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Abstract

We exhibit a new method of constructing non-Lorentzian models by applying a method
we refer to as starting from a so-called seed Lagrangian. This method typically produces
additional constraints in the system that can drastically alter the physical content of the
model. We demonstrate our method for particles, scalars and vector fields.
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1 Introduction and Summary of the Results

Theories without relativistic symmetries have recently attracted a renewed interest, see for ex-
ample [1-3] for recent reviews. This is motivated by their relevance to many physical situations
in e.g. applications to condensed matter physics [4,5], hydrodynamics [6-8] and gravitational
problems [9-14]. They have also featured prominently in non-relativistic variants of hologra-
phy [15-17]. In this work we shall be concerned with two types of structures that arise from
breaking Lorentz invariance and the interplay of these two structures.!

The first instance is the Galilean limit of small velocities compared to the speed of light
and where the time coordinate becomes absolute in the sense that it is not affected by the
boost symmetries. The corresponding Galilei algebra is given in (2.4) below and well known to
be a contraction of the relativistic Poincaré algebra [22]. The Galilei algebra can be centrally
extended to the Bargmann algebra that also appears in many non-relativistic systems where the
extension is related to a mass scale.

1See [18-21] for discussions and classifications of all possible kinematic algebras in dimensions bigger than
24+ 1.



The second instance is the Carrollian limit where the speed of light is formally small compared
to the characteristic velocities of the system [10,13,14,23-27]. The associated Carroll algebra
can also be obtained by a contraction of the Poincaré algebra [28,29] and is given in (2.10). In a
Carrollian setting space becomes absolute in that it is not affected by Carrollian boosts. There
is no central extension of the Carroll algebra in D > 2 space-time dimensions. One can consider
a non-central extension (by a derivation) that is dual to the Bargmann algebra. This algebraic
correspondence was discussed recently in [30].

From the above description of these two non-Lorentzian structures it is clear that there is
a formal relation between the algebras of Galilei and the Carroll (both without extensions) in
D = d + 1 space-time dimensions under the formal interchange of space and time?

T+—t. (1.1)

This type of relation has been studied for example in [32] and for d > 1 spatial dimensions
it is clearly only a formal relation.® For d = 1 it becomes exact and includes also the central
extensions of the algebras, see for example [21,33].% We discuss the case of extensions in
appendix A.

The mapping is also reflected at the level of the (repeated) action of the boost generators on
the space and time coordinates. Denoting the Galilei and Carroll boosts by dg and dc we have
that

64% = 0g(ft) =0 (Galilei) ,
64t = 6c(B-1) =0 (Carroll) , (1.2)

where 5 labels the parameter of the (Galilei or Carroll) boost. We can also write these equations
as

r—t—0 (Galilei) ,
t— 2 —0 (Carroll) . (1.3)

under the respective boosts. The fact that the boosts of these non-Lorentzian structures are
(two-step) nilpotent is due to the contraction of the Lorentz boosts that turn an orthogonal
matrix into a triangular (unipotent) one.

The central point of this paper is that one can use the formal relation between Galilei and
Carroll, together with the nilpotency, to construct new non-Lorentzian systems from known
ones. The connection is different from ones discussed in previous literature [31,32,35].

To explain our procedure, we consider a Carroll-invariant Lagrangian L that we shall refer
to as a seed for a Galilei-invariant Lagrangian. Applying the usual Galilei transformations dg
will not be an invariance of the seed Lagrangian L¢ since dqLc # 0. However, there are cases

In [31] there is the notion of ‘Carroll time’ s that is given by s = Cct. In this paper, we set ¢ = C' = 1 and
therefore s = t and we will always use the letter ¢ for the time coordinate.

3This relation should be distinguished from the Bargmann and Carroll duality introduced in [31].

4This type of mapping can be generalized to the case where we include corrections to the Galilei and Carroll
algebras [34]. It can also be generalized to cases with higher-dimensional foliations [32,35].



where it is possible to add terms Lé involving new Lagrange multipliers variables x to Lc such
that 0q(Lc + Lé) = 0. The new terms added modify the dynamics, but ensure invariance of
the system. A sufficient condition for this procedure to work is that the non-vanishing variation
da L of the seed Lagrangian L can be written as a product where one factor is invariant under
the Galilei transformations and the other factor can contain terms that are not invariant.

In the non-Lorentzian context this condition is often met because of the two-step nilpo-
tency (1.3) since the boost transformation of any variable is proportional to a variable with
vanishing boost transformation. Therefore, we expect to be able to find a supplementary term
LY, that makes the extended system invariant under Galilei transformations. The same argu-
ment applies when taking as a starting seed a Galilei Lagrangian Lg that then is made Carroll
invariant by adding a term LY, to it.

We show that this procedure of starting from a seed Lagrangian works in a variety of cases,
starting from particle models, over scalar field theories to p-form gauge theories where also
Yang—Mills is included. Some of the models we construct in this way are new to the best of
our knowledge and we give some preliminary analysis of their physical significance. It would
be very interesting to extend our analysis to gravity, possibly producing new non-Lorentzian
gravitational models beyond the ones already known [8,10,14,25,27,36, 37].

As the procedure involves Lagrange multipliers, the new dynamics has additional constraints
and we therefore find non-Lorentzian models with and without constraints [32]. In many cases we
can also think of the different models as being of electric or magnetic type where this distinction
is related to a dominance of time derivatives over space derivatives or vice versa. However, as
will become clear from our analysis, this terminology is less unique than the distinction in terms
of theories with or without constraints.

We shall also show that the models with constraints can often be related to another con-
struction of non-Lorentzian models that naturally induces systems with Lagrangian multipliers.
This construction can be called the quadratic divergence trick and was studied in [38]. The
version we require applies whenever the Lagrangian has a divergence w?X? quadratic in some
contraction parameter w — oo, with X any expression in terms of the fields. We can control this
divergence by introducing a Lagrange multiplier x for every (component of) X as follows [38]:

1
wrX? — ——2X2 —2xX. (1.4)
w

Integrating out the algebraic y from the expression on the right reproduces the original La-
grangian w?X?, so that classically this is a completely equivalent description of the system
before taking the limit. However, in the replaced theory we can take the limit w — oo and
then are left with a Lagrange multiplier term —2x.X that enforces a new constraint in the con-
tracted theory which now has different dynamics and invariances. The relation between these
two constructions will be explained in section 4.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In section 2 we study world-line models and show
how the seed Lagrangian method produces new non-Lorentzian models. The same approach is
then applied to scalar field theories in section 3 and to p-form fields in section 4.



2 Particle models

We start our discussion with the interplay of the well-known massless Galilean particle model
[39,40] and the time-like Carroll particles [24,31] that both have the same space-time dynamical
variables [32,34]. Later we will see how the time-like Carroll particle can be used as a seed to
construct a new massless Galilean particle. The construction is possible due to the introduction
of Lagrange multiplier variables that restrict the dynamics of the new massless Galilean particle.
As we will see an analogous construction for a new timelike Carroll particle can be done starting
with the ordinary massless Galilei particle. An analysis of the massive Galilei particle, relying
on the centrally extended Galilei algebra, can be found in appendix A.

