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1 Introduction

Carroll symmetries have attracted a lot of attention in recent years due to a variety of reasons.
First of all, they are the natural symmetries of any null surface. For this reason they play a
central role in investigations of black hole horizons [1] and the null infinity of flat spacetime.
Moreover, a conformal extension of Carroll symmetries can be identified with the asymptotic
BMS symmetries of flat spacetime that play a fundamental role in Carroll holography [2–4].
Carroll gravity theories have also been constructed. They occur in two versions called electric
Carroll gravity [5] and magnetic Carroll gravity [6].

It is natural to extend Carroll gravity to include matter couplings. One way to obtain such
matter couplings is to start from a known relativistic system with matter coupled to gravity
and perform a Carroll expansion [7–13]. For a single scalar coupled to conformal gravity this
program has been performed at leading and sub-leading order [14]. On the other hand, in the
relativistic case the conformal technique has turned out to be very efficient in constructing
general matter couplings both with and without supersymmetry (see, e.g., [15]). It is the
aim of this work to apply the same conformal technique directly to the Carroll case. There
are, however, important differences with the relativistic case. One difference is that although
there is a single conformal gravity theory, there are two types of massless Carroll scalars and
correspondingly two types of Carroll gravity theories. Another important difference is that in
the Carroll case there exists a special type of torsion tensor, called intrinsic torsion, that
is independent of any spin-connection. While in general relativity non-zero torsion usually
occurs only after coupling to matter, in the Carroll case these intrinsic torsion tensors can
occur even in the absence of matter. Setting them to zero would lead to constraints on the
geometry and therefore, they cannot be ignored. In this work we will carefully follow these
intrinsic torsion tensors and in particular show how they enter the transformation rules.
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The idea behind the conformal technique is based upon the observation that there is a
relation between dynamical matter and gravity. Restricting to a single scalar the relation
in the relativistic case is as follows. Coupling a dynamical scalar to conformal gravity and
gauge-fixing dilatations by setting the scalar equal to one, one obtains the Einstein-Hilbert
Lagrangian of general relativity. It also works the other way around. Replacing the Vierbein
field in the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian by the product of a compensating scalar and a
conformal Vierbein field and restricting to a flat spacetime one re-obtains the Lagrangian of
a dynamical scalar. Restricting to one scalar the conformal program leads to gravity without
any additional matter coupling. In this sense this is only a first step in the conformal program.
Once this step is completed one may obtain non-trivial matter couplings by replacing the
single scalar by a function of N scalars such that after gauge-fixing one is left with N − 1
scalars coupled to gravity. In this work we will focus on the first step only.

Not every gravity theory gives rise within the conformal program to dynamical matter.
For instance, in the relativistic case the Weyl tensor squared is already invariant under local
dilatations and therefore cannot produce dynamical matter. We will find another example of
this in the Carroll case. Remarkably, we find that the conformal program also sometimes
does not work the other way around: it is not always possible to couple dynamical matter
to any non-Lorentzian conformal gravity theory following the structure of the underlying
non-Lorentzian conformal algebra. We will see that it works for conformal Carroll gravity but
that it does not work in the usual way for conformal Galilei gravity. We note that even in
the Carroll case the coupling is non-trivial and only works due to some ‘lucky’ coincidences.

Applying the conformal program to the Carroll case, we will find in this work that

1. Coupling an electric Carroll scalar to conformal Carroll gravity leads, upon gauge-fixing,
to a non-conformal version of electric Carroll gravity.

2. Coupling a magnetic Carroll scalar to conformal Carroll gravity leads, upon gauge-fixing,
to magnetic Carroll gravity.

It is a bit ironic that the conformal program relates the more standard electric Carroll
scalar to the more exotic electric Carroll gravity1 whereas it relates the more exotic magnetic
Carroll scalar2 to the more standard magnetic Carroll gravity theory.3

This work is organized as follows. For the convenience of the reader we first review
in section 2 the conformal technique in the relativistic case. To prepare the reader for
the Carroll case, we use this relativistic case to show how general torsion (in this case not
intrinsic torsion) can arise in the transformation rules once it is included. Furthermore, we
emphasize that there are two ways of writing down the Lagrangian for dynamical matter
that are equivalent in the sense that they differ by a total derivative but that, nevertheless,
one of them leads to simplifications in the calculations. Using the insights obtained from the

1For instance, electric Carroll gravity is built from intrinsic torsion tensors and therefore does not contain
spin-connection fields.

2The Lagrangian of a magnetic Carroll scalar contains an additional Lagrange multiplier field. As we will
see, this field disappears from the Lagrangian after coupling to conformal Carroll gravity and gauge-fixing
since it gets absorbed by a specific component of the independent Carroll boost spin-connection field.

3The magnetic Carroll gravity theory contains a term that is similar to the Einstein-Hilbert term involving
spin-connections.

– 2 –



J
H
E
P
0
7
(
2
0
2
5
)
0
7
5

relativistic case, we perform in section 3 the conformal program to a single Carroll scalar
both in the electric and magnetic case. We discuss the corresponding Carroll gravity theories
including the electric Carroll gravity theory that does not give rise to dynamical matter.
Next, in section 4 we discuss the issues that arise if one wishes to apply the conformal
program to the Galilei case. Along the way, we will introduce a new Galilei gravity theory
that contains an additional Lagrange multiplier field. Finally, in the Conclusions we discuss
a few extensions of the present work.

2 A conformal approach to general relativity

The purpose of this section is to explain the techniques that we wish to apply to Carroll gravity,
in the familiar context of general relativity. In particular, we will show how the Einstein-
Hilbert (EH) action can be obtained from that of a conformally coupled compensating scalar
(i.e., a massless scalar coupled to suitable gauge fields of the conformal algebra), by gauge-
fixing those conformal symmetries that are not part of the Poincaré algebra. These superfluous
conformal symmetries are the dilatations, as well as the special conformal transformations
whose role we will clarify. The scalar field is called compensating, since its conformally coupled
action can be re-obtained from the EH action by substituting the Vielbein in the latter with
an appropriate product of a conformal Vielbein and the compensating scalar. The scalar
thus compensates for the non-invariance of the conformal Vielbein under dilatations so that
their product produces the scale-invariant Vielbein of general relativity.

