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Abstract:

We consider the classical field theory of 2+1-dimensional Yang-Mills-Chern-
Simons theory on an arbitrary spatial manifold. We first define a gauge
covariant transverse electric field strength, which together with the gauge
covariant scalar magnetic field strength can be taken as coordinates on the
classical phase space. We then determine the Poisson-Dirac bracket and find
that these coordinates are canonically conjugate to each other. The Hamil-
tonian is non-polynomial when expressed in terms of these coordinates, but
can be expanded in a power series in the coupling constant with polynomial
coefficients.
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1 Introduction

Three-dimensional Yang-Mills-Chern-Simons theory [1][2][3] with coupling
constant1 λ and integer level k is governed by the action2 3

S =
1

8λ2

∫

d3x
√
GTr (F µνFµν) +

k

4π

∫

d3xǫµνρ Tr

(

Aµ∂νAρ −
2i

3
AµAνAρ

)

.

(1)
The Bianchi identity and the equations of motion read

DµFνρ +DνFρµ +DρFµν = 0
1

2λ2
DνF

µν +
k

4π
ǫµνρFνρ = 0. (2)

It follows from these equations that a current of the form Jµ = T µνKν , where

T µν =
1

2λ2
Tr

(

F µρF ν
ρ −

1

4
GµνF ρσFρσ

)

(3)

is the energy momentum tensor and the vector field Kµ obeys the Killing
condition ∇µKν +∇νKµ = 0, is conserved, i.e. ∇µJ

µ = 0.
In this note, we will be concerned with the case where the space-time

metric Gµν admits a time-like Killing vector field, which by a choice of space-
time coordinates xµ, µ = 0, 1, 2 can be taken as K0 = 1, Ki = 0, i = 1, 2.4

The space-time metric then takes the form Gµνdx
µdxν = −(dt)2 + gijdx

idxj ,
and the equations (2) can be rewritten in a 2 + 1-dimensional notation:

D0B − ǫ̂ijDiEj = 0
1

2λ2
(D0E

i + ǫ̂ijDjB)− k

2π
ǫ̂ijEj = 0 (4)

1of dimension (energy)1/2.
2Our conventions for the gauge covariant derivate Dµ of a field X in the adjoint

representation and the curvature Fµν of the Yang-Mills connection Aµ are DµX =
∇µX + i[X,Aµ] and Fµν = ∇µAν − ∇νAµ − i[Aµ, Aν ], with ∇µ being the covariant
derivative constructed out of the spin-connection on the space-time manifold. This gives
the commutator of gauge covariant derivatives [Dµ, Dν ]X = i[X,Fµν ]. These conventions
are compatible with X , Aµ and Fµν all being Hermitian.

3With an SU(N) gauge group, Tr is the trace in the fundamental N -dimensional
representation.

4The spatial metric gij may admits further Killing vector fields, that would give rise
to additional conserved currents.
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and

− 1

2λ2
DiE

i +
k

2π
B = 0, (5)

where

B =
1

2
ǫ̂ijFij

Ei = F0i (6)

are the magnetic and electric field strengths respectively.5 The equations (4)
determine the time development of B and Ei respectively, while equation (5)
is a constraint that needs to be imposed on the data at some initial time.
The time component of the current constructed from the time-like Killing
vector is the Hamiltonian density

H = T 00

=
1

2λ2
Tr(EiE

i +BB), (7)

the spatial integral of which is the Hamiltonian

H =

∫

d2x
√
gH. (8)

The phase space of the theory is given by the space of solutions to the
equations (4) and (5) modulo (infinitesimal) gauge transformations acting as

δAi = DiΛ
δB = i[B,Λ]
δEi = i[Ei,Λ] (9)

with a Lie algebra-valued parameter Λ. The phase space is endowed with
a symplectic structure, i.e. a closed, non-degenerate two-form given by a
Poisson-Dirac bracket {., .}. The equations of motion (4) can then be cast in
Hamiltonian form:

{H,B} = D0B + i[B,Λ]
= ǫ̂ijDiEj + i[B,Λ]

{H,Ei} = D0E
i + i[Ei,Λ]

5We define the tensor ǫ̂ij = 1√
g ǫ

ij in terms of the Levi-Civita tensor density ǫij .
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= −ǫ̂ijDjB +
λ2k

π
ǫ̂ijEj + i[Ei,Λ], (10)

where we have included a possible infinitesimal gauge transformation with
parameter Λ.

