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Abstract

We derive the representation of the external constraints imposed on the

system within the generating functional. These constraints are applied to

both the degrees of freedom and their time derivatives, and the generating

functional is expressed as a functional integral over the degrees of freedom.

To achieve this, we employ the path integral method for handling second-class

constraints, which we have briefly reviewed. We use the obtained result to

derive the generating functional for matter vector fields constrained to the

spin-one state. However, achieving the desired result for a system with a sin-

gular action requires certain sufficient conditions that we will obtain.
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1 Introduction

We preiviously considered the presence of constraints outside the equations of
motion within the functional path integral [1]. We wrote such constraints as func-
tionals of the degrees of freedom. Using Dirac delta functionals of constraints, we
can have sources for constrained degrees of freedom and define effective actions and
spontaneous symmetry breaking processes [2,3], [4]. We can use the Lagrange multi-
pliers such as sources, which fix the background state so that it is not a vacuum [4,5].
Also, we can use Lagrange multipliers such as degrees of freedom in the action, to
fix the background field so that the effective potential is not symmetric.

Delta functionals in the functional integrals fix the degrees of freedom. We
have gauge symmetries and constraints in the systems with the gauge fields so
that we can fix the gauges [6, 7]. However, fixing degrees of freedom of the systems
without gauge symmetry indicates constraints incorporated from outside the system
[8]. Such a fixing represents a projection onto eigenstates, where the fixed degrees
of freedom correspond to their eigenvalues.This projection is a process that occurs
in the unity of a macroscopic system and a microscopic one. In other words, when
such a fixing occurs, certain quantities become determined and collectively form
macroscopic systems.

Let us consider a measurement as a mechanism in which some quantities can
be accurately measured, such as spontaneously measured quantities. In this case,
we will have two types of quantum and classical degrees of freedom. The classical
types are completely out of the functional integral. Although the quantum variables
remain within the functional integral, they must be constrained to ensure compati-
bility with the classical quantities. These constraints typically appear in the form of
Dirac delta functionals. For example, the derivatives of the scalar fields have classi-
cal backgrounds that allow us to have massive gravity [9]. Thus, we can construct
theories of classical backgrounds, with quantum perturbations superimposed upon
them.

A specific method exists for quantizing actions with first- or second-class con-
straints [10,11]. This method was originally designed to solve the problem of gauge
fixing. But we can use it for actions with Lagrange multipliers. The key question is:
does the use of the Lagrange multipliers and Dirac quantization enable the presence
of delta functionals of the constraints in the path integrals? (In other words, if we
impose a constraint on the classical behavior of a theory, will the same constraint
also apply to its quantum vacuum?)

Section 2 reviews constrained systems described by actions with quadratic kinetic
terms. These systems have two samples of constraints: first-class and second-class.
We examine the role of these constraints in the functional path integral. In this
paper, we use Senjanovic’s method [11]. In section 3, we derive the generating func-
tional for a nonsingular action with external constraints imposed on it, considering
constraints that involve time derivatives of the fields. The inclusion of time deriva-
tives is crucial for achieving the desired result. In Section 4, we apply our method to
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derive the generating functional for a 4-vector matter field theory, incorporating an
external constraint that enforces the spin of the particle to be one. We performed
similar calculations for singular actions in the fifth and sixth sections, obtaining
sufficient conditions to achieve results analogous to those in the third section. In
the last section, we talked about the interpretation that can be made of the external
constraints applied to the theories.

2 Second-class constraints

We aim to analyze quantum fields with quadratic Lagrangians that take a simple
form in the path integral method:

L =
1

2
Aij(q)q̇iq̇j +Bi(q)q̇i − V (q), i = 1, ..., N. (2.1)

which the discrete spatial coordinates are included in the index i. If detAij = 0,
we call them singular, that some canonical momentums are dependent. Consider a
2N-dimensional phase space of degrees of freedom and their canonical momentums
for the system. Since in the singular Lagrangians, some of the momentums are not
independent, there exist some constraints that limit the system to a subspace of the
phase space. We can show the dependency of the momentums with these primary
constraints:

ψα(qi, pi) = 0, α = 1, ...,M1, (2.2)

where the subspace has 2N −M1 dimensions. To find all q̇i as functions of pi, we
consider:

pi = Aij(q)q̇j +Bi(q), (2.3)

since the momentums are dependent, we define independent quantities xα in which
we can write q̇i as functions of xα, pi, qi. Now we can define a Hamiltonian like this:

H = q̇i(xα, qi, pi)pi − L(qi, q̇i(xα, qi, pi)). (2.4)

By applying the definition, it is clear that:

∂H

∂xα
=

∂q̇i
∂xα

pi −
∂L

∂q̇i

∂q̇i
∂xα

= 0, (2.5)

such that the Hamiltonian is only function of q, p in the subspace. Also, we can
have:

q̇i =
∂H

∂pi

ṗi = −
∂H

∂qi
. (2.6)

Although there are different Hamiltonians with different functionality of momen-
tums, they are all the same in the subspace.
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Apart from the constraints mentioned in equation (2.2), we can obtain new con-
straints from the equations of motion. In fact, for each primary constraint, one can
find a non-dynamic equation of motion that is not function of q̈i. In these non-
dynamic equations we can write q̇i as functions of xα, pi, qi. There is no additional
constraint if all xα can be obtained in these equations. But as many xα remain
undetermined, the derived equations will only be functions of pi, qi, and they will
be referred to as secondary constraints. We show them as follows:

