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Abstract

We introduce the notion of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations for constrained dynamical systems in the
generalized Hamiltonian formalism, both global and field-dependent, with a doublet A,, a = 1, 2, of anticommuting
Grassmann parameters and find explicit Jacobians corresponding to these changes of variables in the path integral.
It turns out that the finite transformations are quadratic in their parameters. Exactly as in the case of finite field-
dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations for the Yang-Mills vacuum functional in the Lagrangian formalism
examined in our previous paper |arXiv:1405.0790[hep-th]], special field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations
with functionally-dependent parameters Ao = [ dt (sqA), generated by a finite even-valued function A (¢) and by the
anticommuting generators s, of BRST-antiBRST transformations, amount to a precise change of the gauge-fixing
functional for arbitrary constrained dynamical systems. This proves the independence of the vacuum functional
under such transformations. We derive a new form of the Ward identities depending on the parameters A, and
study the problem of gauge-dependence. We present the form of transformation parameters which generates a
change of the gauge in the Hamiltonian path integral, evaluate it explicitly for connecting two arbitrary Re-like
gauges in the Yang-Mills theory and establish after integration over momenta coincidence with Lagrangian path

integral [arXiv:1405.0790[hep-th]] therefore justifying unitarity of the S-matrix in the Lagrangian approach.

Keywords: BRST-antiBRST generalized Hamiltonian quantization, constrained dynamical systems, Yang—Mills the-
ory, field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations

1 Introduction

It is well known that modern quantization methods for gauge theories in Lagrangian and Hamiltonian formulations
[1 2, B, 4] are based primarily on the idea of BRST symmetry [5, [6l [7] and BRST-antiBRST symmetry [8] [, [10],
which are characterized by the presence of a Grassmann-odd parameter p and two Grassmann-odd parameters (u, i),
respectively. The parameters in the Sp (2)-covariant schemes of generalized Hamiltonian [11l [12] and Lagrangian
[14, [15] quantization (see also [13,[16]) form an Sp (2)-doublet: (u, i) = (141, 2) = pa- These parameters were initially
considered as infinitesimal odd-valued objects and may be regarded as constants and as field-dependent functionals,
used to derive the Ward identities and to establish the gauge-independence of the corresponding vacuum functional
in the path integral approach.
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In our recent work [I7], we have suggested an extension of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations with finite
(both global and field-dependent) parameters in Yang-Mills and general gauge theories. The idea of ”finiteness” is
based on the inclusion into BRST-antiBRST transformations of new terms being quadratic in the parameters p,.
It permits, first of all, to realize complete BRST-antiBRST invariance of the integrand in the vacuum functional.
Second, functionally-dependent parameters A, = s,A induced by a Grassmann-even functional A provide an explicit
correspondence (due to the so-called compensation equation for the corresponding Jacobian) between the choices of
A connecting the partition function of a theory in a certain gauge — determined by a gauge Boson functional Fy —
with the theory in a different gauge, given by another gauge Boson F'. This concept becomes a key tool used to
determine, in a BRST-antiBRST approach, the Gribov horizon functional [I8] — initially given by the Landau gauge
in the Gribov—Zwanziger theory [19] — in any other gauge, including the Re¢-gauges used to eliminate residual gauge
invariance in the deep IR region.

For completeness, let us recall that finite field-dependent BRST transformations were first introduced in [20] for
the Yang—Mills theory (whose quantum action is constructed by the Faddeev—Popov rules [21]) in the framework of a
functional equation for the parameter used to provide the path integral with a change of variables that would allow
one to relate the quantum action in a certain gauge with the quantum action in a different gauge. This equation and
a similar equation [22] for the finite parameter of a field-dependent BRST transformation suggested in the generalized
Hamiltonian formalism have not been solved.

The recent works [23, [24] have proposed the concept of finite BRST-BFV transformations [23] in the framework
of generalized Hamiltonian formalism [7] 25| 26], as well as finite BRST [24] and BRST-BV [27] transformations in
different path integral representations within the Batalin—Vilkovisky (BV) procedure [28]. It has been shown that,
in order to relate the partition function for a gauge model given by different gauges, it is sufficient to solve the
compensation equation for the corresponding finite field-dependent parameter, first suggested in [29] for Yang—Mills
theories within the Faddeev—Popov procedure [2I]. The latter problem was raised in [30] to investigate the issue
of gauge-independence in gauge theories with so-called soft breaking of BRST symmetry, related to a consistent
construction of the Gribov horizon functional [I9] in different gauges [31] [32].

Thus, the problem of formulating the concept of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations for arbitrary dynamical
systems with first-class constraints and studying its properties in the generalized Hamiltonian formalism remains
open even for Yang—Mills theories. This problem is related to finding a correspondence of the quantum action in the
BRST-antiBRST generalized Hamiltonian quantization [IT], 12] — where gauge is introduced by a Bosonic gauge-fixing
function of phase-space variables ® — with the quantum action of the same theory in a different gauge ® + A® with a
finite value A®, using a change of variables in the path integral.

Based on these reasons, we intend to address the following issues in the case of dynamical systems with first-class

constraints in generalized Hamiltonian formalism:

1. introduction of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations, being polynomial in powers of a constant Sp (2)-doublet
of odd-valued Grassmann parameters A\, and leaving the integrand in the Hamiltonian path integral for vanishing

external sources invariant to all orders in Ag;

2. definition of finite field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations as polynomials in the Sp (2)-doublet of odd-
valued Grassmann functionals A\,(I") depending on the whole set of symplectic coordinates of the total phase
space; calculation of the Jacobian related to this change of variables by using a special class of transformations
with s,-potential parameters Ao (I') = [ dt s,A(I'(t)), for a Grassmann-even function A(I' (¢)) and Grassmann-
odd generators s, of BRST-antiBRST transformations;

3. construction of a solution to the compensation equation for an unknown function A generating the Sp (2)-doublet



Ao to establish a relation of the Hamiltonian action Sy ¢ in a certain gauge determined by a gauge Boson @

with the Hamiltonian action Sy ¢4+ae in a different gauge ® + Ad;

4. explicit construction of the parameters A, of finite field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations generating
a change of the gauge in the Hamiltonian path integral within a class of linear R¢-like gauges in the Hamiltonian
formalism, which are realized in terms of Bosonic gauge functions @ ), with § = 0, 1 corresponding to the Landau

and Feynman (covariant) gauges, respectively.

The work is organized as follows. In Section 2] we remind the general setup of the BRST-antiBRST generalized
Hamiltonian quantization of dynamical systems with first-class constraints and list its basics ingredients.In Section [B]
we introduce the notion of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations with constant and with field-dependent parameters
in generalized Hamiltonian formalism. We obtain explicit Jacobians corresponding to these changes of variables and
show that, exactly as in the case of field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations for the Yang—Mills vacuum func-
tional [I7] in Lagrangian formalism, the corresponding field-dependent transformations amount to a precise change
of the gauge-fixing functional. Here, we also study the group properties of finite field-dependent BRST-antiBRST
transformations. In Section [4 we derive the Ward identities with the help of field-dependent BRST-antiBRST trans-
formations and study the gauge dependence of the generating functionals of Green’s functions. In Section Bl we
present the form of transformation parameters that generates a change of the gauge and evaluate it for connecting two
arbitrary Re-like gauges in Yang-Mills theories. In Conclusion, we discuss the results and outline some open prob-
lems. In Appendix [A]l we present a detailed calculation of the Jacobians corresponding to the finite BRST-antiBRST
Hamiltonian transformations with constant and field-dependent parameters.

