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We propose that models with spacetime subsystem symmetry are connected to Lorentz invariant
models via the Carrollian limit. In this way, a recently proposed model with spacetime subsystem
symmetry was readily reproduced together with its conserved charges. We then couple this model
to a dynamical Abelian gauge field and Carroll gravity. Our procedure can be applied in arbitrary
dimensions and paves the way to construct new models with spacetime subsystem symmetry.

In recent years, it has become evident that the Carroll
symmetry provides a new set of tools to explore various
phenomena that were previously not considered from a
symmetry viewpoint. Initially introduced as the Poincaré
group in the limit of vanishing speed of light (c → 0)
[1, 2], the characteristic feature of Carrollian physics is
that a Carroll particle cannot move. This ultra-local be-
havior has been proposed to explain the vanishing of the
Love numbers for the Schwarzschild black hole [3], the
inflationary regime in the early universe [4] and frac-
tons [5, 6]. The notion of Carroll geometry can also
be introduced in a similar manner by taking the c → 0
limit of a Lorentzian metric [7] which has been shown
to arise in physics of null hypersurfaces [8–11] utilized to
study the dynamics of black hole horizon [12]. Further-
more, when extended with the conformal generators, the
Carroll group is known to be isomorphic to the Bondi-
Metzner-Sachs (BMS) group [13] which plays a central
role in flat space holography [14–17] and in the IR be-
havior of gravity [18, 19].
In this paper, we aim to connect Carroll symmetry to

another corner of physics. We show that continuum field
theory models exhibiting the spacetime subsystem sym-
metry are Carrollian. The notion of spacetime subsystem
symmetry is a generalization of the internal subsystem
symmetry initially discovered in lattice models character-
izing exotic phases of matter. By definition, subsystem
symmetries are generated by charges conserved on lines,
planes, or other substructures. Inspired by models with
internal subsystem symmetries, the very recent work [20]
proposed a 2+1 dimensional field theory model [20]

L = 1
2 φ̇

2
1 +

1
2 φ̇

2
2 +

1
2 (φ̇1∂iφ2 − φ̇2∂iφ1)

2 −V (φ1, φ2) , (1)

equipped with the spacetime subsystem symmetry

t → t+ c(x, y), x, y → x, y . (2)

The symmetry transformation above implies that the
model admits a locally conserved Hamiltonian. In this
paper, we show that the spacetime subsystem symme-
try is in fact associated with the so-called Carroll boost,
and the Lagrangian (1) can be obtained in the vanish-
ing speed of light limit (c → 0) of a Poincaré invariant
theory.

An Observation— The distinctive feature of the Car-
rollian symmetry is that aside from the standard time
translations and spatial rotations, it contains Carrollian
boosts that originate from the Lorentz boosts in the
c → 0 limit, given by Ci = xi∂t where i = 1, 2 represent
the spatial dimensions [8]. The structure of the Carrol-
lian boosts implies that while the spatial coordinates are
inert, the time coordinate transforms as t → t + ~c · ~x
whose local form coincides with the spacetime subsys-
tem symmetry (2). This fact suggests that the model (1)
may arise from the ultra-relativistic limit (c → 0) of a
relativistic model. To show that this is indeed the case,
we first restore the c dependence of the d+1 dimensional
Minkowski metric

ηµν =

(

−c2 0
0 1ld×d

)

, ηµν =

(

− 1
c2

0
0 1ld×d

)

. (3)

Starting from the following Lagrangian in (d + 1)-
dimensions

L = −1

2
∂µφ∂

µφ =
1

2c2
φ̇2 − 1

2
∂iφ∂iφ , (4)

after redefining the scalar fields φ1 → cφ1 and φ2 →
cφ2 and taking the limit c → 0, we obtain the Carroll
invariant quadratic action

L2∂ =
1

2
φ̇2 , (5)

which has also been obtained from other means [5, 22].
Thus, the ultra-relativistic limit of the Lagrangian

L = −1

2
∂µφ1∂

µφ1 −
1

2
∂µφ2∂

µφ2 , (6)

give rise to the two-derivative terms in (1). Next, we turn
to the four-derivative part in (1). Consider the following
combination

L4∂ =
α

2
(∂µφ1∂

µφ2)
2 − α

2
(∂µφ1∂

µφ1)(∂νφ2∂
νφ2)

=
α

2c2
(

φ̇1∂iφ2 − φ̇2∂iφ1

)2
+O(c0) , (7)

where α is a positive constant of dimension [length]d+1.
Consequently, rescaling the scalar fields φ1 → cφ1 , φ2 →
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cφ2 and the parameter α → α/c2 followed by the ultra-
relativistic limit leads precisely to the four-derivative
terms in [20]. Thus, the ultra-relativistic limit of the
Lagrangian below

