, 17, the total configuration space ®4 (¢(®4) = &%)
whose manifest structure is determined by the fact whether the set of gen-
erators is lineary independent (irreducible theories) or lineary dependent
(reducible theories). In what follows we shall restrict ourselves to consider-
ation of irreducible theories. The total configuration space of the theories

in question has the following structure

(I)A _ (AZ,Ba, C«aa) :
ngh(A") = 0, ngh(C) = 1, ngh(B") = 2 (3.2)

on account of extention of the initial configuration space A" by introduc-
ing additional fields B® (¢(B“) = &,) and Sp(2) doublets of ghost fields
C (e(C*) = g, + 1). We also introduce the sets of anifields ®%, and ® 4

(I)jzla - (A;km BZ@? ;;kyab) ) (I)A = (12127 Baa éaa) )

e(Ph,) =ea+1, 8(@A) =€4,
ngh(q):kéla) =—1- ngh((I)A) ) ngh((I)A) = —2— ngh((IDA) :
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The antifields @7, play the role of sources of BRST and anti-BRST trans-
formations, whereas the antifields ®4 are the sources of mixed BRST and
anti-BRST transformations.

The basic object in the Lagrangian version of Sp(2)-covariant quanti—

15,17

zation is the boson functional S, which satisfies the following generating

equations

1
E(S’ S)t+ VS =ihA*S (3.3)
with the boundary condition

Sjas—n-0 = L(A) (3.4)

In (3.3) we used designation (, )* for an extended antibracket'® introduced

for two arbitrary functionals F' and G by the rule

. OF 06G G OF
S 0PAsDY,  SPASDY,

(F,G) (—1)EEFDEE+H) (3.5)

V% and A® are operators defined in the form

Va — gabq)zb% ’ A? — (_1)5,4%5%% :
h is the Plank constant. The algebra of operators V* and A® as well as the
properties of the extended antibracket are studied in detail in Ref. 15, and
we shall not discuss here these questions.

The generating functional of the Green’s functions Z(J) for the fields of

the extended configuration space is representable in the form!

Z(J) = [d® d®; dd dX dIl” exp {%(S(@, o*, D) + B, 14
2
+(®4 - %))\A — %%bﬂf““&{i%ﬂf% +J404)}, (3.6)
where J,4 are the usual sources to the fields ®4 (g(J4) = €4), [I4* and M\
are the sets of auxiliary fields (e(IT1%) = ¢4 + 1, (M) = €4), F = F(®)
is the boson gauge functional, S(®,®* , ®) is a solution to Eqs.(3.3) with
the boundary condition (3.4).
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An impotant property of the integrand in Eqs.(3.6) for J4 = 0 is its

invariance under the following transformations of global supersymmetry

. 6S - b
604 = T, | 6%, = Hasgq » 00a=¢ P 1a @y
OIAY = —c® )\, oAt =0, (3.7)

where p, is a doublet of constant anticommuting Grassmann parameters.
The transformations (3.7) realize the extended BRST transformations in
the space of the variables ®, ®* &, II¢, .

The symmetry of the vacuum functional Z(0) under the transformations
(3.7) permits establishing the independence of the S matrix on the choice
of a gauge. Indeed, suppose Zr = Z(0). We shall now change the gauge
F — F + AF. In the functional integral for Zp, or we make the change of

variables (3.7), choosing for the parameters 1,

i (AP
Ha = opca ™ spa

Ab
I,

we find that Zp, Ap = Zr and therefore the S matrix is gauge invariant.
Next, the extended BRST symmetry permits deriving the Ward identities
for the generating functional of the vertex functions (the effective action)
[ =TI(d, o, D)

1
ST+ VI =0.

The identities for I' provide a basis for establishing the gauge invariant
renormalizability of the general gauge theories in the framework of the
Sp(2)- covariant quantization.'?

In Refs. 15, 17 there is proved the existence theorem for solution to Egs.