We use condensed notations similar to [33], namely, the spatial coordinates of canonical field variables T'? =
(PA, QA) are absorbed into the indices p, A, whereas integration over the spatial coordinates is included into summation
over repeated indices. The partial 9/0I'P and variational 6 /0I'P derivatives over I'? are understood as acting from the
right. The variational derivative 6/0T? (t) is taken along a phase-space trajectory I'? (), whereas the partial derivative
0/0T'P of a field variable I'? is understood as the variational derivative with fixed time, 0,/6TP; as in [3], applied to
a functional F (T'(t)) local in time, 6F = (§;F/dI'P) dTP, &;/6T? = 0/0TP. We refer to t-local functionals F (T') as
functions, whereas the corresponding F (T') = [ dt F (I (t)) are called functionals. The raising and lowering of Sp (2)
indices, s* = £%sy,, s, = eqps’, is carried out with the help of a constant antisymmetric second-rank tensor £,
£%e.p, = Off, subject to the normalization condition £'? = 1. The Grassmann parity and ghost number of a quantity A,
assumed to be homogeneous with respect to these characteristics, are denoted by ¢ (A4), gh(A), respectively. By default,
we understand BRST-antiBRST transformations in generalized Hamiltonian formalism as infinitesimal invariance
transformations with a doublet A\, of anticommuting parameters, whereas finite BRST-antiBRST transformations

will be understood as invariance transformations to all powers of the transformation parameters \,.

2 Basics of BRST-antiBRST generalized Hamiltonian Quantization

We recall that the total phase space underlying the BRST-antiBRST generalized canonical Hamiltonian quantization

is parameterized by the canonical phase-space variables, I'?, £(I'?) = ¢,

I = (PAvQA) = (nul—‘gh) ) (2'1)

where n = (pi, qi) are the classical momenta and coordinates of a given dynamical system, described by a Hamiltonian
Hy = Hy(n) and by a set of (generally, linearly dependent) first-class constraints Ty, = Tuq (1), €(Tuy) = €ay, subject

to involution relations in terms of the Poisson superbracket at a fixed time instant ¢, {T?,T'?} = wP? = const, with



wP?q composing an even supermatrix, wP? = —(—1)raP,

{Ho,Too} = T0o V2, {Tag, Tpy} = TooULs o for U, = —(=1)F0nyU,

Y0 Vg 0 apBo T

(2.2)

0 °

The variables I'yp, in (ZI) contain the entire set of auxiliary variables that correspond to the towers [25] of ghost-
antighost coordinates C' and Lagrangian multipliers 7, as well as their respective conjugate momenta P and A, arranged
within the BRST-antiBRST generalized Hamiltonian quantization [IT] 2] into Sp(2)-symmetric tensors for an L-th

stage of reducibility (L = 0 corresponding to an irreducible theory),
th = (Pa3|a0...as P Oas|a0»»»as7 Aas\al...asv ﬂ_as\al...as ; s = 07 15 aL) ;

with the corresponding distribution [12] of the Grassmann parity and ghost number.

The generating functional of Green’s functions for a dynamical system in question has the form

Za (I) = / dT exp {% / it Brp(t)wqu(t) ~ Ha(t) + I(t)I‘(t)} } (2.3)

and determines the partition function Zg = Zg (0) at the vanishing external sources I,(¢) to I'". In (23], integration
over time is taken over the range ti, < ¢ < tout; the functions of time TP(¢) = T'? for tiy, < ¢ < tout are trajectories,
[?(t) = dU?(t)/dt; the quantities wy, = (—1)E+tDEHD g, compose an even supermatrix inverse to that with the
elements wP?; the unitarizing Hamiltonian Hg(t) = He(T'(t)) is determined by four ¢-local functions: #H(t), an Sp(2)-
doublet of odd-valued functions Q°(t), with gh(Q%) = —(—1)%, and an even-valued function ®(¢), with gh(®) = 0,

known as the gauge-fixing Boson, given by the equations

He(t) =H(t) + %aab {{(b(t), QU (1)}, , Qb(t)}t , with {A(t), B(t)}, = {A(I), B(F)Hf‘:f‘(t) , forany A, B, (2.4)
{10’} =0, {H,Q"}=0, (2.5)
with the boundary conditions

00

H|th:0 =Ho(n) , SCaob
r

= 0y T, (1) - (2.6)
gh=0

From equations (28] and the Jacobi identities for the Poisson superbracket, it follows that
{Hs,Q2%} =0 (2.7)
The integrand in (23) is invariant with respect to the infinitesimal BRST-antiBRST transformations [11]
[P - P =T7 4 (s"T") po , with s* = {e,Q%} | (2.8)
realized on phase-space trajectories I'P(t) as
PP(t) = TP(t) = TP(t) + {7 (t), Q" (t)}, pta = TP (t) + (s°T) (t) pa (2.9)

with an Sp(2)-doublet u, of anticommuting constant infinitesimal parameters, pqup + poptp = 0, for any a,b = 1,2.
The generators s* of BRST-antiBRST transformations are anticommuting, nilpotent and obey the Leibnitz rule when

acting on the product and the Poisson superbracket:

59" 4552 =0, s%s's°=0, s*(AB)=(s"A)B(~1)°" + A(s*B) , s“{A,B}={s"A,B}(~1)"" +{A,s°B} .
(2.10)



The BRST-antiBRST invariance of the integrand in ([2.3) with I,(¢) = 0 under the transformations (2.9) allow one to
obtain the Ward identities for Zg (I), namely,

</ dt I,(t)s*T"(t))a,r = 0, (2.11)

1

for (O)g 1 = Z;l(f)/dr Oexp{h [SH,<1>(F) +/dt Ip(t)Fp(t)]} ,
with Spe(T) = / dt BFP(t)wqup(t) —Hq>(t)} : (2.12)

where the expectation value of a functional O(T") is calculated with respect to a certain gauge ®(I") in the presence
of external sources I,. To obtain (ZII)), we subject (23] to a change of variables I' — I' + ¢I' with éT' given by
@3) and use the equations (27 for H(¢). At the same time, with allowance for the equivalence theorem [34], the
transformations (2.9) allow one to establish the independence of the S-matrix from the choice of a gauge. Indeed,
if we change the gauge, ® — ® + A®, by an infinitesimal value A® in Zg and make the change of variables (2.9),

choosing the parameters i, as functionals of T'? (i.e., not as functions of time ¢ or of the variables I'?), namely,

7

o= g [t {80, %), = 2 [ at (5,89 (1) (2.13)

we arrive at Zg1ap = Zg, and therefore the S-matrix is gauge-independent.

3 Finite BRST-antiBRST Transformations

In this section, we introduce (Subsection B]) the notion of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations and examine two
classes of such transformation, namely, those with constant and field-dependent parameters, each class realized in a t-
local form and in a functional form. We calculate (SubsectionB.2]) the corresponding Jacobians, derive (Subsection B.3])
a compensation equation and present its solution. Finally, we study (Subsection B4]) some group properties of field-
dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations.

3.1 Definitions

Let us introduce finite transformations of the canonical variables I'? with a doublet A\, of anticommuting Grassmann

parameters, Ag Ay + ApAqg = 0,
[P TP =T? 4 AT? =TP(T'|\) , so that I?(|0)=T7. (3.1)

In general, such transformations are quadratic in their parameters, due to AgA\pAc = 0,

K] 1 9 9
P (T|A) = TP (T P (I 0ot = [TP (TN =—— o 2
(T|A) (I0) + [T (I'[A) aAa] ) At 3 (T mawb] AoAa (3.2)
which implies
AP = ZP")\, + (1/2) ZPA? | where A2 = A\, \* (3.3)

for certain functions ZP* = ZP* (T"), ZP = ZP (T"), corresponding to the first- and second-order derivatives of T (T'|\)
with respect to A, in (B:2]).

