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Abstract

This paper reviews the history of the conformal extension of Galilean sym-
metry, now called Schrödinger symmetry. In the physics literature, its discov-
ery is commonly attributed to Jackiw, Niederer and Hagen (1972). How-
ever, Schrödinger symmetry has a much older ancestry: the associated con-
served quantities were known to Jacobi in 1842/43 and its euclidean counter-
part was discovered by Sophus Lie in 1881 in his studies of the heat equa-
tion. A convenient way to study Schrödinger symmetry is provided by a
non-relativistic Kaluza-Klein-type “Bargmann” framework, first proposed by
Eisenhart (1929), but then forgotten and re-discovered by Duval et al. only
in 1984. Representations of Schrödinger symmetry differ by the value z = 2
of the dynamical exponent from the value z = 1 found in representations of
relativistic conformal invariance. For generic values of z, whole families of
new algebras exist, which for z = 2/ℓ include the ℓ-conformal galilean alge-
bras. We also review the non-relativistic limit of conformal algebras and that
this limit leads to the 1-conformal galilean algebra and not to the Schrödinger
algebra. The latter can be recovered in the Bargmann framework through
reduction. A distinctive feature of Galilean and Schrödinger symmetries are
the Bargmann super-selection rules, algebraically related to a central exten-
sion. An empirical consequence of this was known as “mass conservation”
already to Lavoisier. As an illustration of these concepts, some applications
to physical ageing in simple model systems are reviewed.
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1 Introduction

Symmetry [1] is a central concept in almost all theories of physical systems and

their myriad applications. Symmetries arise either as internal symmetries or else

as dynamical symmetries of time and space. Here, we are interested in the second

class and notably in conformal invariance. Whenever it occurs, conformal invariance

plays a crucial rôle in various theories and application, both for its mathematical and

physical aspects. A necessary condition for conformal invariance is scale-invariance,

and this requirement sharply distinguishes scale-invariant systems from those which

do not have this property. Remarkably, scale-invariance does hold in certain con-

ditions which happen to be of importance. Scale-invariance coupled to the usual

symmetries of time and space, the conservation of energy-momentum and unitarity

‘normally’ leads to the emergence of the conformal group.1 In high-energy physics,

scale-invariance is significant in certain situations, for example in deep-inelastic scat-

tering [2, 3] or more generally at the points of symmetry breaking, when it becomes

exact and (for sufficiently local theories) gives rise to conformal field-theory (CFT)

[4]. Conformal field-theory is among the main ingredients of string theory, see [5, 6]

and refs. therein. On the low-energy side, conformal symmetry is useful in the

description of equilibrium critical phenomena [7], most notably in two spatial di-

mensions [8], and the behaviour of physical systems near criticality [9].

Another development is to the AdS/CFT correspondence [10, 11] which is a

conjectured relationship between two kinds of physical theories : it proposes a du-

ality between theories in Anti-de Sitter space (AdS) and conformal field-theories on

the boundary of AdS. This correspondence has been a subject of intense study in

theoretical physics, in particular in string theory and quantum gravity.

Conformal invariance has also been explored in field-theories where the equa-

tions of motion are invariant under Galilei transformations. Galilean field-theories

display a non-relativistic conformal structure, which can become infinite-dimensional

even in space-time dimensions higher than two. The first known example of this ap-

peared in studies of gravitational physics [12, 13]. Furthermore, when matter is

coupled with Galilean gauge theories, various sectors emerge in the non-relativistic

limit from the parent relativistic theories, showcasing an infinitely enhanced Galilean

conformal invariance when compared to the relativistic case [14, 15, 16, 17]. Physi-

cally, the associated scale-transformation

t 7→ 1

δ2
t , r 7→ 1

δ2
r (1.1a)

treats time and space on the same basis and ascribes to them the same scaling

1For notable exceptions, see e.g. [18, 19, 20]. A systematic discussion on when scale-invariance
does imply conformal invariance is given in [21, 22].
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dimension. Algebraically, these transformations give rise to what we shall call loosely

conformal galilean algebra (CGA).

Special interest will be devoted in this article to another kind of non-relativistic

structure, first identified from the motion of free particles or the heat equation. Since

it also arises in the free Schrödinger equation, it is often referred to as Schrödinger

symmetry. The Schrödinger group is defined by the following transformations of

time t ∈ R and space r ∈ Rd

t 7→ t′ =
αt+ β

γt+ δ
, r 7→ r′ =

Rr + vt+ a

γt+ δ
(1.2)

with real parameters α, β, γ, δ such that αδ − βγ = 1, the constant d-dimensional

vectors v, a and the rotation matrix R ∈ SO(d). It also contains a galilean sub-

group, but with a different representation from the one used in the conformal galilean

algebra. Notably, time and space transform differently under scale-transformations,

namely

t 7→ 1

δ2
t , r 7→ 1

δ
r (1.1b)

The associated Lie algebra is called the Schrödinger algebra. The different scalings

in (1.1) are described by a dynamical exponent z: in the relativistic conformal case

(1.1a) one has z = 1, while in the non-relativistic case (1.1b) one has z = 2.

The anisotropic scaling (1.1b) characteristic for the non-relativistic theory actually

follows from the relativistic scaling (1.1a) in Duval’s “Bargmann” framework [23].2

The history of Schrödinger symmetry is far from being straightforward. In this

historical review we shall reconsider what appears to us as the foundations and

which make it clear that Schrödinger symmetry has indeed emerged well before

the birth of Schrödinger (1887-1961) and goes back to pre-quantum times. It is

highlighted by the names of Carl Gustav Jacobi [26] (1804 - 1851), of Sophus Lie

[27] (1842-1899) and of Luther Eisenhart (1876 - 1965) [28].

Schrödinger symmetry appears to have been subsequently re-discovered several

times, during the first half of the 20th century, in mathematical studies [29, 30,

31]. Later, it received some attention from the russian and ukrainian schools of

mathematical physics, see [32, 33, 34] and references therein.

In the physical literature, the understanding that the free Schrödinger equation

has more symmetries than just the Galilei Lie algebra is consensually attributed to

the papers published in the early 1970s by Jackiw [35], Niederer [36], and Hagen [37]

(J-N-H), who seem to have been unaware of the earlier work. These authors found,

2A substantially more involved Newton-Cartan framework [24] is needed whenever z 6= 2 [25],
see section 7 for more details.
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at almost the same time but independently, that for a free spin-less non-relativistic

particle, the operators

Ĥ = m
2
ẋ2 Hamiltonian

D̂ = 1
2

(
p · x+ x · p

)
− 2tĤ dilatation

K̂ = m
2
x2 − tD − t2Ĥ expansions

(1.3)

are symmetry generators which combine, with those of the Galilei group, to the

Schrödinger group.3

Soon after, these initial results were extended to multi-particle systems [41, 42,

43]. Potentials were added first in the single-particle oscillator case by Niederer

[44], and then for multi-particle systems by de Alfaro et al. [45]; notably it was

understood that an inverse-square potential admits non-trivial symmetries. A list

of Schrödinger-symmetric systems is given in [46, 47, 23] in 3+1 dimensions and in

[48, 49] in 1+1 dimensions. Dynamical symmetries of systems of reaction-diffusion

equations are given in [50, 51].

Jackiw further extended these results to the field of a Dirac monopole [52] and

of a magnetic vortex [53]4, and to Chern-Simons vortices [55, 56, 23, 40]. The

Schrödinger symmetry in fluid mechanics was studied in [57, 58, 59].

A different twist arose when it was understood that Schrödinger-invariance,

in the context of dynamical phase-transitions with a naturally realised dynamical

dilatation-invariance, acts as a co-variance principle which determines the form of

scaling n-point expectation values [60]. Subsequently, Schrödinger-invariance was

rediscovered, once more, in the context of non-relativistic analogues of the Anti-

de Sitter/conformal field-theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence and applied to Fermi

gases, see [61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66] and references therein. These examples should

be enough to conclude that Schrödinger symmetry has indeed many applications in

both high-energy and low-energy physics.

One of the aims of this review is to give a historical overview of the basic ideas of

Schrödinger-invariance. Some of them have become text-book knowledge but their

deep potential has not always been fully recognised. We then outline the relations

with more recent developments in the hope that these may stimulate fresh ideas for

future research.

We shall therefore begin with historically-oriented summary of the basic ideas

to be gleaned from the works of Jacobi, Lie and Eisenhart, in sections 2, 3 and 4.

After briefly recalling Kastrup’s contribution in section 5, in section 6 the important

3The Schrödinger symmetry was extended to spin- 12 particles by Lévy-Leblond [38, 39, 40], and
by Hagen [37].

4The o(2, 1) symmetry noticed by Jackiw is indeed implied by the conformal structure of non-
relativistic space-time [54].
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work of Jackiw, Niederer, Hagen and Barut on Schrödinger symmetry of a massive

particle is reviewed. A more recent development involves the construction of Lie

algebras of local scale-invariance, for dynamical exponents z 6= 1, 2, to be taken up

in section 7. Besides the Schrödinger algebra, we are also led to consider another

Lie algebra of space-time transformations, namely the so-called conformal Galilean

algebra. This algebra was indeed known for a long time on their own right in the

theories of gravitation [12, 13]. Starting from an old idea of Barut [67], in section 8

we discuss how this algebra (and not the Schrödinger algebra) can be obtained as

a non-relativistic limit of relativistic conformal algebras. Another important aspect

of Galilei- and thus also Schrödinger-invariance is the Bargmann super-selection

rule which conserves the non-relativistic mass, in spite of its dynamics being scale-

invariant, as described in section 9. Section 10 reviews applications of Schrödinger

symmetry to relaxation processes far from equilibrium and physical ageing. We

conclude in section 11.

2 Carl Gustav Jacobi

This section summarises some fascinating insights taken from the lectures delivered

by Jacobi in 1842/43 at the University of Königsberg [26] on classical mechanics.

Although much of what comes has later become standard textbook material, we

shall present it in a self-contained way, and shall insist on its historical value.

The main point of interest is Jacobi’s observation that for the particular choice

of the scalar potential [he calls it a “force function”],

U(r) =
γ

r2
(2.1)

where γ is an arbitrary real constant (which can also vanish), Newton’s equations

admit, in addition to what is now called the total energy, H , two additional constants

of the motion, namely the classical counterparts of the operators in (1.3),

H =
mẋ2

2
+ U(r) , (2.2a)

D =
d

dt

(m
2
x2
)
− 2tH , (2.2b)

K =
mx2

2
− tD − t2H . (2.2c)

Jacobi derives these conserved quantities from what we would call today symmetries

— a concept which did not exist by his time in its present form. This line of thought

anticipates Noether’s approach [68] by 75 years. However, Jacobi’s observations
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hardly attracted any attention at that time, and appear to have been forgotten

before they were re-discovered about 180 years later.

Jacobi starts with N particles with coordinates5 xa = (xai ). Multiplying New-

ton’s equations by “virtual displacements” δxa = (δxi)
a he deduces what textbooks

nowadays refer to as the ‘Principle of Virtual Work’,

∑

a,i

(
ma

d2xai
dt2

− F a
i

)
δxai = 0 . (2.3)

Then he assumes that the forces F a
i do not depend on time explicitly but rather

derive instead from a scalar potential U (Jacobi’s ‘force function’), F a
i = − ∂U

∂xa
i

.

Then (2.3) can be re-written [eqn (2.) of Lect. 2] as,

∑

a,i

ma
d2xai
dt2

δxai = −
∑

a,i

∂U

∂xai
δxai = −δU . (2.4)

After this preparation, Jacobi deduces various properties associated with clever

choices of the virtual displacements.