We work in flat D-dimensional space-time with signature (— + +...+) and indices a =
1,...,d label the (flat) spatial directions, where D = 1 + d. The Planck constant, the velocity
of light ¢ and its Carrollian analogue C' [28,31] will be set to one, i = ¢ = C =1 in this work.

2.1 Magnetic massless Galilei particle

We start by considering the spinless massless Galilei particle that depends on the ordinary phase
space variables. It carries so-called ‘colour’ [39] that we denote by m. The canonical Lagrangian
is (see also [40])

oo oL €
Lypng=-Et+p-7— 3 (p2—m2) , (2.1)

the dot derivative here is with respect to a dimensionless world-line parameter 7. The mass-
shell constraint only depends on the spatial momentum, this is the reason we call the particle a
magnetic massless Galilei particle. The Lagrangian (2.1) is invariant under the Galilei transfor-
mations

dqr® = € — w®zy + B, dat =17, (2.2a)
dap® = —w"py, S E = Bpa, (2.2b)
along with dge = 0. The transformation of the momentum variables (E,p) follows from invari-
ance of the symplectic structure terms of (2.1). The parameters (e%, n, 5¢ ,w[“b]) are constant

and parametrise spatial translations, time translations, Galilei boosts and spatial rotations,
respectively. In analogy with (1.3) we see that we have a two-step nilpotency

E—p—0 (2.3)

under Galilei boosts. Note in particular that dgp = 0 under boosts and that the momenta are
invariant under the translations €* and 7.



The algebra of symmetries of the magnetic Galilei particle is the Galilei algebra without
central extension
- 5bc ad — 5ac<]bd - 5deac + 5adec )
5bc 5acBb )
5bc 5ach )

[ ab7
[ abs
[ abs

[ abs

ed] =
B] =
T} =
H] =
[Ba, By]
]
| =
]

= [Ta, H] =0, (2.4)

where J,;, (anti-symmetric parameter wg,) are the so(d) spatial rotations, B, (parameter 5%)
the commuting Galilei boosts, T, (parameter €*) the spatial translations and the Hamiltonian
H (parameter n) corresponds to time translations.
Even though it is standard, we briefly present the canonical analysis for the Lagrangian (2.1).
Denoting all conjugate momenta with a letter m, we have the primary constraints®
Tp=Te=7,=0, m=FE, m=p" (2.5)
The final Dirac Hamiltonian is
€
Hp = 3 (p2 - mz) + meA(T), (2.6)
where A\(7) is an arbitrary function of 7. Stability of the primary constraints implies the sec-
ondary constraint 2 — m? = 0 from the evolution of 7, = 0. The other primary constraints
in (2.5) form second-class pairs and therefore do not appear in the Dirac Hamiltonian. Work-
ing in d spatial dimensions there are then 4 + 2d constraints in total among which there are 2
first-class constraints corresponding to world-line reparametrisation invariance. Therefore the
total count of degrees of freedom in phase space is 2 X (3+2d) —2 x 2 — (24 2d) = 2 x d. This
number is composed out of the 2 x (d — 1) components of the (Z,p) sector (since p? = m?) and
the 2 x 1 degrees of freedom of the pair (¢, E') and these two sectors decouple.
An important comment on the interpretation of the 2 x (d — 1) degrees of freedom in the

(%, p) sector is in order. Since the constraint p? = m?

is in Euclidean space, making it second-
class is inconsistent with fixing the reparametrisation to 7 = t. Rather one has to consider a
‘Euclidean evolution’ 7 = z! (say) and the reduced d— 1 degrees of freedom can be considered as
transverse to this choice of Euclidean direction, for an analogous situation for a non-relativistic
non-vibrating string see [41,42].

We note that we could replace the mass-shell constraint p> —m? = 0 by an arbitrary potential
V(p?) that would lead to the same counting of degrees of freedom (as long as the derivative of
the potential is non-zero at the origin). Since p'is Galilei boost invariant, this modification also

preserves non-relativistic Galilei invariance.

5We follow the convention that 7 = _ﬁ and g = —8—7 while the other conjugate momenta are defined

with a plus sign. These definitions are due the symplectic part of the canonical actions.



2.2 Electric massive Carroll particle

The canonical Lagrangian for a time-like massive Carroll particle [24,31] is
Lec = —Et+p- x—a( E* +m?) . (2.7)

where t is the Carrollian time [28,31] and we recall that we set ¢ = C = 1. We call (2.7)
the electric Carroll particle since the mass-shell constraint only depends on the energy. The
Lagrangian (2.7) is invariant under the Carroll transformations

Sor® = e — w®xy, Sop® = —wpy + B E, (2.8a)
Sct=n+0-7, ScE=0. (2.8b)
The einbein is invariant dce = 0. In analogy with (1.3) we have the two-step nilpotency relation

pP—E—=0 (2.9)

under Carroll boosts.
The algebra of these transformations is the Carroll algebra

[ ab7

cd] = Obedad — dacdbd — ObdJac + dadJbe ,

[Jab, Ke] = 6pe Ko — 0acKy,

[Jab> ]=5bc a — 0acTy,

[ ab ]
[Ka, K] =

(Ko, Tp) = —5abH

(Ko, H] =

[To, Tp] = [Ta,H] =0. (2.10)

The Carrollian boosts are called K, in order to distinguish them from the Galilean ones.
The Carroll Lagrangian (2.7) and Carroll transformations (2.8) can be obtained from the
corresponding ones of the magnetic massless Galilei case (see (2.1), (2.2)) under the map [32,34]

t+— T, p— —F. (2.11)

Besides the global transformations (2.8), the Lagrangian also enjoys a gauge-invariance asso-
ciated with world-line reparametrisations. In order to exhibit this and to illustrate the physical
content, we perform a canonical analysis of (2.7). We assume e # 0 and F # 0 to work at a
generic point in phase space.

Denoting the canonical momenta of the variables by 7, we have the primary constraints

g=0, m—E=0, 7w,=0, 72—-p*=0, 7w =0. (2.12)
The final Dirac Hamiltonian is

(=E% +m?) + Aemre (2.13)



and the stability of the primary constraints leads to the secondary constraint
~E?*+m?=0. (2.14)

There are no further constraints. The total number of constraints is therefore 4 + 2d if one also
takes the vector indices in d space dimensions into account. Among these, two are first-class
and the remaining 2 4+ 2d constraints are second-class. This leads to the expected total number
of 2 x (34 2d) —2 x 2 — (24 2d) = 2 x d physical degrees of freedom in phase space. These are
completely due to the variables (Z,p). The equations of motion of (2.7) indeed force Z and p to
be constants whose arbitrary values parametrise the physical phase space. The constancy of &
reflects the well-known fact that a time-like Carroll particle does not move.

Taking into account also the gauge transformation of the Lagrange multiplier, we arrive the
following gauge transformations of the variables appearing in (2.7):

Sre =\, Ot = \E (2.15)

while the other variables in (2.7) are gauge-invariant. The generator of the gauge transformation
is

G:Awe+%(—E2+m2). (2.16)

Similar to the case of the magnetic massless Galilei particle, we could also allow for more
general dispersion relations of the form V(E) — m? = 0. This does not influence the counting
of degrees of freedom as long as V(E) is not constant. Moreover, it preserves Carroll invariance
since dcFE = 0.