Let us consider an arbitrary function F(I') of phase-space variables expandable as a series in powers of I'?. Because
of the nilpotency AI'P* ... A'’’» =0, n > 3, the function F (I') under the transformations ([B3) can be expanded as
oOF (F)A » 182]”(1“)

ore 2 0reora

F(L+AD) =F(T)+ ATPATY . (3.4)



Let the function F(I') be now invariant with respect to infinitesimal BRST-antiBRST transformations ([2.8]),

s*F(T) =0, where s*F(I)= 8.;—'155)

and introduce finite BRST-antiBRST transformations in generalized Hamiltonian formalism as invariance transfor-

TP (3.5)

mations of the function F(I') under finite transformations of the variables I'?, such that

9 9 9 1
FIT+A)=F(), AI® X =sT? and AI? I —55‘“7521"17 ,  where 5% = 5,5 . (3.6)
a a b
A=0

Namely, for the transformed variables I? = I'? + AT'? we have
[P =17 <1 + 559N\ + 3?2)\2) , or, equivalently, A’ = (s°T?)\, + % (SQFP) A\, where $2=%°%,, (3.7)
which is realized on phase-space trajectories I'P(¢) as follows:
[P (t) =TP(t) (1 + 59N\ + 3?2)\2) , or, eqiuvalently, AT? (t) = (s*T?) (¢t) Ao + i (s°TP) (t) A%. (3.8)

Let us now consider an arbitrary functional of the phase-space variables, F'(I'), expandable as a series in powers
of T'?. Under the transformations ([2.9]), the functional F (T') can be presented as

§F (I)
3T7 (¢)

FIT+ADl)=F(T)+ / dt AT (t) +1 / dt’ dt"” 5T K (T) ATP (t") AT (") . (3.9)

2 () oTa ()
By analogy with the definition (B3] of BRST-antiBRST transformations of functions, we let the functional F(I") be

invariant with respect to infinitesimal BRST-antiBRST transformations for trajectories (2.9,

s*F(T)=0, where s°F(T)= /dt ggp((l;i (s“TP) (t) , (3.10)

and introduce the finite BRST-antiBRST transformations of functionals as invariance transformations of a functional
F(T) under finite transformations of trajectories T'? (t) — I'? (t), such that

FE)=F @), P =170 (145004 {522) | G.11)

The definitions of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations realized on functions (8] and functionals [BI1]) are con-
sistent. Indeed, for an arbitrary function F(¢) = F(I'(¢t)) with the corresponding functional F(T') = [dt F(t), we

have

s*F(T) = / dt gfp% (s°TP) (t) = / dt glf; ((’?) (s°TP) (t) = / dt s°F(t) (3.12)

— AF(D) = / dt AF(D(t)) , with AF)=F(@) - F(I), AFT®)=FI@) - FOE). (3.13)

Formula (BI2) describes the rule according to which the generators@ 5% of BRST-antiBRST transformations act on
functionals via functions given in the phase space with I'?

The consistency of definitions [B7), B.8), BII) is readily established by considering the respective equations
AF =0, AF(t) =0, AF = 0. For the first equation, we have

a]:(F) a 1 2 2 182‘7:(F) a 1 2 2 b 1 2 2| _
ST (s"TP)\, + 1 (s°TP) N | + 3 BLPar (s"TP)\, + 1 (s*TPX*) | | (s"T9) N + 1 (s’THN*| =0.  (3.14)

ITo be more exact, one could use two different symbols for s when it acts on functions and functionals in (@3], BI0); however, in

order to simplify the notation for virtually the same operation, in view of ([3.I12]), we use the symbol s®.



Taking into account the fact that A\,A? = A\* = 0, the invariance relations s*F(T') = (0F/0T?) s°T? = 0, and their
differential consequence (after applying s’ and multiplying by Ap\a)

02F (T) C19F (D)

b arp — 21p) )2
ERET (s"THN (s TP, 5507 (s’TP) A, (3.15)
in view of the definition (28) and properties (2.I0), we find that the above equation (3I4) is satisfied identically:
OF (1) LOF (L) [ grpyy2 , LOPF(D), BI5
TP\ A + ————= (s°T? — T TN, = . 1
3T (s*TP) Ay + 1 5L% (sI?) 5 TGP (s"T)Ap(s"TP)N 0 (3.16)

In a similar way, one can readily establish the consistency of definitions (8.8) and BII)).

We can see that the finite variation AT'? includes the generators of BRST-antiBRST transformations (sl, 52), as
well as their commutator s2 = £,,8%s% = sls? — g2gt. According to B.6), (39) and AeA2 = M = 0, the variations
AF (T'), AF (T') of an arbitrary function F (I') and of an arbitrary functional F (T") under the corresponding finite
BRST-antiBRST transformations (8.7), (311 are given by

AF = (s"F) Ao + i (s°F)A? and AF = (s"F) )\, + i (s2F) A% (3.17)
In particular, the functions Q* and H obey finite BRST-antiBRST invariance:
AQ = {Q% QY + %abc {Q* Q" QN2 =0, AH={H Q. + isab {H,{Q*,Q"}}X* =0, (3.18)
due to the generating equations ([2.8]), with the corresponding property for the Hamiltonian action Sy (T) in ([212))
ASE(T) = Sy (T) — Sg(T) = /dt B <fpwpqdd—1?> (t) — Ho (1) (t)] —Su((T) = /dtd];—it) : (3.19)

where we have used the finite BRST-antiBRST invariance [BI8) of the unitarizing Hamiltonian Hg and the follow-
ing transformations of the term (1/2) [ dt (TPw,,I'9) with respect to the BRST-antiBRST transformations (3.8) of
trajectories I'P(t) leading to appearance of (dF(t))/(dt):

tout

1 B 1 " " 1 "
5 / dt (prpqﬂ) (t) = 5 [(I‘p[)pQ —20%) A\, + ersa(ap(z )X"]

+% / dt (prquQ) (1), (3.20)

tin
which reflects the fact of an invariance of the action written in new phase space coordinates I with the action in old
ones I on total derivative terms. The parameters )\, in (3.7), (3:8) and BII) may be constant, A, = const, as well as
field-dependent, A, = A, ("), thus determining global and field-dependent finite BRST-antiBRST transformations. At
the same time, we stress that the parameters A, (T") are not regarded as functions of time ¢, and thus of phase-space

variables I'P, namely,
D) 0N (T) 50 (T)
= . 21
dt ore ore #0 (3:21)
Relations (3.8) and BI7) allow one to calculate the Jacobians of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations, as well as

to investigate the group properties of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations, presented in respective Subsections 3.2]

=0; however,

B4 Thus, the functional measure dI' in (23] turns out to be invariant with respect to the change of trajectories,
I'P(t) — I'P(t), related to finite BRST-antiBRST transformations (3.7)) with constant parameters \,. This is nothing

else than Liouville’s theorem for the transformations (37), being canonical, due to the identity
PAdQ* — Hy (P, Q) dt = P4dQ* — Ho (P, Q) dt + dF , (3.22)

which takes place for the contact 1-form, as one makes the substitution I' — I, setting Hg (f) = Hyp (f‘) and taking
account of ([BIM). The invariance of the measure, dI' = dT', along with the invariance I9) of the action Sy (T),
justifies the term “finite BRST-antiBRST transformations” as applied to the invariance transformations [B.I1]) of the
integrand for Zg.



