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Abstract

We present a Cartan-like first-order action principle for electric Carrollian gravity.

The action is invariant under the local homogeneous Carroll group, albeit in a different

representation than the one obtained by gauging the Carroll algebra. Additionally, we

show that this first-order action can be derived from a smooth Carrollian limit of the

Einstein-Cartan action. The connection with the Hamiltonian and metric forms of the

action for electric Carrollian gravity, as well as with previous works in the literature, is

also discussed.
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1 Introduction

The Carroll algebra is defined through an Inönü-Wigner contraction of the Poincaré al-

gebra in the limit when the speed of light approaches zero (c → 0) [1,2]. In recent years,

there has been an increasing interest in Carrollian physics mainly due to the isomorphism

between the conformal extension of the Carroll symmetry [3] and the asymptotic sym-

metry algebra of asymptotically flat spacetimes [4–6]. This is a consequence of the Car-

rollian structure that naturally emerges at null infinity of asymptotically flat spacetimes,

which was later understood to be a generic property of null hypersurfaces [7, 8]. Phys-

ical systems exhibiting Carrollian symmetries have found applications in various fields,

such as black holes physics [9–16], flat space holography [17–25], tensionless string the-

ory [26–28], the fluid/gravity correspondence [29–33], cosmology [34,35], Hall effects [36],

fractons [37–42], and flat bands in condensed matter systems [43]. Furthermore, Carroll

physics has recently developed in several directions, including Carrollian gravity [44–61],

Carroll particles [62, 63] and Carrollian field theories [64–70].
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As shown in Ref. [71], relativistic bosonic theories admit at least two inequivalent

Carrollian limits termed electric and magnetic, respectively. Electric-type field theories

have a long history. Klauder originally studied the electric Carrollian scalar field theory

in the 1960s, referring to it as an ultralocal scalar field [72]. In gravitation, the electric

limit was introduced by Isham [73] within the context of strong gravity (see also [74]),

and by Teitelboim as a zero signature limit of General Relativity [75] (see also [76, 77]).

This particular gravitational theory is also ultralocal, meaning that different points in

space are completely decoupled from each other. This feature makes the theory useful in

describing the dynamics of the gravitational field near space-like singularities using the

Belinsky-Khalatnikov-Lifshitz (BKL) approach [78–81]. The asymptotic symmetries of

this theory were recently analyzed in Refs. [52, 82, 83].

The Hamiltonian action of electric Carrollian gravity takes the form

IE [gij, Ni, N, πij] =

∫

dt dDx
[

πij ġij −N H−N i Hi

]

, (1.1)

where

H =
16πGE√

g

(

πij πij −
1

D − 1
π2

)

+

√
gΛE

8πGE

, Hi = −2∇j πi
j . (1.2)

Here gij is the spatial metric and πij is its conjugate canonical momentum, while H and

Hi represent the Hamiltonian and momentum constraints, respectively. The correspond-

ing Lagrange multipliers, lapse and shift, are denoted by N and N i. Here GE and ΛE

represent the rescaled Newton’s and cosmological constants. In particular, note that the

Hamiltonian constraint H does not contain spatial derivatives, reflecting the ultralocal

nature of the theory.

A covariant formulation of electric Carrollian gravity in the second order formalism

was provided by Henneaux in Ref. [76]. The action principle that describes its dynamics

in a (D + 1)−dimensional spacetime is the following

IE =
1

16πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

KµνK
µν −K2 − 2ΛE

]

. (1.3)

The volume form is given by E dt dDx, while Kµν represents the extrinsic curvature of the

spatial hypersurfaces and K = gµνKµν denotes its trace.

So far, a Cartan-like formulation of electric Carrollian gravity has remained elusive,

mainly because the terms at hand for defining an action principle through the gauging of

the Carroll algebra do not reproduce the second-order action of the electric theory [56].

This stands in sharp contrast to magnetic Carrollian gravity, where its description in

terms of the gauging of the Carroll algebra is well understood [46, 57].2

2Note, however, the proposal of [45] in 2 + 1 dimensions, where a gauging of the Carroll algebra was

shown to lead to a theory containing electric terms of the form of (1.3).
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One of the main goals of our article is to propose a first-order formulation of electric

Carrollian gravity à la Cartan. This first-order action is invariant under a different rep-

resentation of the local homogeneous Carroll transformations than the one obtained by

gauging the Carroll algebra. Therefore, the action is of first-order but is not derived from

the gauging method. This is fully consistent with the previous no-go results [56].

From a purely geometric perspective, the incompatibility with the gauging method

can be understood as follows: as demonstrated in Ref. [76], in Carrollian theories where

the extrinsic curvature tensor Kµν does not vanish, such as electric Carrollian gravity,

only a very limited concept of metric parallel transport exists. It is restricted to purely

transverse and longitudinal tensors along the normal direction. On the other hand, the

second-order electric Carrollian action (1.3) depends exclusively on well-defined intrinsic

geometric quantities. In particular, since there are no covariant derivatives, the action is

independent of any kind of (non-metric) connection. From the point of view of the first-

order action, we will see that this property is linked to the absence of the spin connection

associated with boost generators, as can be seen from Eq. (2.9d).

The Cartan-like action for electric Carrollian gravity proposed in this article can also

be derived from a Carrollian limit of the Einstein-Cartan action. While the Carroll limit

remains smooth at the level of the action principle, it is shown to be discontinuous at

the level of the gauging algebra. This naturally explains why a direct application of the

gauging method to the Carroll algebra does not provide a first-order formulation of the

electric theory.