• Motion of the centre of mass (CoM). Jacobi, in his Lecture 3, assumes that

the “force function” only depends on the relative positions, U = U(xa − xb), and

derives what he calls “Das Princip6 der Erhaltung der Bewegung des Schwerpunkts”

[Principle of the conservation of the motion of the centre of mass]. To this end, he

chooses virtual displacements which correspond to shifting all positions by the same

amount,

δxa = δx, a = 1, . . . , N , (2.5)

which plainly leaves the coordinate-differences xa−xb invariant. Then (2.4) becomes
(
∑

a

ma
d2xa

dt2

)
· δx = −

(
∑

a

∂U

∂xa

)
· δx = 0 , (2.6)

whose right-hand-side vanishes due to the antisymmetry a↔ b. But δx is arbitrary

and therefore,
∑

ama
d2xa

dt2
= 0 . It follows that the centre of mass (CoM), defined as

X =
∑

a

max
a

M
where M =

∑

a

ma (2.7)

moves freely [eq. (2.) Lect.3 in [26]],

d2X

dt2
= 0 ⇒ X(t) = α+ βt , α,β = const. (2.8)

5Herein, a = 1, . . . , N labels the particles, each having coordinates xai , i = 1, 2, 3.
6‘Prinzip’ in present german orthography.
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to which Jacobi refers to as “Das Prinzip der Erhaltung der Bewegung des Schwer-

punkts” [Principle of CoM conservation]. 7

Jacobi not does spell out in detail what has become, after Noether, the standard

consequence drawn from invariance with respect to translations, (2.5), — namely

momentum conservation. However this would follow at once by setting (no sum over

a)

pa = ma
dxa

dt
and P =

∑

a

pa =M
dX

dt
(2.9)

and rewriting the previous formulæ as,

d

dt

(
∑

a

pa

)
=

dP

dt
= 0 . (2.10)

Eq. (2.10) goes beyond the mere conservation of the total linear momentum: the

latter depends only on the CoM dynamics but not on the internal motions 8. Ja-

cobi’s presentation anticipates Souriau’s décomposition barycentrique into CoM and

relative motion [69].

• “Theorem of the living force”. In his Lecture 4 Jacobi then considers the

virtual displacements

δxa =
dxa

dt
δt (2.11)

for which he deduces from (2.4)

∑

i,a

ma

{
d2xai
dt2

dxai
dt

}
= −dU

dt

that he integrates to get what he calls the “Das Prinzip der Erhaltung der lebendigen

Kraft” [Principle of conservation of the living force] defined as
∑

amav
2
a where

va = dxa/dt,

1

2

N∑

a=1

mav
2
a + U = E , (2.12)

where E is a constant of the motion. Subtracting eq. (2.12) for two different moments

E is eliminated, showing that the variation of (half of) the living force equals that of

the “force function” at the end points — what we call now the work of those forces.

7If the forces do not come from potentials – today we would say that the system is not conser-
vative – then the right-hand-side of (2.6) is replaced by Md2X/dt2 =

∑
a F

a [[26] eq.(3.4)].
8Comparing with recent work on Carrollian systems [70] shows that while a single Carroll

particle cannot move [71] , however systems composed of several Carroll particles can have non-
trivial internal motion [72]. The clue is Carrollian boost symmetry, see section 4.1 of [73].
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In eq. (2.11) we recognise an infinitesimal time translation; the “living force” is

twice the kinetic energy, and E is the total conserved energy. Henceforth we follow

the present-day terminology instead of the historical one.

Introducing the velocity of the CoM and the relative coordinate measured from

the latter,

Ẋ = V =
∑

a

mava

M
and ρa = xa −X , (2.13)

respectively. Note that xa−xb = ρa −ρb is independent of the choice of the origin.

After some manipulations which involve also (2.8), we find that (2.12) can also

be presented in a form
1

2

∑

a

ma (ρ̇
a)2 + U = Ẽ (2.14)

where Ẽ is a redefined constant. Then the conserved energy (2.12) is decomposed

into the sum of a CoM and of an internal part,

E = ECoM + E int =
1

2
MV2 +

(
∑

a

1

2
ma(ρ̇a)

2 +
∑

a6=b

U(ρa − ρb)

)
. (2.15)

This decomposition corresponds to that of Souriau in [69] section 13 pp. 162-168.

• Das Prinzip der Erhaltung der Flächenräume [Principle of area conservation].

In his 5th Lecture Jacobi studies just a particular case : he considers a rotation in the

plane with coordinates y = r cosϕ, z = r sinϕ around the x axis by an infinitesimal

angle ϕ→ ϕ+ δϕ. The virtual displacement is thus

(
δya

δza

)
=

(
0 −za
ya 0

)
δϕ . (2.16)

Assuming that the potential is radial in these coordinates, inserting into (2.4) and

integrating to yield,

∑

a

ma

{
ya

dza

dt
− za

dya

dt

}
= I = const. (2.17)

which is Kepler’s “Area Law” [74] alias the conservation of [the x-component of]

the angular momentum. He mentions but does not fully work out the intricacies

studied, e.g., by Souriau in section 13 pp. 162-168 of his book [69] under the title

“décomposition barycentrique” [barycentric alias CoM decomposition] which goes

substantially beyond our historic study and is therefore omitted.

We mention nevertheless a remarkable footnote of Jacobi [on his p.34], in which

he notes that the Area Law discussed above does not, strictly speaking, apply even

to the Solar system, because there is no fixed point in the Universe. However, it
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remains valid when the origin of the coordinates is displaced to the CoM discussed

in the next item.

• It is hardly surprising that Jacobi does not emphasise Galilei boost symmetry,

and just notices en passant the invariance under the coordinate change

xa → x̃a = α+ tβ , (2.18)

where α, β are constant 3-vectors. Then he argues that this freedom allows us

to shift the origin of the coordinate system to the CoM (2.7) or conversely and

closer to Galilei’s spirit, switching to a co-moving frame where the CoM is at rest,

X̃ = 0 . Nor does he consider Noether-type conserved quantities. However we note

(anachronistically) that using (2.9) and (2.10) we could check directly that

g =

(
∑

a

pa

)
t−
(
∑

a

max
a

)
= P t−MX (2.19)

is a constant of the motion, dg/dt = 0, which depends only on the CoM.

• Conformal extensions.

Jacobi’s genuinely new observation (see p. 21 in his 4th lecture) which has

long escaped attention comes from assuming that the potential is homogeneous of

degree k

U(λx) = λkU(x), λ > 0 which implies
∑

a,i

xai
∂U

∂xai
= k U . (2.20)

Then Jacobi suggests first to dilate all position coordinates in the same proportions,

δxai = λ xai , λ > 0 . (2.21)

Thus δU = λ k U , so that (2.4) requires

∑

a,i

1

2
max

a
i

d2xai
dt2

= −k U . (2.22)

Combining with energy conservation (2.12) allows one to infer, (eq. (2.) on p. 22

in his 4th lecture)

d2

dt2

(
1

2

∑

a

ma(x
a)2

)
= −(k + 2)U + 2E , (2.23)

which looks like a virial theorem.
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Then Jacobi observes that for k = −2 i.e. for the inverse-square potential

(2.1) the U -term is switched off; integrating by t (2.23) can be rewritten, using the

conservation of E along the trajectory,

dD

dt
= 0 where D =

∑

a

d

dt

(ma

2
(xa
)2)− 2t E =

∑

a

pa · xa − 2t E , (2.24)

providing us with an N -particle generalisation of the conserved quantity9 (2.2b) and

we also recall the definition pa = maẋ
a from (2.9).

Then Jacobi finds, after some manipulations which involve also (2.8), the de-

composition [Eq. (6.) on p. 23 in his section 4.]
∑

a

ma(x
a)2 =MX2 +

∑

a

ma(ρ
a)2 (2.25)

where ρa is the shifted coordinate with respect to the CoM in (2.13). Combining

with (2.15) yields, in conclusion, the decomposition 10,

D =
1

2

d
(
MX2

)

dt
− tMV2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
CoM

+

{
∑

a

1

2
ma

d
(
ρa
)2

dt
− t

(
∑

a

ma(ρ̇a)
2 + 2

∑

a6=b

U(ρa − ρb)

)}

︸ ︷︷ ︸
internal

. (2.26)

For a single particle the internal terms duly vanish and the one-particle expression

(2.2b) is recovered.

The next step could be to consider expansions, (2.2c). However by recalling

that E and D are both conserved allows us to deduce at once that

d

dt

(
mX2

2
− tD − t2E

)
= P ·X−D − 2t E = 0 (2.27)

so that the bracketed quantity,

K =
mX2

2
− tD − t2E , (2.28)

9140 years later Niederer [44] derived dynamical symmetries for a particle with a time-dependent
potential V (t,x). In particular, if V (t,x) = g(t)|x|k, he found the presence of both dilatation and
expansions for the case k = −2 and g(t) constant [44, eq. (3.6)]. For the Newtonian potential with
k = −1 the dilatation symmetry requires a time-dependent gravitational constant g(t). But if the
newtonian potential varies as g(t) ∼ t−1, expansions are a dynamical symmetry [44, eq. (3.8)]. On
the other hand, if the potential has a time-dependence g(t) ∼ t−1/2, there is a dilatation dynamical
symmetry [44, eq. (3.9)]. The first of those cases was observed independently in [75], consistently
with an earlier suggestion of Dirac [76].

10The term in the first line of (2.26) can be rewritten as M dX
dt ·X = P ·X.
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is also conserved. Inserting here (2.26) and (2.15) would provide us with a (rather

complicated and therefore omitted) CoM + relative motion decomposition of ex-

pansions.

In conclusion, E , D, K are precisely the conserved quantities (2.2) one obtains

from the Noether theorem applied to the conformal SO(2, 1) symmetry, [35, 36, 37,

42, 41, 43], which will be discussed further in section 6.

3 Sophus Lie

Lie’s ground-breaking paper [27] presents itself modestly as a ‘note’ on the integra-

tion of the linear partial differential equation

R
∂2z

∂x2
+ S

∂2z

∂x∂y
+ T

∂2z

∂y2
+ P

∂z

∂x
+Q

∂z

∂y
+ Zz = 0 (3.1)

for a function z = z(x, y) of two independent variables. The function R = R(x, y)

is assumed given and similarly for the functions S, T, P,Q, Z. The paper does not

contain any references, but sometimes Lie mentions in passing some of his earlier

results. The reader is assumed as well to be familiar with the notation and con-

ventions used. Still, the fact that this paper, published in a Norwegian journal, is

written in german should indicate that the author must have hoped for some interest

on an international level.11

Lie [27] begins with the “well-known” statement that eq. (3.1) can be reduced

to one of the two normal forms

∂2z

∂x∂y
+ P

∂z

∂x
+Q

∂z

∂y
+ Zz = 0 (3.2a)

∂2z

∂x2
+ P

∂z

∂x
+Q

∂z

∂y
+ Zz = 0 (3.2b)

which are then analysed separately (we shall write zx = ∂z
∂x
, zy = ∂z

∂y
and so on in

what follows). He uses contact transformations x 7→ x′ = X(x), y 7→ y′ = Y (y)

and z 7→ z′ = F (x, y, z, zx, zy) with a double objective: (A) reduce the general

differential equations (3.1) or (3.2) to more simple normal forms, (B) find all contact

transformations which map these normal forms onto themselves. Since this analysis

is carried out for infinitesimal transformations, he finds in modern terminology the

Lie algebras of the corresponding groups of transformation. It follows immediately,

and is shown in detail by Lie, that in both eqs. (3.2) one can always set P = 0. The

analysis of the two eqs. (3.2) then proceeds as follows.

11Is it admissible to believe that F. Klein (Leipzig) should become impressed by it ?
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The differential equation (3.2a) has two distinct characteristics and is then called

hyperbolic. Lie shows again from his transformation theory that there is a canonical

form zxy + Q(x − y)zy + Z(x− y)z = 0 [27, eq. (10)]. Analysing the consequences

of the infinitesimal point transformation

δx = ξ(x)δε , δy = η(y)δε , δz =
(
zf(x, y) + ϕ(x, y)

)
δε (3.3)

where the functions ξ, η, f are to be determined (and it is shown that ϕ = 0) such

that (3.2a) is transformed onto itself. The calculation is straightforward, if somewhat

lengthy. It turns out that the most general solution reads [27, eq. (20)]

ξ(x) = ax2 + bx+ c , η(y) = αy2 + βy + γ (3.4)

with the constants a, b, c, α, β, γ and f is a linear function. These are the infinitesimal

conformal transformations in R
2. For Q = Z = 0, eq. (3.2a) reduces to Laplace’s

equation in the light-cone coordinates x and y. Lie does not write this full set, he

rather considers how to simplify the results through rescalings, and for example fixes

a = α = 1 along with b = β and c = γ. His final results are given in terms of the

characteristics for the several normal forms considered, simplified with the above

rescalings.

The differential equation (3.2b) has one characteristic and is then called parabolic.