The aim of this note is to describe a convenient set of coordinates to
parametrise this phase space. We will then compute the symplectic struc-
ture by giving the Poisson-Dirac bracket between these coordinates. We will
see that our coordinates are canonically conjugate to each other, i.e. they
are Darboux coordinates. Finally, we will express the Hamiltonian in terms
of these coordinates. The Hamiltonian is non-polynomial, but can be ex-
panded in a power-series in the coupling constant λ with coefficients that are
polynomial in the (rescaled) coordinates.

For another, somewhat unrelated, approach to a Hamilton treatment of
Yang-Mills-Chern-Simons theory, see [4].

We hope that these observations and constructions may prove useful for
the purpose of canonical quantization of Yang-Mills-Chern-Simons theory.

2 The coordinates

The electric field strength Ei may, as any vector field in two dimensions, be
decomposed into its longitudinal and transverse scalar components E‖ and
E⊥:

6

Ei = DiE‖ + ǫ̂i
jDjE⊥. (11)

In principle, this equation may be inverted to express E‖ and E⊥ in terms of
the vector components Ei, but not in closed form.

The constraint (5) can now be written as7 8

− 1

2λ2

(

D2E‖ + i[E⊥, B]
)

+
k

2π
B = 0, (12)

and can be solved by expressing E‖ in terms of E⊥ and the connection Ai:

E‖ = D−2

(

−i[E⊥, B] +
λ2k

π
B

)

. (13)

6In this note, we will not be concerned with any issues connected to possible zero-modes.
7We define D2 = DiD

i with inverse D−2, and similarly ∇2 = ∇i∇i with inverse ∇−2,
again not worrying about possible zero-modes.

8By the identity ǫ̂ijDiDjE⊥ = i[E⊥, B].
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We will take the transverse electric field E⊥ together with the magnetic
field B as our phase space coordinates. They are gauge covariant, but of
course not gauge invariant, so to determine a point in the phase space, they
must be supplemented by a gauge condition

φA = 0. (14)

Here the Lie algebra-valued scalar field φA is some fairly arbitrary (linear)
functional of the spatial gauge connection Ai chosen so that this equation
determines a single point on each orbit of the group of gauge transformations.
This allows us to express Ai in terms of B. For many purposes, it will e.g. be
convenient to use the Coulomb gauge condition φA = ∇iA

i = 0. The general
solution is then Ai = ǫi

j∇jA, where A is a Lie algebra-valued scalar field.
This gives B = −∇2A − i

2
ǫ̂ij [∇iA,∇jA], which may be inverted to express

A, and thus Ai, as a power series in B:

Ai = ǫi
j∇j

(

−∇−2B − i

2
ǫ̂kl∇−2[∇k∇−2B,∇l∇−2B] + . . .

)

(15)

Finally, we note that the time component A0 of the gauge connection is
not an independent variable: The constraint (5) can be written as

1

2λ2
(−D2A0 +∇i∇0A

i + i[∇0Ai, A
i]) +

k

2π
B = 0 (16)

and solved for A0 in terms of the spatial components Ai:

A0 = D−2
(

∇i∇0A
i + i[∇0Ai, A

i]
)

+
λ2k

π
D−2B. (17)

To summarize, once a choice of gauge has been made, the phase space
can be parametrized by the scalar fields E⊥ and B. The quantities Ai, Ei

and E‖ are then not independent variables, but are defined in terms of E⊥

and B by the gauge condition (14), the decomposition (11) and equation (13)
respectively. Also the temporal component A0 of the gauge connection is a
dependent variable given by the expression (17).