3.2 Jacobians

Let us examine the change of the integration measure dI' — dI" in ([Z3) under the finite transformations of phase-space
trajectories, I'Y — TV =T + AT}, with AT? = AT? (t) given by (B.5),

dl' = dI" Sdet (g?) , Sdet (g—?) = Sdet (I 4+ M) =exp [Strln (T+ M)] = exp(S) , (3.23)
where the Jacobian exp () has the form
— Strin (14 M) = ), Str(M™) = (- )Ep/dt (MY (t,1) |
n=1
OATP (¢ r
I= 605 (' —t") , (M)f (¢',t") = W(t(”)) , (AB)? (¢',t") :/dt (AL (t',t) By (t,t") . (3.24)

In the case of finite transformations corresponding to A, = const, the integration measure remains invariant (for
details, see (A9)) in Appendix [A])

ST)=0= [Sdet (g—?) =1, dl'= dr} : (3.25)

As we turn to finite field-dependent transformations, A, = A, ('), let us examine the particular case of functionally-

dependent parameter
Ao (T) :/dt (sal\) (1) :aab/dt {A@),2"1)}, . (3.26)

with a certain even-valued potential function A (¢) = A (T (¢)), which is inspired by field-dependent BRST-antiBRST

transformations with the parameters (2.13)). In this case, the integration measure takes the form (for details see (A10)
in Appendix [A])

M) =—-2mm[1+f()], f@)= —%/dt (s?A), ,  (s*A), =ea {{A, Q},, 0"}, | (3.27)

dl' = dT exp {% (—m%)] — dlexp {% [ihln (1 - %sab/dt {{A, 0%, Qb}t)j } . (3.28)

3.3 Solution of the Compensation Equation

Let us apply the Jacobian [B28)) to cancel a change of the gauge Boson ®(T") in 212
O — o+ AD. (3.29)

To this end, we subject Zg; A to a change of variables T'?(t) — I'P(t), given by ([B8) and parameterized by \, (I') in

accordance with (8:26). In terms of the new variables, we have

Ty ne = / dF exp {%3H7¢+M(f)} - / dT exp [S (T)] exp {%SH@M@(P)}

= /drexp [ ()] exp{% [SH,q»(r) — %sab/dt{{Afb(t),Q“(t)}t ,Qb(t)}t}} , (3.30)
using the transformation property B.19) for S eas. If we now require the fulfillment of the relation
exp [S ()] = exp {2haab/dt {{Afb(t),Q“(t)}t,Qb(t)}t} , (3.31)
2The parameters )\, are functionally-dependent, since s' A1 4 22 = — [ dt s2A.



which we will call the “compensation equation”, then
Zoine = Zo - (3.32)

Using the compensation equation [B31]) and (3.28)

%/dt ab {{N,Q},,Q°}, =1 —exp [ﬁaab/dt{{Afb(t),Q“(t)}t,Qb(t)}t} , (3.33)

we can see that this is a functional equation for an unknown Bosonic function A(T'), which determines A, (T') in
accordance with A\, (T') = [ dt sqA(T).

Introducing an auxiliary functional y(T'),
1 1 =~ ~
y(T) = maab/dt{{A(b(t),Q“(t)}t,Qb(t)}t = mAqﬁ?? , where A® = /dt AD(t) (3.34)

which is BRST-antiBRST exact, y(I')%s® = 0, and making use of 52 = 5% ,, where (F'5) (') is identical with
s*F (T') in (BI0]), we present ([B:33)) in the form
1

—/th?QZI—exp(y)

5 l9(1)ad] 52, (3.35)

~ 4ih
where g(y) = [1 — exp(y)] /y is a BRST-antiBRST exact functional. This provides an explicit solution of (B35, with
accuracy up to BRST-antiBRST exact terms:

AT|AD) = %g(y)Afb . (3.36)
Hence, the field-dependent parameters A, (I') are implied by ([3.28) and (3.30),
M (TIA®) = 5gly) [ db (5u0) (1) = 5emly) [ dt {800, 9° (0)}, - (337)
whereas the approximation linear in A® follows from g (0) = —1
A(T) = 2ihA<1> +0(AD) — A (T) = %sab/dt [AD(1), 2 (1)}, +0(AD) | (3.38)

which is identical with the parameters (ZI3]) of infinitesimal field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations.

3.4 Group Properties

The above relations (17
1 1
AF = (s"F)da+ 3 (s°F) N, AF = (s"F) Ao+ 1 (s°F)\*

describing the finite variations of functions, F = F (I'(t)), and functionals, F = F (T'), induced by finite BRST-
antiBRST transformations, allow one to study the group properties of these transformations, with the provision for
the fact that the transformations do not form neither a Lie superalgebra nor a vector superspace, due to the quadratic
dependence on the parameters \,.

Let us study the composition of finite variations A1y)A2) acting on an object A (I") being an arbitrary function
or a functional. Using the Leibnitz-like properties of the generators of BRST-antiBRST transformations, s® and s2,

acting on the product of any functions (functionals) A, B with definite Grassmann parities,

s"(AB) = (s*A) B(=1)"" + A(s"B) , 84 (AB) = (5,4) B(=1)°" + A(s,B) ,
s° (AB) = (s°A) B—2(s,A) (s“B) (-1)°" + A (s*’B) , (3.39)



and the identities

3

595" = (1/2)e%s? and s,5° = —s’s, = (1/2)0%s? and s%s°s° = (3.40)
with the notation UV = U,V = —U*V, for pairing up any Sp(2)-vectors U%, V¢, we obtain
s (AA) = s | (s"A) Ao + — ( ZA)N?| =52 [(sPA) Np] + (1/4) s [(s*A) A?]

- (sasbA) Ao + (s A) (s*X) + (1/4) (s*A) (s“N?)
—(1/2) (s*A) X" — (sA) (s*A) + (1/4) (s*A) (s“N?) (3.41)

and

s?(AA) = s [ (sPA) Ny + 4( ZA) N = s [(sPA) ] + 252 [(sA) ]
=2 (55" A4) (") + (s°4) (24) + 7 (s24) (+27)
= (2A) () — (s4) (°2) + i (s2A) (222) . (3.42)
Therefore, A1)A(2)A is given by
AmA@A = (s"Ap)A) Aaya + % (s*A@)A4) Al
= |- (1/2) (s24) Xy = (s4) (s"Ay) + (1/4) (524) (7% ) | Aoy
16220 (30) - 64 (20) + 1 524) (5238) |

1
= (s"A)V(1,2)a + (8 A) 01,2 (3.43)

_|_

for certain functionals 97, ,, (I') and 61,2y (T'), constructed from the parameters Aly» for j = 1,2, which are generally
field-dependent, )\‘(’j) = )\‘(’j) (1),

Wiy = — (sX) Ay + i (s27)) M) (3.44)
9(112) = {2)\(2) — (S)\%Q))} )\(1) — |:(S)\(2)) i (S )\( )>:| )\(1) . (3.45)

Hence, the commutator of finite variations reads

a 1 a a a
[Aq), Ap)] A= (5*A) V1900 + n (s2A) Opg) , Vg =000 =90 s O =02 — b2 (3.46)