Before discussing this compensating mechanism we first discuss in subsection 2.1 the
gauging of the conformal algebra4 and in subsection 2.2 how to obtain a minimal representation
of conformal algebra gauge fields. In the final subsection 2.3 we will use this information to
show how general relativity emerges from a conformally coupled compensating scalar.

2.1 Gauging the conformal algebra

The relativistic conformal algebra is spanned by the generators of translations PÂ, Lorentz
transformations MÂB̂ = −MB̂Â, special conformal transformations KÂ and dilatations D.
Here, the indices Â, B̂ take on the values 0, 1, · · · , D − 1.5 The non-zero commutation
relations of the conformal algebra are given by

[
MÂB̂, MĈD̂

]
= 4 η[Â[ĈMD̂]B̂] ,

[
PÂ, MB̂Ĉ

]
= 2 ηÂ[B̂PĈ] ,[

KÂ, MB̂Ĉ

]
= 2 ηÂ[B̂KĈ] ,

[
PÂ, KB̂

]
= 2 ηÂB̂D + 2MÂB̂ ,[

D, PÂ

]
= PÂ ,

[
D, KÂ

]
= −KÂ , (2.1)

where ηÂB̂ is the Minkowski metric for which we adopt the mostly plus signature convention.
Introducing gauge fields Eµ

Â (called the Vielbein), Ωµ
ÂB̂ (called the spin-connection), Fµ

Â and
Bµ, associated to respectively the generators PÂ, MÂB̂, KÂ and D, the above commutation

4For early literature on gauging space-time symmetry algebras, see e.g., [16, 17].
5In this section, we use a hatted index Â, since the unhatted index A will be used as a spatial index in the

Carrollian case.
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relations give rise to the following infinitesimal gauge transformation rules:

δ0Eµ
Â = ∂µζÂ − ζB̂ ΩµB̂

Â + ζÂ Bµ − ΛÂ
B̂ Eµ

B̂ − ΛD Eµ
Â ,

δ0Ωµ
ÂB̂ = ∂µΛÂB̂ − 2Λ[Â|

Ĉ Ωµ
Ĉ|B̂] − 4ΛK

[Â Eµ
B̂] − 4 ζ [Â Fµ

B̂] ,

δ0Fµ
Â = ∂µΛK

Â − ΛKB̂ Ωµ
B̂Â − ΛK

Â Bµ − ΛÂ
B̂ Fµ

B̂ + ΛD Fµ
Â ,

δ0Bµ = ∂µΛD + 2ΛK
Â EµÂ − 2 ζÂ FµÂ . (2.2)

Here, ζÂ, ΛD, ΛÂB̂ and ΛK
Â are the parameters of translations, dilatations, Lorentz and spe-

cial conformal transformations, respectively. In what follows, we will often refer to dilatations,
Lorentz and special conformal transformations as homogeneous conformal transformations.
The action of the infinitesimal homogeneous conformal transformations of (2.2) will be
denoted by the symbol δhom, 0. We use the subscript “0” on δ0 and δhom, 0 to indicate that
these are not the final conformal transformations that are used to reconstruct the EH gravity
action. Instead, the transformation rules used in the conformal approach are a modification
of (2.2) with extra terms, as will be explained in the next section 2.2.

The curvatures that are defined in the following way

Rµν(P Â) ≡ 2 ∂[µEν]
Â + 2Ω[µ

ÂB̂ Eν]B̂ + 2B[µ Eν]
Â ,

Rµν(M ÂB̂) ≡ 2 ∂[µΩν]
ÂB̂ + 2Ω[µ|

[Â|
Ĉ Ω|ν]

Ĉ|B̂] + 8F[µ
[Â Eν]

B̂] ,

Rµν(KÂ) ≡ 2∂[µFν]
Â + 2Ω[µ

ÂB̂ Fν]B̂ − 2B[µ Fν]
Â ,

Rµν(D) ≡ 2 ∂[µBν] − 4F[µ
Â Eν]Â , (2.3)

have the property that they transform into each other covariantly (i.e. without the derivative
of a parameter) under (2.2). Explicitly, their transformations under (2.2) are given by:

δ0Rµν(P Â) = −ζB̂ Rµν(MB̂
Â) + ζÂ Rµν(D)− ΛÂ

B̂ Rµν(P B̂)− ΛD Rµν(P Â) ,

δ0Rµν(M ÂB̂) = −2Λ[Â|
Ĉ Rµν(M Ĉ|B̂])− 4ΛK

[Â Rµν(P B̂])− 4 ζ [Â Rµν(KB̂]) ,

δ0Rµν(KÂ) = −ΛKB̂ Rµν(M B̂Â)− ΛK
Â Rµν(D)− ΛÂ

B̂ Rµν(KB̂) + ΛD Rµν(KÂ) ,

δ0Rµν(D) = 2ΛK
Â Rµν(PÂ)− 2 ζÂ Rµν(KÂ) . (2.4)

The covariant curvatures (2.3) are not independent in the sense that they satisfy the following
Bianchi identities:

D[µRνρ](P Â)− R[µν(M ÂB̂)Eρ]B̂ − R[µν(D)Eρ]
Â = 0 ,

D[µRνρ](M ÂB̂)− 4R[µν(K [Â)Eρ]
B̂] − 4R[µν(P [Â)Fρ]

B̂] = 0 ,

D[µRνρ](KÂ)− R[µν(M ÂB̂)Fρ]B̂ + R[µν(D)Fρ]
Â = 0 ,

∂[µRνρ](D) + 2R[µν(KÂ)Eρ]Â − 2R[µν(P Â)Fρ]Â = 0 . (2.5)

Here we have used derivatives Dµ that are covariant with respect to Lorentz transformations
and dilatations but not with respect to special conformal transformations.
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2.2 Imposing constraints

In order to retrieve EH gravity via the conformal approach, the gauge fields and curvatures of
the previous subsection must be supplemented with an additional ingredient. The main reason
for this is that the multiplet of gauge fields (2.2) is not minimal, in the sense that it realizes
the conformal algebra with more independent gauge fields than are needed for the construction
of gravitational theories. The extra ingredient that is required to reduce the number of
independent gauge fields consists of imposing the following two constraints on the curvatures:

Rµν(P Â) = Tµν
Â and RµB̂(M

ÂB̂) = 0 . (2.6)