The plan of the paper is the following: in section 2, we propose a Cartan-like first-order

action in terms of the fields
{

eµ
a, τµ, ωµ

ab, vµ
a
}

that are reminiscent of the first-order for-

mulation of magnetic Carrollian gravity obtained from gauging the Carroll algebra. This

first-order action is invariant under local transformations that close on the homogeneous

Carroll algebra, and we prove its equivalence to the electric action in second-order form.

In section 3, we show how to obtain the previous action from a limit of Einstein-Cartan.

Finally, we conclude by giving an outlook on our results in section 4.

2 Cartan-like first-order formulation of electric Car-

rollian gravity

2.1 Geometric preliminaries

The metric properties of Carrollian geometries can be described by a clock form τµ and

a spatial vielbein eµ
a . Here, Greek letters denote spacetime indices, µ, ν = 0, 1, . . . , D,

while lowercase letters a, b = 1, . . . , D denote spatial indices on the tangent space. The

set {τµ, eµa} is assumed to constitute a basis of the cotangent space. In addition one can
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introduce the dual vectors {nµ, eµa} satisfying

eµ
a eµb = δab , τµ n

µ = 1 , nµ eµ
a = 0 , τµ e

µ
a = 0 , (2.1)

and

eµ
aeνa + τµn

ν = δµ
ν , (2.2)

i.e. eµ
a, eµa, τµ and nµ provide a resolution of the identity.

Using these objects, it is possible to construct the following determinant

E := det (τµ, eµ
a) =

1

D!
ǫa1···aDǫ

µ0···µDτµ0
eµ1

a1 · · · eµD

aD 6= 0 . (2.3)

The Carrollian metric is then defined as follows

gµν = δab eµ
a eν

b, (2.4)

and satisfies the following condition

gµνn
ν = 0 , (2.5)

which explicitly shows its degenerate nature.

The spacetime indices µ and ν are raised and lowered thanks to the transverse co-metric

defined by

gµν = δab eµa e
ν
b , (2.6)

which is also degenerate (along τ) and is often called the pseudo-inverse of gµν . It satisfies

the following condition

gµσgσν = δµν − nµτν . (2.7)

Additionally, one can define the extrinsic curvature tensor

Kµν = −1

2
Lngµν , (2.8)

which is transverse and exclusively expressed in terms of metric quantities.

As discussed in the introduction, the concept of parallel transport is limited when the

extrinsic curvature does not vanish in a Carrollian manifold [76], which is precisely the

situation in electric Carrollian gravity. To describe its dynamics using the first-order

formalism, we will introduce the spin connection associated to rotations, denoted by

ωµ
ab , and an additional field vµ

a . It is important to note that the field vµ
a is not the

spin connection associated to boost generators (although we will see that it can be seen

as originating from its relativistic parent, in the c → 0 procedure detailed in section 3).

In the transition from first to second-order formulations, this field will be completely

determined by metric quantities and will be proportional to the extrinsic curvature. In

the first-order formulation of electric Carrollian gravity presented in this article, there is
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no spin connection related to boosts, which is in line with the restrictive notion of parallel

transport in this theory.

In summary, the Cartan-like first-order theory is described by the clock form τµ, the

spatial vielbein eµ
a, the spin connection associated with rotations ωµ

ab, and an additional

one-form vµ
a.

2.2 New representation of the local homogeneous Carroll group

and action

In this section, we present a first-order formulation for electric Carrollian gravity à la

Cartan. The approach presented here differs significantly from the description of magnetic

Carrollian gravity as performed in Refs. [46,57], which relies on the gauging of the Carroll

algebra.

A crucial demand is that the first-order action remains invariant under local transfor-

mations that define a representation of the homogeneous Carroll group, which is generated

by spatial rotations and Carroll boosts, and whose Lie algebra is isomorphic to iso(D) .

The transformation laws of the fields under the local homogeneous Carroll group are

postulated to be as follows:

δτµ = −eµ
a ρa , (2.9a)

δeµ
a = −eµ

b λa
b , (2.9b)

δωµ
ab = ∂µλ

ab + 2ωµ
c[a λb]

c + 2 vµ
[a ρb] , (2.9c)

δvµ
a = −vµ

b λa
b , (2.9d)

where here and in the following, square (resp. round) brackets denote antisymmetrisation

(resp. symmetrisation) with weight one, i.e. λ[ab] =
1
2
(λab − λba) . The parameter λ[ab] is

associated with local rotations, while ρa is the parameter of local Carroll boosts for the

Carrollian geometry (τµ, eµ
a).

Note that, although the vielbeine eµ
a and τµ transform exactly like as gauge fields that

are obtained from the gauging of the Carroll algebra [45,46,57], the fields ωµ
ab and vµ

a do

not. To be more precise, the gauging procedure yields a transformation where the final

term on the right-hand side of Eq. (2.9c) is absent. Furthermore, Eq. (2.9d) shows that

the field vµ
a does not transform as a connection, due to the absence of a differential piece

proportional to the boost parameter.

