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Abstract We study the role of arbitrary (finite) anticanon-
ical transformations in the field—antifield formalism and the
gauge-fixing procedure based on the use of these transfor-
mations. The properties of the generating functionals of the
Green functions subjected to finite anticanonical transforma-
tions are considered.

1 Introduction

The field—antifield formalism [1,2], summarizing numerous
attempts to find correct quantization rules for various types
of gauge models [3-7], is a powerful covariant quantization
method which can be applied to arbitrary gauge invariant
systems. This method is based on the fundamental princi-
ple of BRST invariance [8,9] and has a rich new geometry
[10]. One of the most important objects of the field—antifield
formalism is an odd symplectic structure called antibracket
and known to mathematicians as the Buttin bracket [11]. In
terms of the antibracket the master equation and the Ward
identity for generating functional of the vertex functions
(effective action) are formulated. It is an important prop-
erty that the antibracket is preserved under the anticanonical
transformations which are dual to canonical transformations
for a Poisson bracket. An important role and rich geometric
possibilities of general anticanonical transformations in the
field—antifield formalism have been realized in the procedure
of gauge fixing [12] (see also [13]). The original procedure
of gauge fixing [1,2] corresponds in fact to a special type
of anticanonical transformation in an action being a proper
solution to the quantum master equation. That type of trans-
formations is capable to yield admissible gauge-fixing con-
ditions in the form of equations of arbitrary Lagrangian sur-
faces (constraints in the antibracket involution) in the field—
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antifield phase space. Thereby, the necessary class of admis-
sible gauges was involved actually. The latter made it possi-
ble to describe in [12] the structure and renormalization of
general gauge theories in terms of anticanonical transforma-
tions. As the authors [12] assumed the use of regularizations
in which §(0) = 0 in local field theories, they based them-
selves on the use of general anticanonical transformations
in an action being a proper solution to the classical master
equation. In turn, the gauge dependence and the structure of
renormalization of the effective action have been analyzed
by using infinitesimal anticanonical transformations only.

In the present article, we extend the use of anticanon-
ical transformations in the field—antifield formalism from
the infinitesimal level to the finite one, and we explore a
gauge-fixing procedure for general gauge theories, based on
arbitrary anticanonical transformations in an action being a
proper solution to the quantum master equation with fixed
boundary condition. Now it is worthy to notice the differ-
ence between the properties of the classical and quantum
master equations under anticanonical transformations. The
classical master equation is covariant under anticanonical
transformations, as its left-hand side is the antibracket of the
action with itself. In contrast to that, the form of the quan-
tum master equation is not maintained under anticanonical
transformations. One should accompany the anticanonical
transformation by multiplying the exponential of i /& times
the transformed action with the square root of the superjaco-
bian of that anticanonical transformation. We will call such
an operation an anticanonical master transformation and the
corresponding action a master-transformed action. Thus, one
can say that the form of the quantum master equation is main-
tained under the anticanonical master transformation.

We consider in all detail the relationship between the two
descriptions (in terms of the generating functions and the
generators) for arbitrary finite anticanonical transformations.

Finally, let us notice the study [14], among other recent
developments, where a procedure was found to connect gen-
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erating functionals of the Green functions for a gauge system
formulated in any two admissible gauges with the help of
finite field-dependent BRST transformations.

2 Field-antifield formalism

The starting point of the field—antifield formalism [1] is a the-
ory of fields {A} for which the initial classical action Sy(.A)
is assumed to be invariant under the gauge transformations
3A = R(A)&. Here & are arbitrary functions of space-time
coordinates, and { R(A)} are generators of gauge transforma-
tions. The set of generators is complete but, in general, may
be reducible and forms an open gauge algebra so that one
works with general gauge theories. Here we do not discuss
these points, referring to the original papers [1,2]. The struc-
ture of the gauge algebra determines the necessary content
of the total configuration space of fields {¢’ (g(¢') = &;)}
involving fields {.4} of the initial classical system, ghost and
antighost fields, auxiliary fields, and, in the case of reducible
generators, pyramids of extra ghost and antighost fields as
well as pyramids of extra auxiliary fields. To each field ¢
one introduces an antifield ¢, whose statistics is opposite to
that of the corresponding fields ¢', e(p]) = & + 1. On the
space of the fields ¢’ and antifields @] one defines an odd
symplectic structure (, ) called the antibracket,

(F.G)=F(9 i 8 4p — 942 3 )G, 2.1
and the nilpotent fermionic operator A,

A= (-1 Byi O3 » A>=0, eA)=1. 2.2)
Here the notation

dyi = Bigoi’ dpr = 81901* (2.3)

is introduced. In terms of the antibracket and A-operator the
quantum master equation is formulated as

X .
S(8.8)=inAS & A exp{}%S} —0 (2.4)

for a bosonic functional S = S(gp, ¢*) satisfying the bound-
ary condition
Slpr=n=0 = So(A) (2.5)

and being the basic object of the field—antifield quantization
scheme [1,2]. Among the properties of the antibracket and
A-operator we mention the Leibniz rule,
(F,GH) = (F,G)H + (F, H)G(=D* @D, (2.6)
the Jacobi identity,

((F, G), H)(—1)EOFDEEDTD 4 cyele(F, G, H) = 0,
2.7
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the A-operator being a derivative to the antibracket,

A(F,G) = (AF,G) — (F, AG)(—1)*D), (2.8)

There exists a generating functional Y = Y (¢, ®*), e(Y) =
1 of the anticanonical transformation,

i _ * * -
CD _8q):kY((p’<D )v (pi —Y(Qﬂ,q) )8¢L- (29)

The invariance property of the odd symplectic structure
(2.1) on the phase space of (¢, ¢*) is dual to the invari-
ance property of an even symplectic structure (a Poisson
bracket) under a canonical transformation of canonical vari-
ables (p, g) (for further discussions of the relations between
Poisson bracket and antibracket; see [15,16]).

The generating functional of the Green functions Z(J) is
defined in terms of the functional integral as [1,2]

Z(J) = sto exp{%[sew) + Jigo"]}

= exp{%W(J)} , (2.10)

where

Se(p) = S(p, ¢* = 3,V (9)),

¥ (@) is a fermionic gauge functional, J; (¢(J;) = ¢&;) are
the usual external sources to the fields <pi and W (J) is the
generating functional of the connected Green functions.

To discuss the quantum properties of general gauge theo-
ries, it is useful to consider, instead of the generating func-
tional (2.10), the extended generating functionals Z(J, ¢*)
and W (J, ¢*) defined by the relations

@2.11)

20,97 = /an exp {2 1S(p. 0" + i1
= exp {%W(J, (p*)} (2.12)

where

S(p, 9™) = S(@, ™ + 3, ¥ (¢)).

Obviously, we have

(2.13)

Z2(J))=2(J, 9" lpr=0, W) =W, ¢") |g==0-

(2.14)

The action S = S(¢, ¢*) (2.13) satisfies the quantum master
equation

1 , :
S(5.5) =inAS & Aexp{gS} —0. (2.15)

It follows from (2.15) that the Ward identities hold for the
extended generating functionals Z(J, ¢*) and W (J, ¢*)

Jidgr 219" =0, JidgW(J, ¢*) =0. (2.16)
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Indeed, we have

0= /d(pexp{%ho} (Aexp{%S})
= /dw(_l)giawi [exp{%Jgo} 8%% exp{;—SH
—%Jiawlf‘/dfﬂeXP{%(S"‘J(D)}:—%Jia(pi*z(-], 0"

i i
= - Jidy exp {EW@*, J)} = JidyW(p*, J) = 0.

