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Abstract

The aim of this paper is to understand the relation between the canonical
Hamilton-Jacobi equation for Maxwell’s electrodynamics, which is an equation in
variational derivatives for a functional of field configurations, and the covariant
(De Donder-Weyl) Hamilton-Jacobi equation, which is a partial derivative equa-
tion on a finite dimensional space of vector potentials and spacetime coordinates.
We show that the procedure of spacetime splitting applied to the latter allows
us to reproduce both the canonical Hamilton-Jacobi equation and the Gauss law
constraint in the Hamilton-Jacobi form without a recourse to the canonical Hamil-
tonian analysis. Our consideration may help to analise the quasiclassical limit of
the connection between the standard quantization in field theory based on the
canonical Hamiltonian formalism with a preferred time dimension and the pre-
canonical quantization that uses the De Donder-Weyl Hamiltonian formulation
where space and time dimensions treated equally.
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1 Introduction

A covariant generalization of the Hamiltonian formalism to field theory is possible in
two distinct ways. The first way is the canonical formalism which can be formulated
covariantly on the infinite-dimensional space of solutions (see, e.g., [1–6]) and requires
a global foliation of spacetime into space-like leaves. Its underlying structure is the
symplectic two-form on the infinite dimensional space of solutions or initial data. The
second way (see, e.g., [7–9]) treats all spacetime variables equally as “independent vari-
ables” of the variational problem that defines a field theory. The underlying structures
are known as multisymplectic [10] or polysymplectic [11–14], and they are represented
by forms of degree (D + 1) in the spacetime dimension D or related geometrical con-
structions on a finite-dimensional polymomentum analogue of the phase space (see [15]
for a review and comparison). Both approaches lead to their own generalizations of
the Hamilton’s canonical equations from mechanics to field theory, their own regularity
conditions of the respective Legendre transformations, and the corresponding analysis
of constraints (compare, e.g., [19] with [20–22]). They also have their own respective
analogs of Poisson brackets which are defined, in the canonical formalism, for func-
tionals of field configurations and, in the polysymplectic realization of the spacetime
symmetric formalism [12, 13], for horizontal differential forms on a finite dimensional
bundle [26–30], and they lead to different approaches to quantization of fields known
as canonical quantization (see, e.g., [31]) and precanonical quantization put forward
in [27, 32–36]. The approach of precanonical quantization has been applied recently to
the problems of quantum gravity and quantum gauge theory [37–50], and to the problem
of cosmological constant [56, 57]. The relation between precanonical quantization and
the standard quantum field theory based on canonical quantization has been discussed
in [51–55].

Both covariant generalizations of the Hamiltonian formalism to field theory lead
to their own analogues of the Hamilton-Jacobi formulation (compare, e.g., [23, 58]
with [7–9, 24, 25]). Our recent papers, where a covariant (De Donder-Weyl) Hamilton-
Jacobi equation is derived for the teleparallel equivalent of general relativity [62] and
for Maxwell’s theory in Palatini-like formulation [63], we continued this line of research.
The relation between the canonical Hamilton-Jacobi formulation (on the infinite dimen-
sional space of configuration of fields), which is an equation in variational derivatives,
and the covariant ((De Donder-Weyl) Hamilton-Jacobi formulation (on a finite dimen-
sional space whose coordinates are field variables and spacetime variables), which is a
partial differential equation, is not yet understood in general. However, in a few par-
ticular examples, it was demonstrated how the canonical Hamilton-Jacobi equation in
variational derivatives is derived from the covariant (De Donder-Weyl) Hamilton-Jacobi
partial differential equation by applying a procedure of decomposition of spacetime into
the space and time and by constructing the action (or eikonal) functional of the initial
data from the De Donder-Weyl eikonal functions restricted to an initial field configura-
tion [59–61].

The aim of this paper is to extend this relation to the simplest gauge field, i.e. the
electromagnetic field. To this purpose, the canonical Hamilton-Jacobi formulation for
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Maxwell field theory is outlined in Section 1 and then, in Section 2, we show how it
is derived from the covariant (De Donder-Weyl) Hamilton-Jacobi equation known from
our previous work [63] and earlier papers [7,25,64] by a spacetime split and a restriction
to the subspace of initial data and integration over it. Our terminilogy and notation
follow our previous paper [63].