2.3 Electric massless Galilei particle

We now come to the application of the strategy outlined in the introduction that generates new
non-relativistic Lagrangians from seed Lagrangians. For a two-step nilpotency of the form (2.3)
and canonical Lagrangians of the form

Lo =—Ei+p-Z— H(e, E,p) (2.17)

the strategy is guaranteed to work in general since

0H

dgLc = ———=
clc OE

0GE = ——ﬁ Pa = —0c(X"Pa) (2.18)
for dgx® 6“ . Therefore Lg = Lc + x%p, is Galilei invariant. A similar reasoning applies
when starting from a Galilei invariant Lg of a similar form due to the two-step nilpotency (2.9).

Our first example to illustrate this is to take as the seed Lagrangian the electric massive
Carroll particle (2.7) with constraint E? — m? = 0. Clearly this mass-shell constraint is not
invariant under the Galilei transformations (2.2) since

c(E* —m?) =2E3 - p (2.19)



However, it is proportional to 7 for which we know that dgp = 0, see (2.3). We can therefore
construct a new invariant mass-shell constraint by adding a Lagrange multiplier ¥ term to the
constraint via

E?—m?—-2¢-p=0. (2.20)
If the transformation of the new variable ¥ is given by
SaX = EP, (2:21)

the new constraint (2.20) is Galilei boost invariant. Note that in this case in order to have
the Galilei invariance of the canonical Lagrangian we need to introduce a Lagrange multiplier
variable ¥ that restricts the dynamics to p = 0. This restriction of the dynamics is a general
feature of the procedure based on the nilpotency of the transformations. Note moreover that
the new variable Y extends the two-step nilpotent chain to a three-step chain:

X—>E—=p—0. (2.22)

With this new Lagrange multiplier we can write the action of the electric massless Galilei
particle as

Legz—Ei+ﬁ~éc‘—§(E2—m2—2>z.ﬁ) . (2.23)

In order to elucidate the dynamical content of the Lagrangian (2.23) we again perform a
canonical analysis. For simplicity, we make the field redefinition Y* = ex® in order to disentangle
the two Lagrange multipliers. The canonical momenta dual to the variables (E,t,p®, z%, e, x%)
are all constrained by primary constraints that read explicitly

=0, m—-E=0, m,=0, 7p—-p"=0, 7m=0, 7%=0. (2.24)

There are two secondary constraint given by
E?—m?=0, p*=0. (2.25)

There are no further constraints and we work at a generic point in phase space, meaning that we
assume that e # 0 and p'# 0. Among the total of 4 4 4d constraints there are 2 + 2d first-class
and 2 + 2d second-class constraints. This leads to a total number of 2 x (3 +3d) — 2 x (2 +
2d) — (2 + 2d) = 0 degrees of freedom. Thus, there are no propagating dynamics contained
in the Lagrangian (2.23). This result is not surprising since the Lagrange multipliers e and ¥
force all variables to constant values and there are no non-trivial solutions of the equations of
motion then. Yet another way of arriving at this conclusion is by integrating out the fields that
appear algebraically by using their equations of motion. After integrating out (E, x%, p®, e). the
Lagrangian reduces to a total derivative, also showing that there are no dynamics contained in
it.
For completeness, we also record the gauge transformations of (2.23):

(5)\756 = }\, 5)\7515 = —)\E, (5)\75)211 = d’a, 5)\751"1 = —O’a, (5)\751)& = 0, (5)\75E =0. (2.26)



Here, A and ¢ are arbitrary functions of the world-line parameter.

We note that, since the equation of motion for ¥ enforces p'= 0 on-shell, the transformation
of E under a Galilei boost is zero on-shell, see (2.2). This means that we can define a modified
Galilei boost by adding a trivial transformation, following the general pattern dp; = dor+ay J%
for any anti-symmetric ayy, where ¢ ranges over all fields in the action. In the present case,
we can arrange this to arrive at

g(;E =0, S(;)Z =—f3-. (2.27)

All other transformations in (2.2) remain unchanged. Since now FE is invariant under this
modified Galilei boost, there is no longer any reason to use the free non-relativistic dispersion
relation E? — m? and we could substitute £ by an arbitrary function V(E) while maintaining
invariance under Galilei boosts. This again does not modify the invariances or the counting of
degrees of freedom.

More generally, the Lagrangian (2.23) is invariant under the transformations

Sax* = BEB* —wxp — wiips (2.28)
where w® simply represents the usual spatial rotations while w?lb) = w%ﬂ is a seemingly new

transformation that does not act on (E,p®). It is trivially a symmetry since L varies into
—14L

dxa
the equations of motion, the symmetry is actually a trivial, or zilch, symmetry of the system.

w?lb)papb = 0 under it. Since p* = e is proportional to an anti-symmetric combination of

It also arises in the commutator of two boost transformations on :

(081> 05, X = (B5 81 — B B5)Ps = 0oy X° (2.29)

with O'Ellb) = 2ﬁ£a g]. We can think of (2.29) as an example of an open algebra.

2.4 Magnetic massive Carroll particle

Now we will construct a Carroll invariant particle with Lagrange multiplier starting from the
magnetic Galilei invariant Lagrangian (2.1) as a seed. The mass-shell constraint is 2 —m? = 0.
It is not invariant under the Carroll transformations (2.8)

Sc(p? —m?) =2p- B, (2.30)

but is proportional to E which is invariant under Carroll transformation, see (2.9). Therefore
we can again add a Lagrange multiplier term to obtain a magnetic massive Carroll-invariant

action

Lnc=-Ei+p -2 (@F*—m?-2x E). (2.31)

e
2
The Carroll boost transformation of x is given by

—

dex=r-8, (2.32)



again giving rise to a three-step nilpotency
X—=p—FE—0. (2.33)

We again perform a canonical analysis after redefining the Lagrange multiplier as ¥ = ex
and working at a generic point in phase space, in particular e # 0. All variables (E,t,p%, 2% e, X)
give rise to primary constraints

ng=0, m—-E=0, n,=0, n;—-p"=0, 7m=0, my=0. (2.34)
Their stability entails the secondary constraints
p2-m?=0, E=0. (2.35)

Among the total of 6 4+ 2d constraints there are 4 first-class constraints and 2 + 2d second-class
constraints. This leads to a total of 2x (4+2d)—2x4—(24+2d) = 2x (d—1) propagating degrees
of freedom as expected from the Carroll tachyon [13,34]. This can be again be interpreted in
terms of a Euclidean evolution, similar to the magnetic massless Galilei case. By contrast, the
magnetic massless Galilei particle had 2 x d degrees of freedom since the energy E could take
any constant value there, whereas here it is constrained to £ = 0.

We also record the gauge-invariances of (2.31)

ot =A, Ogt=X, OoX=0, Oor®=0p", 0hop"=0, 6,E=0. (2.36)

Similarly to the electric Galilei case, we could introduce modified Carroll boosts d¢ by adding
trivial transformations such that

—
—

. < &
docp =0, dcx = —ﬁT . (2.37)

Moreover, there is the possibility of using a modified dispersion relation by replacing p? in the
mass-shell constraint by an arbitrary function of p.
The commutator of two Carroll boosts on x is

[5ﬁ1 ) 652] x=0. (2’38)

There is no new transformation occurring in this case, unlike (2.29) where a trivial transforma-
tion arose. The symmetry algebra of the magnetic massive Carroll particle is therefore the usual
Carroll algebra (2.10) and is closed, just like in the electric case.