The tensor Tµν
Â can be identified as the torsion of an affine connection Γµν

ρ that is introduced
via the Vielbein postulate

∂µEν
Â +Ωµ

ÂB̂EνB̂ + BµEν
Â − Γµν

ρEρ
Â = 0 . (2.7)

Comparing the result of anti-symmetrizing this Vielbein postulate in [µν] with the first
constraint of (2.6) shows that indeed:

Tµν
Â = 2Γ[µν]

ρEρ
Â . (2.8)

For this reason, we will refer to Tµν
Â as the torsion in what follows. Note that the inclusion

of the term involving Bµ in the Vielbein postulate (2.7) ensures that the affine connection
Γµν

ρ is dilatation invariant. It is however not metric-compatible. Indeed, from (2.7) one
finds that the metric gµν = Eµ

ÂEνÂ obeys

∇µgνρ ≡ ∂µgνρ − 2Γµ(ν
σgρ)σ = −2Bµgνρ . (2.9)

The geometric structure introduced above thus constitutes that of a Cartan-Weyl space-time6

with Weyl connection given by −2Bµ.
Typically, discussions of the relativistic conformal method only consider the case where

the torsion Tµν
Â vanishes, as this allows one to recover general relativity in the final step of

the conformal approach. Including torsion in relativistic gravity is usually done by coupling
to (fermionic) matter. Unlike Lorentzian geometry however, in its non-Lorentzian analogue
part of the torsion is intrinsic. This intrinsic torsion can be present in non-Lorentzian
gravity theories, even in the absence of matter couplings. Moreover, setting it to zero
amounts to imposing constraints on the geometry. Choosing zero torsion will therefore be too
restrictive in extensions of the conformal approach to Carroll gravity. In order to anticipate
the Carrollian case, we will thus momentarily keep the torsion arbitrary to illustrate its
effects, in particular how it deforms the conformal transformation rules. We will switch

6A Cartan-Weyl space-time is endowed with a metric gµν and a connection Γµν
ρ that is not metric-

compatible, but for which a trace-free part of the non-metricity tensor Qµνρ ≡ −∇µgνρ vanishes:

Qµνρ − 1
D

Qµσ
σgνρ = 0 .

The trace −(1/D)Qµν
ν transforms like a gauge field under conformal rescalings (dilatations) of the metric

and is called the Weyl connection.
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focus to the usual relativistic zero torsion case in the next section, when discussing how
EH gravity arises from the conformal approach.

The constraints (2.6) are often called “conventional”, since they can be used to solve the
spin-connection Ωµ

ÂB̂ and the special conformal gauge field Fµ
Â in terms of the Vielbein

Eµ
Â, the dilatation gauge field Bµ and the torsion Tµν

Â as follows:

Ωµ
ÂB̂(E, B, T ) = Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, T ) + 2Eµ
[ÂEB̂]νBν ,

Fµ
Â(E, B, T ) = − 1

2(D − 2)

[
R′

µB̂
(M ÂB̂)− 1

2(D − 1) Eµ
Â R′

B̂Ĉ
(M B̂Ĉ)

]
, (2.10)

where Ωµ
ÂB̂(E, T ) is the usual torsionful spin-connection

Ωµ
ÂB̂(E, T ) = E[Â|ν

(
2∂[µEν]

|B̂] − Tµν
|B̂]

)
− 1

2EµĈ EÂν EB̂ρ
(
2∂[νEρ]

Ĉ − Tνρ
Ĉ
)

, (2.11)

and R′
µν(M ÂB̂) is the Lorentz transformation curvature with the term containing the special

conformal gauge field deleted:

R′
µν(M ÂB̂) = 2 ∂[µΩν]

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) + 2Ω[µ|
[Â|

Ĉ(E, B, T ) Ω|ν]
Ĉ|B̂](E, B, T ) . (2.12)

In what follows, it will be understood that the spin-connection Ωµ
ÂB̂ and special conformal

gauge field Fµ
Â are given by the dependent expressions Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) and Fµ
Â(E, B, T )

of (2.10), whenever they appear in covariant derivatives or curvatures.
The transformation rules (2.2) often need to be modified after the conventional con-

straints (2.6) are imposed. Let us first consider the homogeneous conformal transformations,
whose modified infinitesimal version we will denote by δhom. Their action on the inde-
pendent fields Eµ

Â and Bµ is assumed to be the same as that given in (2.2). The rules
δhomΩµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) and δhomFµ
Â(E, B, T ) of the dependent fields then follow from varying

their explicit expressions (2.10).7 The result of this does in general not coincide with the
homologous rules given in (2.2). This happens in particular when the conventional con-
straints (2.6) that are used to solve for the dependent fields are not left invariant by (2.2).
The transformation rules (2.2) of the dependent fields then acquire extra terms, whose role is
to ensure that the constraints (2.6) are invariant under the thus modified rules.

In the present case, one finds that the homogeneous conformal transformations of the
independent and dependent gauge fields are, after imposing (2.6), given by:

δhomEµ
Â = −ΛÂ

B̂ Eµ
B̂ − ΛD Eµ

Â ,

δhomBµ = ∂µΛD + 2ΛK
Â EµÂ ,

δhomΩµ
ÂB̂(E, B, T ) = ∂µΛÂB̂ − 2Λ[Â|

Ĉ Ωµ
Ĉ|B̂](E, B, T )− 4ΛK

[Â Eµ
B̂] ,

δhomFµ
Â(E, B, T ) = ∂µΛK

Â − ΛKB̂ Ωµ
B̂Â(E, B, T )− ΛK

Â Bµ − ΛÂ
B̂ Fµ

B̂(E, B, T )

+ ΛD Fµ
Â(E, B, T ) + 2

D − 2ΛK
Ĉ
[
δ

[Â
Ĉ

TµB̂
B̂] − 1

2(D − 1)Eµ
ÂTĈB̂

B̂
]

.

(2.13)

7This requires that one also assigns a homogeneous conformal transformation rule δhomTµν
Â for the torsion

tensor. In what follows, we will assume that Tµν
ρ is invariant under homogeneous conformal transformations,

so that δhomTµν
Â = −ΛÂ

B̂Tµν
B̂ − ΛDTµν

Â.
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Note that the first constraint of (2.6) is invariant under (2.2) and as a result the trans-
formation rule of the dependent spin-connection Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) agrees with that of (2.2).
The second constraint of (2.6) by contrast transforms non-trivially under special conformal
transformations:

δhom, 0RµB̂(M
ÂB̂) ≈ −4ΛK

[ÂTµB̂
B̂] , (2.14)

where ≈ has the meaning of “equality up to the conventional constraints (2.6)”. Consequently,
the transformation rule of Fµ

Â(E, B, T ) picks up extra special conformal transformation
terms with respect to (2.2).