The key point is that the commutator of two gauge transformations [δ1, δ2] = δ3 per-

fectly closes within the homogeneous Carroll algebra according to

λab
(3) = λa

(1)c λ
cb
(2) − λa

(2)c λ
cb
(1) , (2.10a)

ρa(3) = λa
(1)c ρ

c
(2) − λa

(2)c ρ
c
(1) . (2.10b)
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Hence, the transformation laws of Eqs. (2.9) define a representation of this algebra, albeit

not being the one obtained by the gauging method.

From the completeness relation of Eq. (2.2), one derives the transformation laws of the

basis vectors

δeµa = eµb λ
b
a + nµ ρa , (2.11a)

δnµ = 0 . (2.11b)

It is evident from the transformations given by Eqs. (2.9) and (2.11) that the significant

geometric entities in the second-order formalism, namely the degenerate metric gµν and

the vector nµ , remain invariant under local homogeneous Carroll transformations, as is

also the case for the magnetic theory of Carrollian gravity obtained from gauging the

Carroll algebra.

The proposed first-order action of electric Carrollian gravity that is invariant under

the local homogeneous Carroll transformations in Eqs. (2.9) and (2.11) reads

IE [eµ
a, τµ, ωµ

ab, vµ
a]

:=
1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

eµa e
ν
b v[µ

a vν]
b − 2 eµa n

ν
(

∂[µ vν]
a + ω[µ

ab vν]b
)

− ΛE

]

,
(2.12)

where GE is Newton’s constant and ΛE plays the role of a Carrollian cosmological con-

stant. In section 3, we will show that this action can be derived from taking a Carrollian

limit of Einstein gravity in the Cartan formalism.

2.3 Equivalence to the electric theory in second-order formula-

tion

In this subsection we show the equivalence between the first-order action described in

Eq. (2.12) and the second-order action of electric Carrollian gravity.

Firstly, let us remark that not all the components of ωµ
ab enter in the action (2.12).

Indeed, using the resolution of the identity provided in Eq. (2.2), we can write the most

general Ansatz for vµ
a and ωµ

ab

vµ
a = eµ

bSa
b + τµU

a , (2.13a)

ωµ
ab = eµ

cMab
c + τµN

ab , (2.13b)

where Mab
c and Nab are zero-forms antisymmetric in a and b. Then, plugging back this

decomposition in the action given in Eq. (2.12), focusing on the term proportional to

ωµ
ab , we get

−2 eµa n
ν ω[µ

ab vν]b = −eµa n
ν ωµ

ab vνb + eµa n
ν ων

ab vµb = −Mab
a Ub +Nab S[ba] , (2.14)
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therefore, only the trace of Mab
c , i.e. Mab

a is present in the first-order action. On the

other hand, all components of vµ
a are represented in Eq. (2.12), since the symmetric part

of Sab is also present in the first term eµa e
ν
b v[µ

a vν]
b = Sa

[b S
b
a] .

Taking the variation of the action of Eq. (2.12) with respect to the components of ωµ
ab

present in Eq. (2.14), which are all Lagrange multipliers, gives rise to the constraints

S [ab] ≈ 0 , Ua ≈ 0 , (2.15)

which means that vµ
a is only carrying a symmetric piece S(ab) along eµ

a . This symmetric

tensor S(ab) will become the extrinsic curvature upon imposing the next torsion constraint.

Next, we vary the action with respect to all components of vµ
a . After integrating by

parts, getting rid of a total derivative term and some algebraic manipulation, we obtain

nµ
(

∂[µ eν]
a + ω[µ

ab eν]b + v[µ
a τν]

)

≈ 0 , (2.16a)

eµa
(

∂[µ eν]
a + ω[µ

ab eν]b + v[µ
a τν]

)

≈ 0 . (2.16b)

In these two equations of motion, the first two terms within brackets form the usual

ωµ
ab − covariant derivative in Carrollian gravity, see [45], and these constraints can be

interpreted as projections of a torsionless condition in Carrollian gravity, where the last

term of the left-hand side acts as a source of torsion. Upon projecting the previous

equations on eνc and using the fact that, on-shell, the only non-zero component of vµ
a is

S(ab) , we obtain the following equations

eµa ωµ
ab = Mab

a ≈ 2 eµb eνa ∂[µ eν]
a , (2.17a)

nµ ωµ
ab = Nab ≈ 2nµ eν [a ∂[µ eν]

b] , (2.17b)

eµ(avµ
b) = S(ab) ≈ 2nµ eν (a ∂[µ eν]

b) . (2.17c)

Because of the projection, there is no expression relating the full spin connection ωµ
ab in

terms of derivatives of the vielbein, but there is one for vµ
a which takes the form

vµ
a ≈ −eµb K

ab , (2.18)

where Kab = eµa e
ν
b Kµν . We can now replace the previous expressions back into the

action and obtain

IE [gµν , n
µ] ≈ 1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

−eµa e
ν
b v[µ

a vν]
b − ΛE

]

≈ 1

16πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

Kµν K
µν −K2 − 2ΛE

]

,

(2.19)

which precisely corresponds to the electric action in the second-order formalism given in

Eq. (1.3).