(2.17)

The generating functional of the vertex function (effective
action) is defined via the Legendre transformation

T(p, ¢%) =W, 0% — Jg, ¢
=0, W(J, 9", 9 W(J, ")

= 0, T (¢, "), 95, = Bi.]l (2.18)
with the properties
Ji=—T(g.¢") 0 yi = —(~ 1T},

Fi =Ti(p, ¢%) = 0, T (g, ¢¥). (2.19)

It follows from (2.17) and (2.19) that the Ward identity for
the effective action holds,

- 1
[0 4id,; T =0 = S(I.T) =0, (2.20)

which has the form of the classical master equation in the
field—antifield formalism.

As pointed out for the first time in [12], the gauge-fixing
procedure in the field—antifield formalism (2.13) can be
described in terms of a special type of anticanonical transfor-
mation (2.9). Indeed, let us consider the anticanonical trans-
formations of the variables (¢, ¢*) with the specific generat-
ing function

Y =Y(p, ®*) = ®f¢' — (). (2.21)
We have

' =g, ¢f = —3,¥(p), (2.22)
so that the transformed action § = S(¢, ¢*)

S(p, %) = S(@, D*) = S(¢, ¢* + 9,V (9)) (2.23)

coincides with (2.13). In particular, this fact made it pos-
sible to study effectively the gauge dependence and struc-
ture of renormalization of general gauge theories [12]. In
what follows we explore a gauge-fixing procedure in the
field—antifield formalism as an anticanonical transformation
of general type with the only requirement for anticanoni-
cally generalized action: the supermatrix of the second field
derivatives of this action must be non-degenerate. An essen-
tial difference in this point with the approach used in [12]

is that we work with a general setting for an action (2.13)
which satisfies the quantum master equation (not the classi-
cal master equation as in [12]).

3 Infinitesimal anticanonical transformations

As the first step in our study of anticanonical transformations
in the field—antifield formalism, we consider the properties
of the main objects subjected to infinitesimal anticanonical
transformations. In the latter case, the generating functional

Y reads
Y =Y(p, ®%) = ®f¢' + X(p, ®%), e(X)=1. (3.1

The functional X is considered as the infinitesimal one. Then
the anticanonical transformations of the variables,

O = ¢ +0p: X (9, D), ¢f = B} + 0, X(p, DY),

(3.2)
can be written down to the first order in X as
O =9’ +0,:X (9, 9") + 0(X), a3
OF = ¢ — 0, X (9. 9") + O(XD), '
or, in terms of the antibracket (2.1),
o' =¢' + (¢, X) + 0(X?),
OF = ¢ + (¢}, X) + O(X?). G4
The anticanonically transformed action S,
S=38(p,¢*) = S(@, ) =S+ (S, X)+ 0(X*) (3.5

does not satisfy the quantum master equation to the first
approximation in X,

1 -~ - -

E(S’ S) —ihAS = ili(S, AX) + O(X?) #0. (3.6)

Consider now the superdeterminant of the anticanonical
transformation

* Z7 A <
J(p, ") = J(Z) = sDet[Z°(Z) 9 ], 3.7
where
A __ i * A _ i * _i
7%= (9, P7), Z" =(¢",9), 3A—82A- (3.8)

To the first-order approximation in X, J reads
T =exp{2AX} + O(X?) =exp {%(—2ihAX)}+0(X2).
3.9

In contrast to the notation used in [17,18], now we refer
to 8 = S'(¢, ¢*) constructed from S = S(@, ¢*) via the
anticanonical master transformation,

@ Springer
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S' = S'(g, ") = S(@(g, p*), P*(p, 9*))

—ih%lnj(go,go*), (3.10)
as the master-transformed action.

Note that, by itself, the anticanonical master transforma-
tion can be defined without reference on solutions of the
quantum master equation. Namely, let us define a transfor-
mation of the form!

i

exp{%Gl} =eXp{—[F7 A]}exp{hG} s (311)

where G, F (¢(G) = 0, ¢(F) = 1) are arbitrary functions
of ¢, p*, and [, ] stands for the supercommutator. Then we
can prove (see Appendices C and D) the relation

G’ =exp{ad(F)}G + ilif(ad(F))AF,

1
f@d(F)AF = —Ean, ad(F)(...)=(F,(...),
(3.12)

which repeats Eq. (3.10). In (3.12) the notation f(x) =
(expx — Dx~!is used.
The action S’ (3.10) to the first order in X

S’ =84 (S, X)—ihAX + 0(X?) (3.13)
does satisfy the quantum master equation

1 ’ Q! . / 2

E(S ,8) —ihAS = O(X7). (3.14)

Note that, due to the results of [17,18], the action (3.10)
by itself satisfies the quantum master equation in the case
of arbitrary anticanonical transformation, as well (see, also
[13,19]).

Let us consider the generating functionals constructed
with the help of the master-transformed action S’ to the first
order in X. We have

Z'=Z'(J, ¢*) = /d(p exp {%(S/ + J(p)}
= exp { SW, <p*>}

= exp {%W(J, @*)} (1 + %SW(J, (p*)) , (3.15)

Mg, ¢") = W' (J, ") —Jo=T(p, ¢*) + 8T (¢, ¢"),
ST (@, ¢™) = SW(J (9, ¢"), ¢"). (3.16)

! In the present article, we only consider the case in which the generator
F is a function; the case of an operator-valued F' was studied in [20].

@ Springer

Therefore

Z_zZ=5z= %exp {%W(], (p*)} SW(J, ¢*)

—iex iW(J 18T (@, )
_h p h 7()0 (p’(p

= %/d(p[(s, X) — ihAX]exp {%(S + J¢)}

< fosi] s (ron ]

i = N i N
= _gjia@ [X(J,¢ )exp{EW(J,go )”

=exp {%W(J, <p*)} [—%J,ﬁw;f}?(], ¢*)] , (3.17)
where
(. (p*)zexp{—;l—W(J, (p*)} [d(pX exp{;l—(S+J<p)}.
(3.18)

When deriving (3.17), the Ward identity for W (J, ¢*) (2.17),
the quantum master equation for S(¢, ¢*) (2.15), and the
following identities:

ihexp {%S} AX = ihA (Xexp {;—SD

+(S, X)exp{;;S}, (3.19)
! Jor Al X i S
o {jse) & (xew 55})
= (—1)8i8(p,- [exp {%J(p} Bwl_* <X€£S>i|
i i
—gJia(pi* (Xexp{E(S+J(p)}), (3.20)

are used. Rewriting (3.17) for a variation of the effective
action I' = ' (¢, ¢*), we obtain

ST (¢, %) = =Jidyr X (J, 9*) = (=1)" Ti 0+ X (9, ¢*)

— (=D Ti[0,: T (¢, 9™)] 87, X(J, ¢*)

I=I(@,¢*)
(3.21)

where

X(p, 9*) = X(J, ¢%) (3.22)

I=J(p,¢*)

One can rewrite Eq. (3.21) in terms of I' = ['(g, ¢*) as

N <« <~
s (p, ") =T20 (pia(p;k.)( —Io (p;ka(pié’(

=, &) =—(x,I). (3.23)

This result is proved in Appendix A. Equation (3.23) means
that any infinitesimal anticanonical master transformation of
the action § (3.5) with a generating functional X induces
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an infinitesimal anticanonical transformation in the effective
action I" (3.23) with a generating functional X', provided the
generating functional of the Green functions is constructed
via the master-transformed action. An important goal of our
present study is a generalization of this fact (for the first time
found among the results of [12]) to the case of an arbitrary
(finite) anticanonical transformation.