3 From the world-line to field theory

In order to construct scalar field theories from the above particle Lagrangians, in particular from
the mass-shell constraints, we realise the momenta as differential operators on the scalar field ¢.
In particular, we will think of p, and E as derivatives —id,¢ and i = 10y¢. The field theories
without Lagrange multipliers arise from enforcing the mass-shell constraints by sandwiching
with the real scalar field.
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3.1 Magnetic Galilei scalar field

The scalar field theory corresponding to (2.1) is obtained from the constraint p% — m? = 0. In
fact, following the Dirac procedure the constraint implies the wave equation for the scalar field

(t, T)
(0,0" + m?) ¢(t, %) = 0. (3.1)

This wave equation can be derived from the Lagrangian
1 = a 2 - 1 2 Lo =2
£mG = 5@(75,3)) (aa8 +m ) ¢(t7$) = _E(aaQS(tv:E)) + 5771, qb(t,x) . (32)

This Lagrangian can also be obtained from the non-relativistic limit of a tachyonic relativistic
Klein-Gordon field [3]. The Galilei boost gE = - § from (2.2) translates into the following
transformation of the field:

oap =15"0q9, (3-3)

which is the corresponding transport term associated to the Galilean boosts in configuration
space. For completeness, we also list the transformation of the field under the remaining elements
of the Galilei algebra, each parametrised by their own parameters,

op¢ =1tp30ud, or¢ = €049, (3.4a)
OH D) =N, 85100) = wza0p0 . (3.4b)

Let us remark on the fate of the nilpotency (1.3) of the Galilei transformations in field theory.
Clearly, the behaviour (3.3) under boosts is not two-step nilpotent. But since this is solely the
transport term of the nilpotent Galilei boost in configuration space, this is the correct field
theory analogue. This fact will be crucial for finding another Galilei-invariant theory below.

We also note that, since the variable ¢ is a spectator variable in the Lagrangian (3.2), the
proper evolution equation is to be thought of as Euclidean, similar to the particle case in sec-
tion 2.1.

3.2 Electric Carroll scalar field

The scalar Carroll field theory corresponding to (2.7) is obtained from the constraint £?2 —m? =
0. The wave equation for the scalar field ¢(¢,Z) is
(02 +m?) ¢(t,7) = 0, (3.5)

The Lagrangian of scalar field theory corresponding to the massive Carroll particle La-
grangian (2.7) is

Lec = %@5 (07 —m?*] ¢ = %(5@)2 - %m2¢2 (3.6)

11



so that this dynamics is unrestricted. This Lagrangian can also be obtained from a non-
relativistic limit of a relativistic massive Klein-Gordon field [3].
The Lagrangian is quasi-invariant under the Carroll transformations

Sxd =7 - B, or¢ = €0, (3.7a)
8o =ndy, 870 = w®z,0p0 . (3.7b)

A canonical analysis here gives two physical degrees of freedom in phase space which is
reasonable in view of section 2.2.

3.3 Electric Galilei scalar field

We now apply the strategy outlined in the introduction to the Galilei and Carroll field theories
above. The seed Lagrangian for obtaining another Galilei theory is the Carroll scalar Lagrangian
(3.6) which is not invariant under the Galilei transformations (3.4). In order to get Galilei
invariance as for the particle case we add the field theory analogue of the term Y - p to the seed
Lagrangian. We have

1 1. 1
Log = 50 (—0F —m?) 6 = X"0u6 = 507 — Sm6? — X"0u0. (33)
This is (quasi-)invariant under (3.3) and

Sax® =t BPpx" + 5. (3.9)

The transformation of x¢ can be understood as follows. The first term is the ‘translation term’
that comes from the transformation of the argument of the field just as in (3.3) while the second
term can be understood from (2.21). This is in agreement with the corresponding construction
in the particle model and the reinterpretation of the nilpotency of the boost transformation.
More explicitly, ignoring the transport term, we have

X" = ¢ = 9ap — 0. (3.10)

Instead of applying the canonical formalism to study the number of degrees of freedom (per
spatial point) of the Lagrangian (3.8), we look at the solutions of the equations of motion

d+m2p—0,x*=0, 0,0=0. (3.11)
The second of these implies that ¢ is only a function of time ¢ which then by the first implies

that 9,x? is also only a function of time. The most general solution can then be written as

1 .

O 7) = 6(t), x°(6.7) = 500 (30 +mP6(1)) + a%(0) + Ot 7), (3.12)

where ¢(t) and a“(t) are arbitrary functions of time while 7,(¢,Z) is an arbitrary function of
space and time and we have written this term for D = 3 4 1 for simplicity.

12



The Lagrangian (3.8) has a gauge invariance under the local transformations

Ond = DAY, Sx® = A+ m2A\?, (3.13)
where the gauge parameter has to satisfy 9,0,A\?(,#) = 0. This in turn means that
1
At ) = 2ot f(1) + " (1) + e®CAyh(t, T) (3.14)

which implies that the solution (3.12) is gauge-equivalent to the trivial solution. Therefore, there
are no local bulk physical degrees of freedom contained in the field theory described by (3.8).
This is in agreement with the particle model analysed in section 2.3. It would be interesting
to investigate the possible boundary degrees of freedom that can arise by imposing appropriate
boundary conditions.

3.4 Magnetic Carroll scalar field

In this case the seed Lagrangian is the Galilei invariant scalar theory (3.2), which is not invariant
under the Carroll transformation (3.7). In order to get Carroll invariance we add the field theory
analogue of the term x E in the particle case. We have

Luo = =5 (0u0) + 56 — X016 (3.15)

Note that we have a restriction on the dynamics due to presence of the variable x.
The boost transformations are

Scp=F-Toho,  dox=p Tdx— 50 (3.16)

and leave the Lagrangian quasi-invariant. The first terms in the transformations of ¢ and x
correspond to the transport terms due to the Carroll transformation. The second term of the
transformation of x is the field theory implementation of the particle transformation of the
variable x, dox =p'" E

Note that in this case the Lagrange multiplier can be understood as the momentum of ¢,
X = —Ty, and the action (3.15) can be written as

L = ik — 5 (000)” — m?) (317)

which for m = 0 is an agreement with the magnetic Carroll Hamiltonian action of [26].
Let us also consider the equations of motion associated with the field theory (3.15):

0,0%+m2p+x =0, &=0. (3.18)

The last constraint signifies that ¢(¢,Z) only depends on # and therefore x also only depends
on Z. The most general solution can then be written as

O(7) = 6(F),  X(t,7) = —t (0,0°6(F) + m6()) + a(7) (3.19)

for arbitrary ¢(Z) and a(Z) of the spatial position.

The action (3.15) has no gauge invariance and therefore there are two independent quantities
per spatial point. The theory therefore describes propagating degrees of freedom just as the
particle model discussed in section 2.4.
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4 Vector fields and p-forms

In this section we extend the discussion from the scalar field theories in the previous section to

vector field theories and, even more, to non-linear Yang-Mills theories and p-form field theories.