L = −1

2
∂µφ1∂

µφ1 −
1

2
∂µφ2∂

µφ2 +
α

2
(∂µφ1∂

µφ2)
2

−α

2
(∂µφ1∂

µφ1)(∂νφ2∂
νφ2) , (8)

gives rise to the kinetic terms of the model given in [20].
Assuming V (φi) is a polynomial in φi, then under the
rescaling of scalar fields φi → cφi and the proper rescal-
ing of the coupling constants in V (φi), a nonvanishing
potential term can be acquired. From now on, we will
omit the potential term, which can be easily added back
without affecting the symmetry properties of the model.
Conserved currents— The Noether charges of the rel-

ativitic model can be easily computed by varying respect
to the background metric. For the Lagrangian (8), the
energy-momentum tensor is given by

T µ
ν = −∂µφ1∂νφ1 − ∂µφ2∂νφ2 − δµνL

+α
(

− ∂µφ1∂νφ1∂
λφ2∂λφ2 − ∂µφ2∂νφ2∂

λφ1∂λφ1

+∂µφ1∂νφ2∂
λφ1∂λφ2 + ∂µφ2∂νφ1∂

λφ1∂λφ2

)

. (9)

To obtain the conserved currents of the ultra-relativistic
model, we perform the the rescaling of φ and α stated
before. After this is done, we find that the Hamiltonian
density is of the form

T 0
0 =

1

2
φ̇2
1 +

1

2
φ̇2
2 +

1

2
αχ2

i +O(c2) . (10)

where χi is

χi = (φ̇2∂iφ1 − φ̇1∂iφ2) . (11)

Hence its ultra-relativistic limit reproduces the Hamilto-
nian density found by [20]. Next, we have

T i
0 = −c2(φ̇1∂

iφ1 + φ̇2∂
iφ2)

+c2α(χj∂iφ2∂jφ1 − χj∂iφ1∂jφ2) , (12)

Thus this component vanish in the c → 0 limit, i.e. T i
0 =

0 for the model (8) meaning the the energy does not flow
in this model. The momentum density T 0

i is given by

T 0
i = − 1

c2
T0

i , (13)

which upon taking the limit c → 0 is identical to the one
given in [20]. Finally, for T i

j , the c → 0 limit is given by

T i
j = αχiχj − δij

(1

2
φ̇2
1 +

1

2
φ̇2
2 +

1

2
αχ2

k

)

. (14)

which differs from the the result given in [20] by a term
proportional to δij . One can check that for the momen-
tum current to be conserved, this term is indispensable.

Coupling to a U(1) gauge field— We may rewrite the
ultra-relativistic Lagrangian (1) by defining a complex
scalar field

Ψ =
1√
2
(φ1 + iφ2) (15)

in terms of which we have

L = ∂tΨ ∂tΨ̄− α

2

(

∂tΨ ∂iΨ̄− ∂tΨ̄ ∂iΨ
)2

. (16)

Note that this model is invariant under Carrollian boosts
but not under the U(1)-dipole symmetry

Ψ → ei
~b·~xΨ . (17)

The relativistic origin of the complex scalar model is
given by

L = −∂µΨ∂µΨ̄− α

2
∂µΨ∂µΨ̄∂νΨ∂νΨ̄

+
α

2
∂µΨ∂µΨ∂νΨ̄∂νΨ̄ . (18)

For this model, one can add a U(1) invariant potential
term. If we gauge this model, we have

L = −DµΨDµΨ̄− α

2
DµΨDµΨ̄DνΨDνΨ̄

+
α

2
DµΨDµΨDνΨ̄DνΨ̄− 1

4
FµνF

µν . (19)

Here, Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ and DµΨ = ∂µΨ − igAµΨ.
To perform the electric limit of the theory, we rescale the
fields Ψ → cΨ, Aµ → cAµ and redefine α → α/c2 and
g → g/c in which case the c → 0 limit gives rise to

LU(1) = DtΨDtΨ̄− 1

2
E2

i

−α

2

(

DtΨDiΨ̄−DtΨ̄DiΨ
)2

(20)

where we defined

DtΨ = ∂tΨ− igAtΨ , DiΨ = ∂iΨ− igAiΨ ,

Ei = ∂tAi − ∂iAt , (21)

where the action for the U(1) gauge field also appeared
in previous works [8, 23] as the electric-like contraction
of Maxwell theory.
Coupling to Carrollian gravity— Carroll gravity is the

ultra-relativistic limit of General Relativity [7]. The fun-
damental fields of the theory are given by an inverse tem-
poral vielbein τµ, a spatial vielbein eµ

a , with a = 1, 2
and µ = 0, 1, 2 [24] and a Lagrange multiplier that im-
poses vanishing of the spatial part of the extrinsic cur-
vature [25, 26]. The spatial and temporal vielbein, along
with their inverses satisfy the following relations

eµ
aeµb = δab , τµτµ = 1 , τµeµ

a = 0 ,

τµe
µ
a = 0 , eµ

aeνa = δµ
ν − τµτ

ν , (22)
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and the non-vanishing Carroll boost transformations are

δτµ = λaeµ
a , δeµa = −λaτ

µ , (23)