4 Finite anticanonical transformation

Consider an arbitrary (finite) anticanonical transformation
described by a generating functional Y = Y (¢, ®*), e(Y) =
1,2

*_y d* Y . A _ * 4.1
(pi - ((p’ ) a (7] P° = 8(1)’*Y(§0, P ) ( . )
Let Y have the form
Y(p, @) = CD?‘cpi +af(p, ), e(f(p, @) =1, 4.2)

where a is a parameter. Then the solution of (4.1) up to second
order in a can be written as

B +af<a_(p;k — @ (—1)EFDE+D

— <« = 3
FOg: 040 g f + 0@, 4.3)
O} = ¢f —ad, f +a*(—1)FETD
— <« = 3
[04x 04 9y f+0(@), (4.4)

where f = f(¢, ¢*). Let us denote
Zh =9’ ¢f), Z4={2, 9}, e(ZM)=e(Z") =¢a,

4.5)

and
F=F(p.¢%a)=—f(g,¢")

+3F@. 09T 01 (0 0. 4.6)
Then we have
74 = ZM(Z; a) = exp{aad(F)}Z* + 0(a?), 4.7
where ad(F) means the left adjoint of the antibracket
ad(F)(...) = (F(Z;a),(...). (4.8)

We call F in (4.6) a generator of the anticanonical trans-
formation to the second order. It should be noticed that the
generator of an anticanonical transformation does not coin-
cide with the generating functional of this transformation
already to the second order. A natural question arises: Does
a generator exist for a given anticanonical transformation,
actually? To answer this question, we begin with the claim

2 Note that any anticanonical transformation can be described in terms
of a generating functional.

that an operator exp{ad(F')} generates an anticanonical trans-
formation. Indeed, let Z4 be anticanonical variables so that
the antibracket (2.1) can be presented in the form

<~ —
(H(Z),G(Z)) = H(Z) 0 A\E*? § 5G(2),

(zA, zBy = EAB, 9, = a% (4.9)
where E48 is a constant supermatrix with the properties
EBA = —(—EatDEstDpAB o (pABy — o) 4 ep 4+ 1.

(4.10)
Then the transformation
74 - ZA(Z) = exp{ad F(2)} Z* (4.11)

is anticanonical,
(Z82), Z8(2)) = 22 (2) 9 cECP S pZB(Z) = EAB.
(4.12)

To prove this fact we introduce a one-parameter family of
transformations

ZMN(Z,a) = explaad(F)}Z*, Z2(Z,0)=2z%, (4.13)

and the quantities 7AB (Z,a),

ZAB(7. 0)=EAB.
(4.14)

ZA8(z a)=(Z4(Z,a), Z8(Z, a)),

It follows from the definitions (4.13) and (4.14) that the rela-
tions

4702, a) = (F(2), 222, a)),
da

%ZAB@, a) = (F(2), Z*(Z, a)), Z%(Z, a))
+(Z4Z,a), (F(2),Z8(Z, a)) (4.15)
= (F(2),(ZY(Z,a), Z%(Z,a)) = (F(Z), Z*3(Z, a))

=ad(F(2)Z48(Z, a) (4.16)

hold, where the Jacobi identity (2.7) for antibrackets is used.
A solution to Eq. (4.16) has the form

ZAB(Z, a) = explaad(F(2))}Z48(Z,0)

= explaad(F(2))}EAB = EAB, 4.17)

and the transformation (4.11) is really anticanonical. The
inverse to this statement is valid as well: an arbitrary set of
anticanonical variables Z4 (Z) can be presented in the form

Z4(2) = exp{ad(F(2))} 24 (4.18)

with some generator functional F(Z), ¢(F(Z)) = 1.In
Appendix B, a proof of this fact is given.

Consider now a master-transformed action S’ = §' (¢, ¢™*)
(3.10). It was pointed out in [14] that there are presentations
of §’ in the following forms:

@ Springer
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exp{%S/} = exp{—[F, A]}exp{%S}, (4.19)
or
S = exp{ad(F)}S +inf(ad(F))AF, (4.20)

where S = S(@,¢*), and F = F(p,¢*) is a genera-
tor functional of an anticanonical transformation, f(x) =
(exp(x) — 1)x~1. In accordance with (3.10), the first term in
the right-hand side in (4.20) describes an anticanonical trans-
formation of S with an odd generator functional F', while the
second term is a half of a logarithm of the Jacobian (3.7) of
that transformation, up to (—i%). In Appendix D, we give a
proof of the latter statement.

Now we are in a position to study the properties of generat-
ing functionals of Green functions subjected to an arbitrary
anticanonical transformation. We start with the generating
functionals of Green and connected Green functions,

Z'=Z'(J, 9" = /dw exp {%(S’(w,w*) + Jw)}

= exp{%W’u, <p*)}, @21)
where S’ is defined in (4.19). The constructed generating
functionals (4.21) obey the very important property of inde-
pendence of F for physical quantities on-shell.> Indeed, for
infinitesimal § F the variation of Z’ (4.21),

82 = —%fd(p[(S, SF) —ih(ASF)]
xexp{%(sw,w*) + J¢)}

— %JAE)WZ [5F(J, 0*) exp {%W(], (p*)}] . 422
is proportional to the external sources J. Due to the equiv-
alence theorem [21], it means that the Green functions cal-
culated with the help of the generating functionals Z(J, ¢*)
and Z'(J, ¢*) give the same physical answers on-shell. In
deriving (4.22), the result of the calculation (3.17) is used
and the notation

SF(J, 9" =727, 9%

/ dg §F (¢, ¢*) exp {%(S«p, o) + Jcp)} (4.23)

is introduced.
In the case of finite anticanonical transformations, we con-
sider the following anticanonically generalized action S”:

3 Note that in gauge theories the “on-shell” includes a definition of the
physical state space.

@ Springer

exp {%S”«o, ¢*)}

= exp{—[F (g, ¢*) + 8F (9, ¢*), Al}exp {%S(w, w*)} ,
(4.24)

where 8 F = 8F (¢, ¢*) is an infinitesimal functional. The
following representation holds:

exp{—[F (¢, ¢*) + §F (¢, ¢™), Al}

where §F (¢, ¢*) is defined by the relation

exp{—ad(F (¢, ¢*))—ad(8F (¢, ¢*))} exp{—ad(F (¢, ¢™))}
= exp{—ad(8F (¢, ¢*))}. (4.26)

In Appendix C, a proof of Egs. (4.25) and (4.26) is given.
Due to (4.25), we can present the action S” in the form

exp {%S”(w, so*)} = exp{—[8F (¢, ¢™), Al}

X exp {%S/(tp, <p*)} . 4.27)
Although we need here the infinitesimal functional
3F (¢, ™), the representation (4.27) by itself is valid for arbi-
trary functional 8 F. In turn, the representation (4.27) allows
us the use of the previous arguments concerning the case of
infinitesimal anticanonical transformations and for the state-
ment that the generating functionals Z” and Z’ constructed
with the help of the actions §” and §’, respectively, give the
same physical results.