Let us now discuss how also the translation transformations of (2.2) are modified due
to the conventional constraints (2.6). In this regard, it should be noted that translations
are usually not considered as an independent symmetry, but rather as a combination of
homogeneous conformal transformations and diffeomorphisms. Indeed, an infinitesimal diffeo-
morphism on any gauge field of the conformal algebra can be decomposed into homogeneous
conformal transformations plus extra terms. These extra terms correspond to the translation
rules of (2.2), supplemented with curvature- and torsion-dependent contributions and it is
thus sensible to view them as modified translation symmetries. In particular, any action
that is invariant under diffeomorphisms and homogeneous conformal transformations is
also automatically invariant under these modified translations. Note that generically the
translation rules (2.2) of both the dependent and the independent fields receive extra terms.
This is unlike what happens for the homogeneous conformal transformations that are only
altered for the dependent fields.

Let us illustrate the above discussion by considering the following rewriting of the action
of an infinitesimal diffeomorphism δξ with parameter ξµ on the Vielbein Eµ

Â:

δξEµ
Â = ∂µξνEν

Â+ξν∂νEµ
Â = ∂µ

(
ξνEν

Â)
+2ξν∂[νEµ]

Â

=−ξνΩν
Â

B̂(E,B,T )Eµ
B̂−ξνBνEµ

Â+∂µ
(
ξνEν

Â)
+Ωµ

ÂB̂(E,B,T )ξνEνB̂+BµξνEν
Â

+ξνEν
B̂TB̂µ

Â , (2.15)

where in the last step we used the first of the conventional constraints (2.6). Comparing
the last line with (2.2), we see that the first two terms correspond to homogeneous confor-
mal transformations (namely a Lorentz transformation and dilatation with field-dependent
parameters ξµΩµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) and ξµBµ respectively) acting on Eµ
Â. The remaining terms

can then be identified with the action (2.2) of a translation on Eµ
Â with field-dependent

parameter ξµEµ
Â, supplemented with an extra torsion contribution. This thus motivates

defining the translation rule of Eµ
Â in the presence of the conventional constraints (2.6) as

δζEµ
Â = ∂µζÂ +Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T )ζB̂ + BµζÂ + ζB̂TB̂µ
Â . (2.16)

More generally, a modified translation with parameter ζÂ is defined as the result of
subtracting the homogeneous conformal transformations (2.13) with parameters ΛÂB̂ =
ζĈEĈ

µΩµ
ÂB̂(E, B, T ), ΛD = ζÂEÂ

µBµ and ΛK
Â = ζB̂EB̂

µFµ
Â(E, B, T ), from an infinites-

imal diffeomorphism with parameter ζÂEÂ
µ. For Bµ, Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) and Fµ
Â(E, B, T ),

– 7 –
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this gives:

δζBµ = −2ζÂFµÂ(E, B, T ) + ζÂRÂµ(D) ,

δζΩµ
ÂB̂(E, B, T ) = −4ζ [ÂFµ

B̂](E, B, T ) + ζĈRĈµ(M
ÂB̂) ,

δζFµ
Â(E, B, T ) = ζB̂RB̂µ(K

Â)− 2
D − 2ζĈFĈ

[Â(E, B, T )TµB̂
B̂]

+ 1
(D − 1)(D − 2)Eµ

ÂζD̂FD̂
[B̂(E, B, T )TB̂Ĉ

Ĉ] . (2.17)

By making use of the Bianchi identities (2.5), one can show explicitly that these translation
rules of the dependent fields Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) and Fµ
Â(E, B, T ) agree with those obtained

from varying their expressions (2.10) under (2.16) and the first rule of (2.17). In checking
this, one assumes that a translation of the torsion tensor Tµν

Â is also given by the action
of a diffeomorphism minus that of a Lorentz transformation and dilatation with the above
mentioned field-dependent parameters:

δζTµν
Â = 2∂[µ|

(
ζB̂EB̂

ρ
)

Tρ|ν]
Â + ζB̂EB̂

ρ∂ρTµν
Â + ζĈEĈ

ρΩρ
Â

B̂(E, B, T )Tµν
B̂

+ ζB̂EB̂
ρBρTµν

Â . (2.18)

The independent gauge field Bµ plays a special role since it transforms with a shift under
a special conformal transformation. In fact, it is the only field that transforms under a special
conformal transformation. The Vielbein field Eµ

Â is invariant while the dependent gauge fields
Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, B, T ) and Fµ
Â(E, B, T ) only transform under special conformal transformations

due to their dependence on Bµ. This means that Bµ is a Stueckelberg field that can be set
to zero by fixing the special conformal transformations. The special conformal symmetry
expresses the property that one can realize local dilatations without using a corresponding
dilatation gauge field. The only independent gauge field left is therefore the Vielbein Eµ

Â.
As it stands this gauge field has D2 field degrees of freedom. Due to the D diffeomorphisms,
the 1

2D(D − 1) Lorentz rotations and the dilatation the number of independent degrees of
freedom is given by D2 −D− 1

2D(D−1)−1 = 1
2(D+1)(D−2) which is precisely the number

of helicity states of an irreducible massive spin-2 representation.
This counting of degrees of freedom can also be seen by considering the independent

curvature components. Substituting the conventional constraints (2.6) into the Bianchi
identities (2.5) one finds after taking traces of the first and second Bianchi identity the
following additional curvature constraints (for D ̸= 2 and D ̸= 3):

RÂB̂(D) = 1
(D − 2)

(
3D[ĈTÂB̂]

Ĉ + TÂB̂
ĈTĈD̂

D̂
)

, and

RÂB̂(K
Ĉ) = 1

2(D − 3)
(
DD̂RÂB̂(M

ĈD̂)− 2TD̂[Â
ÊRB̂]Ê(M

ĈD̂)− 12T[ÂB̂
[ĈF

D̂]
D̂]

)
+ 1

2(D − 2)(D − 3)
(
−TD̂Ê

F̂ RF̂ [Â(M
D̂Ê) + 4TD̂Ê

[D̂F[Â
Ê] − 8FD̂

[D̂TÊ[Â
Ê]
)

δĈ
B̂] .