φσ(qi, pi) = 0, σ = 1, ...,M2, (2.7)

thus the phase space will be reduced to a new subspace with 2N − (M1 + M2)
dimensions.
As the first necessary condition, if M1 +M2 is an even number, we can quantize
the system in this subspace. First, we have to define new coordinates for the phase
space (q∗i , p

∗
i ), we can write them in two parts:

(q∗a, p
∗
a) a = 1, ...,

M1 +M2

2
(2.8)

(q∗A, p
∗
A) A = 1, ..., N −

M1 +M2

2
, (2.9)

which q∗a = p∗a = 0 shows the points in the subspace, and q∗A, p
∗
A are the coordinates

over the subspace. The important point is that these new coordinates must be
canonical like the original coordinates. It means:

{q∗i , q
∗
j} = 0, {p∗i , p

∗
j} = 0, {q∗i , p

∗
j} = δij . (2.10)

In this case, if
A∗(q∗, p∗) = A(q, p), B∗(q∗, p∗) = B(q, p), (2.11)

then, using the chain rule, the following equation can be obtained:

{A,B} =
∂A∗

∂q∗i

∂B∗

∂p∗i
−
∂A∗

∂p∗i

∂B∗

∂q∗i
= {A∗, B∗}∗, (2.12)

and therefore we get the equations (2.6) in the new coordinates, if we have:

H∗(q∗, p∗) = H(q, p). (2.13)

In continuation, we can define a functional path integral in the subspace:
∫

Dq∗ADp
∗
Ae

i
∫
dtq̇∗Ap∗A−H∗(q∗a=0,p∗a=0,q∗A,p∗A), (2.14)

that we can write it like:
∫

Dq∗iDp
∗
i δ(q

∗
a)δ(p

∗
a)e

i
∫
dtq̇∗i p

∗

i−H∗(q∗i ,p
∗

i ). (2.15)
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Before continuing the above equation, we need to explain the canonical transforma-
tion. We have to consider an infinitesimal canonical transformation;

q
′

i = qi + δqi, p
′

i = pi + δpi, (2.16)

such that, from equations like(2.10) we will have:

{qi, δqj}+ {δqi, qj} = 0, {pi, δpj}+ {δpi, pj} = 0, {qi, δpj}+ {δqi, pj} = 0, (2.17)

which is written as follows:

∂δqj
∂pi

−
∂δqi
∂pj

= 0,
∂δpj
∂qi

−
∂δpi
∂qj

= 0,
∂δpj
∂pi

+
∂δqi
∂qj

= 0. (2.18)

The latter equations are the same as the zero curl of a vector. So we can write such
a vector as a gradient of a scalar:

δqi = ǫ
∂F (q, p)

∂pi
, δpi = −ǫ

∂F (q, p)

∂qi
. (2.19)

Using these equations we can have:

δ

∫

dtq̇ipi =

∫

dt
d

dt
(δqipi)− δqiṗi + δpiq̇i

=

(

ǫpi
∂F

∂pi
− ǫF

)+∞

−∞

= 0. (2.20)

And also,

δ(DqiDpi) = tr

[

∂δqi
∂qj

∂δqi
∂pj

∂δpi
∂qj

∂δpi
∂pj

]

DqiDpi

= (
∂δqi
∂qi

+
∂δpi
∂qi

)DqiDpi = 0. (2.21)

By puting the results obtained by equations (2.13),(2.20) and (2.21) in equation
(2.15), we will have:

∫

DqiDpiδ(q
∗
α)δ(p

∗
α)e

i
∫
dtq̇ipi−H(qi,pi). (2.22)

We define the set of constraints as a vector like ΦI = (ψα, φσ) and the coordinates
vector like ρ∗I = (q∗a, p

∗
a). Now using the Jacobian method, we can write delta

functions in equations (2.22) as below,

δ(q∗a)δ(p
∗
a) = δ(ρ∗I) = det(

∂ΦI

∂ρ∗J
)δ(ΦI). (2.23)
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For infinitesimal ρ∗I , we can have ΦI(ρ
∗
J) = ΛIJρ

∗
J + ... and therefore we have:

δ(ρ∗I) = (det(ΛIJ) + ...)δ(ΦI). (2.24)

In addition, using equation (2.12), we have:

{ΦI ,ΦJ} = {ΛIKρ
∗
K + ...,ΛJLρ

∗
L + ...}∗ = ΛIK{ρ

∗
K , ρ

∗
L}

∗Λ̃LJ + ..., (2.25)

thus,

det{ΦI ,ΦJ} = (det(ΛIJ))
2 det{ρ∗K , ρ

∗
L}

∗ + ... = (det(ΛIJ))
2 + ..., (2.26)

and
δ(ρ∗I) = ((det{ΦI ,ΦJ})

1

2 + ...)δ(ΦI). (2.27)

In the presence of delta functions, we can skip the perturbational sentences. By
inserting equation (2.27) into equation (2.22), we have:

∫

DqiDpi(det{ΦI ,ΦJ})
1

2 δ(ΦI)e
i
∫
dtq̇ipi−H(qi,pi). (2.28)

Now, we can express the necessary condition as det{ΦI ,ΦJ} 6= 0. This condition
also encompasses the requirement of evenness, since the determinant of an odd
antisymmetric matrix is zero. There are simple examples whose primary constraints
are pα = 0, in which case:

det{ΦI ,ΦJ} =

∣

∣

∣

∣

0 {pα, φβ}
−{pα, φβ} {φα, φβ}

∣

∣

∣

∣

= (det {pα, φβ})
2, (2.29)

and the path integral is given by:
∫

DqiDpi det(
∂φβ

∂qα
)δ(pα)δ(φα)e

i
∫
dtq̇ipi−H(qi,pi). (2.30)

So far, we have proposed the necessary condition, which we could show as a non-
zero determinant of the Poisson bracket matrix of constraints. However, if the value
of the determinant becomes zero, the relationship between the constraints and the
subspace in which the quantization process takes place should be analyzed more
carefully. If the determinant is zero, the Poisson bracket matrix can be written by a
linear transformation of the constraints so that some rows are completely zero. With
the same number of zero rows, some constraints commute with all other constraints.
We refer to the set of these commutable constraints as a first-class set. We show
these first-class constraints as Ψµ(qi, pi) = 0, that we have:

{Ψµ,Ψν} = 0, {Ψµ,Γm} = 0, (2.31)

that other constraints Γm, are second-class. Now we define new canonical coordi-
nates (q∗i , p

∗
i ) in the form of duals like:

(q∗a, p
∗
a), (q∗A, p

∗
A), (q∗µ, p

∗
µ). (2.32)
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In these canonical coordinates, the constraints are:

p∗µ = q∗a = p∗a = 0. (2.33)

Compared to equation (2.26), the determinant of the bracket of these constraints
has to be zero, and like equations (2.31) we have:

{p∗µ, q
∗
a} = 0, {p∗µ, p

∗
a} = 0. (2.34)

And the coordinates over the subspace are:

(q∗µ, q
∗
A, p

∗
A). (2.35)

Since the constraints must be true for all times, then in the subspace we have:

{H∗, P ∗
µ} = 0, (2.36)

and since q∗µ is canonical couple of P ∗
µ we can write:

∂H∗

∂q∗µ
= {H∗, P ∗

µ} = 0. (2.37)

The recent equation shows a symmetry for the Hamiltonian called gauge symmetry.
Since the Hamiltonian is not a function of q∗µ, and also p∗µ are not coordinates in the
subspace, we can define the functional path integral as follows:

∫

Dq∗ADp
∗
Ae

i
∫
dtq̇∗Ap∗A−H∗(p∗µ=0,q∗a=0,p∗a=0,q∗A,p∗A), (2.38)

and so,
∫

DqiDpiδ(q
∗
µ)δ(p

∗
µ)δ(q

∗
a)δ(p

∗
a)e

i
∫
dtq̇ipi−H(qi,pi). (2.39)

We have q∗µ = 0 as new constraints in the recent equations. These constraints
fix the gauge symmetry which we call gauge fixing constraints. In the original
coordinates of the phase space, we assign the role of the gauge fixing process to
Xµ(qi, pi) = 0. Compared to equations (2.22) to (2.28), we define ρI = (q∗µ, p

∗
µ, q

∗
a, p

∗
a)

and ΦI = (Ψµ, Xµ,ΓM). In this definition, we can obtain,

det{ΦI ,ΦJ} =

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

0 {Ψµ, Xν} 0
{Xµ,Ψν} {Xµ, Xν} {Xµ,ΓM}

0 {ΓM , Xµ} {ΓM ,ΓN}

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

= (det{Ψµ, Xν})
2 det{ΓM ,ΓN}. (2.40)

By substituting the obtained result for the determinant, equation (2.28) becomes as
follows:

∫

DqiDpi det{Ψµ, Xν}(det{ΓM ,ΓN})
1

2 δ(ΦI)e
i
∫
dtq̇ipi−H(qi,pi). (2.41)
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Now, we can see the necessary condition det{Ψµ, Xµ} 6= 0, which we use to determine
Xµ.
The key point in these calculations is the necessity of canonical duals to quantize a
system. In the second-class set, the canonical duals are either outside the subspace
or inside. The quantization process happens on the duals inside the subspace. But
in the first-class set, there are canonical duals that one side of the canonical duality
is inside the subspace and the other is outside the subspace. This problem disrupts
the quantization process. We have reduced the subspace to the extent that there
is no defective canonical duality. Gauge symmetry enables this reduction, which is
one of the characteristics of first-class constraints.