(3.3) in the form of expansion in power series of h
S(@,®%, @) = > n"S™ (@, ®;, D) ,
n=0

where the functionals S (®, ®* @) are supposed to be regular with respect

to all the variables. In particular. the tree (classical) approximation S(©
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satisfies the following generating equations

1
5(S<O>, SOya 4 yes® =g, (3.8)

In what follows we shall concentrate our attention upon Eqgs. (3.8). One
can seek solution to Egs. (3.8) in the form of expansion in power series of
ghost and auxiliary fields C'**, B“

SO(D o )= L(A) + Z S (P, DF D) | (3.9)

having required the new ghost number and the Grassmann parity to be

conserved in every order of perturbation series
e(Sy) = ngh(S,) =0.

In (3.9) S,(®,®*, ®) are some nth order polinomials in the fields C*, B?.
The requirement of the new ghost number conservation leads to the fact
that S, must be polinomials in the antifields ®*,, ®4. In Ref. 15 it is

shown that the first approximation S; could be chosen in the form
Si(®, dF, @) = AF R (A)C + AR (A)BY —&®C* ,B*.  (3.10)
Then the higher approximations in (3.9) are sought from the equations
WeS,p=Fy ,n>1, (3.11)

where the operators W are defined in the form

0 ) - 0
a _ , A 1 AZ 1 bevx
W= L T AnRage + (AR, = Cly ) 0Bz,
0
—1)%e”B" Ve 3.12
HD e B+ (312)
and possess the properties
Wit =0 ..

The functionals F7 ; are constucted from Si, & < n by the rule

a 1 a
Fn—|—1 - _5(S[n]7 S[n])n+1 ) (313)
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where
St = L(A) + 3 Sk,
k=1
the symbol ( , )¢ denotes the kth order for the extended antibracket in
power series of the fields C** and B®. The functionals F) ; satisfy the

equations
wlEl =0,

being the compability conditions for Eqs. (3.11).

Let us obtain the explicit solutions to Eqgs. (3.11) when n = 1,2 in the
case of general gauge theories described by the action £(.A4) invariant under
the gauge transformations (3.1). The algebra of generators R!,(A) has the

following general form

R (ARE(A) = (1) R (AR (A) =
—R(A)Fas(A) = L) (A)M5(A) (3.14)

where the structural coefficients F5(A) and M,j;(A) possess the properties

of generalized antisymmetry

Fop(A) = =(=1)**F5.(A)
Mgs(A) = =(=1)*" Mg, (A) = =(=1)"*M5(A) . (3.15)

Consider here the solution of Egs. (3.11) for Sy. To do this we shall make
use of the decomposition (2.18) of an Sp(2) tensor of rank two, constructed
from C**. Then, by virtue of the properties (2.19) and the algebra of

generators (3.14), we find the functionals Fy in the form
a 1 * 2 7/ a9 a
Fy = =S AU(RY(A)F5(A) + Loy (A)My(A) )7
L+ ] . a pa 3
5 AR AT (A) + L, (A)M,(A) )7 B (~1)

1 . 1.
+§5“dAjd L (A TP — EA,N(iﬁ(A)Cﬂ“BO‘(—l)Ea, (3.16)
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where

ap(A) = Ry, (ARE(A) + (1) Rp (AR (A)
ap(A) = (=1)7 N, (A) .

Solving Eqs. (3.11) for S is as follows. Consider the operators W to act

upon the functional

1 * (0%
§Cybdfzﬁ(A)T6 {bd}
¢ 1 * « ]‘ * 2 a1 a
W (= SCmFas( AT 0N ) = S AR (A F (AT
1 a * * (0%
9 b(CWbd + deb) s(A)BPC (3.17)

Hence we find that the first summand in (3.17) present in (3.16) as well. In

a similar way, the structure of the form
1 * 7 N G

_EAzdL"?j (A)Ma]ﬁ(A)Tﬁ tad)
is reprodused by applying the operators W* to the functional

1

JARAS(— ) M (AT
namely

a 1 * * ? (6% 1 * 2 a4\ a
W <1Azb jd(_l)EZMa]ﬁ(A)Tﬂ {bd}) = —§Azd£7] Ma]ﬁ(A)Tﬂ tad)
1
+§s"bA;“b (1) MZ(A)BPC (3.18)