First, Lie shows that with P = 0, there is the further reduction to the canonical

form zxx + zy + Z(x)z = 0. He then analyses the consequences of the infinitesimal

point transformation

δx = ξ(x, y)δε , δy = η(y)δε , δz =
(
zf(x, y) + ϕ(x, y)

)
δε (3.5)

where the functions ξ, η, f are to be determined such that (3.2b) is transformed onto

itself (and it is shown once more that ϕ = 0). Straightforward calculations lead to a

system of differential equations [27, eq. (27)] for ξ, η, f, Z. In particular, for Z = 0

he finds

ξ(x, y) =
x

2

dη

dy
+my + n , η(y) = αy2 + βy + γ (3.6)

and

f =
x2

8

d2η

dy2
+
m

2
x− α

2
y + δ (3.7)

such that the solution depends on the six parameters α, β, γ,m, n, δ.12 If y is inter-

preted as time and x as space, one recognises the infinitesimal transformations of

12Notably, the parameters α, β, γ describe the ‘conformal’ transformations in the ‘time’ variable
y, whereas m,n describe spatial translations and Galilei-transformation in the ‘space’ variable x.
Finally, δ describes a phase shift related to the central extension (called ‘mass’ in later sections).

14



the (centrally extended) Schrödinger group in 1 + 1 time-space dimensions. Again,

the solutions are written in form of the characteristics.

Lie does recognise the importance when more than one symmetry transforma-

tion is possible. He explicitly mentions the heat equation zxx + zy = 0 and its

extension with a space-dependent potential zxx + zy + Ax−2z = 0.

It appears that both the sets of (ortho-)conformal transformations (3.4) as well

as of Schröder-transformations (3.6) appear among the historically first examples

of time-space dynamical symmetry transformations. In the remainder of Lie’s arti-

cle [27], these symmetries are applied to reduce the solution of either the equations

(3.2) to quadratures and a connection with the theory of minimal surfaces is pointed

out. The possibility of an extension to more than two variables and/or to linear dif-

ferential equations of higher order is mentioned. It must have looked to Lie too

immediate to carry out explicitly, but was added by later generations of mathemati-

cians [29, 30, 31].

Almost a century later, these calculations were cast into an appealing form by

Niederer [36, 77, 44]. Motivated by quantum mechanics, the differential equation

(3.1) is re-phrased as a wave equation

S φ = 0 (3.8)

where the form of the ‘Schrödinger operator’ S is read off from (3.1). The trans-

formations of the variables x, y is captured in the form of an infinitesimal generator

X = −A(x, y, z)∂x − B(x, y, z)∂y − C(x, y, z) (3.9)

A solution φ = φ(x, y) of (3.1) is mapped onto another solution of the same equation,

if [
S ,X

]
= λX X (3.10)

with a scalar λX = λX (x, y) which depends on the generator X . In those cases

when λX = 0, one has a ‘strong’ symmetry of the physical system, where S plays

the rôle of a hamiltonian. But if λX 6= 0, eq. (3.10) is merely a ‘weak’ symmetry

which only applies to solutions of (3.1).13

Solving (3.10) leads to a system of differential equations for A,B,C. From their

solution, the infinitesimal dynamical symmetry transformations are found. Niederer

carried this out for the free Schrödinger/free diffusion equation and coined the name

Schrödinger group [36]. This treatment very easily allows to include external poten-

tials (described by a function Z 6= 0 in (3.2b)). For potentials such as V (x) ∼ x

13Niederer does not attempt to identify canonical forms of (3.1). This is probably very much in
line with the typical situations met in physics which are described by a specific representation of
a certain symmetry, rather than the abstract group.
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or V (x) ∼ x2 the Lie algebra of dynamical symmetries is isomorphic to the one

of the free particle [77]. For a potential V (x) ∼ x−2 a true sub-algebra, including

dilatations and expansions, but no spatial translations, is found [44].14

This approach, based on (3.10), can be generalised to different Schrödinger

operators. Table 1 lists examples of such symmetry transformations which can be

extended, beyond the finite-dimensional sets considered by Jacobi, Lie and Niederer,

to infinite-dimensional Lie algebras (which can be centrally extended). In particu-

lar, the infinitesimal conformal transformations and the Schrödinger-transformations

already found by Lie and Jacobi are contained as the maximal finite-dimensional

sub-algebras of the (ortho-)conformal and Schrödinger-Virasoro groups, along with

the Schrödinger operator S on which they act as dynamical symmetries. Fur-

thermore, given the explicit time-space transformations, it is easily checked that

the full infinite-dimensional ortho- and meta-conformal transformation groups act

as dynamical symmetries of their respective Schrödinger-operator, whereas for the

Schrödinger-Virasoro and meta-Schrödinger-Virasoro groups, only the maximal fi-

nite-dimensional sub-group acts as dynamical symmetry group on S .

14Later work extends these considerations to non-linear generalised heat equations of interest in
fluid dynamics (including e.g. 1D Navier-Stokes equation or Burger’s equation) [78, 79]. Because
of the Cole-Hopf transformation, the projective representations of Schrödinger-invariance relevant
for the Burger’s equation have additional additive, rather than multiplicative terms [80].
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group coordinate transformations S abbreviations Réf.

ortho-conformal (1 + 1)D z′ = f(z) z̄′ = z̄ 4∂z∂z̄ = ∂2t + ∂2r z = t+ ir [27]

z′ = z z̄′ = f̄(z̄) z̄ = t− ir

conformal galilean t′ = b(t) r′ = r ḃ(t) [12, 13]

t′ = t r′ = r + a(t) [81]

t′ = t r′ = Rr

ℓ-conformal galilean t′ = b(t) r′ =
(
ḃ(t)
)ℓ
r ℓ ∈ 1

2
Z [82, 25]

t′ = t r′ = r + a(t) ℓ 6= 1
2
, 1

t′ = t r′ = Rr

meta-conformal 1D u = b(u) v′ = v ∂t − 1
β
∂r‖ u = t [25]

u′ = u v′ = c(v) v = t+ βr‖

meta-conformal 2D τ ′ = τ w′ = f(w) w̄′ = w̄ τ = t [83]

τ ′ = τ w′ = w w̄′ = f̄(w̄) ∂t − 1
β
∂r‖ w = t+ β

(
r‖ + ir⊥

)

τ ′ = b(τ) w′ = w w̄′ = w̄ w̄ = t+ β
(
r‖ − ir⊥

)

Schrödinger-Virasoro t′ = b(t) r′ = r

√
ḃ(t) [26, 27]

t′ = t r′ = r + a(t) ∂t − 1
2M

∆r [60]

t′ = t r′ = Rr

meta-Schrödinger-Virasoro t′ = b(t) v′ = v r′
⊥ = r⊥

√
ḃ(t) [84]

t′ = t v′ = c(v) r′
⊥ = r⊥ ∂t − 1

β
∂r‖ − 1

2M
∆r⊥

v = t+ βr‖

t′ = t r′‖ = r‖ r′
⊥ = r⊥ + a(t)

t′ = t r′‖ = r‖ r′
⊥ = Rr⊥

Table 1: Examples of infinite-dimensional groups of time-space transformations, defined through abstract coordinate transforma-

tions on time (t) and space coordinates (r ∈ R
d). A physical bias is parametrised by the constant β 6= 0 and distinguishes a

preferred spatial direction r‖ ∈ R from transverse spatial directions r⊥ ∈ R
d−1. Time-space transformations are specified in terms

of differentiable (vector-valued) functions f, f̄ , b, c,a of their argument, ḃ(t) = db(t)/dt and R ∈ SO(d) is a rotation matrix. S is

the invariant Schrödinger operator, where ∆r is the spatial laplacian.
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4 Eisenhart - Duval - Brinkmann

In a path-breaking paper [28], unnoticed until recently by the physics community,

Eisenhart has shown that the equations of motion of a quite general conservati-

ve, holonomic, dynamical system with n degrees of freedom can be transcribed

as the geodesic equations in a certain Lorentzian space-time of dimension n + 1.

This discovery which goes back to the late 1920s, used several ingredients borrowed

from the then new-born general relativity theory, and pointed out a remarkable

link between the latter and the most classical (non-relativistic) aspects of analytical

mechanics.

Eisenhart starts with the mechanical system ruled by the Lagrangian

L =
1

2
gαβ dx

αdxβ − V (4.1)

in space-time configuration space, with coordinates (xα) = (x1, . . . , xn, xn+1), where

t = xn+1 stands for the absolute time-coordinate. The quadratic form (gαβ) as well

as the potential function V are assumed to depend smoothly, albeit arbitrarily, upon

(xα). It should be stressed that the quadratic form (gαβ) is not assumed to be non-

degenerate; however the sub-matrix (gij), where i, j = 1, . . . , n represents locally a

Riemannian metric on configuration space, i.e., for each time-slice. Rewriting the

Lagrangian (4.1) as

L =
1

2
gij ẋ

iẋj + αiẋ
i +

1

2
ϕ− V, (4.2)

where15 αi = git and ϕ = gtt one has the Euler-Lagrange equations

gij ẍ
j + Γjki ẋ

j ẋk +
(
∂tgij + ∂iαj − ∂jαi

)
ẋj + ∂tαi + ∂i

(
− 1

2
ϕ+ V

)
= 0 (4.3)

for all i = 1, . . . , n, where the Γjki denote the Christoffel symbols of the metric

tensor (gij) on a slice t = const.. The differential equations (4.3) can be under-

stood as the equations of motion of a mechanical system subject to time-dependent

holonomic constraints (inducing a time-dependent metric (gij) for the configuration

space), and expressed in a rotating frame (the αi representing the coordinates of the

“Coriolis” vector potential).

The observation of Eisenhart is that the equations of motion (4.3) correspond

in fact to the geodesic equations of a special Lorentz metric on a (n+2)-dimensional

extended space-time with coordinates (xµ) = (x1, . . . , xn, t, s) where s = xn+2. Then

greek indices have the values µ = 1, 2, . . . , n + 2. The brand-new coordinate s has

indeed a mechanical interpretation discovered in [28] which is presented below.

15Eisenhart singles out t to parameterise the trajectories of the system.
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The Lorentz metric ḡ = ḡµν dx
µdxν introduced in [28] reads in fact

ḡ = gij dx
idxj + 2(αi dx

i + ds)dt + A dt2 (4.4)

where the components ḡij = gij and ḡit = αi (for i, j = 1, . . . , n + 1) depend, along

with ḡtt = A, on the space-time coordinates (xα) only. The metric (4.4) turns out

to be a Brinkmann metric [85] characterised by the fact that it possesses a null,

covariantly constant, nowhere vanishing vector field 16

ξ =
∂

∂s
. (4.5)

Such a pair (g, ξ) has been coined a Bargmann structure in [86, 75] where it has

been devised to desingularize Newton-Cartan structures [88].

The equations of the geodesics of the metric (4.4) readily imply

gijẍ
j + Γjki ẋ

j ẋk +
(
∂tgij − ∂iαj + ∂jαi

)
ẋj ṫ+

(
∂tαi −

1

2
∂iA
)
ṫ2 + αi ẗ = 0 (4.6)

for all i = 1, . . . , n, together with ẗ = 0, and therefore, ṫ = a where a = const..17

Hence the last equation reads as follows

s̈+ αj ẍ
j +

1

2

(
∂jαk + ∂kαj − ∂tgij

)
ẋj ẋk + ∂jA ẋ

j ṫ +
1

2
∂tA ṫ

2 = 0 (4.7)

Equations (4.6) patently reproduce the dynamical equations (4.3) provided one sets

A = ϕ− 2V & a = 1. (4.8)

This is Eisenhart’s main observation [28].

However, he dispenses with the analysis of Equation (4.7): instead, he goes on

with the interpretation of the coordinate s by considering the first-integral

ḡµν ẋ
µẋν = c. (4.9)

The constant c referred to as the Jacobi invariant is indeed a Galilei Casimir-

invariant. For a massive mechanical system, it is related to the internal energy

16This fact seems to have been overlooked by Eisenhart.
17Eisenhart assumes a 6= 0, and never considers the case a = 0 which would correspond to the

“geodesics” of a (n + 1)-dimensional Carroll manifold [89] embedded, as a slice t = const., in the
Bargmann space-time extension. Let us furthermore mention that

ṫ = ḡµν ξ
µẋν

is clearly a constant of the motion since ξ, see eq. (4.5), is a Killing vector field. This constant of
the motion has been promoted in [86] to the status of a constant of the whole mechanical system,
namely its mass m (one of the Galilei Casimir-invariants [69]).
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c = −2mEint in section 2, discussed also [69]. Eisenhart calls a geodesic minimal

when c = 0 and non-minimal otherwise.