The next point of our study is connected with the behav-
ior of generating functionals subjected to an arbitrary anti-
canonical transformation. Consider a one-parameter family
of functionals Z'(J, ¢*; a),

Zla)=Z'(J, 9% a)=/d<p exp {%(S’(w, ¢*;a) + Jw)}

= exp {%W’(J, " a) }, (4.28)
exp {%S/(q), @*; a)}

= exp{—alF (¢, ), Al} exp {%S(% w*)} , (4.29)
so that
Z'(() =2, (4.30)
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Taking into account (3.17) and (4.29), we derive the relation

9,2 (a) = ;—Z’(a)BaW’(J, 0" a) = ;—z’(a)aar(w, 0" a)

= —/dweXP {%Jw} [F(p,¢"), Alexp {%S’(w, 788 a)}

= —/dw exp {;—Jw} A (F(w, @*)exp {%S’(w, @ a)}) :

4.31)

By repeating similar calculations which lead us from
(3.17) to (3.23) due to Egs. (3.19), (3.20), and (A.1)—(A.7),
we obtain

0. (p, 9% a) = (F(p, ¢*;a), T(p, ¢*; a)), (4.32)
1
9 *; == d~F N, *
Flp, 9" a) Z/(J’(p*;a)/ PF (9. ¢7)
X exp {Z—(S’(é, @™ a) + J@)} (4.33)
h J=J(p,9*;a)

We will refer to (4.32) as the basic equation describing the
dependence of the effective action on an anticanonical trans-
formation in the field—antifield formalism. In Sect. 5, we
present a solution to this equation.

5 Solution to the basic equation

In what follows below, we will use a short notation for all
quantities depending on the variables ¢, ¢*,

(g, 9% a)=T(a), T(p,¢")=T, Flp,¢"a)=F(a)

5.D
and so on. Then the basic equation (4.32) is written as
0.I'(a) = (F(a), I'(a)) = ad(F (@)l (a). (5.2)

We will study solutions to (5.2) in the class of regular
functionals in a, by using a power series expansion in this
parameter. In the beginning, let us find a solution to this
equation to the first order in a, presenting I'(a) and F(a) in
the form

Ti(a) =T(a) =T +aly + 0(@a?), (5.3)
Fila) = F(a) = éfm(a) + O(a), Fiji(a) = aFi.
5.4)
A straightforward calculation yields the following result:
Cijp= (Fip, ) = ad(F )T (5.5)

Introduce the notation Uj(a) = Fij1(a) = aFy1 and the
functional I';(a) by the rule

I'2(a) = exp{—ad(U1(a))}I'1(a). (5.6)

The dependence of I'>(a) on a is described by the equation

0,2 (a) = (F2(a), '2(a)) 5.7
where
Fa(a) = [exp{—aad(Fij1)}Fi(a) — Finl. (5.8)

It follows from (5.6) that the functional I'; (@) coincides with

I" up to the second order in a,
Ta(a) =T + 0@@®) =T +a’Tap + 0(d). (5.9)

In turn, the functional F;(a) vanishes to the first order in a,

2
Fa(a) = O(a) = Efzu(a) + 0%, Fapla) =a*Fap.

(5.10)

To the second order in a, the solution to (5.7) reads
o = (Fop, ). (5.11)
Then the functional I'3(a) constructed by the rule
['3(a) = exp{—ad(F2(a))}T2(a) (5.12)
coincides with I" up to the third order in a
['3(a) =T + 0(@a®). (5.13)
Introduce the functional I';(a),
['3(a) = exp{—ad(U2(a))}T1(a),

Ux(a) = Fiji(a) + Fapla). (5.14)

Note that I'3(a) coincides with fg (a) up to the third order in
a,

I3(a) = T'3(a) + 0@®) =T + 0(a?)

=T +a’T33 + 0@a"), (5.15)

so that we have
['3(a) = exp{—ad(F22(a))}

x exp{—ad(Fj1 (@)} (a) + O(a®)

= exp{—ad(F22(a)))T2(a) + O (@) (5.16)
due to the relation (B.4). It follows from (5.15) that
3, T3(a) = 3a’T3;3 + 0(a®). (5.17)
On the other hand, we have

3aT'3(a) = (F3(a), I'3(a)) = ad(F3(a))T3(a), (5.18)
where

ad(F3(a)) = — exp{—ad(U2(a))}d, exp{ad(U2(a))}
—exp{—ad(Uz(a))}ad(F1(a)) exp{ad(U2(a))},
(5.19)
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the operators on the right-hand side of (5.19) have certainly
the form of the ones of ad, see Egs. (C.12), (C.15), and (C.7),
(C.8). By using (C.4), (C.9), we derive from (5.19) and (5.18)

2
ad(F3(a)) = —;ad(fm(a))

+ exp{—ad(Fap(a))yad(F2(a))
x expfad(Fap(a))} + O (a?)

3
= ~ad(Fya(p, 9% @) + 0(@),

ad(F3;3(a)) = a*ad(F3)3), (5.20)

[33 = (F353, ). (5.21)

Suppose that on the nth step of our procedure we have
obtained the following relations:

T'(@) = exp{—ad(U,—1(@)}T1(a) =T + O(a")
=T +d"Typ + 0@, Up_i(a)
n—1
=Y Fin(@) = Fin-1n-11(@), (5.22)
k=1
3 Tn(@) = (Fy(a), Tu(a)), (5.23)

fn(a)=0(a">=g (@ +0@™), Fun(a)=a" Fupp,

(5.24)
Fn|n = (fnlna ). (5.25)
We set
Un(a) = Flapni(a@). (5.26)
Then we have
exp{—ad(Fpn(@)}Tn(@) =T + 0@"t"),
[py1(a) = exp{—ad(U,(a))}I'1 (a)
= exp{—ad(Fnju(@))}Tn(a) + 0@ (5.27)
=T+ 0@™) =T +a" " Tyiijnr + 0@ ).
(5.28)

In a similar manner, we derive the equation for I';, 41 (a)
0 Lnt1(a) = (Fut1(a), Tuti(a)), (5.29)

where

ad(Fp41(a)) = —exp{—ad(Uy(a))}d, exp{ad(U,(a))}
+ exp{—ad(U,(a))}ad(F1(a)) exp{ad(Up(a))}.  (5.30)

By the same reasons used at the previous stages, we conclude
that

@ Springer

ad(Fy11(a)) = —Zad(fnm(a))

+ exp{—ad(Fnju(a))}ad(Fp(a))
X exp{ad(]:nln(a))} + O(an)

1
= A F et @) + 0@,
Fostnt1(@) = a7 Fogtpnsts (5.31)
Lottt = (Fattpn+1, 1), (5.32)
I'(a) = exp{ad(U, (a))}T"s+1(a)
= exp{ad (U, (@)}T" + O(a"™). (5.33)

Finally, by applying the induction method, we find that a
solution to the basic equation (5.2) can be presented in the
form

I'(a) = exp{ad(U (a))}T, (5.34)

which is nothing but an anticanonical transformation of I'
with a generator functional U (a) defined by the functional
F(a)in (5.2) as

(0.¢]
Ul@) =Y Fipla). (5.35)
k=1
In this proof, we have found a possibility to express the rela-
tion between U (a) and F(a) in the form

F(a) = —explad(U (a))}dq exp{—ad(U (a))}. (5.36)

In turn, the relation (5.36) can be considered as a new rep-
resentation of the functional (4.33). Let us notice that the
functional U (a) in (5.34) depends on the functional F(a)
only and does not depend on the choice of an initial data
for I'(a). Equations (5.34)—(5.36) just represent the impor-
tant relationship between the ordinary exponential and the
path-ordered one.