Treatment of the terms

1.
AR (AVF(A)CH B (1)

and .
SAL, M (A)C B (~1)

present in £y consists in consideration of W to act respectively upon

1 * « 9
5BybfZB(A)CﬂbB (=1)™
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and .
SAA (1) M (A) B (1)
namely
a 1 * o € 1 n 1 a Do €
W (B3 Fl(A)CT B (~1)™) = S AR (A)F5(A)C™ B (~1)*
1 * a (6% 13
—igbdcvbdf;jﬁ(A)Cﬁ BY(—1) | (3.19)

W (S A A3 (1) M (AP B (1)) =
SAL (MG B (1)
AL AL (1) M () B (3.20)
Consider the functional of the form
@00, 8) = 5O F (AT B F (A OB (1)
L ARAL( LM (AT
+%/_1,A;"b(—1)51M;‘7ﬁ(A)CBbBO‘(—1)Ea , (3.21)
then

1 ) 1 A 7 a o IS

WX, = -5 AlL,) My (A)TPted) 4 §AZ/:,J (A) M (A)CP* B (—1)%
1 * 2 afa 1_ 1 a po £
_iAzde(A)fZB(A)TB tad} 4 514@737(14)?2[3(14)0[3 B*(—1)%

1 a % % o
3¢ "( ~bd T+ Cydb)fgﬂ(A)BﬁC a

1 * a (0% 13
—§sbd07bdfgﬁ(A)Cﬁ BY(—1)% . (3.22)

The functional X (®4, ®%_, ®4) possesses the properties e(X;) = ngh(X;) =
0 with the multipliers chosen in such a way that W*X; should exhaust the
summands in F¥ described above. In calculating WX, (3.22) one has to

make use of the generalized antisymmetry properties (3.15) of the gauge
algebra structural coeffitients F 5(A) and Mj;(A) with allowance made for
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the properties (2.19) and for the definition of the tensors T#elad} = cabppa
(2.18) and the properties (2.19). In particular,

Fls(A)B*B’ = M;(A)B°B’ =0 . (3.23)
Comparison of WX, with Fy implies
a a 1 ad A* AT Ao I ? a R €
Fy —W'X; = Ze TAL N (AT — §A2Naﬁ(A)Cﬂ BY(—1)%
+€abC’§bd]:ZB(A)BBCO‘d . (3.24)
In establishing (3.24) we made use of the identity
1 a * * « 1 * aa
5 b(cybd + Cydb>]-'gﬁ(A)BBC g e T (A)BPC =
Eabc;kbd]'—gﬁ(A)BﬂCad ;

verified directly. Making an analysis similar to the one discussed above for
each summand present in (3.24), consider W* to act upon the functional
X5 of the form

1 - . _
X, = §A2N(;B(A)Tﬁa + ChaFl5(A)BC . (3.25)

One readily finds that Fy — W%(X; + X3) = 0. Consequently, the solution
to Egs. (3.11) with F¥ (3.16) has the form

Se = Xi+Xo= —%C;*bdfgﬁ(A)Tﬁ“{bd} + %B;bf—;jﬁ(A)cﬁbBa
AL (1) M (AT
+%A,A}‘b(—1)51M§[3(A)CﬁbBo‘(—1)aa
P AN (AT + CuF,(A)BIC. (3.26)

Consider now the solution of Eqgs. (3.11) for S3. It is convinient, as
mentioned above, to seek the solution with allowance made for the decom-
position (2.27) of an Sp(2) tensor of rank three constructed from C*.

In solving Egs. (3.11) for S5 it is necessary to employ subsequent struc-

tural relations of the gauge algebra®?. that is to say. the generalized Jacobi
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identity
R;(A)D;iﬂé(/l) + L.} aﬁ(;(A) =0, (3.27)
where

Dls (A) = (=17 (FJ,(A)Fg(A) + Fls (AR (4))
+cycl.perm.(8do) ,

2, (A) = (=1)7% (M (A)Fg (A) + M5 (A)RS(A)
—(= 1) RE ()M (A) + (—1)* =Ry (A)M(A))
+cycl.perm.(8do) , (3.28)
Given this
D5, (A) = —(=1)% D5, (A) = —(=1)7 D},5(4)
Zla(A) = —(=1)7 25, (A) = =(=1)7 2}k, (A) =
—(=1)7 24 5(A) . (3.29)