(2.19)

Therefore, the only independent curvature left is the Lorentz curvature. From the conventional
constraints and the Bianchi identities, it follows that this Lorentz curvature satisfies a set
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of algebraic and differential identities (which we refrain from giving here) that reduce the
(1

2D(D − 1))2 components to 1
2(D + 1)(D − 2) independent ones.

In the rest of this section 2, we will set the torsion equal to zero to make contact with
general relativity. The conventional constraints (2.6) are then invariant under (2.2). As
a consequence, the homogeneous conformal transformation rules of the dependent spin-
connection and special conformal gauge field are not modified with respect to (2.2), as is
seen explicitly by setting Tµν

Â equal to zero in (2.13). From (2.16), one sees that also the
translation rule of the Vielbein coincides with that given in (2.2). The same is true for the
dilatation gauge field, since the curvature contribution in its translation rule (2.17) vanishes
as a consequence of Bianchi identities (see the first of (2.19) for Tµν

Â = 0). However, even
in the absence of torsion, the translation rules of the spin-connection and special conformal
gauge fields require modifications with curvature terms.

In what follows, we will denote the explicit solutions (2.10) for the dependent spin-
connection and special conformal gauge field in the zero torsion case by Ωµ

ÂB̂(E, B) and
Fµ

Â(E, B). The Levi-Civita spin-connection, obtained by setting Tµν
Â = 0 in (2.11), will

be denoted by Ωµ
ÂB̂(E). For future reference, we note that, assuming zero torsion, we can

relate R′
µν(M ÂB̂) to the usual Riemann tensor Rµν

ÂB̂(E) in the following way, by writing
out its Bµ-dependence:

R′
µν(M ÂB̂) = Rµν

ÂB̂(E) + 4E[ν
Â Dµ](E)BB̂] + 4E[µ

[Â BB̂] Bν] − 2E[µ
[Â Eν]

B̂] BĈ BĈ .

(2.20)

Both the Riemann tensor Rµν
ÂB̂(E) and the covariant derivative Dµ(E)BÂ are constructed

with the usual Levi-Civita spin-connection Ωµ
ÂB̂(E):

Rµν
ÂB̂(E) = 2 ∂[µΩν]

ÂB̂(E) + 2Ω[µ|
[Â|

Ĉ(E) Ω|ν]
Ĉ|B̂](E) ,

Dµ(E)BÂ = ∂µBÂ +Ωµ
ÂB̂(E)BB̂ . (2.21)

Note that the covariant derivative Dµ(E) is covariant with respect to the Lorentz transfor-
mations only, unlike the covariant derivative Dµ that we used in the Bianchi identities (2.5).

2.3 Einstein-Hilbert gravity from the compensating mechanism

We will now show how the conformal approach can be used to obtain the EH Lagrangian
of general relativity

LEH = 1
2κ2 ER , (2.22)

with κ2 the gravitational coupling constant, in a two-step process. First, one couples a
compensating scalar to the independent and dependent gauge fields of the conformal algebra
that were discussed in the previous sections. The action of this scalar is determined by
requiring invariance under the homogeneous conformal transformations and, manifestly,
under diffeomorphisms. As discussed in the previous section, this then also guarantees
invariance under translations, under the proviso that these act on the gauge fields with the
modifications in (2.16) and (2.17). Einstein-Hilbert gravity is recovered next, by gauge-fixing
the dilatations and special conformal transformations.
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As starting point, we consider the Lagrangian of a free, massless scalar field ϕ in flat
spacetime:

Lscalar = −1
2 ϕ ∂Â∂Âϕ . (2.23)

Note that the sign in front of this Lagrangian is the opposite of the usual, physical one. This
will guarantee that the EH action comes out with the correct sign. We then assume that the
transformation rule of the scalar field ϕ under local homogeneous conformal transformations
is given by a dilatation with scaling weight w:

δhomϕ = wΛD ϕ , (2.24)

and we replace the ordinary derivatives in (2.23) by covariant ones, by coupling to the gauge
fields of the conformal algebra, discussed in the previous sections. The first order derivative of
ϕ that transforms covariantly (i.e., without a derivative of a parameter) under homogeneous
conformal transformations is defined by:

DÂϕ ≡ EÂ
µ (∂µ − w Bµ)ϕ . (2.25)

Note that the second term in this covariant derivative is related to the transformation
rule (2.24) by replacing the dilatation parameter ΛD by (minus) the corresponding gauge
field Bµ. The covariant derivative DÂϕ transforms as follows under homogeneous conformal
transformations:

δhom
(
DÂϕ

)
= −ΛÂ

B̂ DB̂ϕ + (w + 1)ΛD DÂϕ − 2wΛKÂ ϕ . (2.26)

As a consequence, a covariant conformal box operator on ϕ can be introduced as:

□Cϕ ≡ EÂµ
[
∂µ

(
DÂϕ

)
+ΩµÂ

B̂(E, B)DB̂ϕ − (w + 1)Bµ DÂϕ + 2w FµÂ(E, B)ϕ
]

, (2.27)

where the last three terms are obtained by replacing the gauge parameters on the right-hand-
side of (2.26) by (minus) their corresponding gauge fields. Explicit computation shows that
the homogeneous conformal transformation rule of □Cϕ is given by:

δhom□Cϕ = (w + 2)ΛD □Cϕ + (2D − 4w − 4)ΛK
Â DÂϕ . (2.28)

Replacing the flat space-time d’Alembertian in (2.23) by □C , one is led to the following
Lagrangian of a conformally coupled scalar:

Lconf = −1
2 E ϕ□Cϕ . (2.29)

From the transformation rule (2.28), one sees that Lconf is not invariant under special
conformal transformations unless the weight w is given by:

w = D

2 − 1 . (2.30)

Since E, the determinant of the Vielbein Eµ
Â, has scaling weight −D under dilatations, this

value of w also renders Lconf invariant under dilatations and thus under all homogeneous
conformal symmetries.
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The EH Lagrangian can be retrieved from Lconf by gauge-fixing the special conformal
transformations and dilatations. To fix the latter, we set ϕ equal to a constant k:

dilatation gauge-fixing: ϕ = k . (2.31)