With the help of (4.4), (4.8) and (4.9) one finds

gijẋ
iẋj + 2αiẋ

i + (ϕ− 2V ) + 2ṡ = c. (4.10)

In view of (4.1), the final result for s is obtained

s = −
∫
L dt+ b− ct

2
(4.11)

with b = const.

Remarkably enough, Eisenhart’s approach enabled him to interpret the new

variable s as the classical Hamiltonian action of the original mechanical system —

whose familiar expression can be recovered for “minimal” (or light-like) geodesics,

i.e., those for which c = 0 as prescribed in [86, 90]. Notice that the latter condition

facilitates the emergence of conformal symmetries of the model [75] leading to the

geometric definition of the Schrödinger group on the Lorentzian space-time extension

pioneered by Eisenhart. For more details when c 6= 0 see [90].

5 Kastrup

A different approach to the dynamical symmetries of non-relativistic systems [91]

deserves to be briefly mentioned. For a free non-relativistic particle, the kinetic

energy E = 1
2m

p2. Hence its (non-constant) velocity is

v =
∂E

∂p
=

p

m
=

dr

dt
(5.1)

Defining y0 := vt, with v = |v|, one calls the set of points y = (y0, r) with the

Minkowski metric y · y =
(
y0
)2 − r2 the ‘Galilei space’. Kastrup explicitly gives

the infinitesimal time-space transformations in Galilei space and states that their

Lie algebra is isomorphic to the conformal algebra so(2, 4). The action integral

S =
∫
dt 1

2m

(
dr
dt

)2
is left invariant under these transformations. From this follow the

conservation laws, including those from (1.3), of the non-relativistic free particle.

This furnishes an example of a representation of the conformal algebra relevant for

non-relativistic motion.
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6 Jackiw-Niederer-Hagen-Barut

The presence of mass in the Schrödinger equation seems to suggest the absence

of scale invariance (as it does in the relativistic case). This is however not so,

as we now explain. The prevalent lore that scale-invariant theories cannot have

dimensionful constants does not apply here. The free Schrödinger equation is indeed

scale-invariant when time and space are scaled simultaneously with an appropriate

dynamical exponent [35, 36, 37, 42, 41, 86, 75, 60, 92, 25, 93]. This section reviews

this (now standard) presentation which follows mostly refs.[35, 36, 37].

The free Schrödinger equation, presented in energy-momentum space as
(

p2

2m
−E

)
Φ = 0 , (6.1)

is clearly scale-invariant under

E → λ2E , p → λp, (6.2)

This extends the well-known Galilei symmetry by scale-invariance. Then the natu-

ral question arises whether this symmetry can further be extended to the conformal

group by including also inversions [also called expansions]. We expect that conser-

vation of energy-momentum plus scale-invariance require, just as in the relativistic

theory, conformal invariance, – and this is indeed the case also in the non-relativistic

limit [37]. An energy-momentum tensor may be explicitly constructed. It is traceless

due to scale-invariance. Then an inversion operator can be constructed following

ref. [37].

In conclusion, the free Schrödinger equation of a massive non-relativistic particle

has, beyond the natural Galilean symmetry, two more “conformal” symmetries, cf.

(1.3) or (2.2), respectively. Using Lie algebra language, the conserved quantities D

and K in (1.3) close to an o(2, 1) symmetry algebra with commutation relations,

[D̂, Ĥ] = −2iĤ, [K̂, Ĥ] = iD̂, [D̂, K̂] = 2iK̂ . (6.3)

In “after-Noether” spirit, the operators (1.3) or their classical counterparts (2.2) are

associated with the time-space transformations

T → T + τ , X → x time translation

T → λ2T , X → λX time-space dilatation (6.4)

T → T

1− κT
, X → X

1− κT
time-space expansion

where τ, λ, κ are real parameters and, to distinguish from the Jacobi treatment of

section 2, we introduced new, time-space coordinates (T,X) as we shall discuss later.
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Adding dilatations and inversions to the Galilean group spanned by Pj (linear

momenta), Jj (angular momenta) Bj (Galilei boosts) yields a two-parameter ex-

tension of the latter, known as the (centre-less) Schrödinger group. Extending the

Galilei group by the central element identified as the mass yields the Bargmann (

= centrally extended Galilean) group 18. Combining Bargmann with the (1.3) pro-

vides us, at last, with the (extended) Schrödinger group Sch(d). The non-vanishing

commutation relations of the o(2, 1) generators (1.3) with those of the Bargmann

algebra [94, 86, 87] are, in particular (with j = 1, . . . , d)

[D̂, Ĵj] = 0, [D̂, P̂j ] = −iP̂j , [D̂, B̂j] = iB̂j ,

[K̂, Ĵj] = 0, [K̂, P̂j] = iB̂j , [K̂, B̂j ] = 0 .
(6.5)

To understand the relation between Jacobi’s historic and the presently favoured

time-space approaches we propose to view the transformations in (6.4) as a coordi-

nate change. Restricting to just a single particle for simplicity ,

T = λ2t, X = λx, (6.6)

Then Jacobi’s conserved quantity (2.24) becomes, with the notation (2.12) 19,

D = D
(
mX2/2

)
/dT − 2TE/λ2 . But the energy scales also when we switch to the

new coordinates

E = λ2

(
1

2
m

(
dX

dT

)2

+
γ

|X|2

)
= λ2E .

Thus Jacobi’s conserved D in (2.24) is indeed the same as what we would get from

(6.6) by Noether,

D =
d

dT

(
1

2
mX2

)
− 2TE . (6.7)

[as anticipated by our notations], whose conservation follows from d/dT = λ−2d/dt.

These formulae can readily be generalised to multi-particles systems : it is

sufficient to generalise (6.6) to ya = λxa and replace mX2 by
∑

amad(y
a)2 and

accordingly for the T -derivative. Then D in (6.7) could be further decomposed into

CoM and internal parts, D = DCoM +Dint, by using (2.15).

Jacobi’s clue is the “virial-type” formula (2.23) he derives from space dilatation

alone, (2.21) followed by direct integration – consistently with Newton’s spirit who

insists that time is absolute [97]. This is in sharp contrast with today’s “after

Einsteinian” space-time approach, (6.4).

18The mass extension Galilei → Bargmann is discussed in section 9. We just mention that in
the plane, there is another “exotic” central extension [16, 95, 96].

19E = ECoM for a one-particle theory.
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The relation of the two approaches is understood by recalling the temporal

re-parametrisation scheme in [98, 99],

t = f(T ), x =

√
df

dT
X (6.8)

For f(T ) = T/λ2 (6.7) is recovered. In conclusion, the scaling of time in eq.(6.6) is

absorbed into the time redefinition, t→ T while the position scales as before.

Multi-particle systems and their relation to the CoM decomposition, which led

Jacobi to study the internal energy and angular momentum and ultimately and

(much later) Souriau’s concept of “classical spin” [100] go substantially beyond the

scopes of our present “prehistoric” study. The interested reader is advised to consult,

in particular, section 13 “Décomposition Barycentrique” [section 13, pp. 162-168]

of [69] for details.

Returning to the algebraic structure, we recall that the suggestion that the

correct description a non-relativistic free quantum particle should involve the central

extension of the Galilei group goes back to Inönü and Wigner [101] and to Bargmann

[94]. In the ray representation of non-relativistic quantum mechanics, the plane-wave

solution of the free Schrödinger equation transforms under the action of the Galilei

group (in time and space)

t 7→ t′ = t + β, x 7→ x′ = Rx+ v + a, (6.9)

according to

ψ(t,x) 7→ exp
[
Λ(t,x)

]
ψ(t,Rx+ vt+ a), (6.10)

where R is an SO(3) rotation matrix, v is the velocity of the inertial frame, and

a, β are shifts in space and time, respectively. These make up the (1
2
d(d+ 3) + 1)-

parameter Galilei group, which means 10 group parameters for d = 3 spatial dimen-

sions. Because the correct quantum mechanical representation is a ray representa-

tion, the phase in eq.(6.10) is no longer a constant but rather reads

Λ(t,x) = mv ·
(
Rx
)
+ 1

2
mv2t, (6.11)

The presence of the non-relativistic mass m leads to the central extension of the

Galilei algebra (which can exist since the non-extended Galilei algebra is not semi-

simple). This means that mass is an operator which commutes with all elements of

the algebra [35, 37, 36, 41], but to the commutation relations (6.5) the non-vanishing

commutator

[Kj , Pk] = i δjkM ; with j, k = 1, . . . , d (6.12)

must be added. It is called a central extension, sinceM commutes with all generators

of the Galilei algebra. It is not possible to transform it away through a coordinate
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change [94, 102]. Furthermore, as explained in more detail in section 9, this implies

that the Bargmann super-selection rules apply [94]:
∑

j

Mj =
∑

j

Ḿj , (6.13)

where Mj and Ḿj are the masses before and after an interaction.20 In contrast to

the conformal group, where scale-invariance does imply either a continuous mass

spectrum or else zero mass, non-relativistic masses are more like charges and can

assume a discrete set of values (see section 10).

While this discussion was centred on the free Schrödinger equations, see also

[49], the symmetries of non-linear Schrödinger equations have been analysed in detail

as well, see [46, 47].

We finish this section with a comment. On p. 12 we recalled Niederer’s result

that a Newtonian potential of the form

V (t, r) =
g√
t

1

r
(6.14)

has a dilatation symmetry [44]. This generalises as follows. Consider the scaling

[105]

t 7→ t′ =
1

δ2
t , r 7→ r′ =

1

µ
r . (6.15)

and a Newtonian potential V (t, r) ∼ t−1/2rk. We find that the kinetic and potential

terms of the usual non-relativistic Lagrangian L scale by the same factor when

µ = δ
3

2−k , (6.16)

and then

L 7→ δ−
4k−2

2−k L ⇒
∫
L dt 7→ δ−

2k+2

2−k

∫
L dt . (6.17)

In the time-distorted Kepler case k = −1 (only), namely for the potential (6.14), we

have

µ = δ ⇒ L→ δ2L ⇒
∫
L dt →

∫
L dt . (6.18)

which reproduces Niederer’s result for the specific time-dependent potential (6.14).

More generally, we see that the dilatation (6.15), together with (6.16), is a symmetry

for the more general potential V (t, r) ∼ t−1/2rk and generalises [44].

The consistency with the approach of section 4 is seen for k = −1 as follows:

extend first the Schrödinger dilation into

(t, s,x) 7→ (δ−2t, s, δ−1x) . (6.19)

20This is the quantum version of Lavoisier’s conservation of mass [103, 104].
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Then all three terms of the Bargmann metric (4.4)

2dtds− 2
1√
t

1

r
ds2 + dxidxj

are multiplied by δ−2. On the other hand, motions in non-relativistic space-time are

the projections of null geodesics in the Bargmann space, and the latter are invariant

under the rescaling. Hence one has indeed a symmetry.21

7 Local scale-invariance

As a consequence of much interest into equilibrium phase-transitions since the 1950s,

conformal invariance was identified [7] as a key ingredient for the calculation of co-

variant n-point correlation functions,22 especially in two spatial dimensions where

the conformal algebra becomes infinite-dimensional and much stronger results hold

than for d > 2 [8]. One may wonder if Schrödinger transformations (or suitable

extensions) can be considered similarly as generic time-space transformations such

that n-point functions are fixed from the requirement of co-variance. To describe

this, a more systematic notation is useful, see table 2. The Schrödinger algebra

sch(d) =
〈
X±1,0, Y

(j)
±1/2,M0, R

(jk)
〉
is written compactly as

[
Xn, Xn′

]
= (n− n′)Xn+n′

[
Xn, Y

(j)
m

]
=

(n
2
−m

)
Y

(j)
n+m

[
Y (j)
m , Y

(k)
m′

]
= δj,k (m−m′)Mm+m′ (7.1)

[
Y (j)
m , R(kℓ)

]
= δj,ℓY

(k)
m+n − δj,kY

(ℓ)
m+n[

R(jk), R(ℓi)
]

= δk,ℓR
(ji) + δj,iR

(kℓ) − δk,iR
(jℓ) − δj,ℓR

(ki)

with i, j, k, ℓ = 1, . . . , d. The generators in table 2 are for scalars under spatial

rotations, see [37] for generalisations to higher spin. Eq. (7.1) immediately suggests

an extension to the infinite-dimensional Schrödinger-Virasoro algebra [60] where

n, n′ ∈ Z, m,m′ ∈ Z + 1
2
. An explicit representation of (7.1) through time-space