In Ref. 23 it is shown that Eq.(3.27) leads to the conclusion that there exist

the gauge algebra structural coeffitients Qlss,(A) and Dgfo(A) such that

Zﬁ&a(A)+(— )E“Ele( )Qls55(A)
—(—1) =R (A)Qh5, (A) = — L., (A) D, (A)

with
Dlso(A) = Ly (A)QUE(A) . (3.30)
Given this
QU (A) = — (1) QYf (A) = — (=175 Qlk5(A) ,
D (A) = —(—1)7DE (A) = —(~1)*=DiE (A)
D (A) = —(=1)7 Dyl (A) = —(=1)7DiJ(A) .  (3.31)
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Then, by virtue of the gauge algebra relations (3.27), we find from defi-
nition (2.27) and the properties (3.15), (2.19), (2.29), (3.28) the following

representation for Fy

a 1 o0 B{abc
F3 - 6 ”ybcDﬂéa(A)T oB{abe}

o= (Ot C) [PV F5 ()

F2F (AR (A)|(-1) 70
L
12

1 a * * g (67 1
e A A (~ 1) (ML (A)FS, (A) + 2M5 (AR, (A)

oA (1) 285, (Aot

2R (A)M(A) (1) ) (-1 e

e AL AL (1) RE ()M (A) (1) e
——Ak<Nﬁa(A)}"§U(A) + NgaZ(A)R@(A))TUBCéa(—1)55(56“0)
1(20717 )[( a(A)F5y(A
+2F5.(A ) )t — FiL (A)FS, (A)]Tﬁa{ab}Bé
+i5ab<2cwb b>{ A)F55(A)
F2F (AR(A) (- 1)6056Tﬂ035
+1A*bAk[( E(A)F55(A) + 2M25 (AYR5(A)
F2RE (A)M(A) (- >€kfa+€p)< 1)
~ M (A)FL, (A)]Tﬂff{ab}35+ 4sabA* Ay MEZE(A) F5(A)

HIRE (M $5(A) (~ 1))
+2M25 (ARG (A) ) (=)= T B’

1. _
— S A AR (A)ME(A) O BB (1)l (3.32)

Solution to Egs. (3.11) with the right-hand side (3.32) is sought in a way
similar to the one given in the case of Sy, that is, by consideration of each

summond present in F¢. To this end, it is necessary to employ all the
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gauge algebra structural relations (3.1), (3.14), (3.27), (3.30), as well as the
properties of structural coeffitients.

The functional N/3(A), not being a structural coeffitient, along with the
functional N3 (A) are treated with the help of the differential consequence
of the property (3.1)

Lo (DRF(A)(—1)7 = —L,y, (A)RE,(A) - (3.33)

Omitting details of cumbersome algebraic calculations, we give here the

resultant form for Sg
S?) - 6C:abA [35U(A)T066{abc}(_1)6660
1
ClrapA QL (A) TP B (— 1)
A A* ]BZ;IU(A)TU(Sﬁ{abc}(_1)65(604—55)4—51
_6<207b— ) Qﬂda( )TBU{CI)}B(S(_1)6[356+67
1, _
_6<207b_ wbﬂ]ﬂ (A) BU(A)
+2F55 (ARL(A)] (~1)= T O
1 ES * A g410C ERE 13
+ o AnA, ARDEE (AT B (—1)eetes
+AALRE (A)ME,(A) (1) Ete oo po
1
+6A*bAk(2Rp (A) M (A) (1))

+4Rg ( ) (A)( 1) — M (A)F5,(A)
—2M7%  (A)) TP (— 1) (3.34)
Thus, in both the standard and Sp( )-covariant formulations of Lagrangian

BRST quantization, the generating equations give rise to the gauge algebra

structural relations for every order in power series of ghost and auxiliary
fields C“*, B®. The boson functional

SO = L(A)+ 5124, D%, Da) + So(@4, @7y, D)
+55(d4, @, d4) + O(C™"B™),
m=0.1,2.3.4. (3.35)
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satisfies the generating equations (3.8) up to the third order inclusively.
Since arbitrariness in solution to Eqgs. (3.8) is completely described in Refs.
15, 17, we omit the discussion of this question.