3 Applying external constraints

Let us consider these external constraints applied to the fields:

fα(q, q̇) = bαi(q)q̇i + cα(q), (3.1)

which the discrete spacial coordinates are included in the index i. For an original
Lagrangian of the form:

L =
1

2
Aij(q)q̇iq̇j + Bi(q)q̇i − V (q), (3.2)

where detAij 6= 0, we will incorporate the constraints as follows:

L̃ =
1

2
Aij(q)q̇iq̇j +Bi(q)q̇i − V (q)− vα(bαi(q)q̇i + cα(q)), (3.3)

such that the quantities vα are considered as additional degrees of freedom within
the deformed Lagrangian.
If we consider:

bαi 6= 0, (3.4)

we find new canonical momentums:

pi = Aij(q)q̇j +Bi(q)− vαbαi(q), (3.5)

and the canonical momentum of vα is zero as a primary constraint:

wα = 0. (3.6)

And if we rewrite fα based on q, p we will have our secondary constraints:

φα(q, p, v) = fα(q, q̇(q, p)) = bαi(q)A
−1
ij (q)(pj −Bj(q) + vβbβj(q)) + cα(q) = 0. (3.7)

Also, we can find a Hamiltonian with these canonical coordinates:

H̃ = v̇αwα+
1

2
A−1

ij (q)(pi−Bi(q)+ vαbαi(q))(pj −Bj(q)+ vβbβj(q))+ vαcα(q)+V (q).

(3.8)
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Compared to equation (2.30) for the second-class constraints , the functional integral
can be defined as:

∫

DqDvDpDw det[wβ, φα]δ(wα)δ(φα(q, p, v))e
i
∫
dt v̇αwα+q̇ipi−H̃(q,p,v̇,w). (3.9)

We can derive det[wβ, φα] =
∂φα

∂vβ
= bαi(q)A

−1
ij bβj(q), which we call Eαβ(q). In con-

tinue we change pi to pi+Bi(q)−vαbαi(q) and the functional integral will be written
as follows:

∫

DqDvDp det(Eαβ)δ(bαiA
−1
ij pj + cα)

exp

[

i

∫

dt q̇i(pi +Bi(q)− vαbαi(q))−
1

2
A−1

ij (q)pipj − vαcα(q)− V (q)

]

. (3.10)

If we replace the delta functions with the Fourier integrals
∫

Dλei
∫
dt λα(bαiA

−1

ij pj+cα)

(λα is the Lagrange multiplier for the secondary constraint.) and changing vα to
vα + λα, we will have:

∫

DqDv det(Eαβ)e
i
∫
dt Bi(q)q̇i−V (q)−vαbαi(q)q̇i−vαcα(q)DλDp

exp

[

i

∫

dt λαbαi(q)A
−1
ij (q)pj − λαbαi(q)q̇i + q̇ipi −

1

2
A−1

ij (q)pipj

]

. (3.11)

By integrating over p we have:

∫

DqDv det(Eαβ)
√

det(Aij)e
i
∫
dt Bi(q)q̇i−V (q)−vαbαi(q)q̇i−vαcα(q)Dλ

exp

[

i

∫

dt − λαbαi(q)q̇i +
1

2
A−1

ij [λαbαi(q) + q̇kAik(q)][λαbαj(q) + q̇lAjl(q)]

]

, (3.12)

and also integrating over λ:

∫

DqDv
√

det(Eαβ)
√

det(Aij)e
i
∫
dt L(q,q̇)−vαfα(q,q̇). (3.13)

Finally by integrating over v, we will obtain this generating functional:

Z(J) =

∫

Dq
√

det(Eαβ)
√

det(Aij)δ(f(q, q̇))e
i
∫
dt L(q,q̇)+Jiqi. (3.14)

If you concentrate on the delta functionals in the above equation, you will ob-
serve that the number of degrees of freedom is reduced by the number of applied
constraints. However, from a computational perspective, the presence of delta func-
tionals can sometimes complicate problem-solving. To find a functional integral
without delta functionals, we can return to the equation (3.9). We can eliminate

8



Dv det(∂φα

∂vβ
)δ(φα) and also replace vα with its value obtained from the equation(3.7).

By changing pi to pi +Bi we will have:
∫

Dq ei
∫
dt −V (q)+q̇iBiDp

exp

[

i

∫

dt q̇ipi −
1

2
A−1

ij (q)[pi + vβbβi(q)][pj + vαbαj(q)]− vαcα(q)

]

, (3.15)

such that, vα = −E−1
αβ cβ−E

−1
αβ bβiA

−1
ij pj. And if Aij and bαi are constant parameters,

we can have an ordinary functional path integral.
Next, consider equation (3.1) under the following condition:

bαi = 0. (3.16)

This case has been previously reviewed [12, 13]; however, we will analyze it using
the proposed method .
The canonical momentums are:

pi = Aij(q)q̇j +Bi(q), (3.17)

and wα = 0 which are considered primary constraints. The secondary constraints
are cα(q) = 0. Since the time derivative of each secondary constraint is a constraint

ċα(q) = q̇i
δcα(q)
δqi

, we also have tertiary constraints:

dα(q, p) = A−1
ij (q)(pi − Bi(q))

δcα(q)

δqj
= 0. (3.18)

The Poisson brackets between the primary constraints and other constraints indicate
that this set of constraints is first-class:

{wα, cβ} = {wα, dβ} = 0. (3.19)

However, according to the recent equations, we are only satisfied with the canonical
transformation of (q, p) and keep the pair (v, w) without transformation. Because of
the primary constraints, vα is not a quantum coordinate. As a result, with the help
of equations(2.22) and (2.28), we can write the new functional integral as follows:

∫

DqDp det{dβ(q), cα(q, p)}δ(cα(q))δ(dβ(q, p))e
i
∫
dt q̇ipi−H̃(q,p), (3.20)

such that,

H̃ =
1

2
A−1

ij (q)(pi − Bi(q))(pj −Bj(q)) + vαcα(q) + V (q). (3.21)

The presence of δ(cα) removes expression vαcα in the Hamiltonian and we will have:
∫

DqDp det{dβ, cα}δ(cα(q))δ(dβ(q, p))e
i
∫
dt q̇ipi−

1

2
A−1

ij (q)(pi−Bi(q))(pj−Bj(q))−V (q),

(3.22)
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so that,

{dβ, cα} = {A−1
ij pi

δcβ
δqj

, cα} = A−1
ij

δcα
δqi

δcβ
δqj

= Dαβ . (3.23)

By changing pi to pi +Bi, equation (3.22) becomes as follows:

∫

DqDp det(Dαβ)δ(cα)δ(A
−1
ij pi

δcα
δqj

)ei
∫
dt q̇i(pi+Bi)−

1

2
A−1

ij pipj−V . (3.24)

We write the Dirac delta functional of the tertiary constraint based on the integral
over the Lagrange multiplier. By integrating over the canonical momentums, we
get:

∫

Dq det(Dαβ)
√

det(Aij)δ(cα)e
i
∫
dt q̇iBi−V

∫

Dλe
i
2

∫
dt Aij(q̇i+λαA

−1

ik
δcα
δqk

)(q̇j+λβA
−1

jl

δcβ
δql

)
.

(3.25)
After integrating over λ, we derive the generating functional as follows:

Z(J) =

∫

Dq
√

det(Dαβ)
√

det(Aij)δ(cα)e
i
∫
dt L+Jiqi−i

∫
dt 1

2
q̇iGij q̇j , (3.26)

so that:

Gij = D−1
αβ

δcα
δqi

δcβ
δqj

. (3.27)

Comparing equations (3.26) and (3.14) highlights a significant advantage where
bαi 6= 0. In such cases, the kinetic part of the Lagrangian remains unaffected,
allowing all degrees of freedom to retain their dynamical character.

4 Spin-one state as an external constraint

In this section, we introduce a clear example for the external constraint. Lorentz
vectors simultaneously represent the singlet state of spin-zero and the triplet state
of spin-one. We can define a state with spin-one only and impose this state through
an external constraint. For this purpose, we must impose a constraint requiring the
vector field to be orthogonal to the momentum direction, which can be expressed as
follows in momentum coordinates:

pµχ̃
µ(p) = 0. (4.1)

In other words, the vector field is decomposed into components perpendicular and
parallel to the momentum direction: χ̃⊥(p),χ̃‖(p). So that χ̃⊥(p) is treated as a
quantized field, while χ̃‖(p) is regarded as a classical field constrained to have a
numerical value of zero. And in the time-space coordinate, our constraint will be:

∂µχ
µ(x) = 0. (4.2)
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One example of a field that describes particles with spin-one is the Yang-Mills field
with broken gauge symmetry, where the specified constraint naturally emerges from
its equations of motion. However, it represents mediating particles that facilitate
the interaction between matter particles. However, if we want matter particles with
spin-one, we must impose this constraint externally on the Lorentzian vector fields.

We can add the constraint introduced earlier to any Lagrangian that involves a
Lorentzian vector field. For simplicity, we now consider the following Lagrangian
density:

L =
1

2
∂νχ

µ∂νχµ −
1

2
m2χµχµ + Lint. (4.3)

By comparison with equation (3.2), we express the Lagrangian as follows:

L =

∫

d3xd3x′
1

2
δ3(~x− ~x′)ηµν χ̇

µ(t, ~x)χ̇ν(t, ~x′) + ... (4.4)

And if we rewrite the equation (4.2) in the form of the equation (3.1), we will have:

∫

d3~x′δ3(~x− ~x′)η0µχ̇
µ(t, ~x′) + ~∇.~χ(t, ~x) = 0. (4.5)

Thus, we can obtain:

E(~x, ~x′) =

∫

d3yd3zδ3(~x−~y)η0µδ
3(~x−~x′)δ3(~y−~z)ηµνδ3(~z−~x′)η0ν = δ3(~x−~x′). (4.6)

As a result, the equation (3.14) becomes:

Zint(J) =

∫

Dχµδ(∂µχ
µ(x))ei

∫
d4x 1

2
∂νχ

µ(x)∂νχµ(x)−
1

2
m2χµ(x)χν(x)+Lint+Jµ(x)χµ(x). (4.7)

In the perturbation method, the interaction term is extracted from the exponential
function and converted into coefficients that are functionals of the fields. In this case,
we only need to calculate the n-point functions on the interaction-free background,
and we will use the generating functional of the free Lagrangian density:

Z(J) =

∫

Dχµδ(∂µχ
µ(x))ei

∫
d4x 1

2
∂νχ

µ(x)∂νχµ(x)−
1

2
m2χµ(x)χν(x)+Jµ(x)χµ(x). (4.8)

To obtain this generating functional we use the momentum Fourier transformation:

Z(J) =

∫

Dχ̃µδ(pµχ̃
µ(p))ei

∫
d4p 1

2
χ̃µ(p)(p2−m2)χ̃µ(p)+J̃µ(p)χ̃µ(p). (4.9)

To incorporate the Dirac delta function into the path integral, we utilize the following
equation:

χ̃0 = −
pi
p0
χ̃i, (4.10)
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which is obtained from the equation (4.1). In this case, the generating functional
will be written as follows:
∫

Dχ̃iexp

(

i

∫

d4p
1

2
χ̃i(p)(p2 −m2)(ηij +

pipj
p20

)χ̃j(p) + (J̃i(p)−
pi
p0
J̃0(p))χ̃

i(p)

)

.