Let us state again that the dependence of the effective
action on a finite anticanonical transformation with a gener-
ating functional Y (¢, ®*; a) is really described in terms of
an anticanonical transformation with a generator functional
U (g, ¢*; a). As an anticanonical transformation is a change
of variables in I', in particular, it means that, on-shell, the
effective action does not depend on gauges introducing with
the help of anticanonical transformations.

6 Discussions

In the present article, we have explored a conception of a
gauge-fixing procedure in the field—antifield formalism [1,2],
based on the use of anticanonical transformations of general
type. The approach includes an action (master-transformed
action) constructed with the help of the anticanonical mas-
ter transformation and being non-degenerate. The master-
transformed action is a sum of two terms: one is an action
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subjected to an anticanonical transformation and the other
is a term connected with a logarithm of a superdeterminant
of this anticanonical transformation. This action satisfies the
quantum master equation [13,19] (see also Appendix D). The
generating functionals of the Green functions constructed via
the master-transformed action obey the important property
of the gauge independence of physical quantities on-shell,
and they satisfy the Ward identity. We have found that any
(finite) anticanonical master transformation of an action leads
to the corresponding anticanonical transformation of effec-
tive action (generating functional of vertex functions) pro-
vided the generating functional of Green functions is con-
structed with the help of an anticanonical master action. We
have proved the existence of a generator functional of an anti-
canonical transformation of the effective action. This result
is essential when proving the independence of the effective
action of anticanonical transformations on-shell and, on the
other hand, it may supplement in a non-trivial manner the
representation of anticanonical transformations in the form
of a path-ordered exponential [13].
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Appendix A: Infinitesimal variation of effective action

Here we prove the possibility to present Eq. (3.21) in the
form (3.23). To do this, we introduce the matrix of the second
derivatives of I', T';;, and its inverse, M/,

Fij = 0,8, T = (=D T,

e(lij) = & +¢j, (A1)
MUT =8, (M) = ¢ +¢j,
Mji — (_1)6i8.,‘+8i+6jMij. (Az)
From the Ward identity (2.20) written in the form
Lk - <~
rLr' =0, " =ro e I =0,T, (A.3)
it follows that the relations
(—Dfetar k= (s T Ty,
k*
[} = 9,9,T (A4)

hold. By taking these relations into account, we have

(=D e[y (9, 9] = —=(= 1) T8 e 9, T

= —(=D)FTHHANTY = —(=D7TF Ty (A.3)
and
O X = [0, (p. 9*)18;, X = —(=1)* Ty;0,, X
3. X(J, ¢* = — (=¥ M*y X (@, ¢*).
= 9 /,#9) J=J(p.¢%) =D v @)
(A.6)
Therefore
(=D Teldg Ji 0. 9D 0, XU 90|
= TF Ty MA 3,4 X (9, 0*) =T 9 yrop X (A7)
= kj ok (@, 07) = @i Okt )

Substituting (A.7) in (3.21), we have derived (3.23) for a
variation of I".

Appendix B: Generator of anticanonical transformation

Here we give a proof that any anticanonical transformation
can be described by the corresponding generator ad(F’) in
the sense of (4.18). Firstly, we note that if ZIA 2),1=1,2,
are anticanonical variables,

(Z{2), 28 (2) = (24(2), 28 (2)) = E*®, (B.1)

then the compositions of these variables, Z{,(Z) =
Z{‘(ZZ(Z)) and Zﬁ‘l (Z2) = Zf(Z1 (Z)), are anticanonical
as well. Indeed, we have

— — — < — —
(Z5(2), Z28(2)) = Z{5(2) 8 cEP § pZE(2)
R - <~ - - — - -
= ZMZ) DomlZ¥(2) 8 cECP§ pZY(Z)Doyn 28 (Z)
0
azy
(B.2)

— JE — — _
= Z{(Z)) Dom EMN Doyn ZE (Z2) = E*B, Dyja=

In particular, the variables Z4(Z) = exp{adF(2)}Z{(2)
are anticanonical if Zf‘(A) are anticanonical variables.
Indeed, we have

75(2)=2%(Z2(2)), Z3(Z)=expladF(Z)}Z". (B.3)
Secondly, the next remark is obvious
exp{ad(F1,1(Z; a))} exp{ad(F+1(Z; a))}

= explad(Fjut11(Z; @)} + 0 (a"™2),

k
Fu(Z;a) =)  Fi(Z;a), Fi(Z;a)=d'F(Z). (B4)
=1

Now let ZA(Z;a) = Z{NZ;a) = z4 +az{‘|1(2) +
O(a?) be anticanonical variables with a generating func-
tional Y (¢, ®*; a) = Yi(¢, ®*: @) = ®}¢' —afii(p, ®*)+

@ Springer
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0 (a?). Taking into account (4.2)—(4.4) and (4.6)—(4.8), we
have

Zi(Z) = (F(2), Z%), Fin(2) = fin(p. ¢*) =

(B.5)
ZMZ; a) = explad(F11(Z; a)} Z* + 0(a?). (B.6)
Then we introduce (anticanonical) variables Z?(Z; a,
73(Z; a) = expl—ad(Fi1(Z; )} Z{(Z; a)
=7 +d*Z§,(2) + 0(a?), (B.7)
with the corresponding generating functional
YVa2(p, @ a) = D¢’ —a’ (e, @)+ 0@).  (BI)

As a result, we have

Z5,(2) = (Fp(2), Z%), Fap(2) = fap(e, ¢*) =
(B.9)
Z8(Z; a) = explad(Fap(Z; a)} Z4 + 0(a®) = (B.10)
Z{(Z: a) = explad(F11(Z: a))} 23 (Z: a)
= explad(F11(Z; a))} exp{ad(F22(Z; )} Z* + O(a”)
= exp{ad(Fiop)(Z; @)} Z4 + 0(a?), (B.11)
where the relation (B.4) is used.

Suppose that a representation of anticanonical variables
Zf‘(Z; a) does exist in the form

Z8(Z; a) = explad (Fiu)(Z; @)} Z4 + O (@),

n

ad(Fiun)(Z; @) = Y _ ad(Fip(Z; @)). (B.12)
k=1
Introduce the (anticanonical) variables Z;‘ 1(Z;a),
Z2\(Z: a) = exp{—ad(Fjun)(Z; )} 21 (Z; a)
=2z +a"" 2 (D) + 0@ ). (B.13)

The corresponding generating functional Y;, 1 (¢, ®*; a) has
the form

Yor1(9, @5 a) = @79 —a" ! i 1jns1 (@, @)+ 0@ ).

(B.14)
By the usual manipulations, we find
Zit w1 (Z) = (Futtnr1(2), ZY), Fuijn1(2)
= fat1jnr1(@. 0™, (B.15)

Z(Z; a) = explad (Fyi 11 (Z; )} Z* + O(a"2),
(B.16)
Z{NZ: a) = exp{ad (Fun)(Z; @)} Zit, | (Z: a)
= exp{ad (Fjuja(Z, a))} exp{ad (Fyt1jnt1(Z; a))} 24
+0(a@"*?) = explad (Fint1jnt+11(Z; @)} Z4+ 0 (@"+2).
(B.17)

@ Springer

Applying the induction method, we have proved that an arbi-
trary set of anticanonical variables Z4(Z) can be really rep-
resented in the form (4.18).