Consider a particular case of gauge theories of rank 1 with a closed

algebra, i. e. let
1 vk

M55(A) = Qo (A) = Digsp(A) = Disp(A) = 0
Then, the functional (3.34) takes on the form

SO @7 Dy) = LIA) + D XA+ D, VA | (3.36)
where

XAa _ <Xia’Xéma’X§¢ab> : YA _ ()/12’)/20[’)/3040,> :
given this

Xp = Ry(A)C™
1

X§0 = L FHABICT — (17 (FLL ()34
+2F25, (AYR;(A) ) CPCHC %y
Xgub — _gubpe %(—1)66?37@)071’05@,
Vi = RLAB 4+ (1R (ARYA)CTC
Ye = 0, YT = —2X50 (3.37)

The result (3.36), (3.37) coincides with the exact solution to the generating
equations for S(¥ obtained in Ref. 15 in the case of gauge theories of rank

1 with a closed algebra.

4. Sp(2)-covariant Quantization of the Yang-Mills Theory

It may not be out of place to illustrate general results and relations of

this paper on a basis of a simple example of a concrete gauge theory. To do
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this we consider the Yang-Mills theory described by the action
L= LA™y = — > [ iy G Grm 4.1
= LA™ = — [ d's GG (4.1)

The Yang-Mills field A¥™(z) is defined on the Minkovsky space and assumes
its values in the adjoint representation of a semisimple compact group. The
field strength G7}, has the form
m m m mnl An 7l
G, =0,A) —0,A + [ ALA

p o

where the Greek subscripts u, v refer to the Minkovsky space, while the
Roman subscripts k, [, m, n, p, refer to the internal symmetry group indices.
The Yang-Mills fields A" play the role of initial fields A*. The action (4.1)

is invariant under the gauge transformations
SAT (x) = Dy ()€ () = [ d'y Ry (w5 9)€" (v),
where
DM =", + [ A, (4.2)

is the covariant derivative and R};™(z;y) are the generators of the gauge
transformations
R (r;y) = D"o(x — y).

In (4.2) f'™ are the structural constants associated with the symmetry
group (the interaction constant is absorbed into f™"), £"(y) are arbitrary
functions. The condensed indices 2, o for the theory in question are under-
stood in the form

1= (u,m,z), a=(m,x).

The structural coeffitients 7,5 arising in the relations (3.14) are defined by
the group structural constants /" in the form (o = (m,z), 8 = (n,y),vy =

(7, 2))
Fap = f""6(x — 2)d(y - 2),
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ij
ﬂv5

also assume zero value. The total configuration space of the theory is defined
by the set of fields

while Maﬁ = 0. The higher gauge algebra structural coeffitients Qi3 ;,

4= (ArmoB™ C™me) (4.3)
and therefore, the set of antifields ®%, and ® 4 have the form

(I)jzla - (A*m B*m ;Iin)a (I)A - (Agagmvc_’gb)'

pa s
Given this, the Grassmann parity and the new ghost number assume the
values (g; = ¢, = 0)

e(AM™) =e(B™) =0, ¢e(C™) =1,

e(A,) =e(B,") =1, e(Cy") =0,

e(A]) =e(B™) =0, e(Cy) =1,
ngh(A"") =0, ngh(C*) =1, ngh(B™)=2,
ngh(A.;) = =1, ngh(Cy") = =2, ngh(B;") = -3,
ngh(A}') = -2, ngh(Cy") = —3, ngh(B™) = —4.

By virtue of the manifest structure (4.1)—(4.3) of the theory in question,
the solutions to the generating equations for S, So, S3 are representable in

the following local form

Si = [ d'e{Azprmnene y Anprpr - Cop e,

/d4 {(Cm . _B*m> fmnlB omna
L C;én fmnzclbcna -5 AZL fmnlcmapulkckb Eab}, (4.4)

S5 = —1—12 diz{ (B — 20 ) frm fie e hecnee, ).