Finally, using the identity

ADAD = A0 A2) = A2 = Amar) = A@edi) — Aaly =0, (3.47)
we obtain
o = (3)) A = (M) Ay - % [(52X)) %) = (24 ) Ay (3.48)
Oz = [ (3)) Ao = (X)) A ] + [(92) Ay = (52) A |
+i K )\(2)) N - (S2A§1)) Afz)} . (3.49)
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where 19‘[’1 o] 01,2) possess the symmetry properties 19‘[’1 o = —19?2 1 01,2 = —0[2,1)- In particular, assuming A (') = I'?

in (344), we have
1
[A(l), A(g)] TP = (Sal—‘p) 19[172]a + Z (S2Fp) 9[172] . (3.50)

In general, the commutator ([B50) of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations does not belong to the class of these

transformations due to the opposite symmetry properties of 19[172](119‘[1112] and 0y o),

19[17211119([11,2] = 19[2,1](119([12,1] ) 9[1,2] = —9[2,1] ) (3.51)

which implies that 01 9 = 19[1)2}a19‘[11)2] in ([3.50) is possible only in the particular case 0} o) = 19[172]a19‘[11)2] = 0. This
reflects the fact that a finite nonlinear transformation has the form of a group element, i.e., not an element of a Lie

superalgebra; however, the linear approximation A'"T'? = (s?T'?) \, to a finite transformation AT'’? = Al"T? + O ()\2)
does form an algebra; indeed, due to ([B.46]), (3:4]), (3.49), we have

(A% AB] A= AltyA= (") Aaoa s My = (s630) Ay = (s63) Ay - (3.52)

Thus, the construction of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations reduces to the usual BRST-antiBRST transforma-
tions, 6P = AUPTP_ linear in the infinitesimal parameter ji, = A4, as one selects the approximation that forms an
algebra with respect to the commutator.

Using the above results, let us now consider an operator 7', such that

1 1
TA=A + AA 5 where AA= (SaA) )\a + Z (SQA) )\2 5 A(l)A(g)A = (SaA) 19(112)(1 + Z (S2A) 9(112) .

and study its composition properties, namely,
TiyTinA = Tay (T A) = Tay (F + Ap)4) = A+ A A+ Ag) (A+ Ap)4)
=A+AnA+ A A+ A Ap) A=A+ s"A[ A1y + A2)a + V(1.2)a] + isQA [Aﬁl) + Ay + 9(1,2)} :
[Ty T)] A= [Aa), Ay ] A = (8"A) D100 + % (54) 01,29
whence follows the explicit form of the operator 7', as well as the corresponding composition and commutator:

1
? = 1 + <ga)\(l)a + Z<§2Afl) 5

1
?(172) = ?(1)?(2) - 1 + (Ea I:A(l)a + )\(g)a + 19(2)1)(1] + 1?2 [Afl) + )\?2) + 9(2)1) B

1
[?(1)7 ?(2)} = ?(1,2) - ?(2,1) = -5 94 — 1?29[1,2] :

with (1 2)a, 0(1,2) and J}1 gja, O1,2) given by B.44), (3.43) and B.43), E.49).

4 Ward Identities and Gauge Dependence Problem

We can now apply finite BRST-antiBRST transformations to derive modified Ward (Slavnov—Taylor) identities and
to study the problem of gauge-dependence for the generating functional of Green’s functions (2.3). As compared to
the partition function Zg in ([832), the functional Z(I) in the presence of external sources I,(t) should depend on a
choice of the gauge Boson ®; however, in view of the equivalence theorem [34], this dependence is highly structured,

so that physical quantities cannot “feel” gauge dependence.

Using (3110, BI7) for functionals, and B19), (320) for the action Sp ¢, we have

. 1
Sue(l) = Sye (D) (1 + 5% + Z?W) , (4.1)
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where the operators ‘s act in accordance with (3:34). Then, using 1) and (320), we obtain the formula

tout

) 1 1
Sua() = Sue (D) +3 [(rpapm —20%) \, + ersa(a,,m)v]

tin

In terms of 5, the functional Jacobian (3:28) has the form

exp(Q) = [1 - % ( / th(t)) ?2] - (4.3)

Let us subject (23) to a field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformation of trajectories (8.8). Then, the relation
for Jacobian (£3) and the property of gauge invariance for the action (BI9), (@2]), allow one to obtain a modified
Ward (Slavnov-Taylor) identity:

<{1 + %/dtlp(t)l“p(t) (?aAa(A) + %?W(A)) - i (%) Q/dt dt’ Ip(t)l“p(t)?alq(t’)l“q(t’)?a)?(A)}

X {1 - % U th(t)] ?2} —2>M =1, (4.4)

where the symbol “(O)g ; 7 for any quantity O = O(T") stands for the source-dependent average expectation value for
a gauge ®(T"), namely,
)

(O)g, = Z;l(f)/dr Oexp{h [SH,<1>(F) + /dtl(t)F(t)]} , with  (1)g =1 (4.5)

In @4), both A(T") and I,(¢) are arbitrary, so that, due to the explicit presence of A(T') [which implies A,(A)], the
modified Ward identity implicitly depends on a choice of the gauge Boson function ®(I') for non-vanishing I,(t),
according to ([B.36l), 337). Thus, the corresponding Ward identities for Green’s functions obtained by differentiating
([#4) with respect to sources contain functionals Aq(A) and their derivatives [implicitly ®(T")] as weight functionals
in comparison with the usual Ward identities for constant A,. Indeed, for A\, = const the identity (£4) implies two

independent Ward identities at the first degree in powers of A,

</dt Ip(t)F”(t)<§“><DJ =0,

which are identical with those of (21I1]), as well as a new Ward identity at the degree in powers of \,,

</dt1p(t)1“p(t) {?2 _ 4 (%) /dt’ L) (FQ(t')?G)}>N —0.

After substitution instead of A\, (A) [and A(T)] in @) its solution B37) [(B36)] from compensation equation ([B.31)

we derive according to our study in Section [3.3]

Zoina(l) = Za(I) {1 + % /dt I,(1) [(s“l“p(t)))\a (T| — A®) + i(ﬁrp(t))v (T| — A@)}

i 2
— (1) (g) / dt dt'I,(¢) L, (£)(s°T7 (£)) (saT%(¢')) A2 (T - A@)} , (4.6)

extending the result ([3:32) to non-vanishing external sources I,,(t).

Let us now extend the generating functional Zg(I) to extended generating functional of Green’s functions Zg (I, T*,T)
by adding to the action Sp ¢ new terms with external sources (antifields) I', (t) for a = 1,2 and T (t), e(T;,) + 1 =
e(T,) = &,, multiplied respectively on BRST-antiBRST variations (sI'?)(t) and its commutator (s*I'P)(t),

— ] 1—
Z@(I,I‘*,I‘) = /dl—‘ exp{% |:SH7<I>(F) +/dt <1—‘;a3al—‘p — 51—‘p321—‘p+11—‘>:|} , for Z@(I,0,0) = Z@(I) (47)
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If we make in (A7) a change of variables (trajectories) in the extended space of (I'?,T%,,T})

) pa’
. 1

TP(t) — TP(t) = TP(t) () <1 + 50 + Z?%?) ,

[Pa(t) = T5a(8) = Tha(t) (4.8)

fp (t) — fp (t) = fp(t) - Eab)‘al—‘;b(t) )
for I, = 0 with finite constant parameters A,, we find that the integrand in (7)) is unchangeable, due to ?a?b?c =0
and because of A (I}, 5T + iT,sI'?) = 0, which means that the transformations (£8) are extended BRST-antiBRST
transformations for the functional Zg(I,T%,T).