Imposing this gauge-fixing condition in Lconf , one obtains

Lconf
ϕ=k−−→ L = wk2

2 E EÂµ
[ (

∂µBÂ +ΩµÂ
B̂(E, B)BB̂

)
− (w + 1)Bµ BÂ − 2FµÂ(E, B)

]
,

= wk2

2 E
[
DÂ(E)BÂ + (D − w − 2)BÂBÂ − 2FÂ

Â(E, B)
]

. (2.32)

The field BÂ can not appear in Lconf, since it is the only independent field in (2.32) that
transforms under special conformal transformations and its change under KÂ is given by
a Stueckelberg shift 2ΛKÂ.8 Indeed, using the explicit expression for Fµ

Â(E, B) in (2.10)
(with Tµν

Â = 0), along with (2.20) and (2.21), one finds that:

−2FÂ
Â(E, B) = R

2(D − 1) − DÂ(E)BÂ − 1
2(D − 2)BÂ BÂ , (2.33)

where R = RÂB̂
ÂB̂(E) is the Ricci scalar of general relativity. The Lagrangian (2.32) can

thus be rewritten as

L = wk2

2 E
[ R

2(D − 1) −
1
2 (2w + 2− D)BÂ BÂ

]
. (2.34)

The last term vanishes due to the parameter constraint (2.30) that guarantees conformal
invariance of (2.29) and one finds that (2.32) is given by:

L = wk2

4(D − 1)E R = k2

8
(D − 2)
(D − 1)E R . (2.35)

Alternatively, one can immediately obtain (2.35) from (2.32) by gauge-fixing the special
conformal transformations via the gauge choice:

special conformal gauge-fixing: BÂ = 0 . (2.36)

Either way, one finds that, upon choosing the constant k as:

k = 2
κ

√
(D − 1)
(D − 2) , (2.37)

(2.35) becomes the EH Lagrangian (2.22), showing that the latter can indeed be obtained as
a partial gauge-fixing of the conformal matter Lagrangian (2.29).

8In particular, invariance of Lconf under special conformal transformations implies

0 = δKLconf = δKBÂ

δLconf

δBÂ

= 2ΛKÂ

δLconf

δBÂ

⇒ δLconf

δBÂ

= 0 ,

so that Lconf does not depend on BÂ.
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For later use, it is instructive to consider a slightly different starting point to derive the
EH action from a compensating mechanism. Instead of starting from the Lagrangian (2.23),
we could also start from the following Lagrangian in flat spacetime:

L′
scalar =

1
2 ∂Âϕ∂Âϕ , (2.38)

that differs from (2.23) by a total derivative. Following the same strategy of replacing
derivatives by covariant ones we end up with the following Ansatz for the Lagrangian of a
scalar coupled to gauge fields of the conformal algebra:

L′
Ansatz =

E

2 DÂϕ DÂϕ , (2.39)

where DÂϕ has been defined in (2.25). However, as it stands, this Lagrangian is not
conformally invariant. In particular, under special conformal transformations one has

δKL′
Ansatz = E DÂϕ δK

(
DÂϕ

)
= −2w E ΛKÂ ϕ DÂϕ = −w E EÂ

µ ΛK
Â Dµ(ϕ2) , (2.40)

with Dµ(ϕ2) = ∂µ(ϕ2) − 2w Bµ ϕ2 (since ϕ2 has dilatation weight 2w). To see how this
variation can be cancelled, one partially integrates

δKL′
Ansatz = w∂µ

(
E EÂ

µ)ΛK
Â ϕ2 + w E EÂ

µ ∂µΛK
Â ϕ2 + 2w2 E ΛK

Â BÂ ϕ2

= w E EÂ
µ
(
δKFµ

Â(E, B)
)

ϕ2 + w (2w + 2− D)E ΛK
Â BÂ ϕ2 , (2.41)

where

δKFµ
Â(E, B) = ∂µΛK

Â − ΛKB̂ Ωµ
B̂Â(E, B)− ΛK

Â Bµ , (2.42)

is an infinitesimal special conformal transformation of Fµ
Â(E, B) (see eq. (2.13) with Tµν

Â =
0). In the first line of (2.41) we dropped a total derivative term, while in going to the
second line we used the identity

∂µ
(
E EÂ

µ) = 2E EÂ
µ EB̂

ν ∂[µEν]
B̂

= −2E EÂ
µ EB̂

ν Ω[µ
B̂Ĉ(E, B)Eν]Ĉ − 2E EÂ

µ EB̂
ν B[µ Eν]

B̂ , (2.43)

where the first line follows from ∂µE = EEÂ
ν∂µEν

Â and ∂νEÂ
µ = −EÂ

ρEB̂
µ∂νEρ

B̂ and in
the second line we have used the first of the conventional constraints (2.6), with Tµν

Â = 0.
Choosing the dilatation weight w as in (2.30), the last term of (2.41) vanishes. Since the
remaining variation of L′

Ansatz can be cancelled by that of −w E FÂ
Â(E, B)ϕ2, adding this

term to L′
Ansatz leads to the following conformally invariant Lagrangian L′

conf :

L′
conf = L′

Ansatz − w E FÂ
Â(E, B)ϕ2 = E

2
[
DÂϕDÂϕ − 2w FÂ

Â(E, B)ϕ2
]

. (2.44)

By partially integrating and using (2.30) and (2.43), one can see that L′
conf is equal to the

Lagrangian Lconf given in (2.29), up to a total derivative. The EH Lagrangian (2.22) is then
recovered from L′

conf by adopting the dilatation and special conformal gauge-fixing conditions
of eqs. (2.31) (with k again given by (2.37)) and (2.36).

This finishes our review of the conformal compensating technique in the relativistic case.
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3 A conformal approach to Carroll gravity

Here, we will adapt the conformal compensating technique discussed in the previous section
to construct two different Carroll gravity theories. The existence of these two theories is
related to the fact that there exist two massless Carroll scalar field theories that are called
‘electric’ and ‘magnetic’ in the literature [11, 18–21]. In subsection 3.1, we will first discuss the
gauging of the conformal Carroll algebra, which corresponds to an Inönü-Wigner contraction
of the relativistic conformal algebra. In the next subsection 3.2, we will derive a minimal
multiplet of gauge fields of the conformal Carroll algebra, by solving suitable conventional
curvature constraints to express some of the gauge fields in terms of the remaining independent
ones. Finally, in the last subsection 3.3, we will construct conformally coupled versions of
electric and magnetic Carroll scalars and adopt gauge-fixing conditions, giving rise to two
different Carroll gravity theories.