2 Canonical Hamilton-Jacobi equation

In the canonical Hamiltonian formalism we split the spacetime variables xµ into the
space variables x and the time variable x0 = t. Then, canonical momenta derived from
the Lagrangian

L = −
1

4
F µνFµν , (1)

where
Fµν := ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, (2)

are
pA0(x) = 0, pAi

(x) = −F 0i(x), (3)

and the canonical Hamiltonian has the form

H =

∫

dx

Å

1

2
(F 0i)2 +

1

4
F ijFij + F 0i∂iA0

ã

. (4)

The integration by parts in the last term leads to

−

∫

dx A0(x)∂iF
i0(x) (5)

so that the non-dynamical A0 appears as the Lagrange multiplier and fixes the Gauss
law constraint

∂iF
i0(x) = 0 (6)

The canonical Hamilton-Jacobi equation is formulated for a functional of field configu-
rations at a fixed moment of time S([Ai(x)], t) such that

pAi
(x) =

δS

δAi(x)
(7)

and it thus takes the form

∂tS =

∫

dx

Ç

1

2

Å

δS

δAi(x)

ã2

+
1

4
F ijFij

å

. (8)

The Gauss law in Hamilton-Jacobi formulation has the form

∂i
δS

δAi(x)
= 0 (9)
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The solutions of the Maxwell equations are related to the solutions of (8), (9) by means
of the embedding condition

δS

δAi(x)
= F i0(x) (10)

An earlier appearence of this form of the Hamilton-Jacobi formulation is found in Max
Born’s paper [16] and also in the context of the David Bohm’s causal interpretation in
quantum field theory [17, 18].

3 Canonical Hamilton-Jacobi from the covariant

Hamilton-Jacobi equation

The covariant De Donder–Weyl (DDW) HJ equation for Maxwell field theory has the
form [7, 25, 63–65]

∂µS
µ −

1

4

∂Sµ

∂Aν

∂Sµ

∂Aν
. = 0, (11)

where Sµ are functions of the field components Aν and spacetime coordinates xµ: Sµ =
Sµ(A, x). The solutions of Maxwell’s equatons Aµ(x) are related to the solutions of the
DDW HJ quation (11) by using the embedding condition [63]

F µν(x) = −

Ç

∂S [µ

∂Aν]

å

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

σ

, (12)

where |σ means a restriction to a particular field configuration σ which is a section Aµ(x)
in the total space of the bundle of the electromagnetic potentials Aµ over the spacetime
with the coordinates xµ. If the spacetime split is performed such that xµ := (t,x) then
the configuration σ is determined by the initial data Σ at an initial moment of time:
Aµ(x).

We would like to understand the relation between the canonical HJ formulation in
terms of the functional S([A(x)], t) and the covariant DDW HJ formulation that uses
several functions Sµ(A, x). Let us start from the assumption that (cf. [59, 61])

S =

∫

Σ

Sµ(Aµ, x
µ)|

Σ
υµ =

∫

dx S0(Aµ(x),x, t), (13)

where υµ := i∂µ(dx
0 ∧ dx1 ∧ ... ∧ dxD−1) and Σ represents the surface of initial data

Aν = Aν(x) at a fixed moment of time. In the following we denote Sµ|
Σ
= Sµ(Aν(x),x, t)

simply as Sµ.
The time derivative of S can be obtained from the covariant De Donder-Weyl (DDW)

HJ equation (11). Namely,

∂tS =

∫

dx ∂tS
0 =

∫

dx

Å

−∂iS
i +

1

4

∂S0

∂Aν

∂S0

∂Aν
+

1

4

∂Si

∂Aν

∂Si

∂Aν

ã

. (14)
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The first term can be rewritten as
∫

dx ∂iS
i =

∫

dx

Å

dSi

dxi
− ∂iAµ(x)

∂Si

∂Aµ

ã

= −

∫

dx ∂iAµ(x)
∂Si

∂Aµ

, (15)

where the total divergence whose integral is vanishing is given by

dSi

dxi
= ∂iS

i + ∂iAµ(x)
∂Si

∂Aµ

. (16)

Using the constraints, we can write the right hand side of (15) as

∫

dx

Ç

−∂iA0(x)
∂S0

∂Ai

+ ∂iAj(x)
∂S [i

∂Aj]

å

. (17)

Integrating by parts the first term and using the embedding condition (12) in the second
term we obtain