Appendix C: Some useful formulas

Consider a set of differential operators ad(A(Z)),
ad(B(Z2)), ..., e(A(Z2)) = 1,e(B(Z)) = 1, ... applied to
any functional M (Z) of anticanonical variables Z = (¢, ¢*)
as the left adjoint of the antibracket. If a multiplication oper-
ation is introduced as the commutator, then this set can be
considered as a Lie superalgebra. Indeed, due to the symme-
try properties and the Jacobi identity for the antibracket, we
have

[ad(A(Z)), ad(B(Z)] = ad(A(Z))ad(B(Z))
—ad(B(Z))ad(A(2)) = ad(Ca|p(2)),
Caip(2) = (A(Z), B(2)), &(Cap(2)) =1,

or, in more detail, by application to M (Z),

(C.1)
(C.2)

(A(Z), (B(2), M(2))) — (B(2), (A(Z), M(2)))

(A(2), (B(2), M(2))) + (B(Z), (M(2), A(2)))

=—(M(2), (A(Z), B(2))) = ((A(Z), B(Z)), M(2))

= ad(Cap(2)M(2). (C3)
Note that the operators under consideration give a good
example of odd first-order differential operations which are
not nilpotent, (ad(A(Z)))? # 0.

It is obvious that
exp{ad(A,41(a))} exp{ad(Afn)(a))}

= explad(Ap+1)(@)} + 0(@"™2), (C4)

Api@) =Y Ax(a), Ai(a) = a* Ay (C.5)
k=1

[see, also (B.4)].
Taking into account a series expansion

exp{ad(A(Z))}ad(B(2)) exp{—ad(A(2))}
= ad(B(2)) + [ad(A(Z)), ad(B(Z))]

1
+ E[ad(A(Z)), [ad(A(Z)),ad(B(Z)]]1+..., (C.6)

using relations similar to (C.1)—(C.3) and the Jacobi identity
for the antibracket, we deduce the identity

exp{ad(A(Z))}ad(B(2)) exp{—ad(A(Z))}=ad(Dar(Z)),

Dap(Z) = B(Z) + (A(Z), B(Z)) (C.7)
1
+ 2—!(A(Z), (A(Z), B(Z)) + ...
= exp{ad(A(Z))}B(2),
e(Dpp(2)) = 1. (C.8)
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The useful identity
X = X(Z;a) =exp{ad(A(Z; a))}9, exp{—ad(A(Z; a))}
= —ad(D4(Z; a)), (C.9)
Da(Z; a) = f(ad(A(Z; a)))0.A(Z; a), (C.10)
f@)=(exp(x)—Dx~", e(A(Z;a)=1, e(Da(Z; a))=1,
(C.1DH

holds, as well. Indeed, let us introduce the operator X (),

X (1) = X(Z: a; 1) = exp{tad(A(Z; a))}dq

x exp{—tad(A(Z;a))}, X(0)=0, X(1)=X. (C.12)
Then we have
0, X (1) = —exp{rad(A(Z; a))}ad(3,A(Z; a))

x exp{—tad(A(Z; a))} = —ad(Cy,a(Z; a; 1)), (C.13)
Co,a(Z; a; t) = exp{tad(A(Z; a))}0,A(Z; a). (C.14)

In deriving (C.13) and (C.14), the identities (C.7) and (C.8)
are used. Using initial data for X (¢), it follows from (C.13)
that

X (1) = —tad(Dy,A(Z; a; 1)),

Dy, a(Z; a3 1) = f(r1ad(A(Z; )3, A(Z; a). (C.15)

We will use the following convention and notation for
applying the operators R and R,

F(R)A(Z)(...) = [F(R)A(Z)I(...), F(R)A(Z)(...)
= F(R[AZ)(.. )], (C.16)

where F(R) = F(x)|x=r, A(Z) is a function, and (...)
means an arbitrary quantity.
Consider a first-order differential operator

e(N*(2)) = e(Zz%),
(C.17)

N(Z)d = N2 (Z2)d4, 04 = —r

VAN
where N4(Z) are some functionals of Z. Let
ZA(Z) = exp{N(2)d} Z*, (C.18)
then we have

exp{N(Z)EA)}ZA exp{—N(Z)é}

1 A A N
=D G IN@I, IN@D, .. IN@2)D, Z*]. Tk imes
k=0 "

= %[N(Z)a]kZA = exp{N(2)0}2* = Z*(2)
- (C.19)
where the relation
[N(Z)d, M(Z)] = N(Z2)dM(Z) (C.20)

is used. In general

exp{N(2)d}g(Z) exp{—N(Z)d}

= exp{N(2)3)¢(Z) = g(2). (C2D)

Consider a more general differential operator than in
(C.18),
L(a) = exp{aM(Z) + aN(Z)d} (C.22)

where M (Z) is a functional of Z and a is a parameter. We
prove that there is a representation of this operator in the form
L(a) = H(Z,a) exp{aN(Z)d} (C.23)

where H(Z, a) is a functional. Indeed, it follows from (C.22)
and (C.23) that

H(Z,a) = explaM(Z) + aN(Z)d} exp{—aN (Z)d}.
(C.24)

By differentiating H(Z, a) with respect to a, one gets the
relation

dn H(Z )
da” 4
= exp{aM(Z) + aN(Z)d}h, exp{—aN(Z2)d},  (C.25)
where
hy = (M(Z) + N(Z)3)hy—1 — hy—1N(Z)d,
ho=1, hy = M(Z). (C.26)

Suppose that h;, 0 < k < n are some functionals, then

Bust = M(Z)hy + N(Z)dhy — hyN(Z)d

= M(Z)h, + N(Z)dh, (C.27)

is a functional, as well. The latter means that all a-derivatives
of H(Z, a) taken at a = 0 are some functionals too and, as
a consequence, H(Z, a) is a functional.

Now we can derive a representation for H (Z, a). We start
with the equation

dH(Z )
—_ ,a
da

= exp{aM(Z) + aN(Z)d}M(Z) exp{—aN(Z)d},
(C.28)

which can be rewritten as
d H(Z,a)

J— ,a

da

= H(Z, a)(exp{aN(Z)d}M(Z) exp{—aN(Z)d})

= (exp{aN(Z)d}M(Z))H(Z, a) (C.29)
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where the relation (C.21) is used. Integrating this equation
leads to

H(Z)=H(Z,1) =expl[f(x)M(Z)],
flx) = exp@) —1
X

Finally, we have

, x = N(2)a. (C.30)

exp{M(Z) + N(2)d} = expl f (x)M (Z)1exp{N (2)d},
x = N(2)d. (C.31)

Appendix D: Master-transformed actions

Here we present a set of properties concerning master-
transformed actions.

Firstly, we prove that an action S’ constructed by the rule
(4.19) from S, being a solution to the quantum master equa-
tion, satisfies the quantum master equation, as well. To do
this, we consider a functional X (Z) and the transformation
X(Z) = X'(Z) = X(Z, 1) of the form

exp {%X(Z, a)}
= exp{—alF(Z), Al}exp {%X(Z)} . X(Z,0)=X(2).