21These results are in contrast with [75] which state that the Bargmann metric for the potential
proposed by Dirac [76], VDirac(t, r) = 1

t
1
r is also conformally related to the usual Newtonian

potential r−1. A similar scaling argument explains Kepler’s Third Law [54].
22Relabelling one of the spatial directions as ‘time’, a conformally covariant two-point function

is
〈
φ1(t1, r1)φ2(t2, r2)

〉
= δx1,x2

(
(t1 − t2)

2 + (r1 − r2)
2
)
−x1

, where x1,2 are the scaling dimensions
of the two scaling operators φ1,2. The only consequence of conformal invariance, beyond scale-
invariance, is the constraint x1 = x2. ‘Covariance’ means quasi-primary correlators [8].
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H = −∂t = X−1

D = −t∂t − 1
2
r · ∂r − x

2
= X0

K = −t2∂t − tr · ∂r − xt− M
2
r2 = X1

Pj = −∂rj = Y
(j)
−1/2

Bj = −t∂rj −Mrj = Y
(j)
1/2

M = −M = M0

R(jk) = −rj∂rk + rk∂rj = −R(kj)

Table 2: Different notations for the generators of the Schrödinger algebra in d spatial
dimensions (j, k = 1, . . . , d) and their definitions as time-space transformations.

transformation is (with r = (r1, . . . , rd) and ∂rj =
∂
∂rj

)

Xn = −tn+1∂t −
n+ 1

2
tnr · ∂r −

M
4
n(n + 1)r2 − x

2
tn+1

Y (j)
m = −tm+1/2∂rj −

(
m+

1

2

)
Mtm−1/2rj (7.2)

Mn = −tnM
R(jk) = −

(
rj∂rk − rk∂rj

)
= −R(kj)

where x is the scaling dimension and M the mass of the field (assumed scalar under

spatial rotations) these generators act on. A central charge, of the familiar Virasoro

form, can only occur in the commutator
[
Xn, Xn′

]
[60, 102].

Together with the conformal algebra, (7.1) forms the basis for the construction

of more general time-space transformations with a prescribed dynamical scaling

behaviour.23 One uses the following axioms [25] (for simplicity let d = 1)

1. The ‘time’ coordinate transforms as t 7→ αt+β
γt+δ

with αδ − βγ = 1. The corre-

sponding generators obey
[
Xn, Xn′

]
= (n− n′)Xn+n′.

2. Dilatations have the generator X0 = −t∂t− 1
θ
r∂r− x

θ
, where θ is the anisotropy

exponent.24 Time-translations are generated by X−1 = −∂t.

3. Admit spatial translations, with the generator −∂r.

4. Add further terms, to express the transformation of scaling operators on which

these generators are supposed to act.25

23From dynamical scaling with z = 2 and time-/space-translation-invariance alone〈
φ1(t1, r1)φ2(t2, r2)

〉
= (t1 − t2)

−(x1+x2)/2Φ
( (r1−r2)

2

t1−t2

)
with a non-trivial scaling function Φ.

24For conformal invariance θ = 1, for Schrödinger-invariance θ = 2.
25Galilei-invariant theories are important examples on how to specify such terms [106, 107].
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These assumptions are sufficient to obtain a finite list of possibilities which can be

stated as follows. The first result gives the form ofXn as time-space transformations.

Theorem 1: [25] Consider the generators, of first order in ∂t and ∂r

Xn = −tn+1∂t − an(t, r)∂r − bn(t, r) (7.3)

where

an(t, r) =

(
n + 1

θ
tnr +

1

2
n(n + 1)A1t

n−1rθ+1

)(
1− A2

θA2
1

)

+
A2

(θA1)3
tn+1r1−θ

[(
1 + θA1r

θ/t
)n+1 − 1

]
(7.4)

and

bn(t, r) =
n+ 1

θ
xtn +

n(n+ 1)

2
tn−1rθB1

(
1− A2

θA2
1

)
+ ntn

A2B1

θ2A3
1

(
1 + θA1r

θ/t
)n

+tn
A1B2 − 2A2B1

θ2A3
1

[
(n+ 1) + (n− 1)

(
1 + θA1r

θ/t
)n]

+tn+1r−θ 2A1B2 − 3A2B1

θ3A4
1

[
1−

(
1 + θA1r

θ/t
)n]

(7.5)

and such that one of the following conditions

(1.) A1 6= 0 , A2 = θA2
1 , B1 6= 0 , B2 6= 0 (7.6a)

(2.) A1 = A2 = 0 , B1 6= 0 , B2 6= 0 (7.6b)

(3.) A1 6= 0 , A2 = 0 , B1 6= 0 , B2 = 0 (7.6c)

(4.) A1 = 0 , A2 6= 0 , B1 = 0 , B2 6= 0 (7.6d)

holds. They are the most general form admitted by axioms 1 & 2 which satisfy the

commutation relations [Xn, Xn′] = (n− n′)Xn+n′ for all n, n′ ∈ Z.

Next, one finds the generators related to spatial translations, in order to include

axioms 3 and 4. Let first θ = 2/N , then set m = −N
2
+ k with k ∈ Z and let

Ym = Yk−N/2 = − 2

N(k + 1)

(∂ak
∂r

∂r +
∂bk
∂r

)

For spatial translations Y−N/2 = −∂r. The constant B1 from theorem 1 is considered

arbitrary.

Theorem 2: [25] With the functions an and bn as in theorem 1, n, n′ ∈ Z and

m = −N/2 + k with k ∈ Z, the commutators

[Xn, Xn′] = (n− n′)Xn+n′ , [Xn, Ym] =

(
n
N

2
−m

)
Yn+m (7.7)
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hold in one of the following three cases:

(i) A1 = A2 = B2 = 0 and N arbitrary (but N 6= 1, 2).

(ii) A10 = A20 = 0 and N = 1. For B2 = 0, there is a further set of generators Zn

with n ∈ Z and26 the non-vanishing additional commutators are

[Ym, Ym′ ] = (m−m′)B1Zm+m′ , [Xn, Zn′] = −n′ Zn+n′ (7.8)

(iii) A2 = A2
1, B2 =

3
2
A1B1 and N = 2. Then for all n, n′ ∈ Z

[Xn, Xn′] = (n−n′)Xn+n′ , [Xn, Yn′] = (n−n′)Yn+n′ , [Yn, Yn′] = A1(n−n′)Yn+n′

(7.9)

Several comments are in order.

1. If B1 = 0, then
[
Ym, Ym′

]
= 0 and (7.7) is a closed Lie algebra, first identified

by Negro, del Olmo and Rodŕıguez-Marco [82] and of which the special case d = 1

is given in Theorem 2.27 It is nowadays referred to as ℓ-conformal Galilei algebra.28

However, for B1 = 0 the generators do not contain the terms which through Ward

identities would describe the transformation of scaling operators. Then one rests

with time-space transformations which cannot be used to constrain n-point functions

through their co-variance.The construction of such terms requires B1 6= 0 but has

not yet been solved satisfactorily, whenever N 6= 1, 2. For generic N , it has been

tried to use fractional (Riemann-Liouville) derivatives.

For N integer, the Xn and Ym act as dynamical symmetries of the Schrödinger

operator S = −α∂Nt + N2

4
∂r · ∂r, in the sense of Niederer [36, 44]. Specifically, for

N = 4, hence θ = 1
2
, one obtains a candidate for a local scaling symmetry at the so-

called Lifshitz point for spin systems with axial next-nearest neighbour interactions.

Then the universal form of the scaling function Φ of two-point correlators is found.

Exact results for spin-spin correlators in the ANNNS model [92] and numerical

simulations in the 3D ANNNI model [118] agree with these predictions.29

2. The case (ii) in theorem 2 is the Schrödinger-Virasoro algebra.

3. Case (iii) gives for the generic situation A1 6= 0 a Lie algebra isomorphism with

26For B2 6= 0, there are three families Z
(i)
n , i = 0, 1, 2 of generators which close into a Lie algebra.

27Besides spatial rotations, in [82] there is a further purely spatial scaling generator Ds.
28A lot of work has been dedicated to this class of algebras, focusing on possible central extensions

and invariant equations [108, 109, 110, 111, 112] or physical realisations in the setting of the Pais-
Uhlenbeck oscillator model [113, 114, 115, 116] or fluid mechanics [117].

29A field-theoretic second-order ε-expansion gives [119] θ = 1
2 − 0.0054ε2+O(ε3) in the ANNNI

model in 4.5 − ε dimensions. If that result should be stable under an eventual re-summation of
the asymptotic ε-series, at the very least N ≃ 4 holds only approximately, although the changes
are probably smaller than numerical error bars in existing simulations.
Later work [120] tried to refute local scale-invariance as sketched above. Therein, however, a
different fractional derivative than in [25] was used and the authors also did not consider the
detailed analysis of the form of the scaling function Φ through the calculation of moments [118, 121].
Instead, they postulate another version of local scale-invariance, of their own making, and promptly
refute it.
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the conformal algebra, but in a representation which does not conserve angles and

is not conformal. While for a long time considered as a mere curiosity, it was only

understood recently that this rather represents a new type of symmetry, the so-

called meta-conformal algebra [83], which arises in systems with a directional bias

in space. Their name alludes to the Lie algebra isomorphism with the standard

ortho-conformal Lie algebra in (1 + 1) time-space dimensions. In contrast to ortho-

conformal invariance, in (1+2) time-space dimensions there is an infinite-dimensional

meta-conformal algebra, isomorphic to the direct sum of three Virasoro algebras.30

On the other hand, for A1 = 0 one is back to the conformal galilean algebra. More

will be said on this latter algebra in section 8.

Remarkably, these same infinite-dimensional Lie algebras can be recovered from

the Newton-Cartan structures when an arbitrary anisotropy exponent θ is admitted

[24]. These two symmetries arises when considering the geodesics of the Newton-

Cartan structure. The end result is, in flat time-space

time-like geodesic θ = 2 Schrödinger algebra

light-like geodesic θ = 1 conformal Galilean algebra (7.10)

This analysis centres on the time-space coordinate transformations and does not

consider any Ward identities.

Table 1 summarises, besides the (ortho-)conformal algebra in (1 + 1)D, the

coordinate-transformations for the infinite-dimensional conformal Galilean and Schrö-

dinger-Virasoro groups. If applicable, an example of a Schrödinger operator on which

these transformations act as dynamical symmetries, is indicated. In addition, it has

been understood recently that if a directional bias occurs in the system, the dy-

namical symmetry can be modified [83, 84]. For example, if a bias is applied to a

Schrödinger-invariant system along a preferred coordinate r‖ and if one uses spatially

anisotropic scaling such that for large distances r‖, r⊥ ≫ 1 and large time separa-

tions τ ≫ 1 and keeps r‖/τ and r⊥/τ
1/2 fixed, the dynamical symmetry turns into

the meta-Schrödinger symmetry. However, if the scaling is made such that r‖/τ and

r⊥/τ are kept fixed, and certain conditions on sufficiently long-ranged initial correla-

tors are met, one may rather obtain the meta-conformal dynamical symmetry. This

is illustrated in figure 1, where the domains of meta-Schrödinger and meta-conformal

symmetries are indicated. Both only occur at considerably larger spatial separations

than Schrödinger symmetry. This has been checked through exact calculations in

the biased Glauber-Ising and spherical models [83, 126].

Applications of local scale-invariance in the context of dynamics far from equi-

librium and physical ageing will be discussed in section 10.

30The same algebra also arises as dynamical symmetry of 1D spatially non-local erosion models
[122, 123, 124, 125].
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Figure 1: Spatial regions where various un-biased or biased symmetries can be
realised. When distances scale isotropically with time as r ∼ τ 1/2, the time-space
dynamical symmetry is the Schrödinger algebra. If a bias occurs and distances scale
in the preferred direction as r‖ ∼ τ while r⊥ ∼ τ 1/2 in the transverse direction, meta-
Schrödinger invariance is realised. But if r‖ ∼ r⊥ ∼ τ , meta-conformal symmetry
may be realised, under certain conditions.