As was the case in the magnetic theory [57], we have the possibility starting from

Eq. (2.12) to partially solve the torsion constraints given in Eqs. (2.15) and (2.16) by
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performing a variation with respect to ωµ
ab and vµ

a leaving out the symmetric component

Sµν = v(µ
a eν)a (see Appendix B). This leads to the following alternative covariant first-

order form of the electric action

IE [gµν , n
µ, P µν] ≈ 1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E [Kµν P
µν −Gµνρσ P

µν P ρσ − ΛE] , (2.20)

which was introduced in [57]. Moreover, the electric action can be directly recovered in

Hamiltonian form (1.1) by expressing {τµ, eµa} and {nν , eµa} in terms of ADM variables,

which in the time gauge leads to [76]

τµ = (N, 0) , nµ = (N−1,−N iN−1) ,

eµ
a = (N jej

a, ei
a) , eµa = (0, eia) .

(2.21)

and replacing these expressions in the original action (2.12) (see Appendix C).

Note that in Ref. [59], a first action for electric Carrollian gravity in Hamiltonian form

was also proposed. This action can be seen as an intermediate step between our approach

and the final second-order action, where the time gauge was imposed and the ‘torsion

constraint’ associated with vµ
a was solved.

3 Cartan-like electric action from a limit of the Einstein-

Cartan action

In this section, we derive the first order action for electric Carrollian gravity, as described

by Eq. (2.12), from an ultra-relativistic limit of the Einstein-Cartan action. This limit

differs from that used in Refs. [46, 57], which lead to magnetic Carrollian gravity. More-

over, it possesses a crucial property: while being well-defined at the level of the action, it

is not the case of the gauge algebra. This property of the limit elucidates the challenges

encountered when attempting to describe electric Carrollian gravity through the gauging

of the Carroll algebra [56].

The first order action of General Relativity is given by

I[Eµ
A,Ωµ

AB] =
c3

16πGN

∫

dt dDx E
[

Eµ
A Eν

B Rµν
AB − 2Λ

]

. (3.1)

Here, Eµ
A denotes the coframe, Ωµ

AB the spin connection and E = det
(

Eµ
A
)

, with

A,B = 0, 1, . . . , D .

The curvature two-form reads

Rµν
AB = 2 ∂[µΩν]

AB + 2Ω[µ
AC Ων]

DB ηCD , (3.2)

9



where ηCD = diag(−1,+1, . . . ,+1) . Newton’s constant is denoted by GN , and the speed

of light by c . It is convenient to express the speed of light as c = ĉ ǫ , where ǫ is a dimen-

sionless parameter. To simplify the notation, we will also set ĉ = 1 , the ultrarelativistic

limit then corresponds to taking ǫ → 0 .

To make contact with the notations of the previous sections, let us consider the fol-

lowing decomposition of the coframe and the spin connection

Eµ
A = (ǫ τµ, eµ

a) , Ωµ
AB =

(

ǫ ωµ
a, ωµ

ab
)

, (3.3)

where now

E = ǫ E . (3.4)

Therefore, the Einstein-Cartan action given in Eq. (3.1) can be rewritten as

I[eµ
a, τµ, ωµ

ab, ωµ
a] =

ǫ4

16πGN

∫

dt dDx E
[

eµa e
ν
b Rµν

ab − 2 eµa n
ν Rµν

a − 2Λ
]

, (3.5)

with

Rµν
ab = 2

(

∂[µ ων]
ab + ω[µ

ac ων]c
b + ǫ2 ω[µ

a ων]
b
)

, (3.6a)

Rµν
a = 2

(

∂[µ ων]
a + ω[µ

ab ων]b

)

. (3.6b)

The action of Eq. (3.5) is invariant under local Lorentz transformations given by

δeµ
a = −eµ

b λa
b − ǫ2τµ ρ

a , (3.7a)

δτµ = −eµ
a ρa , (3.7b)

δωµ
ab = ∂µλ

ab + 2ωµ
c[a λb]

c + 2 ǫ2 ωµ
[a ρb] , (3.7c)

δωµ
a = ∂µρ

a + ωµ
ab ρb − ωµ

b λa
b , (3.7d)

where λa
b denotes the parameter of local spatial rotations, while ρa corresponds to the

parameter of local Lorentz boosts.

Let us perform the following redefinitions

ωµ
a = ǫ−2 vµ

a , GN = ǫ2GE , Λ = ǫ−2 ΛE . (3.8)

In terms of these new quantities, the action becomes

I[eµ
a, τµ, ωµ

ab, vµ
a]

=
1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

eµa e
ν
b

(

v[µ
a vν]

b + ǫ2 ∂[µ ων]
ab + ǫ2 ω[µ

ac ων]c
b
)

−2 eµa n
ν
(

∂[µ vν]
a + ω[µ

ab vν]b
)

− ΛE

]

,

(3.9)
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and the gauge transformations take the form

δeµ
a = −eµ

b λa
b − ǫ2τµ ρ

a , (3.10a)

δτµ = −eµ
a ρa , (3.10b)

δωµ
ab = ∂µλ

ab + 2ωµ
c[a λb]

c + 2 vµ
[a ρb] , (3.10c)

δvµ
a = ǫ2 ∂µρ

a + ǫ2 ωµ
ab ρb − vµ

b λa
b . (3.10d)

The limit ǫ → 0 is well-defined and gives precisely the action (2.12) for electric Carrollian

gravity in first order form, together with the gauge transformations (2.9).