(4.11)
If we transform χ̃ like this:

χ̃i → χ̃i −
1

p2 −m2
(ηij +

pipj
p20

)−1(J̃j −
pj
p0
J̃0), (4.12)

and considering that:

(ηij +
pipj
p20

)−1 = ηij −
pipj

p2
, (4.13)

the generating functional will be:

∫

Dχ̃ie
i
∫
d4p 1

2
χ̃i(p)(p2−m2)(ηij+

pipj

p2
0

)χ̃j(p)
exp

(

−i

2

∫

d4p(J̃i−
pi
p0
J̃0)

(ηij − pipj

p2
)

p2 −m2
(J̃j−

pj
p0
J̃0)

)

.

(4.14)
Next, the generating functional is written as follows:

Z(J) ∝ exp

(

−
i

2

∫

d4pJ̃µ(p)
ηµν − pµpν/p2

p2 −m2
J̃ν(p)

)

. (4.15)

According to the obtained result, the two-point function in momentum coordinates
is expressed as follows:

Gµν(p) =
i

p2 −m2
(ηµν −

pµpν

p2
). (4.16)

The key point of this propagator function is that its determinant is zero, making it
non-invertible. As a result, this function cannot be considered the Green’s function
derived from any linear equation of motion, which makes it non-trivial.

5 Applying external constraints on the system

with a singular action

We can consider a Lagrangian with internal constraints:

L =
1

2
Aij(q, Q)q̇iq̇j +Bi(q, Q)q̇i +Ba(q, Q)Q̇a − V (q, Q). (5.1)

Furthermore, if we imply the constraints (3.1) to this Lagrangian, we obtain:

L̃ = L− vαfα =
1

2
Aij(q, Q)q̇iq̇j +Bi(q, Q)q̇i +Ba(q, Q)Q̇a − V (q, Q)

−vα(bαi(q, Q)q̇i + bαa(q, Q)Q̇a + cα(q, Q)). (5.2)
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Therefore the canonical momentums are:

pi(q, Q, v, q̇) = Aij(q, Q)q̇j +Bi(q, Q)− vαbαi(q, Q),

Pa = Ba(q, Q)− vαbαa(q, Q), Wα = 0. (5.3)

The equations of motion of vα are:

fα(q, Q, q̇(q, p, Q, v), Q̇a) = 0. (5.4)

For any Q̇a obtained from these equations, one constraint is lost. If we set bαa = 0,
all the equations for vα can be treated as secondary constraints.

φα(q, p, Q, v) = fα(q, Q, q̇(q, p, Q, v)), (5.5)

such that using (5.3), the time derivatives of the degrees of freedom are:

q̇i(q, p, Q, v) = A−1
ij (q, Q)[pj − Bj(q, Q) + vαbαj(q, Q)]. (5.6)

And in this case, the equations of motion of Qa are:

ga(q, Q, v, q̇) =
∂L̃(q, Q, v, q̇)

∂Qa

−
∂Ba(q, Q)

∂Qb

Q̇b −
∂Ba(q, Q)

∂qi
q̇i = 0. (5.7)

In these equations, the expressions containing Q̇a are as follows:

(
∂Ba

∂Qb

−
∂Bb

∂Qa

)Q̇a. (5.8)

If det(∂Ba

∂Qb
− ∂Bb

∂Qa
) = 0, the set of Q̇a remains undetermined from the solution of the

equations (5.7). With a variable transformation on Qa, we represent the undeter-
mined members of this set as Q̇A = ∂QA

∂Qa
Q̇a. Therefore, we will have new secondary

constraint equations corresponding to the number of these undetermined variables.
We represent these new secondary constraint equations as follows:

χA(q, p, Q, v) = gA(q, Q, v, q̇(q, p, Q, v)) =
∂L̃(q, Q, v, q̇)

∂QA

= 0. (5.9)

Similar to equation (3.8) the hamiltonian is:

H̃(q, p, Q, v) =
1

2
A−1

ij (q, Q)(pi −Bi(q, Q) + vαbαi(q, Q))(pj − Bj(q, Q) + vβbβj(q, Q))

+vαcα(q, Q) + V (q, Q). (5.10)

Using equation (2.41), we will have:

∫

DqiDpiDQaDv det{Ψµ, Xν}(det{ΓM ,ΓN})
1

2 δ(fα(q, Q, q̇(q, p, Q, v)))δ(gA(q, Q, v, q̇(q, p, Q, v)))

exp

(

i

∫

dtq̇ipi + Q̇aBa − H̃(q, p, Q, v)

)

. (5.11)
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Changing pi to pi +Bi(q, Q)− vαbαi(q, Q) and using equation (5.6), we have:
∫