8 Conformal Galilean Algebra

Since Lorentz and Einstein it is well-known that the Galilei group can be obtained

from a contraction of the Poincaré group, in the non-relativistic limit when the

speed of light c → ∞. Can one obtain the Schrödinger group analogously from a

contraction of the conformal group ? The question was apparently raised first by

Barut [67] who stated that

The Schrödinger group [arises] from the conformal group by a combined

process of contraction and a ’transfer’ of the transformation of mass to

the co-ordinates.

but he does not define what he means by ‘transfer’. Since this idea is very interesting,

we shall give a mathematically clean presentation of the argument, but shall also

find that the meaning of ‘conformal group’ suffers a slight modification and that

in the non-relativistic limit one obtains an algebra different from the Schrödinger

algebra. We shall follow the presentation given in [93].

As Barut [67], we begin with the massive Klein-Gordon equation

(
1

c2
∂2

∂t2
+

∂

∂r
· ∂
∂r

−M2c2
)
ϕ(t, r) = 0 (8.1)
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Barut now attempted a change of variables via ∂t 7→ Mc + 1
c
∂t but is forced to an

ill-defined ‘transfer’. To implement his idea, we admit the mass M as a further

variable [127] such that ϕ = ϕM(t, r) and then define a new wave function χ via

ϕM(t, r) =
1√
2π

∫

R

du e−iuMχ(u, t, r) (8.2)

which requires as a necessary condition that limu→±∞ χ(u, t, r) = 0. Then eq. (8.1)

becomes (
1

c2
∂2

∂t2
+

∂

∂r
· ∂
∂r

+ c2
∂2

∂u2

)
χ(u, t, r) = 0 (8.3)

which is a massless Klein-Gordon equation in d + 2 dimensions (and not a massive

Klein-Gordon equation in d + 1 time-space dimensions). In the new coordinates

ξ−1 = u
c
, ξ0 = ct and ξj = rj with j = 1, . . . , d and Ψ(ξ) = χ(u, t, r), eq. (8.3)

becomes ∂µ∂
µΨ(ξ) = 0. Its dynamical symmetry is the conformal group in its usual

form, with generators

Pµ = ∂µ

Mµν = ξµ∂ν − ξν∂µ

Kµ = 2ξµξ
ν∂ν − ξνξ

ν∂µ + 2xξµ (8.4)

D = ξν∂ν + x

with summation convention over repeated indices µ, ν = −1, 0, 1, . . . , d and the

scaling dimension x. To prepare the contraction, let

ψ(ζ, t, r) = χ(u, t, r) where ζ = u+ ic2t (8.5)

which we believe is the sort of ‘transfer’ Barut might have had in mind. Finally, to

take the non-relativistic limit rewrite (8.3) as follows

(
2i

∂2

∂ζ∂t
+

∂

∂r
· ∂
∂r

)
ψ(ζ, t, r) =

1

c2
∂2

∂t2
ψ(ζ, t, r) = O

(
c−2
)

(8.6)

which reduces to the free Schrödinger equation in the c → ∞ limit. It remains to
write the generators (8.4) in this limit, which we do here for d = 1 for simplicity.
We find (and use the notations of table 2 and figure 2).

P−1Ψ = −icMψ P0Ψ = cMψ +O
(
c−1
)

P1Ψ = −Pψ
M01Ψ = −cBψ +O

(
c−1
)

M−11Ψ = icBψ +O
(
c−1
)

M−10Ψ = iNψ +O
(
c−2
)

K−1Ψ = 2icKψ +O
(
c−1
)

K0Ψ = −2cKψ +O
(
c−1
)

K1Ψ = −V+ψ +O
(
c−2
) (8.7)

for translations, rotations and expansions, respectively, while for the dilatation

DΨ = (−2X0 +N)ψ. Herein, we used the further notations M = P−1 + iP0 =
1
c
∂t,
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Figure 2: Left: Root diagramme of the complex Lie algebra B2, with the generators
H,P,M,D,B,K of table 2 and the four additional ones V±,W,N . Right: the

three minimal standard parabolic sub-algebras s̃ch(1) = sch(1) ⊕ CN , ãge(1) =
age(1)⊕ CN and c̃ga(1) = cga(1)⊕ CN .

N = −iM−10 = ζ∂ζ − t∂t and V+ = −
(
i/2
)1/2

K1. The generators of the Schrödinger

algebra are given in table 2.31

In order to understand the meaning of these result we give in figure 2, via a

root diagramme, an overview of the commutator relations of the conformal algebra

in (1 + 1 + 1) dimensions, which is isomorphic to the complex Lie algebra B2 [128].

This illustrates that each generator X ∈ B2 can be linked to a root vector x.32 For

clarity, we repeat on the right of figure 2 the root diagramme for the Schrödinger

31Admitting M as a further variable [127] and after a Fourier transformation with respect to M
in order to introduce the dependence on ζ.

32If x1+ x2 = x3, then
[
X1,X2

]
= X3, up to a constant factor and up to a linear combination of

the roots of the Cartan sub-algebra h =
〈
D,N

〉
. But if x1 + x2 falls outside the root diagramme,

then
[
X1,X2

]
= 0. Each convex set leads to a Lie sub-algebra. Lie algebras with different root

diagrammes, up to Weyl transformations, are not isomorphic [128].
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algebra s̃ch(1) = sch(1) ⊕ CN . Now, the contraction procedure (8.7) leads to a

different algebra, called cga(1), whose root diagramme is also indicated on the

right of figure 2. Therefore, we have in the non-relativistic limit a projection [93]

B2
∼= conf(3) → cga(1) 6∼= sch(1) (8.8)

In conclusion, Barut’s insightful idea [67] indeed works, although it leads to a dif-

ferent result than expected.33

Figure 2 contains more information. Recall from the representation theory of

Lie algebras [128] that a minimal standard parabolic sub-algebra is spanned by the

Cartan sub-algebra h and all positive roots of a complex semi-simple Lie algebra.

In figure 2, positive roots are all roots with lie to the right of a straight line (brown)

going through the origin, where the Cartan sub-algebra h lies. A formal classification

of the minimal standard parabolic sub-algebras of B2 is given in [93]. The result is

shown in figure 2, where the (brown) straight line can have three essentially different

slopes and leads to the follows parabolic sub-algebras (up to isomorphisms generated

by the transformations of the Weyl group of B2)





s̃ch(1) = sch(1)⊕ CN Schrödinger algebra

ãge(1) = age(1)⊕ CN ageing algebra

c̃ga(1) = cga(1)⊕ CN conformal galilean algebra

(8.9)

This should be compared with the algebras of time-space transformations con-

structed in section 7. There, it was seen that both the Schrödinger algebra sch(d)

and the conformal galilean algebra cga(d) may arise either from a study of possible

time-space transformations respecting scale-invariance or else from the admissible

form of geodesic curves. We now see that these two algebras are also the two main

parabolic sub-algebras of the complex conformal Lie algebra B2.
34

The relationship of the conformal galilean algebra with either ortho- or meta-
conformal algebras may be illustrated in yet a different way. In (1 + 1) time-space
dimensions (using a more systematic notation of generators35 in analogy with table 2

33The dualisation idea [127] has another application: by working out the n-point function in
dual space, before back-transforming, the n-point functions can be shown to obey causality and
therefore must be interpreted as response functions and not as correlators [93, 129]. This reasoning
can be extended to the conformal galilean algebra, dualising here with respect to the rapidities γj ,
which shows that their n-point functions are symmetric as required for correlators [130, 131].

34Their common sub-algebra age(d) was thought to be related to physical ageing, because of the
absence of the time-translation generatorH [93]. Section 10 deals with applications of Schrödinger-
invariance to physical ageing.

35In (1 + 1) time-space dimensions the isomorphism of ortho- and meta-conformal algebras can
be seen as follows [25]. In complex light-cone coordinates z = t + iµr, let ℓn = −zn+1∂z + ∆zn
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for the Schrödinger algebra) one has for the ortho- and meta-conformal algebras,
respectively, the commutators (with n, n′ ∈ Z)

[Xn,Xn′ ] = (n− n′)Xn+n′ , [Xn, Yn′ ] = (n− n′)Yn+n′ , [Yn, Yn′ ] = −µ (n− n′)Xn+n′

(8.10a)

[Xn,Xn′ ] = (n− n′)Xn+n′ , [Xn, Yn′ ] = (n− n′)Yn+n′ , [Yn, Yn′ ] = µ (n− n′)Yn+n′

(8.10b)

where µ = 1/c is related to the speed of light [83]. The Lie algebra contractions

now simply arises in the µ→ 0 limit which give from (8.10) the commutators

[Xn, Xn′] = (n− n′)Xn+n′ , [Xn, Yn′] = (n− n′)Yn+n′ , [Yn, Yn′] = 0 (8.11)

of the conformal galilean algebra cga(1). The forms (8.10) suggests the possibility of

an infinite-dimensional extension, which however is possible for the ortho-conformal

algebra (8.10a) in (1+1) dimensions only and for the meta-conformal algebra (8.10b)

in (1+1) and (1+2) dimensions. On the other hand, the conformal galilean algebra

not only can be written for any space dimension d but can always be extended to an

infinite-dimensional algebra with n, n′ ∈ Z. An explicit space-time representation

of the conformal galilean generators in (1 + d) dimensions is (with r =
(
r1, . . . , rd

)
)

Xn = −tn+1∂t − (n+ 1)tnr · ∂ − x(n + 1)tn − n(n + 1)tn−1γ · r
Y (j)
n = −tn+1∂j − (n+ 1)tnγj (8.12)

R
(jk)
0 = −

(
rj∂k − rk∂j

)
−
(
γj∂γk − γk∂γj

)
; j 6= k

with ∂j = ∂
∂rj

, x is a scaling dimension, the spatial rotation generators were in-

cluded and we also wrote the terms coming from the rapidities γj, j = 1, . . . , d. In

(1 + 1) dimensions, the maximal finite-dimensional sub-algebra is 〈X±1,0, Y±1,0〉 =

〈V+, D, P,K,B,M〉, see also figure 2.

The physical difference of these three algebras is further illustrated by the dis-

tinct forms of the two-point function C(t, r) =
〈
φ1(t, r)φ2(0, 0)

〉
, derived from the

condition of co-variance under the maximal finite-dimensional sub-algebra
〈
X±1,0, Y±1,0

〉

[83]

C(t, r) =





(
(
t2 + µ2r2

)−x1
exp
(
−(2γ1/µ) arctan

(
µ|r/t|

))
ortho-conformal

t−2x1

(
1 + γ1/µ|r/t|

)−2γ1/µ
meta-conformal

t−2x1 exp
(
−2γ1|r/t|

)
conformal galilean

(8.13)

and similarly for ℓ̄n, where ∆,∆ are the conformal weights. The ortho-conformal generators are
Xn = ℓn + ℓ̄n and Yn = iµ

(
ℓn − ℓ̄n

)
. The meta-conformal generators are Xn = ℓn + ℓ̄n and

Yn = µℓn.
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Figure 3: (a) Scaling function f(u) of the covariant two-point correlator C(t, r) =
t−2x1f(r/t), over against the scaling variable u = r/t, for the ortho-conformal, meta-
conformal and conformal galilean algebras, in (1 + 1)D, from eq. (8.13). The inset
further underlines the different behaviour for u ≪ 1 and u ≫ 1. (b) Comparison
with the scaling function obtained from Schrödinger-invariance, clearly distinct from
both ortho-conformal and conformal galilean invariance.

where the constraints x1 = x2 and γ1 = γ2 hold.36 In contrast with the Schrödinger

algebras, which predicts co-variant response functions, the co-variant n-point func-

tions found from these three algebras are correlation functions [129]. The qualitative

behaviour of the associated scaling functions is shown in figure 3a. For large argu-

ments of the scaling variable u, both ortho- and meta-conformal correlators decay

algebraically, whereas the meta-conformal correlator has an exponential decay. On

the other hand, for u small, both meta-conformal and conformal galilean correlators

have a pic and are not differentiable at u = 0, whereas the ortho-conformal correlator

has a rounded form.37 In figure 3b, the scaling functions are compared with the one

obtained from Schrödinger-invariance (a response function) which clearly highlights

their difference (f(u) ∼ e−u2

has a gaussian form for Schrödinger-invariance).

9 Super-selection rules

We now revisit the conservation of mass. It is not simply some dynamical symme-

try but has deep connections with central extensions of the time-space symmetry

36In the µ → 0 limit, both ortho- and meta-conformal forms (8.13) reduce to the conformal
galilean correlator [83]. For ortho-conformal invariance, the conformal weight ∆ =

(
x1− iγ1/µ

)
/2.