Making in ([&T7) a change of variables, which corresponds only to BRST-antiBRST transformations T'?(t) — I'P(t)
with an arbitrary functional A, (T') = [ dtA(t)%s , from (B26), we obtain a modified Ward identity for Zg(I,T*,T):

<{1 + %/dt [Ip(t)rp(t) (?GAG(A) + i‘?%@’(z\)) + %e“br;;b(rp‘?)&} + % <%> 2/dt [IpFP?a
+%a“cr;;c(rp<§2)} /dt’ [Iq(P'J‘?b + %gbdr;d(PQW)] )\Q(A)} {1 —% [/ th(t)] ‘?2} _2><I>,I,F*, =1, (4.9

r

where the symbol “(O)4 ; .~ for any O = O(T") stands for a source-dependent average expectation value for a gauge

®(T) in the presence of the antifields I‘;a,fp, namely,

(O)grre = Z5 (1,1, T) / i O exp {% [SH@(F, T + / dt I(t)l“(t)] } , (4.10)
with Sg.e(T,T*,T) = Sye(T) + /dt (F;asafp - %fps2fp> .

We can see that (@A) and (£9) differ by definitions (@3] and (£I0), as well as by the presence of the terms proportional
to %aabl";b(l"p<?2) in the first and second orders in powers of A, except for the Jacobian.

For constant parameters \,, we deduce from (£.9)
</dt {Ip(t)I‘p(t)?a + %aabF;b(t)(Fp(t)?z)] > =0, (4.11)
as well as a new Ward identity at the second degree in powers of \,:
< / dt L,()TP(£)52 + eqp (%) / dt [Iprp?l + %g%r;c(rp??)] (t)
X / dt’ [Iq(I‘q?U— %abdFZd(Fq?z)] (t')> =0. (4.12)

&, I,I*T

Identities (@I and ({I2) may be presented, respectively, as

F I
J {%<”6F;xw ~ T

InZo(I,T*,T) =0 , (4.13)

and, due to [@I3)),
5 5 K 5

w | dt dt’ | I,(H)—— — %T* — | |I,(#)—m— — ¥ —
”/ P”mm>apmeLHNW@a ST (1)

which is a differential consequence of ([{I3]), which follows from applying to the latter the operators

/ ’ ? * ?
/dt [Iq(t )m _Ebdrqdafq(t/)] .

13

InZo(I,I*,T) =0,




Let us consider the functional S(I','*,T) being a functional Legendre transform of In Zg (I, T*,T) with respect to
the sources I, (t):

ho

=Sy Zo(I,T%,T), (4.14)
S(I,T*,T) = ?m Zo(I,T*,T) — /dt LO() | (4.15)
_—
where I,(t) = =S(0, T, T) 5 (4.16)
From (@I3)-(@I6)), we obtain for S(I',T*,T) an Sp (2)-doublet of independent Ward identities
L(5.5)" 4 VIS =0, (4.17)

in terms of the Sp (2)-doublets of extended antibrackets and operators V' known the from Sp (2)-covariant Lagrangian

quantization for gauge theories [14 [I5]

— —
(F,G)* = /dt F( d I 0 i)) G, Vv° :sab/dt Iy (t) _? . (4.18)

STP(t) 6T3,(t) 0Lz, (t) oTP( 5T, (1)

5 Relating Different Hamiltonian Gauges in Yang—Mills Theories

In this section, we examine the Yang—Mills theory, given by the Lagrangian action
1 u upr u u u uvw w \Y%
So(A) = 1 /dD:C F, F for F,,=0,A, — 0,4, + [""ALA), (5.1)

with the Lorentz indices p, v = 0,1, ..., D—1, the metric tensor 7, = diag(—, +, ..., +), and the totally antisymmetric
su(N) structure constants fU" for u,v,w =1,..., N2 — 1.

Let us consider the given gauge theory in the BRST-antiBRST generalized Hamiltonian quantization [11} [12]. To

this end, note that the corresponding dynamical system is described in the initial phase space n [z# = (t,x), t = 20,

x = (z',...,2P7"), with the spatial indices being denoted as k, I: u = (0, k)]
n=(piq') = (I, A") i = (k)
by the classical Hamiltonian Hy (1)
Hy = /d:v (-%ngn“k + %F,;‘lF”kl) (5.2)
and by the set of linearly-independent constraints T, (), a = (u, ),
T,=T"= DI | DY =5, + f™vAY , (5.3)
with the following involution relations:
{T"(t),Hy ()} =0, {T"(t, ), T"(t,y)} = /dz Tt 2)0(x — 2)0(y — 2) . (5.4)
Hence, the structure coefficients V.5, U, arising in ([22) are given by [ = (u,z), 8 = (v,y), 7 = (w, 2)]

VP=0, Uly=U"=f"x—2)(y—=z).

(e
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The extended phase space I' of the given irreducible dynamical system has the form
L= (Pa, Q") = (I, A", Py, C¥ A )
where the Grassmann parity and the ghost number of the variables I' read as follows:
e(T) = (0,0,1,1,0,0) , gh(T) = (0,0,(=1)*,(=1)*"",0,0) .

The explicit form of the structure coefficients and of the extended phase space I' allow one to construct explicit solutions
[35] 6] to the generating equations (25 with the boundary conditions ([2.6]) for the functions H, Q%, namely,

H= HO )
a ua MHuvyTvk abpu,__u 1 W ewvu ~yua b
1 W £WVU YUG, vV 1 w pwvu peuts ~vsa ~1tb ~wve
SO — A ROR O Oy ) (5.5)

Using (58], let us consider the generating functional of Green’s functions Z(I), given by (Z3]). To do so, we choose

the following Bosonic gauge function ® in relation (Z4]) for the unitarizing Hamiltonian Hg:

« 1 8
S= [de|——=A"A% £ — 2\ — Zc CueCmt ) . )
/w( 5 Ak +2a)\)\ 2abC’ C’) (5.6)

The related unitarizing Hamiltonian Hg in (2I2) has the form
1 utTuk 1 u pukl 1 a b
Hy(t) = [ dx — IR + ZFR P ) + Sea {{e,0},0%} ,

where

1 1

5 Eab {{2,0},0"} = /d:n [—a (Egabcubp;;v (o%Cu) + akA“’%r“>

1 1
+ % (E“b'P;Pg' + 2Au«P;fvuwaa _ 2)\uDszvk _ Z)\u/\vatwchsucvsccvtdadc>
1

+ ﬂ (T‘,uﬂ,u _ ﬂvauwfwtsC«saCd:cCvubvadaabacd):| ) (57)

Integrating in the functional integral (Z3)) over the momenta II}, P4 and assuming the corresponding sources to be

equal to zero, we obtain, with allowance made for the notation [36]
Ay=a~ N\, B'=1", (5.8)

the following representation for the generating functional of Green’s functions (Z3) in the space of the fields ¢ =

(Av) BY, C"*) with the corresponding sources Jy:

27)= [ dsexp { £ [500) + Sut (4.3) + S (4,C) 4 S () + Ja | (59)

where the gauge-fixing term Sy, the ghost term Sgp, and the interaction term S,qq4, quartic in C"%, are given by

Sgr = / dPz [a (0" AL) — BBY] B*, Sgn = % / dPz (9#C"*) D C¥eq (5.10)
Sadd _ ;% de fvuwthscsaOtCCUbOVdEabECd, (511)
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which differs from the result of [36], corresponding to the choice § = 0 in (5.0]), by the presence of the term quadratic
in B* and the term quartic in C"®. The result of integration (5.9)) is identical with the generating functional of Green’s
functions recently obtained in [I7] by the Lagrangian BRST-antiBRST quantization of the Yang—Mills theory, which
establishes the unitarity of the S-matrix in the Lagrangian approach of [17].