A key aspect is that the gauge parameters λa
b and ρa were not rescaled. A direct

consequence is that this limit can only be applied at the level of the action and its

associated gauge transformations, but not at the level of the algebra that defines the

gauging. Indeed, if we apply the rescaling given in Eq. (3.8) to the gauge potential used

in the gauging of the Poincaré algebra

Aµ = ǫ τµP0 + eµ
aPa + ǫ−1vµ

aJ0a +
1

2
ωµ

abJab , (3.11)

and we require that it remains finite (and non-zero along J0a) in the limit ǫ → 0 , then the

boost generators of the Poincaré algebra must also be rescaled, as J0a = ǫGa . Therefore,

the new commutator of between two boosts reads

[Ga, Gb] = ǫ−2Jab , (3.12)

which is ill-defined in the limit when ǫ → 0 . This result provides an explanation for the

obstacles encountered when attempting to derive electric Carrollian gravity through the

gauging of the Carroll algebra [56]. However, as we will mention again in the conclusions,

it is not excluded that a bigger algebra than the Carroll one, for instance based on the

semi-group expansion method used in [49], provides a good starting point for deriving the

action (2.12) together with the gauge transformations (2.9).

Despite the obstructions encountered when trying to derive an action for electric Carroll

gravity from a gauging procedure, some interesting connections between the first-order

action (2.12) and the gauging of Carroll symmetry can be made. In Appendix A.1, we

relate the torsion constraint arising from variation with respect to vµ
a to the most general

vielbein postulate compatible with the gauging of the Carroll algebra, and show that

Eqs. (2.16) are indeed compatible with the vielbein postulate written in [45], where some

part of the torsion sourced by the extrinsic curvature tensor. However, a counterpart of the

vielbein postulate for the clock form is missing. This is explained in Appendix A.2 from

the point of view of a Carrollian limit of the relativistic vielbein postulate. Moreover, it

is worth noticing that the electric theory can be understood from a gauging of the Carroll

algebra when supplemented with a transverse Stückelberg vector field Mµ = eµaMa ,

transforming inhomogeneously under Carroll boosts, as originally introduced in [45] and

later considered in [33]. Indeed, in Appendix A.3, we propose a way to relate the fields

ωµ
ab and vµ

a to the components of a connection gauging rotations and Carroll boosts in

the standard way respectively.
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4 Conclusions

In this article, we have presented a way to derive the electric Carrollian (or strong cou-

pling) limit of General Relativity from a Cartan-like first-order action that is gauge-

invariant under local homogeneous Carroll transformations. The key point was to con-

sider a different realisation of Carroll boost symmetry on the auxiliary variables (the ‘spin

connections’) as compared to the usual case where one gauges the Carroll algebra along

the lines of [46, 57].

Our result brings a positive answer to an important question, which was left open

in the literature and is related to the existence of such a theory. Although an action

principle in 2 + 1 dimensions starting from the gauging of Carroll symmetry was shown

to contain electric Carrollian gravity [45], more recent results suggested that a Cartan-

like action of electric Carrollian gravity in dimensions greater than four, if it existed,

could not be obtained from the gauging of the Carroll algebra [39]. Our result provides

a clear resolution to this tension and opens the door to constructing, for example, new

theories of Carroll fermions coupled to gravity, beyond the ones presented in [68]. These

will be useful in order to study, e.g., the behaviour of fermionic particles near spacetime

singularities.

On the other hand, in Ref. [60] a Palatini-type formulation for electric Carroll gravity

was found from the Carrollian expansion of the Palatini action. An interesting future

direction is the understanding of the relation between these two formulations when the

gauge field in vaµ in the action (2.12) is considered as an independent field.

Although the realisation of Carroll boosts in the gauge transformations (2.9) is not

the standard one, it is not yet excluded that gauging a bigger algebra than Carroll would

reproduce them and directly yield the first-order action (2.12), upon elimination of addi-

tional auxiliary fields. Moreover, in Appendix A.3, we show how to recover our first-order

action and the gauge transformations (2.9) from gauging the Carroll algebra in the pres-

ence of an extra vector field transforming under Carroll boosts as a Stückelberg field,

making contact with previous works on Carroll geometry and field theory, see e.g., [45].

Thus, the issue with the non-standard gauge transformations is most likely related to the

interpretation of Mµ as being (or not) a gauge field.

Finally, let us remark that the electric action (2.12) can be derived by directly taking

the limit c → 0 of the first-order formulation of General Relativity obtained by gauging

the Poincaré algebra. It is worth noticing that such rescaling of the fields are such that

the c → ∞ limit yields the Galilean (magnetic) theory of [46]. Furthermore, defining

GG = GE/ǫ
2 allows to rewrite the action (3.9) as (we take ΛE = 0 for this discussion)

I[eµ
a, τµ, ωµ

ab, vµ
a] = IGal[eµ

a, τµ, ωµ
ab] + IE [eµ

a, τµ, ωµ
ab, vµ

a] , (4.1)

where the first term IGal is the the Galilean gravity action given in Eq. (4.24) of Ref. [46]

(with the substitution ωµ
ab → −ωµ

ab), and the second term IE is the first-order electric

12



Carroll gravity action (2.12). This means, in particular, that our proposed first-order

electric Carroll gravity theory appears as a subleading term in the Einstein-Cartan action

when the Galilean rescaling of the Poincaré generators and Newton’s constant implied by

(3.11), P0 = ǫ−1H , J0a = ǫGa , and GN = ǫ4GG , are adopted. This is in correspondence

with what happens when writing Einstein-Hilbert action in terms of pre-non-relativistic

variables [84], where the Lagrangian associated to the covariant second order form of the

electric action (1.3) appears as a subleading term in powers of 1/c2 [60] (this corresponds

to Eq. (3.10) in that reference). Although still mysterious at this stage, this observation

may be the starting point of a new type of electric-magnetic type of duality relating

Carrollian and Galilean theories and we plan to revisit this issue in the future.
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A Relation with the gauging of the Carroll algebra

A.1 Most general Carrollian vielbein postulate

The equation of motion Eq. (2.16) is only a projection of the condition of vanishing torsion

obtained by gauging the Carroll algebra [46, 57]. In the usual setup, the term v[µ
aτν] can

be thought of as a source of torsion [45].