We will take a slightly different approach here where we consider Maxwell theories in the presence
of gravity.

Our starting point is the following Lagrangian describing Maxwell’s theory coupled to general
relativity:

By = —2 EF A EPAEY g E7BF, F, 4.1
rel—_Z A B pwvtpo - ()

Here EMA is the Vierbein field, £ = det EMA and F,, = 0,A, — 0,A, is the usual Maxwell
field strength. This Lagrangian corresponds to the following equations of motion and Bianchi
identities:

DBFg =0, Dy Fpe) =0, (4.2)

where Dy = E4*D,, and D,, represents a Lorentz-covariant derivative with D, Fap = 0,Fap +
2QM[ACFB}C. The action corresponding to the Lagrangian (4.1) and the equations of motion (4.2)
are invariant under the following general coordinate transformations, local Lorentz rotations and
U(1) gauge transformations with parameters &#, A4g and A, repectively:

0A, = E00A,+ 0,45+ 0,A, (4.3a)
SEA = 0B+ 0,80 + M pE,P. (4.3b)
which imply the transformation rules
0Fu = €0rFu + 20,6 Fyy, (4.4a)
OE = O\(EE). (4.4b)

To define a non-Lorentzian limit we will first redefine the gravitational fields and the Maxwell
gauge field thereby introducing a (dimensionless) contraction parameter w and next take the limit
by taking w — oco. Making use of these redefinitions we first consider the vector field analogue
of the magnetic Galilei and electric Carroll scalar field theories discussed in the previous section.
They lead to non-Lorentzian theories without a Lagrange multiplier and, therefore, without
constraints. Next, we will consider the analogues of the electric Galilei and magnetic Carroll
scalar field theories that do contain a Lagrange multiplier. We will show that the results obtained
by taking a limit using the quadratic divergence trick (1.4) are the same as the ones that can
be obtained by applying the seed Lagrangian method.

4.1 Magnetic Galilean Maxwell

To define the Galilean limit and derive the resulting symmetries, we redefine the Vierbein field
E,* and the Lorentz parameters A4P as follows [10]:
1
Galilean redefinition : EMO =wr,, E,S"=eS ", Ely= 57“, Et, =e¢e!y, (4.5a)
A% =it A = 2 (4.5b)
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Here, the flat Lorentz index was split according to A = (0, a) and we have introduced the boost-
type parameter 3. We furthermore relabel A, = a,. These redefinitions lead to the following
boost transformation rules (omitting the transport terms)

1 a a
0Ty = w—zﬁae“ , ot = —pB%*, , (4.6a)
1
56“(1 - ﬁaT/J, ’ 56“‘01 == _wz Tuﬁa ) (46b)

such that in the limit w — oo we are left with the following non-trivial transformation rules:
darh = —=p%",, daeu = B, (4.7)

The subscript G serves as a reminder that these are the boosts after the contraction to the
Galilei symmetry (up to transport terms). We note that, after taking the limit, the boosts are
two-step nilpotent on 7# and e, similar to (2.3).

Substituting the Galilean redefinitions (4.5) into the relativistic Lagrangian (4.1) we obtain
the following redefined Lagrangian®

_ 1 1
e L = +ﬁ7'u7'yfuafua y fabfab7 (4.8)

where e = det(7,,e,%) and fop = et ey” fu with fu, = 0ua, — Oya,. Note that this is still
a relativistic Lagrangian that is invariant under the relativistic boost transformations given in
egs. (4.6a) and (4.6D).

Taking the limit w — oo, we obtain

1
-1 b
e LmG—Maxwell = _Z eaueapebl/e of,ul/fﬁcry (4'9)

that is invariant under the following boost transformations:”

Sgen® = o7, . (4.10)

Decomposing also the curved indices according to u = (¢,7) and imposing the following gauge
fixing conditions corresponding to a flat spacetime

=0, et =0, e = 8%, (4.11)

we obtain the following flat spacetime magnetic Galilean Maxwell Lagrangian:

1
£mG—Maxwell,ﬂat = _Z fabfab . (412)

The boost symmetries of this Lagrangian are the residual transformations of the gauge fixing
conditions (4.11):
9"+ B* =0, (4.13)

SWe have ignored an overall factor of w due to the fact that E~* = w™te ™! which can be absorbed by making
an additional redefinition of the Maxwell field.

"We do not give the general coordinate transformations and the spatial rotations since these are manifest.
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which gives a transport term with £€* = —t 8% or (note that ag is absent in the Lagrangian.)
dgap = —t30cay,  —  0Gfab = —tBOcfap - (4.14)

Due to the absence of the field ag in the flat spacetime Lagrangian (4.12) there is an emergent
Stiickelberg symmetry dag(z) = p(z) while the field equation corresponding to ag does not follow
from the non-relativistic Lagrangian (4.12). The situation is very similar to what happens when
taking the limit of Neveu—Schwarz gravity where the Poisson equation of the Newton potential
is missing [43]. The single missing equation of motion in this case is the equation V-E=0
which is obtained by taking the limit of the relativistic equations of motion. Denoting the
missing equation of motion with M and denoting the set of three equations of motion that do
follow from the non-relativistic Lagrangean (4.12) with NR, the complete set of non-relativistic
equations of motion form a reducible but indecomposable representation under Galilean boosts
which means that under boosts the missing equation of motion M transforms to the equations
of motion NR but not the other way around. In other words, we have the following chain:

M — NR — 0. (4.15)

The flat spacetime case discussed here is precisely the magnetic Galilean Maxwell theory
discussed in [44]. It is called magnetic since in the limit the magnetic field dominates over the
electric field:

1
FOa: aany Fab:fab (4'16)

We have shown how this theory can be coupled to Galilean gravity. The authors of [44] also
discuss a second so-called electric limit where the electric field dominates the magnetic field.
This case is not included in our discussion.

4.2 Electric Carrollian Maxwell
In the Carrollian case we redefine the gravitational fields as follows [10]:
Carrollian redefinition : EM0 = w_lTu, E) " =e, Etg=wr! EFy =€y, (4.17a)
A% = yige ) A% = gab, (4.17b)
Combining this Carrollian redefinition with the gauge field redefinition
A, =wla, (4.18)

we obtain the following Lagrangian:

_ 1 1 _
e L =~y fuaf = 307 fanf (4.19)

which, after taking the limit w — oo leads to the following electric Carrollian Maxwell La-
grangian:

_ 1 o
e LoC Maxwell = —§T“T”€pa€ *fupfvo - (4.20)
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Ignoring transport terms, this Lagrangian is invariant under the following Carroll boost trans-
formations with parameter f3,:

dcty = Baey®,  0cm™ =0, dce, =0, dcely=—BuT". (4.21)

Imposing the same gauge-fixing conditions (4.11) as in the Galilean case, we obtain the following
flat spacetime Lagrangian [31] (see also [26,45])

1
L eC—Maxwell flat = _§f0af0a' (4.22)

Under Carroll boost transformations, this flat spacetime Lagrangian only transforms with a
transport term under time translations with parameter &' given by ¢! = —f3%,,.

Although the Lagrangian (4.20) only depends on the electric field, there seems to be no
emerging Stiickelberg symmetry in this case.