Let us examine the choice of a, 3 leading to Re¢-like gauges. Namely, in view of the contribution Sg¢

Set = /de [ (0“AY) — BBY] B, (5.12)
we impose the conditions
a=1. g:_g. (5.13)
Thus, the gauge-fixing function ® ¢y = @) (I') corresponding to an Re-like gauge can be chosen as
1
B = 3 /dw (—AZA”k + AU 4 gaabC”“C“b> , so that (5.14)
1 u puk uyu 1 u quk uyu 1 ua yub
(I)(O) e B dx (—AkA + A" ) and (I)(l) = 3 de | —ARAY + A"\ + EEabC C , (5.15)

where the gauge-fixing function @) induces the contribution Sgf (A4, B) to the quantum action that arises in the
case of the Landau gauge 0" A}, = 0 for (o, 8) = (1,0) in (5.12)), whereas the function ®) (A, C) corresponds to the
Feynman (covariant) gauge 0" A}, + (1/2) B* = 0 for (o, 8) = (1,—-1/2) in ([GI2).
Let us find the parameters \, = f dt squA of a finite field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformation that connects
an R¢ gauge with an Reya¢ gauge:
A¢ wa b
A(I)(g) = @(EJFAE) — (I)(g) = Taab/dw chc . (5.16)

Choosing the solution (8.38) of the compensation equation (3.31]) according to the choice A® = —A® .y, we have

Al = Ad)) = —%g(y)M)(g) » g9y =[1—exp()]/y, y|—-Ady) = —iaab/dt{{A%),Q“},Qb} :

4ih
(5.17)
According to (1), we have
1 a b A§ u,_u 1 vuw rwts ~vsa ~vte ~ub ~wvd
§€ab{{A@(£),Q },Q }: —7 de | mtnm _ﬂf f ccrecr e Eab€ed 5 (5.18)
which implies
. Aé. D u_u 1 vuw pwts ~vsa vte vub vd
y(F|—A<I)(5))—% d I(ﬂ' ™ _ﬂf frsCsCtCY CY e gpeca | (5.19)
and, due to [B37), (5.5), (5.I6) the corresponding parameters Ay (I'| — A®(¢)) have the form
1 Ag u
Aa([] = Adg)) = —%gabg(y)/dt {A®), Q) = mgabg(y)/de Ticub (5.20)

and generate the transition from an Re-like gauge to another Re¢-like gauge corresponding to & + AE.
For comparison, note that in the Lagrangian approach of [17] the transition from an Re-like gauge to an Reqa¢-like
gauge is described by the finite BRST-antiBRST transformation

m mn na 1 mn RN 1 mnl ~la ynk kb 2
AAM = D™C /\a—E(DuB+§f CleDIkC ey, ) A2 (5.21)
1 1
AB™ — _5 (fmnIBICna + gfmnlflrSCSmeCnCEcb) )\a , (522)
ma ab pm 1 mnl ~la ~nb 1 mnl Rl ~na 1 mnl ¢lrs ~sb ~ra ~ne 2
AC™ = (eBM = ZfmICCT ) Ny — 5 (fMNBICM 4 TN OO e, | N (5.23)
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with the field-dependent parameters A\, = A, (&)

o Ag D n b 1 nml ~lc ~mb ~nd
)\a = mfab/d X (B C + gf O C C Eed
> 1 1 D u nu 1 uwt ptrs ~se ~rp ~YWg Yug "
D Gy [Tl 0y (BB g [T e ey )| 24

Finally, we note a finite change ® — ®+ A® of the gauge condition induces a finite change of any function (functional)

G3(T') (G3(I)), so that in the reference frame corresponding to the gauge ® + A® it can be represented according to

17, B.3D), X
Goine = Go + (5%Ga) A (AD) + 1 (5°Ga) Aa (AD) A" (AD) , (5.25)

which is an extension of the infinitesimal change G — Go + dG¢ induced by a variation of the gauge, ® — ® + 09,

Gots0 = Go — % (s°Ga) </ dtsa5<1>(t)) , (5.26)

corresponding, in the case Gg (1) to the gauge transformations,

on = {n,Tao}ana/dt(sa&D)(t} = {n, To, Y0 for £ = Oo‘oa/dt(sadé)(t), (5.27)

which for Yang-Mills theories are given with the functions (" (¢, x) given below

0Gs(t)
on(t,x)

0Ge = Gots0 — Go = /d:v {n(t,x), T"(t,x)} " (t,x), where ("= —%C”“/dt’(saéfb(t')). (5.28)

Due to the presence of the term with s2Gg in a finite gauge variation of a function Gg (1) depending on the classical
phase space coordinates 7, the representation (520 is more general than the one that would correspond to the
generalized Hamiltonian approach [7), 26], having the form similar to (5.28]), and thus also to (B.26]).

6 Conclusion

In the present work, we have proposed the concept of finite BRST-antiBRST transformations for phase-space variables
and trajectories in the Sp(2)-covariant generalized Hamiltonian quantization [11l [I2]. This concept is realized in the
form @BX), (B8], being polynomial in powers of a constant Sp (2)-doublet of anticommuting Grassmann parameters
Ao and leaving the integrand in the partition function for dynamical systems subject to first-class constraints invariant
to all orders of a constant doublet \,. We have established the fact that the finite BRST-antiBRST transformations
with constant A\, are canonical transformations.

We have introduced the finite field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations as polynomials in the Sp (2)-
doublet of Grassmann-odd functionals A\, (T"), depending on the entire set of phase-space variables for an arbitrary
constrained dynamical system in the Sp(2)-covariant generalized Hamiltonian quantization. In a special case of
functionally-dependent functionals )., we derive modified Ward identities (£4) depending on A, and thus on the
variation of the gauge Boson, which implies the Ward identities for Green’s functions with an additional weight
functions constructed from A,, and allows one to study the problem of study gauge dependence (&.4]), as well as to
deduce the standard Ward identities for constant A,. We have also calculated the Jacobian [B:27), (B:28]) corresponding
to this change of variables, by using a special class of transformations with functionally-dependent parameters A, (I') =
J dtsqA(T) for a Grassmann-even function A(¢) and Grassmann-odd generators s, of BRST-antiBRST transformations

in Hamiltonian formalism.
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In comparison with finite field-dependent BRST-BFV transformations [23] in generalized Hamiltonian formalism
[25] 26], in which a change of the gauge corresponds to a unique field-dependent parameter (up to BRST-exact terms),
it is only functionally-dependent finite BRST-antiBRST transformations with A\, = [ dts,A((t)|A®) that are in
one-to-one correspondence with AF. We have found [336) a solution A(A®) to the compensation equation (B.3T)
for an unknown function A generating an Sp (2)-doublet A, in (B37), in order to establish a relation of the integrand
in the partition function Zg with the action Spg,e in a certain gauge, determined by a gauge Boson ®, with the
action Sy o+ae induced by a different gauge ® + AP®. This makes it possible to investigate the problem of gauge-
dependence for the generating functional Zg(I) under a finite change of the gauge in the form (6]), leading to the
gauge-independence of the physical S-matrix.