Utilizing the orthogonality relations (22), we can decom-
pose a vector Vµ using the temporal and spatial projec-
tions according to

Vµ = τµVt + eµ
aVa . (24)

These relations together with the fact that the scalar
fields φ1,2 are inert under local Carrollian boosts imply
the temporal and spatial derivatives transform as

δ (τµ∂µφ) = 0 , δ (eµa∂µφ) = −λaτ
µ∂µφ . (25)

Consequently, we may give the covariant formulation of
the subsystem invariant action as

e−1L =
1

2
τµτν (∂µφ1∂νφ1 + ∂µφ2∂νφ2)

+
1

2

(

2τ [µeν]a∂µφ1∂νφ2

)2
, (26)

where e = det(τµτν + eµ
aeνa) is ultra-relativistic deter-

minant. The variation of the action with respect to τµ

gives rise to

Tµ = τν (∂µφ1∂νφ1 + ∂µφ2∂νφ2)

+τρhνσχµνχρσ − τµ
(

e−1L
)

, (27)

where we defined hµν = eµae
νa and

χµν = ∂µφ1∂νφ2 − ∂νφ1∂µφ2 . (28)

The temporal component of Tµ is then given by

T0 = τµTµ

=
1

2
τµτν (∂µφ1∂νφ1 + ∂µφ2∂νφ2)

+
1

2
τµτρhνσχµνχρσ . (29)

Furthermore, the spatial component of Tµ gives rise to
the conserved momentum

Tb = eµbTµ

= eµbτ
ν (∂µφ1∂νφ1 + ∂µφ2∂νφ2)

+eµbτ
ρhνσχµνχρσ (30)

Next, we turn to the variation with respect to eµa. As
this field is independent of τµ, the variation is uncon-
strained and is given by

Tµ
a = −eµ

aL+ eνaτστρχσνχρµ (31)

which gives rise to the following components

T0
a = τµTµ

a = 0 ,

Tb
a = eµbTµ

a = −δb
aL+ eµbe

νaτρτσχσνχρµ . (32)

These results precisely match with the ones given in
components in the previous section upon substituting
τµ = δµ0 , e

µ
b = δµb .

Discussion and outlook— In this paper, we show that
continuum field theory models with spacetime subsystem
symmetry can arise from an appropriate Carrollian limit
of Poincare invariant models, facilitating the construction
of such models dramatically. Once the field theory mod-
els are known, the corresponding lattice models can be
reconstructed. We demonstrate our method by obtaining
the recently proposed model with spacetime subsystem
symmetry by properly taking the c → 0 limit of a rela-
tivistic two-scalar model. We coupled the model to an
Abelian gauge field when the scalar potential preserves
the U(1) symmetry. Coupling to Carroll gravity is also
achieved for this model.
The model we studied here consists of two scalar fields.

One may wonder if a single field interacting model with
spacetime subsystem symmetry exists. In fact, the other
model proposed in [20] with the following 4-derivative
part

L = φ
[(

∂2
t φ

) (

∂i∂iφ
)

− (∂i∂tφ)
(

∂i∂tφ
)]

, (33)

can be obtained from the Carroll limit of the following
relativistic model

L = φ [�φ�φ− (∇µ∇νφ) (∇µ∇νφ)] . (34)

Its couplings to U(1) gauge field and the Carroll grav-
ity can also be achieved parallel to our discussions in the
previous sections. Thus, our statement on the connec-
tion between Carrollian physics and subsystem symme-
tries seem to hold in general.
The single field (33) and the two-field (8) models are in

some sense the simplest structure beyond the 2-derivative
level with manifest spacetime subsystem symmetry as
they contains only the temporal and spatial vielbeins
without their derivatives. Since (8) and (34) are closely
related to Horndeski gravity, it is conceivable that the
c → 0 limit of a large class of Horndeski gravity [27]
may yield a more complicated single field model with
spacetime subsystem symmetry. It is also worthwhile
to mention that the relativistic origin of the single-field
model (34) is not exactly a Horndeski theory although its
ultra-relativistic counterpart does have equations of mo-
tion second-order in time derivatives. This is due to the
fact that the higher-order time derivatives cancel out due
to relative sign between two terms in the Lagrangian and
the higher-order spatial derivatives vanish in the c → 0
limit. Thus, it is worthwhile to study Carrollian Horn-
deski models from a purely ultra-relativistic perspective
rather than performing the c → 0 limit.
We would also like to consider models with both

spacetime subsystem symmetry and conformal symmetry
which may arise from the ultra-relativistic limit of cer-
tain relativistic conformal field theories. Of course, the
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most interesting is the quantization of models with space-
time subsystem symmetry. At first sight, one cannot
directly apply the standard perturbative approach since
the quadratic term of the model (1) contains only φ̇ and
a propagator in spacetime is lacking. The fact that the
Hamiltonian is positive definite suggests a well-defined
quantum theory exists and knowing the relativistic ori-
gin of the model should be helpful in its quantization.
We leave this interesting for future exploration.
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