13



More precisely, upon imposing Eq. (2.18), we find that Eqs. (2.16) read

nµ
(

∂[µeν]
a + ω[µ

abeν]b + τ[µeν]bK
ab
)

≈ 0 , (A.1a)

eµa
(

∂[µeν]
a + ω[µ

abeν]b + τ[µeν]bK
ab
)

≈ 0 . (A.1b)

In order to compare these equations with the vielbein postulate, we need to get rid of

the projection, which is done by considering the most general Ansatz compatible with

Eqs. (A.1)

∂[µeν]
a + ω[µ

abeν]b + τ[µeν]bK
ab ≈ e[µ

beν]
cAa

bc , (A.2)

for an arbitrary tensor Aa
bc , antisymmetric in its last two indices, traceless Aa

ba = 0 ,

and transforming as a tensor under local rotations only

δAa
bc = λa

dA
d
bc + λb

dAa
dc + λc

dAa
bd . (A.3)

This tensor Aa
bc carries

1
2
(D − 2)D(D + 1) components, which corresponds to the com-

ponents of ωµ
ab that are left free due to the projections (A.1).

Comparing Eq. (A.2) with the vielbein postulate3 (2.22) of [45]

∂µeν
a + ωµ

abeνb − Γρ
µνeρ

a = 0 , (A.4)

we arrive at the identification

Γρ

[µν]gρσ = −τ[µKν]σ +Xρ

[µν]gρσ , (A.5)

where we defined Xρ

[µν] = eρaeµ
beν

cAa
[bc] .

Eq. (A.5) is compatible with Eqs. (2.36) and (2.38) of [45]. Note however that our Xρ

[µν]

is not the most general arbitrary tensor allowed by the gauging of the Carroll algebra,

it is 1
2
D(D + 1) components short of the most general one described in [45]. These

extra components correspond to the antisymmetric projection of hσρ n
ν Xρ

[µν] allowed by

Eq. (2.37) of [45] (which are automatically zero here since nν Xρ

[µν] = 0) accounting for
1
2
D(D−1) components, and to the trace Xρ

[ρµ] , which is a purely spatial vector accounting

for D components.

The comparison with [45] stops here, since a vielbein postulate (or even a torsion

constraint) for τµ is missing in the list of equations of motion obtained by varying our

action, so that the temporal projection of the connection τρ Γ
ρ
µν is left completely free.

Note, however, that if one considered Eq. (2.43) of [45] and assumed that our vµ
a is the

spin connection associated to Carrollian boosts, then τρ Γ
ρ
µν should be fully determined in

terms of ∂µτν and Kµν . This apparent tension is resolved by the fact that vµ
a is in fact

not the connection gauging the generator of Carroll boosts, as explained in sections 1 and

3, which is manifest in the transformation law given in Eq. (2.9d).

3There is a slight change of convention: (ωµ
ab)here = −(Ωµ

ab)there , (vµ
a)here = −(Ωµ

a)there and

(nµ)here = −(vµ)there , so that (Kµν)here = −(Kµν)there .
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A.2 From a limit of the relativistic vielbein postulate

Since our first-order action can be obtained from a limit of the Einstein-Cartan action

after a suitable rescaling, one can wonder what happens to the vielbein postulate in this

limit.

Let us start from the relativistic setup with metric and co-metric given by

Gµν = gµν − ǫ2 τµ τν , Gµν = gµν − ǫ−2 nµ nν , (A.6)

where gµν = eµ
a eν

b δab . The associated Levi-Civita connection reads

Γρ
µν =

1

2
Gρσ (∂µGνσ + ∂ν Gµσ − ∂σ Gµν) , (A.7)

where, like in section 3, we introduced the speed of light as ǫ . The relativistic ‘vielbein

postulate’,4 split along eµ
a and τµ , reads

∂µ eν
a + ωµ

ab eνb + ǫ2 ωµ
a τν − Γρ

µν eρ
a = 0 , (A.8a)

∂µ τν + ωµ
a eνa − Γρ

µν τρ = 0 . (A.8b)

Expanding the Levi-Civita connection in powers of ǫ, we obtain

Γρ
µν = −ǫ−2nρKµν + γρ

µν + nρ
(

∂(µτν) − τ(µLnτν)
)

+O(ǫ2) , (A.9)

where we defined γρ
µν = 1

2
gρσ (∂µ gνσ + ∂ν gµσ − ∂σ gµν).

5

Performing the redefinition ωµ
a = ǫ−2 vµ

a identified in Eq. (3.8), the limit ǫ → 0 reads

∂µ eν
a + ωµ

ab eνb + vµ
a τν − γρ

µν eρ
a = 0 , (A.10a)

vµ
a eνa +Kµν = 0 . (A.10b)

The latter equation is equivalent to (2.18), while the first one is again a vielbein postulate

with a source of torsion given by the third term of the left-hand side. Eq. (A.10a)

is compatible with Eqs. (A.2) and (A.5), provided that any ambiguity encoded in the

arbitrary piece Xρ

[µν] vanishes.