3 The symplectic structure

The most familiar route to determining the symplectic structure of a theory
with constraints, like the Yang-Mills-Chern-Simons theory, is to identify a set
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of configuration space coordinates like Aµ and determine the corresponding
canonical momenta Πµ = ∂L

∂Ȧµ

from the Lagrangian L. However, the canonical
Poisson bracket {Πµ(x), Aν(x

′)}PB = δµν δ(x − x′) between the coordinates
and the momenta would not be consistent because of the constraints on the
latter. This can be dealt with by imposing additional constraints (i.e. a gauge
condition φA = 0), chosen so that the Poisson bracket is non-degenerate on
the space spanned by the constraints. There is then an explicit procedure
for constructing the Dirac modification {. , .} of the Poisson bracket {. , .}PB,
so that it will be consistent with the constraints and fullfil all the other
requirements on the symplectic structure on the phase space [5].

This procedure is not obvious to implement in the present case because
of the implicit definition (11) of our coordinate E⊥. We will therefore fol-
low a different strategy and determine the Dirac bracket {. , .} ‘directly’ by
requiring that it reproduces the correct Hamiltonian equations of motion
(10).

Clearly
{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(SB),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′B)

}

= 0 (18)

for any c-number Lie algebra-valued scalar fields S and S ′.9 The rest of the
symplectic structure can now be described by giving the bilinear functionals
f and g defined by

f [S;S ′] =

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(SE⊥),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′B)

}

g[S;S ′] =

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(SE⊥),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′E⊥)

}

. (19)

To determine f , we start by rewriting
∫

d2x
√
gTr(V iEi) =

∫

d2x
√
gTr(WE⊥)

−λ2k

π

∫

d2x
√
gTr(DiV

iD−2B), (20)

where
W = ǫ̂ijDiVj − i[D−2DiV

i, B] (21)

9This would come out of the Dirac procedure since the Poisson bracket between Ai and
a gauge condition formulated purely in terms of the connection vanishes. The Dirac bracket
thus agrees with the Poisson bracket and vanishes when evaluted between functionals of
Ai only.
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for any c-number Lie algebra-valued vector field V i. Thus
{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(V iEi),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′B)

}

= f [W;S ′]. (22)

If we now apply this with Vi = Ei (although this is not a c-number field), we
get W = WE , where

WE = ǫ̂ijDiEj − i[D−2DiE
i, B]

= ǫ̂ijDiEj +
λ2k

π
i[B,D−2B]. (23)

Here we have used the constraint (5) in the last step. This gives
{

1

2

∫

d2x
√
gTr(EiEi),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′B)

}

= f [WE ;S
′] , (24)

where the prefactor 1

2
in the first argument of the Dirac bracket compensates

for the integrand being of order 2 in Ei. Since
{

1

2

∫

d2x
√
gTr(BB),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′B)

}

= 0 (25)

we see that
{

H,

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′B)

}

=

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

(ǫ̂ijDiEj + i[B,Λ])S ′
)

(26)

as required provided that the functional f is given by

f [S;S ′] =

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(SE⊥,

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′B)

}

= λ2

∫

d2x
√
gTr(SS ′) (27)

and

Λ =
λ2k

π
D−2B. (28)

The functional g is now constrained by the requirement that the sym-
plectic structure obey the Jacobi identity, i.e. that it is given by a closed
two-form on the phase space. This forces g to vanish identically so that

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(SE⊥),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(S ′E⊥)

}

= 0. (29)
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The equations (18), (27) and (29) define the symplectic structure on the
phase space. The Poisson-Dirac bracket for quantities involving covariant
derivatives can be found by choosing a gauge and expressing the connection
Ai in terms of the magnetic field strength B. An alternative gauge invariant
argument is to use the relation

δB = ǫ̂ijDiδAj (30)

for the variation of B induced by an arbitrary variation δAj . It follows that
the equations (18) and (27) are consistent with
{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(SE⊥),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(V ′jAj)

}

=

∫

d2x
√
gǫ̂ij Tr(V ′

jDiD
−2S)

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(V iAi),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(V ′jAj)

}

= 0 (31)

for any c-number Lie algebra-valued scalar and vector fields S, V i and V ′i.
As a check of the above results for the symplectic structure, it would be

gratifying to verify that also the second equation in (10) comes out correctly.
It follows from equation (22) that
{1

2

∫

d2x
√
gTr(BB) ,

∫

d2x
√
gTr(V ′iEi)

}

= −f [W;B]