Three-point functions
〈
φ1(t1, r1)φ2(t2, r2)φ3(t3, r3)

〉
can be fixed similarly [121].

37For (1 + 2)D meta-conformal invariance, the correlator interpolates between the (1 + 1)D
meta-conformal and the ortho-conformal correlator [83].
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algebra.

1. In classical many-particle physics one may use a standard (i.e. non-projective)

representation of the Galilei algebra. In an inertial frame, Newton’s equation of mo-

tion for a N -particle system with positions ra(t) are

mar̈a = Fa ; a = 1, . . . , N (9.1)

Herein ma is the mass of the ath particle and Fa is the force acting on it. For an

isolated system,
∑N

a=1 Fa = 0. Summing over all particles gives

d

dt

(
N∑

a=1

maṙa

)
=

N∑

a=1

mar̈a =
N∑

a=1

Fa = 0

which means that the total momentum P is conserved

P =
N∑

a=1

maṙa = cste. (9.2)

such that Newton’s third axiom has been checked. In textbooks of classical me-

chanics this is usually derived from spatial translation-invariance. In addition to

the well-known conservation law (9.2), the total mass is also conserved. To see this,

change the inertial frame through a Galilei transformation

t 7→ t′ = t , ra 7→ r′
a = ra + vt (9.3)

under which (9.1) clearly is co-variant. The momentum conservation (9.2) becomes

P ′ =

N∑

a=1

maṙ
′
a =

N∑

a=1

(maṙa +mav) = P +

N∑

a=1

mav

Since both momenta P and P ′ are constant, one has the further conservation law

v
∑

a

ma = P ′ − P = cste. ⇒
∑

a

ma =M = cste. (9.4)

since the velocity v is arbitrary. Therefore the total mass M of a non-relativistic

system is always kept fixed, which is obtained here from the non-centrally extended

representation (9.3). This mass conservation was established by Lavoisier more than

200 years ago, stating that [103]

“Rien ne se crée, ni dans les opérations de l’art, ni dans celles de la

nature, et l’on peut poser en principe que, dans toute opération, il y a

une égale quantité de matière avant et après l’opération.”
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Although it is very important in practise, mass conservation appears here as a

circumstantial result, found as a by-product of momentum conservation [104].

2. This become very different when one goes over to non-relativistic quantum

mechanics. For a free particle, the entire information is a contained in the wave

equation ψ(t, x) which obeys the wave equation (for notational simplicity in d = 1

space dimensions)

i~
∂ψ(t, x)

∂t
= − ~2

2m

∂2ψ(t, x)

∂x2
(9.5)

where m is the mass of the particle and ~ is Planck’s constant. While this equation

is clearly invariant under temporal and spatial translations, it is also invariant under

the Galilei transformation

t 7→ t′ = t , x 7→ x′ = x+ vt (9.6)

but the wave function transforms non-trivially

ψ(t, x) 7→ ψ′(t, x) = exp

[
i

~

(
mxv +

1

2
mtv2

)]
ψ(t, x− vt) (9.7)

The importance of such projective representations was pointed out by Bargmann

[94]. For our purposes, it is sufficient to recall that both the wave equation (9.5) as

well as the law of probability conservation

∂ρ(t, x)

∂t
+
∂j(t, x)

∂x
= 0 (9.8)

transform co-variantly under the projective representation (9.7), whenever m 6= 0.

Herein the probability density ρ and the probability current j are given by

ρ(t, x) = ψ∗(t, x)ψ(t, x) , j(t, x) =
~

2mi

(
ψ∗(t, x)

∂ψ(t, x)

∂x
− ψ(t, x)

∂ψ∗(t, x)

∂x

)

This projective effect in (9.7) cannot be eliminated through a change of variables.

It also follows that for m 6= 0, the wave function must be complex-valued. For a

better algebraic understanding, we consider the Lie algebra generator B, obtained

for infinitesimal v from, (9.7)

B = −t∂x −
im

~
x , P = −∂x (9.9)

along with the generator P of spatial translations. These are already given by

Niederer [36]. In contrast to standard representations, their commutator

[
B,P

]
= − im

~
=:

i

~
M (9.10)
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does not vanish for m 6= 0. Since M does commute with all other generators of

the Galilei algebra, it provides a central extension of the (non semi-simple) Galilei

algebra.38 The presence of a non-vanishing mass m 6= 0 modifies profoundly the

underlying mathematical structure.39

3. Mass conservation can be seen as a consequence of the central extension and

takes a particularly interesting form in many-body systems. When applying spatial

translation-invariance and Galilei-invariance, in the form of the co-variance condi-

tions PC [n] = BC [n] = 0 with a n-point function C [n] = C(t1, . . . , tn; x1, . . . , xn), we

find first the reduction

C [n] = C
(
t1, . . . , tn; x1 − xn, x2 − xn, . . . , xn−1 − xn

)

and furthermore

BC [n] =

[
−(t1 − tn)∂x1

− . . .− (tn−1 − tn)∂xn−1
− i

~

(
m1(x1 − xn) + . . .+mn−1(xn−1 − xn)

)

− i

~
xn
(
m1 +m2 + . . .+mn

)]
C [n] = 0

Again because of spatial translation-invariance, the correlator C [n] only depends on

the differences x1 − xn, . . . , xn−1 − xn but cannot depend on xn alone. Hence one

must have (
m1 +m2 + . . .+mn

)
C [n] = 0 (9.11)

This a modern rephrasing of Bargmann’s result [94]: a theory which is spatially

translation-invariant and Galilei-invariant decomposes into sectors, each with a fixed

mass, such that any n-point functions between these sectors vanish. Since it is a

stronger constraint than usual selection rules from internal symmetries, it is usually

called the Bargmann super-selection rule. Because of (9.7), the complex conjugate

ψ∗ has a negative mass m∗ = −m < 0 such that the condition (9.11) can indeed

be satisfied. From the present point of view, mass conservation is a fundamental

property of a Galilean-invariant theory, rather than a circumstantial by-product.

4. When studying relaxational phenomena, the field-theoretic descriptions only

involve real-valued fields. Certainly, this does not mean that such theories cannot be

Galilei-invariant, but the notion of ‘complex conjugate’ has to be adapted. Indeed,

in non-equilibrium field theory [133, 134], besides the real-valued order-parameter

field φ one considers another real-valued field, the response field φ̃. In such theories,

38For finite-dimensional Lie algebras g, central extensions only exist if g is not semi-simple. Then
central extensions cannot be absorbed into a change of coordinates [102].

39See [132] for a classifications of representations of the Galilei group with eitherm = 0 orm 6= 0,
in the context of classical mechanics.
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averages are calculated from functional integrals 〈A〉 =
∫
DφDφ̃ A(φ, φ̃)e−J [φ,φ̃]. For

a free particle at temperature T , the action reads

J [φ, φ̃] =

∫
dtdr

[
φ̃
(
∂t −∆r

)
φ− T φ̃2

]
(9.12)

Here the response field acts as ‘complex conjugate’. If the order parameter φ has a

mass M > 0, the conjugate response field must have a mass M̃ = −M < 0. For N -

particle observables, each field φj of mass Mj , the generators of spatial translations

and Galilei transformations can be written as (with m = ±1
2
, see table 2)

Ym =
N∑

j=1

[
−tm+1/2

j

∂

∂xj
−
(
m+

1

2

)
Mjt

m−1/2
j xj

]
(9.13)

such that their commutator is

[
Y1/2, Y−1/2

]
= −

(
M1 + . . .+Mn

)
=:M (9.14)

We recognise the central extension by the generatorM and also read off the Bargmann

super-selection rule M1 + . . . +Mn = 0. This means that averages such as 〈φφ̃〉,
〈φ2φ̃2〉 and so on can be fixed from their co-variance. This will be explained further

in section 10.

5. For comparison, we briefly reconsider the same question for the conformal

Galilean algebra. A contrario to the standard galilean algebra, accelerations are

also present [135]. For an n-particle system, the galilean generators are now (with

m = ±1, 0)

Ym =

n∑

j=1

(
−tm+1

j

∂

∂xj
− (m+ 1)γjt

m
j

)
(9.15)

We compare the root diagrammes in figure 2. The standard galilean algebra is

spanned by 〈B,P,M〉 ∧
= 〈Y 1

2

, Y− 1

2

,M〉, see eq. (9.13), where the central extension

M was already included. But the space-transformations of the conformal galilean

algebra are spanned by 〈K,B,M〉 ∧
= 〈Y1, Y0, Y−1〉 as given by (9.15). Therefore it

is clear from figure 2 (or eq. (9.15)) that
[
Ym, Ym′

]
= 0 and no central extension

exists in this case. For the two-point function C [2], it can be easily shown, from

the co-variance conditions YmC
[2] = 0, that the two ‘rapidities’ are equal: γ1 = γ2

[121, 136, 137]. Hence the physical rôle of the ‘masses’ Mj and the ‘rapidities’ γj
is different.40 See figure 3 for the comparison of the forms of the two-point scaling

functions, according to ortho-conformal, meta-conformal, conformal galilean and

Schrödinger invariance.

40For the infinite-dimensional extension of the conformal galilean algebra, the usual central
extensions of Virasoro form are of course admissible.
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Figure 4: Schematic free energy before a quench (left panel) and after a quench to
either T = Tc or T < Tc (right panel). The state of the system is symbolised by the
small ball.

10 Physical ageing

Galilei-invariance and the Bargmann super-selection rules find a direct application

in the context of physical ageing far from equilibrium. Physical ageing is a typical

behaviour of glasses [138, 139]. Here we shall be exclusively interested in the dy-

namical symmetry principles which are best explained in the ageing of more simple

magnetic systems, without disorder [140, 141, 121].

Consider a many-body system whose equilibrium state is either critical (with

dynamically created long-range correlations) or else has more than one distinct but

equivalent equilibrium states. Roughly speaking, physical ageing arises when the

time-evolution starts from an initial state which is different from the equilibrium

state. For example, one might obtain this situation via quenching a system from a

fully disordered initial state to a state either onto or else below a critical temperature

Tc > 0, see figure 4. After the quench, the system is far from equilibrium, since it is

no longer at a stable minimum of the free energy. Ageing can be monitored through

the correlations of the time-space-dependent order-parameter φ(t, r). One measures

for instance the single-time correlator or the two-time auto-correlator

C(t, r) = 〈φ(t, r)φ(t, 0)〉 , C(t, s) = 〈φ(t, 0)φ(s, 0)〉 (10.1)
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Figure 5: Illustration of the characteristic data collapse of physical ageing. Panel
(a) shows a typical behaviour of a single-time correlator for different times t3 >
t2 > t1, while (b) shows the collapse onto a single curve when distances r = |r| are
measured in units of the dynamical length scale L(t). Panel (c) similarly illustrates
the two-time autocorrelator in dependence of τ = t − s, for different waiting times
s1 < s2 < s3 and panel (d) shows that these data collapse when replotted as a
function of y = t/s. The log-log plot in the inset shows the asymptotic power-law
form fC(y) ∼ y−λ/z.

where the averages
〈
·
〉
are over sample histories (and possibly over an ensemble

of initial conditions as well) and for simplicity spatial translation-invariance was

assumed. The initial average order-parameter 〈φ(0, r)〉 = 0 is taken to vanish.

By definition, physical ageing occurs if the following three defining conditions are

satisfied [121]

1. slow relaxational dynamics, not described by a simple exponential with a finite

relaxation time

2. breaking of time-translation-invariance

3. dynamical scaling

Figure 5 schematically illustrates how ageing can be detected from correla-

tion functions. The curves of C(t, r) do depend on time, hence there is no time-

translation-invariance. But if the same data are replotted over against
∣∣r
∣∣/L(t),

where L(t) ∼ t1/z is the time-dependent length of the ordered clusters, (z is the

dynamical critical exponent) a data collapse occurs. Similarly, the curves of the two-

time autocorrelator C(t, s), when plotted over against the time difference τ = t− s,

do depend on the waiting time s and time-translation-invariance is broken. Again,

when replotted over against y = t/s, a data collapse occurs. Hence in the limit of

large times, one finds the scaling forms

C(t, r) = t−cFC

(
r

L(t)

)
, C(t, s) = s−bfC

(
t

s

)
(10.2)
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The inset in figure 5d illustrates the generic power-law behaviour of fC(y) ∼ y−λ/z

for y ≫ 1 large. The auto-correlation exponent λ is universal but for a non-conserved

order-parameter it is independent of all equilibrium critical exponents [142]. The

renormalisation group asserts that scaling functions such as FC and fC are universal.