All in all, we find that the torsion constraints arising in the first-order formulation of

the electric theory are compatible with the vielbein postulates defined in [45], but is not

equivalent to its most general form since it does not contain all allowed arbitrary pieces

of torsion.

4In the relativistic case, where the Christoffel symbols are given by the Levi-Civita connection, it is

not a postulate but an identity.
5Taking the limit ǫ → 0 and considering the leading order part, the vielbein postulates (A.8)

become ∂µ eν
a + ωµ

ab eνb − γρ
µν eρ

a = 0 and Kµν = 0 . In the first equation we used the fact that

Γρ
µν eρ

a = γρ
µν eρ

a +O(ǫ2) and in the second that Γρ
µν τρ = −ǫ−2Kµν+O(1) . In the limit, both equations

are compatible with the magnetic theory defined in [57].
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This can be explained due to the origin of the electric theory as a certain limit of

relativistic Einstein-Cartan theory, where the affine connection is completely determined

in terms of metric quantities. The ambiguity related to the projection in Eqs. (A.1) and

to the fact that the field τµ does not satisfy any form of torsion constraint still persist

in this limit, but do not enter the action (2.12), which reduces to the action for electric

Carrollian gravity upon switching to metric variables.

A.3 Using a Stückelberg field

We can introduce a Stückelberg field Ma and a new set of spin connections ṽµ
a, ω̃µ

ab

transforming under Carroll boosts like the spin connections that follow from gauging the

Carroll algebra

δṽµ
a = D̃µρ

a − λa
b ṽµ

b, δω̃µ
ab = D̃µλ

ab, δMa = −λa
b M

b + ρa , (A.11)

where D̃ is the derivative acting covariantly on frame indices using the spin connection

ω̃µ
ab, e.g., D̃µρ

a = ∂µρ
a + ω̃µ

a
b ρ

b. Let us define the new fields6

vµ
a := ṽµ

a−D̃µM
a, ωµ

ab := ω̃µ
ab+2 vµ

[aM b] = ω̃µ
ab+2 ṽµ

[aM b]−2 D̃µM
[aM b] . (A.12)

One can check that, under homogeneous Carroll transformations, va and ωab transform

as the spin connections in Eq. (2.9), i.e.

δvµ
a = −λa

bvµ
b , δωµ

ab = Dµλ
ab + 2vµ

[aρb] , (A.13)

where Dµ is the frame covariant derivative built using the spin connection ωµ
ab. The

antisymmetrized covariant derivative of vµ
a w.r.t. ωµ

ab can be written in terms of the

tilded fields as

D[µvν]
a = D̃[µvν]

a + 2
(

ṽ[µ
[a − D̃[µM

[a
)

M b]vν]b

= D̃[µṽν]
a − 1

2
R̃µν

a
bM

b − 2
(

ṽ[µb − D̃[µMb

)(

ṽ
[a
ν] − D̃ν]M

[a
)

M b] ,
(A.14)

where R̃µν
ab = 2 ∂[µω̃ν]

ab + 2 ω̃[µ
a
c ω̃ν]

cb. Therefore, when written in terms of the tilded

spin connections, the action (2.12) takes the form

IE[eµ
a, τµ, ω̃µ

ab, ṽµ
a,Ma]

=
1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

eµa e
ν
b ṽ[µ

a ṽν]
b − 2 eµa n

ν
(

∂[µ ṽν]
a + ω̃[µ

ab ṽν]b
)

− ΛE

]

+ IStückelberg ,

(A.15)

6The introduction of a vector fieldMa transforming as a shift under Carroll boosts has been considered

previously in section 2.3 of [45]. Moreover, the introduction of the term D̃µM
a in the spin connection

related to Carroll boosts has been motivated before when the extrinsic curvature of the Carroll manifold

does not vanish, see, e.g., Eq. (3.47) of [46].
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where the action IStückelberg is given by

IStückelberg =
1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

eµa e
ν
b

(

D̃[µM
a D̃ν]M

b − 2D̃[µM
a ṽν]

b
)

− eµa n
ν R̃µν

abMb + 4 eµa nν
(

ṽ[µ
b − D̃[µM

b
)(

ṽν][a − D̃ν]M[a

)

Mb]

]

.

(A.16)

We can construct this action from a gauging procedure using the Carrollian gauge con-

nection

Aµ = τµH + eµ
aPa + ṽµ

aCa +
1

2
ω̃µ

abJab

= τµH + eµ
aPa +

(

vµ
a +DµM

a − 2 vµ
[aM b]Mb

)

Ca +
1

2

(

ωµ
ab − 2 vµ

[aM b]
)

Jab .

(A.17)

Note that if introduce a vector Mµ transforming as in [45]

δMµ = eµa ρ
a , (A.18)

we can define

Ma = Mµ eµ
a . (A.19)

However, unlike the extra field introduced in [45], Mµ can be taken to be purely transverse

from the beginning Mµ τµ = 0 , which resembles the Goldstone field θµ considered in [33]

upon absorbing the time-like component using the extra symmetry δθµ = χnµ .