DqiDpiDQaDv det{Ψµ, Xν}(det{ΓM ,ΓN})
1

2 δ(fα(q, Q,A
−1
ij (q, Q)pj))δ(gA(q, Q, v, A

−1
ij (q, Q)pj))

exp

(

i

∫

dtq̇i(pi +Bi(q, Q)− vαbαi(q, Q)) + Q̇aBa −
1

2
A−1

ij (q, Q)pipj − vαcα(q, Q)− V (q, Q)

)

.(5.12)

With the last variable change made in the set of momenta, we obtain:

∂φα

∂vβ
= 0. (5.13)

However, to prove the following equation:

∂χA

∂vβ
= 0, (5.14)

we need sufficient conditions. The most general sufficient conditions, independent
of the form of the coefficients in the Lagrangian defined in (5.1), are as follows:

∂bαi
∂QA

=
∂cα
∂QA

= 0, bαa = 0. (5.15)

Therefore, the measure of the path integral and the Dirac delta functionals are not
dependent on vα, allowing us to express the functional integral as follows:

∫

DqiDpiDQa det{Ψµ, Xν}(det{ΓM ,ΓN})
1

2

δ(fα(q, Q,A
−1
ij (q, Q)pj))δ(gA(q, Q,A

−1
ij (q, Q)pj))δ(fα(q, Q, q̇))

exp

(

i

∫

dtq̇i(pi +Bi(q, Q)) + Q̇aBa −
1

2
A−1

ij (q, Q)pipj − V (q, Q)

)

, (5.16)

where the term δ(fα(q, Q, q̇)) can be found similarly to equation(3.14).
In contrast to equation (5.15), a simple example can be introduced by accepting

the condition bαa 6= 0:
A trivial singular Lagrangian density could be expressed in the following form:

L[F ] = −
1

4
Fµν(x)F

µν(x) + Lm, (5.17)

where Fµν serves as the fundamental anti symmetric degrees of freedom, and the
equation of motion is trivially Fµν(x) = 0. Consider the following external con-
straint:

∂µF
µν(x) = Jν(x). (5.18)

This gives us:

L̃[F ] = −
1

4
Fµν(x)F

µν(x)− vµ(x)(∂νF
νµ(x)− Jµ(x)) + Lm. (5.19)
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The primary constraints are:

W µ(x) = 0, Πµ<ν(x)− η0µvν(x) = 0, (5.20)

and the secoendary constraints are:

∂iF
0i(x) + J0(x) = 0, F i<j(x)− ∂ivj(x) + ∂jvi(x) = 0. (5.21)

W 0(x) = 0 and ∂iF
0i(x)+J0(x) = 0 are first-class constraints, and we must consider

two additional constraints alongside them:

v0(x) = 0, ∂iΠ0i(x) = 0. (5.22)

Substituting these constraints into equation (2.41) and simplifying, the path integral
takes the following form:

∫

DF µ<νδ(∂µF
µ0(x)− J0(x))e−

i
4

∫
d4xFµν(x)Fµν(x)

×

∫

Dvie
−i

∫
d4x vi(x)(∂µFµi(x)−Ji(x))δ(F ij(x)− ∂ivj(x) + ∂jvi(x)). (5.23)

Therefore, out of the four constraint equations in (6.11), only one is transformed
into a delta functional.

6 A choice of Lagrangian coefficients

If the form of the Lagrangian coefficients is more specific, the sufficient conditions
for finding the δ(fα(q, q̇)) term will offer more possibilities. For example, if all Ba

are zero, the set of constraints, like in (5.9), is:

χa = ga(q, Q, v, q̇(q, Q, v, p)), (6.1)

where

ga(q, Q, v, q̇) =
∂L̃(q, Q, v, q̇)

∂Qa

. (6.2)

The primary constraints are:
Pa = 0, wα = 0. (6.3)

Thus, using equation (2.30), we have:
∫

DqDQDvDp det(E)δ(ϕα(q, p, Q, v))δ(χα(q, p, Q, v))e
i
∫
dtq̇ipi−H̃(q,p,Q,v), (6.4)

where,

Eαβ =
∂ϕα

∂vβ
=
∂fα
∂q̇i

∂q̇i
∂vβ

= bαiA
−1
ij bβj , (6.5)
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Eαa =
∂ϕα

∂Qa

=
∂fα
∂Qa

+
∂fα
∂q̇i

∂q̇i
∂Qa

=
∂fα
∂Qa

+ bαi
∂A−1

ij

∂Qa

(pj − Bj + vαbαj)− bαiA
−1
ij (

∂Bj

∂Qa

− vα
∂bαj
∂Qa

), (6.6)

and,

Eaα =
∂χa

∂vα
=
∂ga
∂vα

+
∂ga
∂q̇i

∂q̇i
∂vα

= −
∂fα
∂Qa

+
∂2L̃

∂Qa∂q̇i
A−1

ij bαj

= −
∂fα
∂Qa

− bαi
∂A−1

ij

∂Qa

(pj − Bj + vαbαj) + bαiA
−1
ij (

∂Bj

∂Qa

− vα
∂bαj
∂Qa

), (6.7)

which Eaα = −Eαa, and likewise,

Eab =
∂χa

∂Qb

=
∂ga
∂Qb

+
∂ga
∂q̇i

∂q̇i
∂Qb

=
∂ga
∂Qb

− A−1
ij

(

∂Bi

∂Qa

− vα
∂bαi
∂Qa

+ A−1
lk

∂Ail

∂Qa

(pk −Bk + vαbαk)