4.3 Electric Galilean Maxwell

As an alternative to the seed Lagrangian approach, we now consider a second Galilean limit
that involves on the one hand the same Galilean redefinition (4.5) of the gravitational fields but
on the other hand makes use of the following different gauge field redefinition:

A, =way. (4.23)
This leads to the following Lagrangian:
-1 1 W, v a 1 2 ab
e Ly = +§T T f,uafz/ - ZW Jan [, (4'24)

with f,, = dya, — Oya,. Applying the quadratic divergence trick (1.4) we obtain after taking
the limit w — oo the following electric Galilean Maxwell Lagrangian:

1 1
€ 1£0G—Maxw011 = +§TMTVeapeanupra + §Xab fab (4’25)

Note that f,, = eqs''ey” F), is invariant under boosts because e, is boost-invariant. The first
term in the above Lagrangian transforms under boosts as:

+ BbfabTVeanua (426)
which is canceled by the following boost transformation of the Lagrange multiplier:
dax® = +2plerretlvyf, . (4.27)

Alternatively, the transformation rule of the Lagrange multiplier Yy can be obtained by first
determining its transformation rule before taking the limit where the Lagrange multiplier can
be solved for as x® = —w?f% or

S = —u25 b — —wzé(e“[ae”b}fw) . (4.28)
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Substituting the boost transformation of e#® before taking the limit as given in (4.6b) and next
taking the limit w — oo one obtains precisely the transformation rule (4.27).
One may verify that the commutator of two boost transformations, with parameters 8¢, 55,

on the Lagrange multiplier x® closes up to a trivial symmetry with parameter c% = —g®® given

by
Sax® =olof ) with o =48 (4.29)

For a flat spacetime the Lagrangian (4.25) reduces to

1 1
L eG—Maxwell flat = +§f0af0a + §Xab fab (4.30)

Under boosts all fields now transform with a transport term which adds up to a total derivative.
Besides these transport terms we also have

dcap = —B%ay — Ocfoa = —Bfra, and Sax® = +28f" (4.31)

such that the boost transformation of the first term in (4.30) cancels against the boost transfor-
mation of the second term. Note that the first term in this Lagrangian is precisely the electric
Carrollian Maxwell seed Lagrangian (4.20). The second Lagrange multiplier term in (4.30) is
needed to compensate for the non-Galilean boost invariance of the leading fo, fo® term whose
boost variation under Galilean boosts is proportional to f,,. In contrast, fo, is already invari-
ant under Carrollian boosts and, therefore, the corresponding electric Carrollian Maxwell seed
Lagrangian (4.20) is given by the fo,fo® term only.

4.4 Magnetic Carrollian Maxwell

Substituting the Carrollian redefinitions (4.17) of the gravitational fields into the relativistic
Lagrangian (4.1) and relabeling A, = a, we obtain the following Lagrangian:

_ 1 1
€ 1ﬁrcl = _§w27—u7—ufuafua - Z fabfab . (4’32)

Applying the quadratic divergence trick (1.4) thereby introducing a Lagrange multiplier x* and
taking the limit w — oo, we obtain the following magnetic Carrollian Maxwell Lagrangian:

_ a_v 1 a
€ 1£mC—Maxwoll =XT fl/a - Z fabf b7 (433)

which in flat spacetime yields the Lagrangian

1
ﬁmC—MachH,ﬂat = Xaan - Z fabfab ) (434)

We identify the second term as the magnetic Galilean Maxwell seed Lagrangian (4.9). This
alternative seed method of constructing new Galilean or Carrollian Maxwell theories is based
on the following transformation property of the Maxwell curvature tensor under Galilean and
Carrollian boosts in curved spacetime:

Galilean boosts : foa — fa — 0, (4.35a)
Carrollian boosts:  fap — foa — O. (4.35b)
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Starting from the magnetic Galilean Maxwell Lagrangian (4.9), we see that this Lagrangian
is indeed invariant, due to property (4.35a), under Galilean boosts but that, due to property
(4.35b), the same Lagrangian transforms under Carrollian boosts to a term proportional to foq.
Since, according to property (4.35b), fo, itself is invariant under Carrollian boosts, such a term
can always be cancelled by adding a term x®fo, to the Lagrangian where x“ is a Lagrange
multiplier that transforms under Carrolian boosts such that the Lagrangian is invariant. This
leads to the magnetic Carrollian Maxwell Lagrangian (4.33) where the Lagrange multiplier x
transforms under Carrolian boosts (ignoring the standard transport term) as follows:

Sex® =By [ (4.36)

4.5 Yang—Mills

The results obtained in this section on Maxwell can be easily generalized to the Yang—Mills
case. The only place where one has to be careful is when we perform the Maxwell gauge field
redefinition A, = wilau and make use of the fact that the Lagrangian is quadratic in the fields.
The same overall scaling of the Lagrangian can be obtained in the Yang—Mills case by making
an additional redefinition of the Yang—Mills coupling constant G

G =g/wtt, (4.37)

such that
F/fu = Tt 151/ with flf,/ = 28[ua£} + gfIJKa/{a,{{. (4.38)
We note that Carrollian limits of abelian and non-abelian gauge theories have been studied
in [46] and more recently in [45] where several models have been obtained by a different method.

Some of the models obtained there agree with our results.

4.6 p-forms

The analysis above can be repeated for an (abelian) anti-symmetric p-form potential A, . .,
with relativistic field strength F,, .., = (p + 1)6[M1AM2"'MP+1}. The relativistic Lagrangian in
flat space is

1

L, = —WFM..MH

Frubpi (4.39)

This theory can be coupled to gravity in the standard way, but we shall not display this coupling
explicitly and content ourselves with the final flat space expressions.

Since the analysis is parallel to the one for the Maxwell field with p = 1 we only state the
final results. The magnetic Galilei limit is

1

LinGop, flat = _mfal'“%ﬂ fera, (4.40)

while the electric one becomes

1
ﬁeG—p, flat — 2_p'fO¢11...apf0a1map + Xal"'ap+1fa1...ap+1 . (441)

(p+1)!
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The Carrollian limits are for the electric case
1

Oay...
EeC—p, flat — _Zp!anl...apf a1---Gp ) (4-42)
while the magnetic one is
E _ 1 at...ap+1 1 ay...ap 4 43
mC-p, flat — _2(p + 1)!fa1...ap+1f + HX anl...ap . ( . )

For p = 0, these theories reduce to the ones in section 3 in the case m = 0. For p = 1, we
re-obtain the Maxwell theories discussed in the beginning of this section.
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A Massive Galilei as a seed

In this appendix, we consider the massive Galilei particle whose symmetry algebra is the
Bargmann algebra that is the central extension of the Galilei algebra (2.4) by a central gen-
erator M appearing in the commutator

[Ba, Py] = 0apM . (A.1)
The canonical particle Lagrangian for mass m > 0 is given by

Ly =—-Ei+p 7~ - (2mE —p?) , (A.2)

NN

showing the standard non-relativistic energy of a massive particle.
The Bargmann boosts now act as

opx® = [, op* = mpB*, (A.3a)
Spt =0, SgE =37 (A.3D)

along with dge = 0. Comparing these transformations with (2.2) we see that the transformation
of p® has changed and that now there is a three-step nilpotency

E—p*—m-—0. (A.4)

The symplectic term is no longer strictly invariant but transforms into a total derivative. This
gives rise to modified Noether charges, implying a central in their algebra as shown in (A.1).
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Treating the Lagrangian (A.2) as a seed, we can apply the Carroll transformations (2.8)
(without any deformation for general D) to it and obtain

dcLp = ef - pE = dc (XE) (A.5)
if the thus introduced Lagrange multiplier y transforms as
Sox=el -7 (A.6)

as before. Here, we relied again upon the two-step nilpotency of the Carroll transformations (2.8)
since there is no central extension of the Carroll algebra for D > 2.
Therefore we conclude that the Lagrangian

. . e
LC:—Erurf—ime—ﬁ%—xE (A.7)
is invariant under Carroll transformations. Performing a canonical analysis one finds no degrees
=2
of freedom. This can be traced back to the constraints now including £ = £— = 0, implying

P = 0 which is stronger than the condition encountered for the magnetic massive Carroll particle
in section 2.4.