In terms of the potential A, inducing finite field-dependent BRST-antiBRST transformations, we have explicitly
constructed (5.20)) the parameters )\, generating a change of the gauge in the path integral for Yang-Mills theories
within a class of linear Rg-like gauges in Hamiltonian formalism related to even-valued gauge-fixing functions @ ¢),
with £ = 0,1 corresponding to the Landau and Feynman (covariant) gauges in Hamiltonian formalism, respectively.
We have established after integration over momenta in Hamiltonian path integral for any ® ) gauge boson that result
in (59) is identical with the generating functional of Green’s functions recently obtained in [I7] by the Lagrangian
BRST-antiBRST quantization of the Yang—Mills theory, which justifies the unitarity of the S-matrix in the Lagrangian
approach of [I7]. We suggest an explicit rule (525) of calculation the value of any function G3(I') given in one gauge
determined by Bosonic function ® in any another gauge ® + A® by means of finite field-dependent BRST-antiBRST
transformations with functionally dependent functionals A, (A®) B37) constructed from a finite variation A®.

There are many directions for extensions of the results obtained in the paper. First, to investigate soft BRST-BFV
and BRST-antiBRST symmetry breaking within respective [7, 26] and [IT] 12] generalized Hamiltonian formalism.
Second, to study both in BRST-BFV and in BRST-antiBRST generalized Hamiltonian formalism Gribov problem [I8§]
and relate it to its study in Lagrangian formalism [31], [I7]. We are going to study these problems in the forthcoming

works.
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Appendix

A Calculation of Jacobians

In this Appendix, we present the calculation of the Jacobian ([8.23), (8:24) induced in the functional integral (23] by
finite BRST-antiBRST transformations of phase-space trajectories [B.8) with an Sp (2)-doublet A, of anticommuting
parameters, considered in the case A\, = const and in the case of functionals A, (T") of a special form, A, (T') =
J dt sqA(T). To this end, let us choose the parameters of (3.8) in the most general form A\, = A, (I') and consider the
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even matrix M in ([3.24)) with the elements MP (¢'[t") = MY

P _
q\t/,t”’ E(Mq‘t/,t”) - Ep + 5q7
§ (AT?)
P _o9\2y) _ WP P _ P P
Mq‘t’,t” - 5Fg“ Uqlt/ ¢! + ‘/‘I‘t, 7 + qlt/ t ‘/q|t’,t” - (Vl)q‘t’,t” + (‘/Q)qlt/ t
0N
u?r =Xh
qlt’,t"

SXb
¥oore, (Vl)q\t/ v = A==

(A1)
OA? Yy
eptl P _ v ept1 p _ 2 9ty
a 5Fg// (_]‘) ) (‘/2)q|t' t Aa}/t/ 5Fg// (_1) ) Wq‘t’,t” - A 61—‘?,, )
where the functions XP* = XPe (T (¢)) and Y = Y? (T (¢)) are given by
1 sxre
a apa 2
XPU = (T, VP = -k (), = _Egab/dt o XE (A.2)
and possess the properties
SXPY b sYyr sxre
dt —L- X =e"yp /dt LXM =0 /dt L =0. A3
/ ory t b 6T, ’ 5Ty (A-3)
Indeed, due to the anticommutativity, s?s® + s®s® = 0, and nilpotency, s%s?s¢ = 0, of the generators s%, we have
sxre ,0XPe
dt ==L X — / dtf == (s'T9), = (s%s'TP), = V7 | (A.4)
[ xe = [t (i), = (), = oy
sYyF oYp 1
dt! —- X1 = /dt (s°T9),, = (s"Y?P), = —=epes® (s"s°TF), =0 ; (A.5)
/ 6Ty, 6T, k ¢ ( )i
besides, we have

= {FpaQa}t , I'P = (PAa QA)

.y 000
X4 ={Pa, %}, = ()™ =

on®
QA |, xie = {0}, =
/dt aX7 /dt {6}(3 () N 5XAa (t)
61“”

ot saray) =0 © o o0 g (Gor) + w0 <aﬂ>}
:5(0)/dt [_ 0 <am> 0 .

904 ) T 904 \ oP,
807\
2G4 \aP, ) T aga (aPA)L:O (4.6)

Recall that the Jacobian exp (J) induced by the finite BRST-antiBRST transformation ([B.8]) with the corresponding
matrix M in (A is given by ([3.24]), namely,

3

=Strln(I+ M) =

)

(A.7)
In order to calculate the Jacobian explicitly in the cases A, = const and A\, = f dt s,\, it is sufficient to use the above
properties (A3), the identities A,A? = A* = 0, the definitions

(AB)? / dt (A, (B)ypr + Str(A) = (~1)7 / dt (A,

(A.8)
and the property of supertrace
Str (AB) = Str (BA) ,

which takes place for any even matrices A, B. In this setting, the task of calculation is formally identical with the one
carried out in our previous work [17] that deals with the calculation of Jacobians induced by finite BRST-antiBRST

transformations in the Langrangian approach to the Yang-Mills type of theories. Since the corresponding reasonings
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and results of [I7] in the Lagrangian formalism can be literally reproduced in the Hamiltonian formalism of the present

work, we present them briefly in the table below:

Hamiltonian formalism Lagrangian formalism
1
I} ATY = ("T9) A + 7 (5°TF) N G A6 = (50N At 1 (P61 N, A= (p,1)
5 (ATY) 0(Ad%) _ 1ra
or7, ~ Miler sgp —Mp, A=), B=(at")
a a 1 5Xfa a A Aa A 1 6XAa Bb
sl—‘f:Xf,Y;pz—§€ab/dt éTg/X st = X7 YT = — Eab5¢BX
sxPe SYF axpPe sXxAa sy 4 sXx4a
e i R /dt X = /dt =0 5 XP =yt XPb = =0
/ ord, ¢ 6T, 6Ty 5B 5B SpA
Mlit,,t” - Uqlt/ 7 + V ‘t, 7 + W It/ ! Mg = Pg + Qg + Rg
Vi = Vi + (Ve QA= @A+ (@)}
5Xpa c 5XAa .
(‘/1);:1)|t',t” = A 6:[‘?” ( 1) ptl (Ql)g = )\GW (—1) a+1
OA® c OA? c
(Va)gipr = )‘“Y;zir—f,, (-1)* (Q2)5 =X YA5¢B G
oA oYy oA 1,64
_ ypa 2%a P _ 2 A _ yAa9%a A _ _1y2
Uq\t’ = Xy 5F;1/ Wq\t’ T )‘ orY, Pp =X 5B 7 Rp = 27 5¢B
Str (V1) = Str (UW) =0, Str (V) = 2Str (W) Str(Q1) = Str (PR) =0, Str (Q7F) = 2Str (R)
A =const: U=Vo=0, =0 A=const: P=Q2=0, =0
Ao = /dt seA (T (2)) : Ao = S\ () :
1 1
= U, VU=(1+f)- Vo, f=—38 () P[P, QP=(1+f)-Q:. f=—55(P)
5)\5 a a a 1 a 1 2 6/\17 Aa a a 1 a 1 2
/dthf :S)\b:5bf7 f:§SAa:_§/dt (SA)(t) 6¢AX 75Ab:5b~f7 f:§S)\a:_§SA
S=-2In(1+f) S=-2In(1+f)

Thus, the Jacobians exp () corresponding to the cases A, = const and X\, = [ dt s,A (T (¢)) are given by
Ao =const: =0, (A.9)

Aa (F):/dt sdA(T(1): S=-2n(1+f), f:——/dt (s2A), . (A.10)
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