Then their functional from should only depend on global system properties such as

dimension and global symmetries but should be independent of most microscopic

‘details’ of a specific hamiltonian. Finding their form, independently of studies in

specific models, then calls for a convenient dynamical symmetry.

Probably the most simple system with a dynamical exponent z = 2 is the

Edwards-Wilkinson model, see [143], for the height h = h(t, r) of a growing inter-

face.41 In a frame where the average height is constant, ∂t〈h(t, r)〉 = 0, the height

fluctuations are described by the Langevin equation

∂th(t, r) =
1

2M∆rh(t, r) + η(t, r) (10.3)

where ∆r is the spatial laplacian and fluctuations enter through the centred gaussian

white noise with variance 〈η(t, r)η(t′, r′)〉 = 2TMδ(t− t′)δ(r−r′). Following [144],

we shall use this simple model, with its linear Langevin equation, to illustrate some

of the main aspects of dynamical Schrödinger symmetry. Clearly, the noise term

in (10.3) breaks any time-space symmetry beyond simple translation- and rotation-

invariance. Hence the noisy eq. (10.3), as it stands, cannot be Schrödinger-invariant.

Eq. (10.3) can be obtained as a classical equation of motion of the non-equili-

brium Janssen-de Dominicis field theory [133, 134, 142], with the action J [h, h̃] =

J0[h, h̃] + Jb[h̃] decomposed into a deterministic and a noise part, respectively

J0[h, h̃] =

∫
dtdr h̃

(
∂t − (2M)−1∆r − j

)
h

Jb[h̃] = −T
∫

dtdr h̃2 (10.4)

Herein, h̃ is the response field conjugate to the height field h. Averages are computed

from the functional integral 〈A 〉 =
∫
DhDh̃ A [h]e−J [h,h̃]. Notably, one distinguishes

two-particle correlation and response functions [140, 121, 142],

C(t1, t2; r1, r2) =

〈
h(t1, r1)h(t2, r2)

〉
(10.5a)

R(t1, t2; r1, r2) =
δ〈h(t1, r1)
δj(t2, r2)

∣∣∣∣
j=0

=
〈
h(t1, r1)h̃(t2, r2)

〉
(10.5b)

41Microscopically, this model can be obtained by depositing particles on a surface. If a particle
arrives, it sticks to its point of arrival, but only after having relaxed to the lowest height in the
immediate neighbourhood of the arrival point. The long-range properties of the interface, and
their fluctuations, are then described by (10.3).
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which explains the purpose of the source field j in eq. (10.4) and the name of the

response field h̃.

Now, the deterministic part J0[h, h̃] of the action is Schrödinger-invariant (re-

lated to the heat equation). This allows us to identify the following properties of

the height field h and its conjugate response field h̃:

height field h : scaling dimension x mass M > 0

response field h̃ : scaling dimension x̃ mass M̃ = −M < 0

It follows from the Bargmann super-selection rules that the (n+m)-point determin-

istic correlator, computed only with the part J0[h, h̃] of the action, obeys

C
[n,m]
0 =

〈
h1 . . . hnh̃1 . . . h̃m

〉
0
= δn,mC

[n] (10.6)

such that only deterministic averages with an equal number of h- and h̃-fields can be

non-vanishing. A non-trivial example would be the response function R = C [1,1], see

(10.5b). However, the deterministic correlator C = C
[2,0]
0 = 0 vanishes.42 A formal

expansion [145] in the full action in terms of the ‘temperature’ T then shows from

(10.5b) that the (noisy) response function R = 〈hh̃〉

R(t, s; r) =
〈
h(t, r)h̃(s, 0)e−Jb[h̃]

〉
0
=
〈
h(t, r)h̃(s, 0)

〉
0
= R0(t, s; r) (10.7)

which is computed in a stochastic model, is identical to the deterministic response

R0 found from Schrödinger-invariance. Similarly the correlator C = 〈hh〉

C(t, s; r) =
〈
h(t, r)h(s, 0)e−Jb[h̃]

〉
0
= T

∫
dudR

〈
h(t, r)h(s, 0)h̃2(u,R)

〉
0

(10.8)

reduces to an integral of a deterministic three-point response function [145]. The

exact reduction formulæ (10.7,10.8) are the basis for finding the scaling functions of

responses and correlators.

We note an important feature of Schrödinger-invariance: the requirement of

co-variance fixes directly response functions, such as R =
〈
hh̃
〉
, because they are

compatible with the Bargmann super-selection rule (10.6). On the other hand,

a co-variance requirement imposed on a correlation function, such as C =
〈
hh
〉
,

would force it to vanish, because the Bargmann super-selection rule (10.6) cannot

be satisfied. Correlators will always be obtained by reducing them to higher response

functions [145]. The causality of response functions can be systematically derived

from a detailed analysis of the time-space representations [93, 129].

42It is a basic textbook result of non-equilibrium field theory that 〈h̃1 . . . h̃m〉 = 0 [142].
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After these preparations, we finally return to the example of the Edwards-

Wilkinson model, described by the Langevin equation (10.3). It is enough to find

the two- and three-point response function of the deterministic theory, from the co-

variance under the generators of the Schrödinger Lie algebra.43 First, with (10.7),

the two-time response function is [60] (with t > s because of causality [93])

R(t, s; r) = r0δx,x̃δ(M+ M̃)(t− s)−x exp

[
−M

2

r2

t− s

]
(10.9)

The constraint x = x̃ is analogous to the one following from conformal invariance.

In addition, the masses M = −M̃ > 0 are related by the Bargmann rule. These two

conditions express the relationship of the field h and its conjugate response field h̃.

Second, we find the single-time correlator C(t, r) with (10.8). We need the generic

three-point response [60] (for ε → 0 and with t > u because of causality [93])

〈
h(t + ε, r + r0)h(t, r0)h̃

2(u,R)
〉
0
= δ(2M+ 2M̃)

× (t+ ε− u)−x(t− u)−x exp

[
−M

2

(r + r0 −R)2

t+ ε− u
− M

2

(r0 −R)2

t− u

]

× Ψ

((
(r + r0 −R)(t− u)− (r0 −R)(t+ ε− u)

)2

(t+ ε− u)(t− u)ε

)
(10.10)

where we already used xh̃2 = 2x̃ and x̃ = x. In the limit ε → 0 this must be finite

such that the unknown scaling function Ψ reduces to a constant Ψ0. We find 44

C(t, r) = TΨ0

∫ t

0

du u−2x

∫

Rd

dR exp

[
−M
2u

[(r
2
−R

)2
+
(r
2
+R

)2]]

= TΨ0

( π

M
)d/2 ∫ t

0

du ud/2−2x exp

[
−M

4

r2

u

]

= Tc0 |r|d+2−4x Γ

(
2x− d

2
− 1,

M
4

r2

t

)
(10.11)

where Ψ0 and c0 are normalisation constants and Γ is an incomplete Gamma func-

tion. It clearly appears that C(t, r) is determined by the fluctuations in h which

in turn come from the noise in (10.3). But we also had to rely on consistency ar-

guments, based on scaling, in order to fix the unknown function Ψ which is not

determined by Schrödinger-invariance alone.

The predictions (10.9) and (10.11) can now be compared with the exact results

of the Edwards-Wilkinson model, readily obtained by solving (10.3) [146]. If one

43Since the deterministic part of (10.3) is time-translation-invariant, the complete Schrödinger
algebra can be used.

44This corrects typos in eqs. (30c,31) of [144].
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identifies x = d/2, and matches the non-universal mass M, the agreement is perfect

[144]. This simple example illustrates the idea how the scaling dimension x of the

quasi-primary field of the Schrödinger group determines the functional form of the

universal scaling function FC of the single-time correlator. Two-time correlators can

be treated analogously [146].

We close with a few further comments.

1. When quenching a magnetic system to below Tc > 0, and the order-parameter

is not conserved, the system undergoes phase-ordering kinetics, with a dynamical

exponent z = 2 always [147, 148]. However, the representations of the Schrödinger

group with generators X equ must be replaced by [84, 126]

X equ 7→ X = eξ ln tX eque−ξ ln t (10.12)

where the generators X equ are those listed in table 2. Herein, ξ serves as a further

quantum number of the scaling operator these generators act on. In this setting, one

is not obliged to simply drop the time-translation generator X−1 from the algebra.

Rather, the breaking of time-translation-invariance occurs ‘softly’, since one now

has

Xequ
−1 7→ X−1 = eξ ln t

(
−∂t

)
e−ξ ln t = −∂t +

ξ

t
(10.13)

which explicitly depends on time. This construction holds true for the entire Schrö-

dinger-Virasoro algebra [149]. In the representation (10.12), the Schrödinger opera-

tor also becomes time-dependent, for example

S
equ 7→ S = eξ ln t

(
∂t − ∂2r

)
e−ξ ln t = ∂t +

ξ

t
− ∂2r (10.14)

This reproduces simulations in many models of phase-ordering, see [121].

2. For a critical quench to T = Tc, in general the dynamic exponent z 6= 2. Since

the form of the auto-response functions, determined from co-variance, only depends

on λ/z, that part of the theory can still be used, to a good degree of precision [121,

150]. However, there are indications that a better choice of representation might

be a logarithmic one – in analogy to logarithmic conformal field theory [151, 152],

where the scaling operators become at least two-component vectors and the scaling

dimensions x are replaced by Jordan matrices. Such logarithmic representations

have been constructed for the Schrödinger algebra45 [153, 154] and indeed permit a

much improved agreement with simulational data of response functions in several

critical models (1D critical directed percolation [158], the 1D/2D Kardar-Parisi-

Zhang equation [159, 160] and the 2D critical Ising model [161]).

45Analogous constructions also exist for the conformal galilean algebra, including its ‘exotic’
central extension [155, 156, 157].
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11 Conclusions

The twin conformal and Schrödinger groups stand at the beginning of the systematic

applications of continuous symmetry in physics, as initiated by Jacobi [26] and Lie

[27]. The pioneering work of Brinkmann [85] and of Eisenhart [28] was followed by

the introduction and comprehensive use of Duval et al.’s (“Bargmann”) framework

[86]. This allowed, apart of finding all Schrödinger-symmetric mechanical systems,

to study Chern-Simons vortices and fluid mechanics. As a further example then

arose the conformal galilean group (and the recently identified meta-conformal and

meta-Schrödinger groups), see table 1. After retracing some historical steps, and

recalling several important concepts related to central extensions and super-selection

rules, and whose development took insight from quite distinct areas of physics (and

mathematics) we have seen that these three symmetries arise time and again in

physical applications, only provided that there is a physical basis for emergent scale-

invariance. An important difference of Galilei- and Schrödinger-groups on one side

and relativistic or non-relativistic conformal groups on the other, are the Bargmann

super-selection rules which can be traced back to central extensions in these non-

semi-simple algebras. Some examples, notably physical ageing, were treated more

explicitly. Through the various applications mentioned in this review we hope to

have given sufficient motivation to strive further in an ever improving understanding

and on the deep relations between them.

A major outcome of these symmetries are bootstrap approaches which try to

achieve as much as possible for the symmetry itself. The most magnificent example

remains of course the conformal bootstrap in d = 2 spatial dimensions [8], which has

led to so many consequences in either 2D equilibrium critical phenomena or else in

string theory. It has been tried to follow these paths in different settings, notably

in conformal field-theory in d > 2 dimensions, e.g. [162, 163, 164], or conformal

galilean and BMS theory, e.g. [165, 166, 167, 168].

We regret to have to resist the temptation to deal with supersymmetric exten-

sions of Galilei- and Schrödinger-symmetry. A natural starting point would be the

spin-1
2
Lévy-Leblond equation [169]. Since a discussion would require an article by

itself, we limit ourselves to the mere statement that these studies were initiated in

[170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177].
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électromagnétique et gravitationnel,” Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Sect. A (N.S.) 20,
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[101] E. Inönü, and E. P. Wigner, “Representations of the Galilei group,” Il Nuovo Ci-
mento 9, 705 (1952). 6

[102] J. Unterberger, C. Roger, The Schrödinger-Virasoro algebra, Springer (Heidelberg
2011). 6, 7, 38
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