= −λ2

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

(ǫ̂ijDiV
′
j − i[D−2DiV

′i, B])B
)

= −λ2

∫

d2x
√
gǫ̂ij Tr(V ′

i DjB). (32)

If we now define the auxiliary functional c as

c[V ;V ′] =

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(V iEi),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(V ′jEj)

}

(33)

for arbitrary c-number Lie algebra-valued vector fields V and V ′ and apply
this with V i = Ei (although this again is not a c-number field) we have

{

1

2

∫

d2x
√
gTr(EiEi),

∫

d2x
√
gTr(V ′jEj)

}

= c[E;V ′] (34)

and thus
{

H,

∫

d2x
√
gTr(V ′jEj)

}

= −
∫

d2x
√
gǫ̂ij Tr(V ′

i DjB) +
1

λ2
c[E;V ′]. (35)
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So to reproduce the second equation in (10), we must have

c[E;V ′] = −λ4k

π

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

ǫ̂ijEiV
′
j

)

+ iλ2

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

[Λ, EiV ′
i ]
)

, (36)

with Λ given by equation (28).
Unfortunately, while in principle determined by our previous results, a

direct computation of the functional c appears tedious. We will therefore
content ourselves with the abelian case. Here

Ei = ǫ̂i
j∇jE⊥ +

λ2k

π
∇−2∇iB (37)

which gives

c[V ;V ′] = −λ4k

π

∫

d2x
√
gǫ̂ij Tr(ViV

′
j ) (38)

so that

c[E;V ′] = −λ4k

π

∫

d2x
√
gǫ̂ij Tr(EiV

′
j ) (39)

in agreement with the abelian version of equation (36).

4 The Hamiltonian

By using equations (11), (12) and (13) and partial integrations, the Hamil-
tonian H can be written in terms of the variables E⊥ and B as

H =
1

2λ2

∫

d2x
√
gTr(BB + EiE

i)

=
1

2λ2

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

BB − E⊥D
2E⊥

−[E⊥, B]D−2[E⊥, B]− λ4k2

π2
BD−2B

)

. (40)

This is non-polynomial in B, which enters implicitly through the connec-
tion Ai in the covariant derivative Di. To expand the Hamiltonian as a power
series in the coupling constant λ, we introduce the canonically normalized
variables b and e through

B = λb

E = λe. (41)
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Just like B and E⊥, the rescaled variables b and e are Darboux coordinates
on the phase space:

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(Se),

∫

d2x
√
g(S ′b)

}

=

∫

d2x
√
gTr(SS ′)

{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(Sb),

∫

d2x
√
g(S ′b)

}

= 0
{
∫

d2x
√
gTr(Se),

∫

d2x
√
g(S ′e)

}

= 0 (42)

for any c-number Lie algebra-valued scalar fields S and S ′.
We can now express the Hamiltonian as a power series in λ. Choosing

e.g. Coulomb gauge we have from equation (15) that

Ai = ǫ̂i
j∇j

(

−λ∇−2b− iλ2

2
ǫ̂kl∇−2[∇k∇−2b,∇l∇−2b] +O(λ3)

)

. (43)

This gives

H =
1

2

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

bb− e∇2e
)

+iλ

∫

d2x
√
gǫ̂ij Tr

(

[∇ie,∇je]∇−2b
)

+
λ2

2

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

−[e, b]∇−2[e, b]− [e,∇i∇−2b][e,∇i∇−2b]

−2[∇ie,∇je]∇−2[∇i∇−2b,∇j∇−2b]
)

+O(λ3). (44)

The Chern-Simons level k will only affect terms of order λ4 or higher.
The abelian theory is of course free and has the bilinear harmonic oscil-

lator Hamiltonian

H =
1

2

∫

d2x
√
gTr

(

b(1 − λ4k2

π2
∇−2)b+ e(−∇2)e

)

. (45)

Excitations which are eigenfunctions to the spatial Laplacian−∇2 with eigen-
value p2 then have energy

E =

√

(1− λ4k2

π2
∇−2)(−∇2)
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=
√

p2 +m2 (46)

with the mass gap

m =
λ2k

π
. (47)

as expected.
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