B Alternative covariant first-order form of the elec-

tric action

Varying the action (2.12) with respect to Mab
a , N

ab , S[ab] and Ub yields the closed set of

equations

Ub ≈ 0 , S[ab] ≈ 0 , Nab ≈ 2nµ eν [a ∂[µ eν]
b] , Mab

a ≈ 2 eµb eνa ∂[µ eν]
a . (B.1)

By replacing them back into the original action, we recover a hybrid form of the electric

action, which is first-order in time derivatives, but formulated in terms of the metric gµν
and an auxiliary field Sµν = v(µ

a eν)a

IE [gµν , n
µ, Sµν ] ≈

1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E
[

S[µ
µSν]

ν + 2K[µ
ν Sν]

µ − ΛE

]

, (B.2)

where curved indices are lowered and raised using the degenerate metric gµν or its pseudo-

inverse gµν , which does not introduce any projection because both Sµν and Kµν are

transverse to the time-like component of the vielbein nµ . Defining

P µν = Sµν − gµνSα
α , (B.3)
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we see that P µν indeed plays the role of ‘canonical momenta’ associated to the metric, in

the sense that

IE [gµν , n
µ, P µν ] ≈ 1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx E [Kµν P
µν −Gµνρσ P

µν P ρσ − ΛE] , (B.4)

with Gµνρσ = 1
2

[

gµρgνσ − 1
D−1

gµνgρσ
]

. By eliminating P µν through its own equation of

motion, we recover the electric action (2.19). This action is manifestly invariant under

local rotations, and was proposed in [57] as a covariantisation of the Hamiltonian for-

mulation of electric Carroll gravity. Note that, in this form, the gauge transformation

associated to Carroll boosts acts in a non-differential way

δρS
µν = n(µρν) , δρP

µν = n(µρ̃ν) , (B.5)

where we posed

ρµ = 2 ρa e
σ
b e

µb vσ
a , ρ̃µ = 4 ρa e

σ
b e

µ[b vσ
a] , (B.6)

verifying τµ ρ
µ = 0 and τµ ρ̃

µ = 0 . The existence of a gauge symmetry of the electric

action in the form of Eq. (B.4) was already observed in [57], although its origin as a

gauge symmetry in the first order formulation was not manifest.

C Equivalence to the electric theory in Hamiltonian

form

We can directly recover the Hamiltonian formulation of electric Carroll gravity by starting

from the action (2.12) and choosing the so-called time gauge, i.e.

τµ = (N, 0) , nµ = (N−1,−N iN−1) ,

eµ
a = (N jej

a, ei
a) , eµa = (0, eia) .

(C.1)

where N and Ni are identified as the lapse and shift functions of the ADM decomposition.

This gauge is reached by making use of the gauge variation of eµ
a and τµ with parameter

ρa, which takes the same form as in the magnetic case. In terms of these new variables,

the determinant E reduces to

E =
N

D!
ε0 i1 ··· iD εa1 ···aD ei1

a1 · · · eiDaD = N e . (C.2)

In the time gauge, the action (2.12) takes the form

IE [ei
a, N i, N, vµ

a, ωµ
ab]

=
1

8πGE

∫

dt dDx e
[

N eia e
j
b v[i

a vj]
b + 2 eia D[0 vi]

a − 2N i ejaD[i vj]
a −N ΛE

]

,
(C.3)
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where Dµ denotes the covariant derivative with respect to ωµ
ab .

Varying the action (C.3) with respect to ω0
ab and eib ωi

ab , gives the conditions S [ab] ≈ 0

and v0
a ≈ N ivi

a. Additionally, the variation with respect to v0
a gives the following

equation of motion

∂ie
i
a + eia e

j
b ∂iej

b + eib ωi
ab ≈ 0 . (C.4)

In the case of magnetic Carroll gravity [57], one was able to derive a vielbein postulate

for the spatial, non-degenerate part of the vielbein, but here we do not obtain exactly

the standard vielbein postulate ∇i ej
b − ωi

bc ejc = 0, but only a projection of it, namely

eib
(

∇i ej
b − ωi

bc ejc
)

= 0 . Here, ∇i denotes the covariant derivative with respect to the

Levi-Civita connection γk
ij given by

γk
ij =

1

2
gkl (∂iglj + ∂jgil − ∂lgij) , (C.5)

which is exclusively defined in terms of the non-degenerate spatial metric gij = δab ei
a ej

b

and its inverse.

Taking the variation of the action (C.3) with respect to ei[a vi
b], and using the equation

of motion S [ab] ≈ 0, one finds

ei[a ėi
b] − ∂iN

jei[aej
b] +N i∂ie

j [aej
b] = ω0

ab −N iωi
ab . (C.6)

If the above conditions are replaced in the action (C.3), and boundary terms are neglected,

one obtains precisely the action for electric Carroll gravity in Hamiltonian form [71, 76]

IE[gij , Ni, N, πij] =

∫

dt dDx
[

πij ġij −N H−N i Hi

]

,

H =
16πGE√

g

(

πij πij −
1

D − 1
π2

)

+

√
gΛE

8πGE

, Hi = −2∇j π
ij ,

(C.7)

where

πij =
e

16πGE

(

eib v
jb − gijeka vk

a
)

=
e

16πGE

(

Sabeiae
j
b − gijS

)

, (C.8)

with S = δabS
ab .

Alternatively, the form of the action (C.7) can be recovered by using an ADM decom-

position in the action (B.4).
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