We also consider the opposite direction, i.e., starting from a Carroll-invariant Lagrangian
and aim to make it Bargmann-invariant. For illustration, we start from the time-like massive
Carroll theory (see (2.7))

and consider the action of the Bargmann boosts (A.3) on it (up to total derivatives):
0pLec = eEOgE = eEB%p,, . (A.9)

Since p, is not invariant under Bargmann boosts, we cannot make this Lagrangian invariant by
adding a single Lagrange multiplier x* as in section 2.3. This is also reflected in the three-step
nilpotency (A.4). The resolution is to introduce two Lagrange multiplier variables x* and ¢ in
the form

. Lo e
L = —Et—|—p-:1:—§ (—E2—|—m2) — X*Pq — My (A.10)
with Bargmann boost transformations
opx* = eEp%, oy = —B%a - (A.11)

This system is invariant under Bargmann boosts but has no physical degrees of freedom. The
variables now form a five-step nilpotent chain under boosts

o —x*'—E—p*—m—0. (A.12)

This method of resolving the invariance of a Lagrangian with a three-step nilpotency can be
generalised to n-step chains in a straight-forward manner.
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For 141 dimensions, the Carroll algebra also admits a central extension and the isomorphism
between unextended Galilei and Carroll extends to this case. The map (2.11) can be applied to
the Bargmann Lagrangian (A.2) in 1 4+ 1 dimensions to yield

. . e
Lextc = —Et +pt + 5(2mp + E?) (A.13)
which reduces to
mi?
Lextc = —— . Al4
extC 2 ( )

on a physical branch after integrating out the auxiliary variables.

References

[1] K. T. Grosvenor, C. Hoyos, F. Pena-Benitez and P. Suréwka, “Space-Dependent Symmetries
and Fractons,” Front. in Phys. 9 (2022), 792621 [2112.00531 [hep-th]].

2] G. Oling and Z. Yan, “Aspects of Nonrelativistic Strings,”
Front. in Phys. 10 (2022), 832271 [2202.12698 [hep-th]].

[3] E. Bergshoeff, J. Figueroa-O’Farrill and J. Gomis, “A non-lorentzian primer,”
[2206.12177 [hep-thl].

[4] D. T. Son and M. Wingate, “General coordinate invariance and conformal invari-
ance in nonrelativistic physics: Unitary Fermi gas,” Annals Phys. 321 (2006), 197-224
[cond-mat/0509786].

[5) D. T. Son, “Newton-Cartan Geometry and the Quantum Hall Effect,”
[1306.0638 [cond-mat.mes-halll].

[6] L. Ciambelli, C. Marteau, A. C. Petkou, P. M. Petropoulos and K. Siampos,
“Covariant Galilean versus Carrollian hydrodynamics from relativistic fluids,”
Class. Quant. Grav. 35 (2018) no.16, 165001 [1802.05286 [hep-th]].

[7] N. Poovuttikul and W. Sybesma, “First order non-Lorentzian fluids, entropy production
and linear instabilities,” Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) no.6, 065007 [1911.00010 [hep-th]].

[8] A. C. Petkou, P. M. Petropoulos, D. R. Betancour and K. Siampos, “Relativistic fluids,
hydrodynamic frames and their Galilean versus Carrollian avatars,” JHEP 09 (2022), 162
[2205.09142 [hep-th]].

[9] G. Dautcourt, “PostNewtonian extension of the Newton-Cartan theory,”
Class. Quant. Grav. 14 (1997), A109-A118 [gr-qc/9610036].

[10] E. Bergshoeff, J. Gomis, B. Rollier, J. Rosseel and T. ter Veldhuis, “Carroll versus Galilei
Gravity,” JHEP 03 (2017), 165 [1701.06156 [hep-th]].

22


http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3389/fphy.2021.792621
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.00531
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3389/fphy.2022.832271
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.12698
http://arxiv.org/abs/2206.12177
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1016/j.aop.2005.11.001
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0509786
http://arxiv.org/abs/1306.0638
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1088/1361-6382/aacf1a
http://arxiv.org/abs/1802.05286
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.102.065007
http://arxiv.org/abs/1911.00010
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2022)162
http://arxiv.org/abs/2205.09142
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1088/0264-9381/14/1A/009
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/9610036
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP03(2017)165
http://arxiv.org/abs/1701.06156

[11]

D. Van den Bleeken, “Torsional Newton—Cartan gravity from the large ¢ expansion of
general relativity,” Class. Quant. Grav. 34 (2017) no.18, 185004 [1703.03459 [gr-qc]].

D. Hansen, J. Hartong and N. A. Obers, “Gravity between Newton and Einstein,”
Int. J. Mod. Phys. D 28 (2019) no.14, 1944010 [1904.05706 [gr-qc]].

J. de Boer, J. Hartong, N. A. Obers, W. Sybesma and S. Vandoren, “Carroll Symmetry,
Dark Energy and Inflation,” Front. in Phys. 10 (2022), 810405 [2110.02319 [hep-th]].

A. Campoleoni, M. Henneaux, S. Pekar, A. Pérez and P. Salgado-Rebolledo, “Magnetic Car-
rollian gravity from the Carroll algebra,” JHEP 09 (2022), 127 [2207.14167 [hep-th]].

M. Taylor, “Non-relativistic holography,” [0812.0530 [hep-th]].

S. A. Hartnoll, “Lectures on holographic methods for condensed matter physics,”
Class. Quant. Grav. 26 (2009), 224002 [0903.3246 [hep-thl].

J. Zaanen, Y. W. Sun, Y. Liu and K. Schalm, “Holographic Duality in Condensed Matter
Physics,” Cambridge Univ. Press, 2015.

H. Bacry and J. Lévy-Leblond, “Possible kinematics,” J. Math. Phys. 9 (1968) 1605-1614.

H. Bacry and J. Nuyts, “Classification of Ten-dimensional Kinematical Groups With Space
Isotropy,” J. Math. Phys. 27 (1986), 2455.

J. M. Figueroa-O’Farrill, “Kinematical Lie algebras via deformation theory,”
J. Math. Phys. 59 (2018) no.6, 061701 [1711.06111 [hep-th]].

J. Figueroa-O’Farrill and S. Prohazka, “Spatially isotropic homogeneous spacetimes,”
JHEP 01 (2019), 229 [1809.01224 [hep-th]].