∫

dx

Å

A0(x)
d

dxi

∂S0

∂Ai

−
1

2
FijF

ij

ã

. (18)

In the spacetime with the signature (+,−,−,−) which we use here, the second term
in (14) transforms into

−
1

4

∫

dx
∂S0

∂Ai

∂S0

∂Ai

. (19)

Note that
∂S0

∂A0

= 0 (20)

due to the constraint

p
(µ
Aν)

=
∂S(µ

∂Aν)

= 0, (21)

which follows from the definition of polymomenta from the Lagrangian (1) [63].
Using the constraints (21) and the relation between polymomenta and field strengths,

which follows from the Lagrangian (1), namely,

p
µ
Aν

= −F µν , (22)

and the embedding condition of the DDW HJ formulation (12), the last term in (14)
can be transformed as follows

1

4

∫

dx

Ç

−

Å

∂Si

∂A0

ã2

+
∂Si

∂Aj

∂Si

∂Aj

å

(23)

=

∫

dx

Ç

−
1

4

Å

∂S0

∂Ai

ã2

+
1

4
F ijFij

å

. (24)

By taking note of the fact that

δS

δAi(x)
=

∂S0

∂Ai

(A(x),x) (25)
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we obtain from (14)

∂tS =

∫

dx

Ç

A0(x)
d

dxi

∂S0

∂Ai(x)
−

1

2
(Fij)

2 −
1

4

Å

δS

∂Ai(x)

ã2

−
1

4

Å

δS

∂Ai(x)

ã2

+
1

4
(Fij)

2

å

(26)

= −

∫

dx

Ç

1

2

Å

δS

δAi(x)

ã2

+
1

4
Fij(x)F

ij(x)− A0(x)
d

dxi

δS

δAi(x)

å

.

Thus, without any recourse to the procedures of canonical Hamiltonian formalism,
we obtain the canonical Hamilton-Jacobi equation

∂tS+

∫

dx

Ç

1

2

Å

δS

δAi(x)

ã2

+
1

4
FijF

ij

å

= 0 (27)

and the Gauss law in the Hamilton-Jacobi form

d

dxi

δS

δAi(x)
= 0 (28)

by applying the spacetime split and integration over the initial data to the covariant
De Donder-Weyl HJ equation (11). The Gauss law constraint arises with the Lagrange
multiplier A0(x), and the latter decouples from the dynamics. (cf. [19, 39]).

4 Conclusion

Our discussion shows that the formula (13) conjectured in [59], which establishes the
connection between the De Donder-Weyl HJ functions Sµ and the canonical HJ action
functional S, is also valid for Maxwell field theory. It allows us to derive the canonical
variational derivative HJ equation with a distinguished time variable from the par-
tial derivative De Donder-Weyl HJ equation that treats all spacetime variables equally.
Quite unexpectedly, the procedure of spacetime splitting leads to the automatic emer-
gence of the Gauss law constraint from the covariant De Donder-Weyl formulation. It is
similar to the authomatic emergence of the quantum Gauss law from the derivation of the
canonical functional derivative Schödinger equation from the precanonical Schödinger
equation in quantum gauge theory in [39]. One can conjecture that by choosing different
(D − 1)−dimensional foliations and then integrating over their leaves, one can derive
canonical HJ equations in different gauges. The clarification of the relation between
the canonical HJ theory of fields and the De Donder-Weyl HJ theory may also help
to understand the quasiclassical limit of the Schrödinger equation for quantum fields
derived by precanonical quantization (see the References cited in the Introduction) and
a possible Bohmian interpretation of it similar to that studied recently in [66]. It is also
interesting to extend our analysis to more general non-abelian gauge fields (cf. [39, 67])
and to try to obtain the canonical Hamilton-Jacobi formulation of the teleparallel equiv-
alent of general relativity (TEGR) by applying the procedure of this paper to our recent
work [62] on the covariant HJ formulation of TEGR instead of using the cumbersome
canonical Hamiltonian treatment of the system with a hierarchy of constraints.
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[29] F. Hélein and J. Kouneiher, Covariant Hamiltonian formalism for the calculus of
variations with several variables, arXiv:math-ph/0211046.

8

http://arxiv.org/abs/1005.2152
http://arxiv.org/abs/0807.3127
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.07698
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.3959
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9710069
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0112263
http://arxiv.org/abs/math-ph/0211046
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