)

(

∂Bj

∂Qa

− vα
∂bαj
∂Qa

+ A−1
lk

∂Ajl

∂Qa

(pk −Bk + vαbαk)

)

. (6.8)

In the equations (6.4), (6.7) and (6.8), if we replace pk − Bk + vαbαk with pk, we
obtain the following result:
∫

DqDQDvDp det(E)δ(ϕα)δ(χa)e
i
∫
dtq̇i(pi+Bi−vαbαi)−

1

2
A−1

ij (q,Q)pipj−vαcα(q,Q)−V (q,Q).

(6.9)

If we focus on equations (6.7) and (6.8), we can observe that the term vα
∂bαj

∂Qa
is a

functional of vα. Additionally, the term vα
∂2cα

∂Qa∂Qb
appears in ∂ga

∂Qb
. In this context,

the matrix E will not be a functional of vα if the following conditions hold:

∂bαj
∂Qa

= 0,
∂2cα

∂Qa∂Qb

= 0. (6.10)

Therefore,
∫

DqDQDvDpe−i
∫
dtvα(bαi(q)q̇i+cα(q,Q)) det(E(q, Q, p))δ(ϕα(q, Q, p))

δ(χa(q, Q, v = 0)− vα
∂cα
∂Qa

)ei
∫
dtq̇i(pi+Bi(q,Q))− 1

2
A−1

ij (q,Q)pipj−V (q,Q)

=

∫

DµDqDQDvDpe−i
∫
dtvα(bαi(q)q̇i+cα(q,Q)) det(E(q, Q, p))δ(ϕα(q, Q, p))

ei
∫
dtµaχa(q,Q,v=0)−µvα

∂cα
∂Qa ei

∫
dtq̇i(pi+Bi(q,Q))− 1

2
A−1

ij (q,Q)pipj−V (q,Q). (6.11)
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Since cα is a linear function of Qa, we can replace Qa with Qa − µa to eliminate vα
in the exponential function and therefore integrating over vα to have the following
functional integral:

∫

DqDQδ(fα(q, Q, q̇))

∫

DµDp det(E(q, Q− µ, p))δ(ϕα(q, Q− µ, p))

exp

[

i

∫

dtµaχa(q, Q− µ, p, 0) + q̇i(pi +Bi(q, Q− µ))−
1

2
A−1

ij (q, Q− µ)pipj − V (q, Q− µ)

]

,(6.12)

in which, we can see δ(fα(q, Q, q̇)) similar to equation (3.14).

7 Discussion

The imposition of external constraints on a quantum system effectively treats some
of the system’s variables as classical and measurable. For example, equation (3.20)
indicates that cα and dα are classical variables that are measured to have the value
of zero. If the Hamiltonian is non-singular, equation (2.15) can also be interpreted
in the manner described.

In equation (3.9), where bαi 6= 0, the measurement of φα(q, p, v) = 0 is conducted
in the presence of a constraint force. It is as if the fields are quantized in a dynamical
classical field background. For example, the SO(3,1) quantum gauge theory is based
on classical diffeomorphisms [14, 15].

If we want to ensure that there is no constraint force, the variables vα and
wα should be removed from equations (3.7), (3.8), and (3.9). Consequently, the
functional integral becomes:

∫

DqDp(det[φα, φβ])
1

2 δ(φα(q, p))e
i
∫
dt q̇ipi−H(q,p), (7.1)

where
φα(q, p) = bαi(q)A

−1
ij (q)(pj − Bj(q)) + cα(q) = 0, (7.2)

which are measured at all times. This imposes the necessary condition on the
Hamiltonian:

{H(q, p), φα(q, p)} = 0. (7.3)

So far, the classical quantities have been assumed to take the value zero. Now,
let us consider the case where there are no constraint equations, and we assume that
some canonical duals are classical, with various values being measured. In this case,
we write the functional integral as follows:

U(q∗a, p
∗
a) = lim

T→∞(1+iǫ)
< q∗A(−T )|e

i2TH∗(q∗,p∗)|q∗A(T ) >

=

∫

Dq∗ADp
∗
Ae

i
∫
dtq̇∗Ap∗A−H∗(q∗a,p

∗

a,q
∗

A,p∗A), (7.4)
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where η∗ = (q∗a, p
∗
a) are classical fields and (q∗A, p

∗
A) are quantum fields. If we consider

the classical fields to represent the background state of the quantum system, then
the following necessary conditions must hold between the measured values at all
times and the Hamiltonian:

dη∗

dt
=

∫

Dq∗ADp
∗
A{η

∗, H∗}ei
∫
dtq̇∗Ap∗A−H∗

∫

Dq∗ADp
∗
Ae

i
∫
dtq̇∗Ap∗A−H∗

. (7.5)

Otherwise, the introduction of a constraint force and a modified Hamiltonian be-
comes necessary. Generally, the coexistence of classical and quantum quantities is
employed when undetermined fluctuations are superimposed on a determined back-
ground.
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