E. In6ni and E. P. Wigner, “On the Contraction of groups and their represenations,”
Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci. 39 (1953), 510-524.

M. Henneaux, “Geometry of Zero Signature Space-times,” Bull. Soc. Math. Belg. 31 (1979),
47-63 PRINT-79-0606 (PRINCETON).

E. Bergshoeff, J. Gomis and G. Longhi, “Dynamics of Carroll Particles,”
Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014) no.20, 205009 [1405.2264 [hep-th]].

J. Hartong, “Gauging the Carroll Algebra and Ultra-Relativistic Gravity,”
JHEP 08 (2015), 069 [1505.05011 [hep-th]].

M. Henneaux and P. Salgado-Rebolledo, “Carroll contractions of Lorentz-invariant theo-
ries,” JHEP 11 (2021), 180 [2109.06708 [hep-th]].

D. Hansen, N. A. Obers, G. Oling and B. T. Sggaard, “Carroll Expansion of General
Relativity,” SciPost Phys. 13 (2022) no.3, 055 [2112.12684 [hep-th]].

23


http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1088/1361-6382/aa83d4
http://arxiv.org/abs/1703.03459
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1142/S0218271819440103
http://arxiv.org/abs/1904.05706
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3389/fphy.2022.810405
http://arxiv.org/abs/2110.02319
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP09(2022)127
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.14167
http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.0530
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1088/0264-9381/26/22/224002
http://arxiv.org/abs/0903.3246
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1063/1.1664490
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1063/1.527306
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1063/1.5016288
http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.06111
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)229
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.01224
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1073/pnas.39.6.510
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1088/0264-9381/31/20/205009
http://arxiv.org/abs/1405.2264
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2015)069
http://arxiv.org/abs/1505.05011
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2021)180
http://arxiv.org/abs/2109.06708
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.13.3.055
http://arxiv.org/abs/2112.12684

28]

[32]

33]

[42]

[43]

J.-M. Lévy-Leblond, “Une nouvelle limite non-relativiste du groupe de
Poincaré,”  Annales de UIH.P. Physique théorigue 3 (1965) mno. 1, 1-12.
http://archive.numdam.org/item/ATHPA_1965__3_1_1_0/.

N. S. Gupta, “On an analogue of the Galilei group,” Nuovo Cim. A 44 (1966) no. 2, 512-517.
J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, “Lie algebraic Carroll/Galilei duality,” [2210.13924 [math.DG]].

C. Duval, G. W. Gibbons, P. A. Horvathy and P. M. Zhang, “Carroll versus Newton and
Galilei: two dual non-Einsteinian concepts of time,” Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014), 085016
[1402.0657 [gr-qcl].

A. Barducci, R. Casalbuoni and J. Gomis, “Confined dynamical systems with Carroll and
Galilei symmetries,” Phys. Rev. D 98 (2018) no.8, 085018 [1804.10495 [hep-th]].

J. Gomis, D. Hidalgo and P. Salgado-Rebolledo, “Non-relativistic and Carrollian limits of
Jackiw-Teitelboim gravity,” JHEP 05, 162 (2021) [2011.15053 [hep-th]].

J. Gomis and A. Kleinschmidt, “Infinite-Dimensional Algebras as Extensions of Kinematic
Algebras,” Front. in Phys. 10 (2022), 892812 [2202.05026 [hep-th]].

E. Bergshoeff, J. M. Izquierdo and L. Romano, “Carroll versus Galilei from a Brane Per-
spective,” JHEP 10 (2020), 066 [2003.03062 [hep-th]].

O. Fuentealba, M. Henneaux, P. Salgado-Rebolledo and J. Salzer, “Asymptotic struc-
ture of Carrollian limits of Einstein-Yang-Mills theory in four spacetime dimensions,”
[2207.11359 [hep-th]].

P. Concha, C. Henriquez-Baez and E. Rodriguez, “Non-relativistic and Ultra-relativistic
Expansions of Three-dimensional Spin-3 Gravity Theories,” [2208.01013 [hep-th]].

J. Gomis, J. Gomis and K. Kamimura, “Non-relativistic superstrings: A New soluble sector
of AdS5 x S%” JHEP 12 (2005), 024 [hep-th/0507036].

J.-M. Souriau, Structure of Dynamical Systems: A Symplectic View of Physics (translated
by C. H. Cushman-de Vries), vol. 139 of Progress in Mathematics. Birkhduser, Cham, 1997.

C. Batlle, J. Gomis, L. Mezincescu and P. K. Townsend, “Tachyons in the Galilean limit,”
JHEP 04 (2017), 120 [1702.04792 [hep-th]].

C. Batlle, J. Gomis and D. Not, “Extended Galilean symmetries of non-relativistic strings,”
JHEP 02 (2017), 049 [1611.00026 [hep-th]].

J. Gomis and P. K. Townsend, “The Galilean Superstring,” JHEP 02 (2017), 105
[1612.02759 [hep-th]].

E. A. Bergshoeff, J. Lahnsteiner, L. Romano, J. Rosseel and C. Simsek, “A non-relativistic
limit of NS-NS gravity,” JHEP 06 (2021), 021 [2102.06974 [hep-th]].

24


http://archive.numdam.org/item/AIHPA_1965__3_1_1_0/
http://arxiv.org/abs/2210.13924
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1088/0264-9381/31/8/085016
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.0657
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.98.085018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1804.10495
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2021)162
http://arxiv.org/abs/2011.15053
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.3389/fphy.2022.892812
http://arxiv.org/abs/2202.05026
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2020)066
http://arxiv.org/abs/2003.03062
http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.11359
http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.01013
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2005/12/024
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0507036
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP04(2017)120
http://arxiv.org/abs/1702.04792
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2017)049
http://arxiv.org/abs/1611.00026
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2017)105
http://arxiv.org/abs/1612.02759
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2021)021
http://arxiv.org/abs/2102.06974

[44] M. Le Bellac and J. M. Lévy-Leblond, “Galilean  Electromagnetism,”
Nuovo Cim. B 14 (1973) 217-234.

[45] M. Islam, “Carrollian Yang-Mills Theory,” [2301.00953 [hep-th]].

[46] A. Bagchi, R. Basu, A. Kakkar and A. Mehra, “Flat Holography: Aspects of the dual field
theory,” JHEP 12 (2016), 147 [1609.06203 [hep-th]].

25


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02895715
http://arxiv.org/abs/2301.00953
http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2016)147
http://arxiv.org/abs/1609.06203

	1 Introduction and Summary of the Results
	2 Particle models
	2.1 Magnetic massless Galilei particle 
	2.2 Electric massive Carroll particle
	2.3 Electric massless Galilei particle
	2.4 Magnetic massive Carroll particle

	3 From the world-line to field theory
	3.1 Magnetic Galilei scalar field
	3.2 Electric Carroll scalar field
	3.3 Electric Galilei scalar field
	3.4 Magnetic Carroll scalar field

	4 Vector fields and p-forms
	4.1 Magnetic Galilean Maxwell
	4.2 Electric Carrollian Maxwell
	4.3  Electric Galilean Maxwell
	4.4  Magnetic Carrollian Maxwell
	4.5 Yang–Mills
	4.6 p-forms

	A Massive Galilei as a seed