3.1 The conformal Carroll algebra and its gauging

The commutation relations of the conformal Carroll algebra can be obtained by an Inönü-
Wigner contraction of the relativistic conformal algebra, given in (2.1). To perform this
contraction we decompose the flat Lorentz index Â as Â = {0, A}, where 0 is a flat time
index and A = 1, · · · , D − 1 are flat spatial indices. The relativistic conformal generators
decompose correspondingly as

MÂB̂ → M0A, MAB , PÂ → P0, PA , KÂ → K0, KA . (3.1)

Next, we redefine the conformal generators with a contraction parameter c as follows:

M0A = c−1 J0A , MAB = JAB , P0 = c−1H , PA = PA ,

K0 = c−1 K , KA = KA , D = D . (3.2)

The generators on the right-hand-side become those of the conformal Carroll algebra after
taking the c → 0 limit. In what follows, we will refer to the transformations associated to
JAB , J0A, K/KA and D as spatial rotations, Carroll boosts, singlet/vector special conformal
transformations and dilatations, respectively. They constitute the subalgebra of homogeneous
conformal Carroll transformations, whereas H and PA correspond to time and spatial trans-
lations. Substituting the redefinitions (3.2) into the relativistic commutation relations (2.1)
and taking the c → 0 limit, we obtain the following non-zero commutation relations of the
conformal Carroll algebra [22, 23]:

[JAB, JCD] = 4 δ[A[CJD]B] , [JAB, J0C ] = 2 δC[B|J0|A] [PA, JBC ] = 2 δA[BPC] ,

[PA, J0B] = −δABH , [PA, KB] = 2 (δABD + JAB) , [KA, JBC ] = 2 δA[BKC] ,

[KA, J0B] = −δABK , [PA, K] = −2 J0A , [H, KA] = 2 J0A ,

[D, PA] = PA , [D, H ] = H , [D, KA] = −KA ,

[D, K] = −K . (3.3)
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The conformal Carroll transformations act on the time (t) and Cartesian spatial (xA)
coordinates of flat Carroll space-time as follows:9

δt = a + vAxA + ξt + κ xAxA − 2κAxAt ,

δxA = aA + oA
BxB + ξxA +

(
κA xBxB − 2κBxBxA

)
, (3.4)

where a, aA, oAB, vA, ξ, κ and κA are the constant parameters of the transformations H,
PA, JAB , J0A, D, K and KA respectively. It is interesting to compare the conformal Carroll
transformations (3.4) with the conformal isometries of flat Carroll space-time.10 In the
notation of (3.4), a generic such conformal isometry acts infinitesimally as

δt = ξt − 2κAxAt + T (x) ,

δxA = aA + oA
BxB + ξxA +

(
κA xBxB − 2κBxBxA

)
. (3.5)

Here, T (x) is an arbitrary function of the spatial coordinates xA, so that the algebra of
infinitesimal conformal isometries is infinite-dimensional. It was shown in [2] that this
conformal isometry algebra is isomorphic to the BMS algebra in D + 1 dimensions, with T (x)
corresponding to the BMS supertranslations. The conformal Carroll transformations (3.4) then
correspond to the subset of the conformal isometries (3.5) that is obtained by taking T (x) as

T (x) = a + vAxA + κxAxA . (3.6)

One thus sees that the conformal Carroll algebra (3.3) admits the (D + 1)-dimensional BMS
algebra as an infinite-dimensional extension.

We then introduce the gauge fields τµ, eµ
A, ωµ

AB, ωµ
0A, fµ, gµ

A and bµ, associated to
the generators H , PA, JAB , J0A, K, KA and D, respectively. From the algebra (3.3), we find
that these gauge fields transform under time/spatial translations, spatial rotations, Carroll
boosts, singlet/vector special conformal transformations and dilatations, with respective
gauge parameters ζ/ζA, λAB, λ0A, λK/λK

A and λD, as follows:

δ0τµ = D̃µζ − λ0AeµA − λDτµ ,

δ0eµ
A = D̃µζA − λA

Beµ
B − λDeµ

A ,

δ0ωµ
AB = ∂µλAB − 2λ[A|

Cωµ
C|B] − 4λK

[Aeµ
B] − 4ζ [Agµ

B] ,

δ0ωµ
0A = ∂µλ0A + ωµ

A
Bλ0B − λA

Bωµ
0B + 2λK

Aτµ − 2λKeµ
A + 2ζAfµ − 2ζgµ

A ,

δ0fµ = ∂µλK − λKbµ − λ0AgµA + λKAωµ
0A + λDfµ ,

δ0gµ
A = ∂µλK

A + ωµ
A

BλK
B − λK

Abµ − λA
Bgµ

B + λDgµ
A ,

δ0bµ = ∂µλD + 2λK
AeµA − 2ζAgµA , (3.7)

9These transformations follow from re-introducing the speed of light c in the action of the relativistic
conformal transformations on Minkowski space-time coordinates and taking the limit c → 0.

10The metric structure of a flat Carroll space-time consists of a spatial metric h = δABdxAdxB and a vector
field T = ∂/∂t. A conformal isometry of flat Carroll space-time is then generated by a vector field X that
obeys LXh = Ωh and LXT = −Ω

2 T for some function Ω = Ω(t, xA), where LX denotes the Lie derivative
along X.
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where

D̃µζ ≡ ∂µζ + ωµ
0AζA + ζbµ , D̃µζA ≡ ∂µζA + ωµ

ABζB + ζAbµ . (3.8)

We use a subscript “0” on δ0 to indicate that these are not the final conformal Carroll
transformation rules that we will use to construct Carroll gravity theories. Like in the
relativistic case, we will need to impose conventional constraints that will supplement these
rules with extra terms and it is the thus modified transformations that will be employed in the
compensating mechanism. These changes to (3.7) will be discussed in the next section 3.2. We
will furthermore also make use of the symbol δhom, 0 to specify the action of the homogeneous
conformal Carroll transformations of (3.7).