Since the Yang-Mills theory belongs to the theories of rank 1, the functional
S =L+ 5 + 85 + .55 is an exact solution to the generating equations.
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Moreover, the antisymmetry properties of the structural constants /" lead
to the fact that the functional S is also a solution to Eqs. (3.3).
Consider for the theory in question the generating functional of Green’s

functions Z(J) (3.6). Choose the gauge functional F' in the form
Q m m
F = —§/d4:z: A AR, (4.5)

Then, integrating in the functional integral (3.6) over the variables A\*,
I14¢, &4, ®*_ and taking (4.4), (4.5) into account, we obtain the following

representation for the generating functional Z(.J)

= [d® exp {%(ﬁ + Scn(®) + Sar(®) + J424) }, (4.6)
where the following notations are used
o
Son = 5 [ d'x " C™D"C"e,

Sar = [ d'z B"0" A"
Note that the integrand in Eq. (4.6) for J4 = 0 is invariant under the

extended BRST symmetry transformations of the form
0A) = D" C™ g,
1 1
SB™ — _5 (fmnlBlCna + 6fmnlflkpC«pbC«kac«ncgcb> Lha,

1
SOme — <8ame o 5fmnlc«lac«nb) )
Now consider the Yang-Mills theory in the Hamiltonian version of Sp(2)-
covariant quantization. Note to this end that the corresponding dynamical

system is described in the initial phase space n (z* = (20, Z), the spatial

indices are denoted i, j: u = (0,1))
n=(p,q) = II"A™), 2= (i,m, %), (A™)=0

by the classical Hamiltonian H)

1

Hy = /d3x{ — %H?@Him + ZE?Fijm}
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and by the set of lineary independent constraints T, (o = (m, %))
Ta —Tm = Dznnﬂln’
with the following involution relaitons
[T(@), T ()} = [ d fo T ()07 — 20— 2), 2’ =y = 2,
{T™(x), Ho} = 0.
Hence the structural coeffitients Uy 5, arising in Eqs. (2.1) have the form
(04 = (m,x), b= (nvy)v = (l,Z))
aﬂ - flmné(f 5>5(g_ 5)? (47)

whereas V.? = 0. Given this, the higher gauge algebra structural coeffitients

E%7 are equal to zero.

Ey Eolys Eol,
The extended phase space I' for the dynamical system in question has

the form
['= (P4, QY = (g; P, C™ N, ™), (4.8)

where the Grassmann parity and the new ghost number of the variables

belong to I' are as follows
e(C™) =1, &™) =0,

ngh(C™) =1, ngh(7™) = 2.

The explicit form of the gauge algebra structural coeffitients (4.7) and the
manifest structure of the extended phase space I' (4.8) enable us, with
allowance made for Eqgs. (2.44), to give solutions to the generating equations
for H, Q¢

H = H),

(4.9)
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: 1
0e — /d3x{cmapzmn1—[zn+8abpgnﬂm + 57)5flmnc«nac«mb
1llmn na,__m 1 I elmn enkp~pa kb ~mc
A — SN i i cite sbc}.
Now consider, by virtue of (4.9), the generating functional of Green’s
functions Z(I) (2.8) in the Hamiltonian version of Sp(2)-covariant quanti-

zation. To this end we choose the boson gauge function ¢ in Eq. (2.6),

determining the unitarizing Hamiltonian H, in the form
o 3 g m Atm i my\m
@-/dx{2AiA S A" 3
Then, integrating in the functional integral (2.8) over the momenta P! and

assuming the corresponding sources to be equal to zero, we obtain, with

allowance made for the notations of the form
Al = —a7 '\, B™ =1,

the following representation for the generating functional of Green’s func-
tions (2.8)

Z(J) = [ d® exp {%(c + San + Sor + Ja0?)}.

Here ®4 and J,4 coincide with the sets of fields of the total configuration
space (4.3) and the corresponding sources respectively. The functional £ is
the classical action (4.1), whereas the functionals Sqy, Sqr are defined in
Eq. (4.6). Hence we conclude that for the fields of the total configuration
space in the theory (4.1)—(4.2), the generating functionals of Green’s func-
tions of both the Lagrangian and Hamiltonian versions of Sp(2)-covariant

quantization coincide.
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