(D.1)

The transformation (D.1) has the property
Aexp {%X(Z)} —0 = Aexp {%X(Z, a)} —0. (D.2)
Indeed, let us introduce a functional

Y(Z,a) = Aexp{%X(Z,a)} R

Y(z,0) = Aexp {%X(Z)} ) (D.3)
Then we have
iY(z, a) = —A ([F(Z), A])exp {iX(z, a)}
da h
= —AF(2)Y(Z,a) (D.4)

where the nilpotency of A operator is used. Integrating this
equation gives

Y(Z,a) = exp{—aAF(Z)}Y(Z,0) =
Aexp {%X(Z, a)} — exp{—aAF(Z))A exp {%X(Z)} .
(D.6)

(D.5)

Secondly, to prove the presentation of (4.20), we consider
(D.1) in more detail. Note that

[F(z), Al = (AF(Z)) — ad(F(Z)), {D.7)

@ Springer

and we have the following identification of (D.7) with the
functions M (Z) and the operator N A(Z2)d, from (C.23):

M(Z) = —-AF(2), NA(Z)BA =ad(F(2)). (D.8)
It follows from (C.31) that
X' =explad(F(Z))}X +ihf(ad(F(Z)))AF. (D.9)

In the right-hand side in (D.9), the first term is an anticanon-
ical transformation with finite fermionic generator F, while
the second term is a half of a logarithm of the Jacobian of
that transformation, up to (—i#). It is obvious that the inverse
statement holds as well: the validity of the relation (D.9)
implies Eq. (D.1).

Now we show that the equality holds of

exp{—[F2(Z) + Fi1(Z), Al}

= exp{—[F2(2), Al}exp{—[F1(Z), Al}, (D.10)
where F>(Z) is determined by the relation
exp{lad(F2(2)) + ad(F1(Z))]}
exp{—ad(F1(2))} = exp{ad(F2(2))}. (D.11)

The existence of Eqs. (D.10) and (D.11) means that transfor-
mations generated by exp{—[F (Z), A]} and exp{ad(F (Z))}
obey a group property.

Consider anticanonical transformations generated by the
fermionic functions F(Z), F1(Z) + F>(Z), and F>(Z)

Z{NZ) = explad(F((2))} 2", Z8(2)

= exp{[ad(F2(Z)) + ad(F1(Z2))]} 24, (D.12)
ZiMZ) = explad(F2(2))} 24, (D.13)
Then, due to (D.11), we have

73(Z) = explad(F2(2)))
explad(F1(2))}2* = Z{(22(2)). (D.14)
For a given action S(Z), the relations
S1(Z) = expl{ad(F1(2))}S(Z) = S(Z,(2)), (D.15)

$2(Z) = exp{[ad(F2(Z)) + ad(FI(Z))}S(Z) = S(Z2(Z))
= S(Z1(22(2)) = explad(F2(Z))}S1(Z) (D.16)

hold. Using the chain rule and multiplication rule for superde-
terminants, one obtains for the logarithm of the superdeter-
minant of the anticanonical transformation (D.14)
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- A <~
In sDet[Z5(Z) 0 ]

<«

=1In sDet[ Z{'(22) 8 zc (Z_QC(Z)%_B]
2285 2C2)

= In sDet[(Z{'(22) 9 2p)(2)]
—A P
+ In sDet[Z4(Z) D p]
= exp{ad(F2(2))} In sDet [(Z4(Z2) 9 5)]
+ In sDet [Z4(2) D g]. (D.17)

Consider the action S} constructed from an action S with the
help of anticanonical master transformation with the gener-
ator functional Fy + F> (D.12). We obtain

y ih - A <~
SH(Z) = $2(Z) — 03 In sDet[Z5(Z) 0 B] (D.18)

vyhere S2(Z) is defined by the first equality in (D.16), and
Z? is given by the second equality in (D.12). It follows from
(D.17) and (D.18) that

, ih SA S
S4(Z) =explad (F>(Z))) SI(Z)_?IH sDet[Z{(Z) 0 B]
ih A NS
—Eln sDet[25'(Z) 0 p]

, ih -4 <~
= exp{ad(F2(2))}S1(Z) — ) In sDet[Z25(Z) 0 ],

(D.19)

where S| is the master-transformed action S under the anti-

canonical transformation of variables Z with the generator

functional F(Z), and, as aresult, S} is presented as a master-

transformed action S’ corresponding to the anticanonical

master transformation of Z with the generator functional 7>,

1.e., in the form of successive anticanonical master transfor-
mations. From (D.19) we deduce the relations

exp(—[F2(2) + F1(Z), Al}exp {%S(Z)}
= exp{—[F2(2), Aljexp {;—SHZ)}

= exp{—[F2(2). Al} exp{—[F1(Z), Al} exp {%S(Z)}
(D.20)

being valid for arbitrary functional S(Z). The latter proves
the relation (D.10).
Finally, we give a proof of the relation

%ln sDet [ZA <8_B]
= —f@d(F))AF, Z" =explad(F)}Z*, (D.21)

used in the representation of the master-transformed actions
(3.10) and (4.20). To do this, we introduce a one-parameter
family of anticanonical transformations

ZA(a) = exp{aad(F)}Z4, (D.22)

and the corresponding set of logarithms of superdeterminants
- A <«
D(a) = In sDet[Z"(a) 0 B]. (D.23)

Consider anticanonical transformations with an infinitesimal
variation of the parameter a,

738 = Z%(a + sa) = exp{(a + Sa)ad(F)} Z4, (D.24)
and functionals
A - A <«
D(a + éa)=In sDet[Z5 9 p] = In sDet[Z" (a + da) 0 g].
(D.25)

Taking into account the Egs. (D.10), (D.11), (D.12), and
(D.13), we have the following identification:

Fy=aF, F,=248aF, F,=3daF (D.26)
and the representations up to the second order in §a
exp{ad(F)a} = 1 + aad(F) + O((8a)?),
28 = 77 4+ 8aF 9 cECA 2
2 = alF d ¢ + 0((6a)?), (D.27)

SAS S CAS 2
In sDet[23' 0 ] = 8asTr[F 0 cECA 8 gl + 0((8a)?)
= —28aAF + 0((5a)?). (D.28)

From (D.27), (D.28), and (D.17) follows the differential
equation for D(a),

9,D(a) = ad(F)D(a) —2AF, D(0) =0. (D.29)
Let us seek a solution to this equation in the form
D(a) = exp{aad(F)}Di(a), D;1(0) =0. (D.30)
Then we obtain
0, D1(a) = —2exp{—aad(F)}AF (D.31)
and
Di(a) = —2aexp{—aad(F)}f(aad(F))AF + C,

C =D(0) =0. (D.32)
Finally, we find
D(a) = —2af (aad(F))AF, In sDet[Z* <8_3]

=D(1) = -2f(ad(F))AF. (D.33)

Appendix E: Factorization of the Jacobian of anticanon-
ical transformation

For the sake of completeness of our study of anticanonical
transformations, let us present here a simple proof of the fac-
torization property of the grand Jacobian of an anticanoni-
cal transformation within the field—antifield formalism [1,2].
The result is known at least since Ref. [18] of Batalin and
Vilkovisky, although the proof was omitted therein.

@ Springer



270 Page 14 of 16

Eur. Phys. J. C (2015) 75:270

We will proceed with the use of antisymplectic Darboux
coordinates Z* in the form of an explicit splitting into fields
¢' and antifields ¢7,

A =o', o),

so that

e(ZY =ea, e(¢)) =e(@)+1, (EI)

(Z4, 28y = EAB, (EAB) =ep +ep+ 1, (E2)

where E48 is a constant invertible antisymplectic metric with

the following block structure:

01

AB _

E®" = <—I 0) (E.3)
and the antisymmetry property

EAB — _(—1)eatDies+l) pBA, (E4)

Let F = F(Z) be a fermion generator of an anticanonical
transformation,

74 — ZA(t) = exp{rad(F)}Z*,

ZAt=0) =24 Z*={(2', o). (E.5)
ZA satisfies the Lie equation
iZA =(F,Z"; (E.6)
dt 9 YAl .

where F = F(Z) = F(2).
Let us consider the (grand) Jacobian, J(¢), of the anti-
canonical transformation (E.5),

- A <«
J(t) = sDet[Z” () 0 B, (E.7
together with its logarithm

- A <
InJ(t) = sTr In[Z”(¢) 0 B]. (E.8)
By using (E.6) and the relations
ZAT T ) =6p (200 2T ) =5,

(E.9)

which are valid for any invertible transformation Z4 —
zZA, together with the formula for a §-variation,

§sTrinM = sTeM~'sM, (M~ HAMS =54,  (E.10)

we derive the equation for In J:
d a2 d o«
d—an =sTr | (Z7 0 C)_(Z d B)

= (D29 @) (ZC D 0
= (=D (ZA ) ((F. 29T )
= —(=1)°¢(3 52" A(ZC, F)

= —(=1)*¢§ a(ZC, F) = —2AF, (E.11)

@ Springer

where the operators A, A are defined* by
1
A=Ay = E(—1)8A3A(ZA, )

1
= 5(—1>8A8AEABaB,

A = A = exp{ad(t F)}A exp{ad(—t F)}. (E.12)

Here 04 and 9 denote the partial ZA- and ZA-derivative,
respectively.
Now, let J, be the Jacobian in the sector of fields,

: <~
Jp(1) = sDet[®' (1, ¢, p™) 0 ], (E.13)
together with its logarithm,

; <~
In Jy(1) = sTr In[D' (7, ¢, ¢*) 0 |1, (E.14)

where 9; denotes the partial ¢'-derivative. In what follows
below, the symbols d; and 9** with barred indices, will be
used to denote the partial ®*- and &7 -derivatives, respec-
tively. To get the t-derivative of In J, one needs the inverse

to the matrix @' 8
Let us consider an antlcanomcal transformation in the sec-
tor of fields,

O, ¢, ")

Let us resolve that equation for initial fields ¢/, with ¢ and
q‘);" kept fixed,

P — o = (E.15)

¢ =9 (t, D, 9", (E.16)
so that
¢ (1, D1, 9,9, %) = ¢’ (E.17)
It follows from (E.17) that the relation

i Y k Y i
(@ (1, D,97) 0 (D1, 0, 97) 9 ;) =6 (E.18)

holds, because the initial fields ¢i are inverse functions to
(1, ¢, ¢*) at the fixed values of # and ¢;. From now on,

the variables &', &7 are considered as functions of ¢, oL oF,

while the fields ¢’ are functions of #, &7, ¥, so that the short
notation will be used naturally,

¢ @.¢") =9, (¢ ¢") =,
it ¢, 9") = D} (E.19)
Now, we derive the following equation for In Jy:
d - = 1 L — T — -
—1InJy=—AF — — (=) F g * g
dr e 2( )
<~  <—
x [(®;, 0 )" 3 p) — (k < m)(=D)*]. (E.20)

4 Notice that in (E.11) we mean just the second equality (E.12) so as to
define the transformed operator A. That definition is maintained by the
two following motivations: it respects both the nilpotency property and
the multiplicative composition AG = AG, G = G(Z), with arbitrary
function G = G(Z).
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In turn, let us consider the quantity
Tjk = (@50 (@' 0 p) — (P 0 1)(@" 9 (=D,
(E.21)

Then, by multiplying (E.21) subsequently from the right by
the two Jacobi matrices accompanied with a special sign fac-
tor, we have

T (%9 (@15 ) (— 1)

= (_a)lcbj)(cbj <8_m) —(m < (=), (E.22)

The latter can be rewritten in the form
<~  <— )

,-k<<1>k 9 )(®/ 0 m)(—1>8 el

= ( El z<1>*)(<I>J 9 m) — ( Fl 1<1>’)(d>* m) (E.23)
Now, let us introduce the quantity

= sC -p<

Lap=(0aZ")Ecp(Z~ 9 B), (E.24)

where E 4p is the inverse to EA5, with the following block
structure:

Eap = (? 0’) E(Eap) =ea+ep+ 1 (E25)
and the antisymmetry property
Eap = —(=D)"*P Epy. (E.26)
Notice that the field—field components of (E.24),

Lij = (3 :0p)(@F 5 ) — (7 ;050 9 1), (E27)
do coincide with (E.23). By taking the relation
z4, 28, =z % C)ECD( J 528) = EAB (E.28)

into account, we have
E*Leg = (24,2 ;Lcs
= (249 EP(D 525) (T p2F)ErG(Z°79 )
— 4% —)ECDaDEFG(zG 0 B)

= (249 2)(ZC % p) = 5. (E.29)
The latter implies®
Lagp = Eap, Lijj=0. (E.30)

Thus, we obtain the equation for the Jacobian Jy in the sector
of fields,

d - -

—InJy, = —AF. E.31

ar e E301
In the same way, we derive the equation

d - -

—InJypx = —AF (E.32)

dr

5 The same result follows via z-differentiation of (E.21) and the use of
the Lie equation (E.6).

for the Jacobian Jy in the sector of antifields,

Jg (1) = sDet [®F (1, ¢, ¢ 9 ],
= STr In[®F (1. ¢, %) D /1.

In J¢* (t)
(E.33)

It follows from (E.11), the initial data (E.5), (E.31), and
(E.32) that

Jp = Jye = JV2, (E.34)
and, finally, we have the factorization property,
J = JpJgpr. (E.35)

It seems to be rather useful to mention here the main prop-
erties of the grand Jacobian J of anticanonical transforma-
tions, within the field—antifield formalism. Let Z4 — Z4
be an anticanonical transformation with a fermion generator
F.

Consider Eq. (E.11) as rewritten in the form

d -
—InJY? = —AF,

" (E.36)

where the A-operator is defined in (E.12). A formal solution
to (E.36) has the form

InJ'2 = —[(exp{ad(t F)} — 1)/ad(F)]AF. (E.37)
It follows immediately from (E.12) that
%A = exp{ad(t F)}[ad(F), Alexp{ad(—tF)} =

= ad(—exp{ad(t F)}AF) = %ad(ln J1?y, (E.38)
which implies®
A=A +ad(lnJ"?). (E.39)

That is just the transformation property of the A operator
under anticanonical transformation. Further, it follows from
(E.36) that

_d

A—(nJ'?) =0. (E.40)
dr

By substituting (E.39), we get

drJ1

— = JY2, I +AamJY?| =0, (E.41)

dr [ 2

which implies

Aexp{ln J'/?} = A(J?) =0. (E.42)

That is just the antisymplectic counterpart to the Hamiltonian
Liouville theorem [13,18].

6 The same result follows from (E.12) and the use of the anticanonical
invariance of EA5.
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