Starting from the conformal Carroll algebra (3.3), one defines the following curvatures:

Rµν(H) = 2 ∂[µτν] + 2ω[µ
0A eν]A + 2 b[µ τν] , (3.9a)

Rµν(P A) = 2 ∂[µeν]
A + 2ω[µ

AB eν]B + 2 b[µ eν]
A , (3.9b)

Rµν(JAB) = 2 ∂[µων]
AB + 2ω[µ|

[A|
C ω|ν]

C|B] + 8 g[µ
[A eν]

B] , (3.9c)
Rµν(J0A) = 2 ∂[µων]

0A + 2ω[µ|
A

B ω|ν]
0B + 4 f[µ eν]

A − 4g[µ
A τν] , (3.9d)

Rµν(K) = 2∂[µfν] + 2ω[µ
0A gν]A − 2 b[µ fν] , (3.9e)

Rµν(KA) = 2∂[µgν]
A + 2ω[µ

AB gν]B − 2 b[µ gν]
A , (3.9f)

Rµν(D) = 2 ∂[µbν] − 4 g[µ
A eν]A . (3.9g)

These curvatures transform covariantly under (3.7); in particular, one has:

δ0Rµν(H) = ζARµν(J0A) + ζRµν(D)− λ0ARµν(PA)− λDRµν(H) ,

δ0Rµν(P A) = −ζBRµν(JBA) + ζARµν(D)− λA
BRµν(P B)− λDRµν(P A) ,

δ0Rµν(JAB) = −2λ[A|
CRµν(JC|B])− 4λK

[ARµν(P B])− 4ζ [ARµν(KB]) ,

δ0Rµν(J0A) = −λ0BRµν(JB
A)− λA

BRµν(J0B) + 2λK
ARµν(H)− 2λKRµν(P A)

+ 2ζARµν(K)− 2ζRµν(KA) ,

δ0Rµν(K) = −λKRµν(D)− λ0ARµν(KA) + λKARµν(J0A) + λDRµν(K) ,

δ0Rµν(KA) = −λK
BRµν(JB

A)− λK
ARµν(D)− λA

BRµν(KB) + λDRµν(KA) ,

δ0Rµν(D) = 2λK
ARµν(PA)− 2ζARµν(KA) . (3.10)

Furthermore, they satisfy the following Bianchi identities:

D[µRνρ](H) + R[µν(P A)ωρ]
0

A − R[µν(J0A)eρ]A − R[µν(D)τρ] = 0 ,

D[µRνρ](P A)− R[µν(JAB)eρ]B − R[µν(D)eρ]
A = 0 ,

D[µRνρ](JAB)− 4R[µν(K [A)eρ]
B] − 4R[µν(P [A)gρ]

B] = 0 ,

D[µRνρ](J0A)− R[µν(JAB)ωρ]
0

B + 2R[µν(KA)τρ] − 2R[µν(K)eρ]
A

+ 2R[µν(P A)fρ] − 2R[µν(H)gρ]
A = 0 ,

D[µRνρ](K) + R[µν(KA)ωρ]
0

A − R[µν(J0A)gρ]A + R[µν(D)fρ] = 0 ,

D[µRνρ](KA)− R[µν(JAB)gρ]B + R[µν(D)gρ]
A = 0 ,

∂[µRνρ](D) + 2R[µν(KA)eρ]A − 2R[µν(P A)gρ]A = 0 , (3.11)
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where the derivatives Dµ are covariant with respect to spatial rotations and dilatations but
not with respect to Carroll boosts and singlet/vector special conformal transformations since
the latter do not act in a homogeneous manner.

We will often need the dual Vielbeine (τµ, eA
µ) that are defined by the following duality

relations:

τµτµ = 1 , τµeµ
A = 0 , τµeA

µ = 0 ,

eµ
AeB

µ = δA
B , eµ

AeA
ν = δµ

ν − τµτν . (3.12)

These dual Vielbeine transform as follows under (3.7):

δ0τµ = −τµD̃0ζ − eA
µD̃0ζA + λDτµ ,

δ0eA
µ = −τµD̃Aζ − eB

µD̃AζB − λA
BeB

µ + λ0
Aτµ + λDeA

µ . (3.13)

In the following, we will use τµ and eA
µ to convert a curved index µ into flat indices 0 and A,

respectively. For instance, given a one-form Xµ and a two-form Xµν we define the different
projections to flat time and spatial components as follows:

X0 ≡ τµXµ , XA ≡ eA
µXµ , X0A ≡ τµeA

νXµν , XAB ≡ eA
µeB

νXµν . (3.14)

3.2 Imposing constraints

As in the relativistic case, the multiplet of gauge fields (3.7) that results from gauging
the conformal Carroll algebra, contains more independent fields than are necessary in a
gravitational theory. We therefore wish to impose suitable curvature constraints that allow
one to solve for some fields in terms of the remaining ones and thus reduce the number
of independent fields.

By inspecting the list of curvatures given in (3.9), one sees that a minimal set of
independent fields can be obtained in analogy to the relativistic case, by constraining the
curvatures Rµν(H) and Rµν(P A) of time and spatial translations, as well as the components
RµB(JAB) and RµA(J0A) of the curvatures of spatial rotations and Carroll boosts. Similar
to what we discussed in section 2.2, one could impose the following constraints:

Rµν(H) = Tµν , Rµν(P A) = Tµν
A , RµB(JAB) = 0 , RµA(J0A) = 0 , (3.15)

where Tµν and Tµν
A taken together yield a Carrollian analogue of the torsion tensor. In this

paper, we will not consider the case of arbitrary torsion. We will instead closely follow the
reasoning that led to general relativity and put as many Carrollian torsion components equal
to zero as possible. Note however that we should not require that all torsion components
vanish. The reason is that some components of Rµν(P A) do not contain (spin-connection or
dilatation) gauge field components that appear algebraically and can be solved for. In our case,
this happens for the following 1

2D(D − 1)− 1 components of the spatial translation curvature:

R0
{A(P B}) , (3.16)
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where {AB} denotes the symmetric traceless part of AB. The corresponding torsion com-
ponents11

T0
{A,B} ≡ τµe{A|νTµν

|B} , (3.17)

define the intrinsic torsion.12 They should not be constrained to be zero from the start, since
doing so is tantamount to imposing the following geometric constraints

R0
{A(P B}) = 2τµe{A|ν∂[µeν]

|B} = 0 , (3.18)

and is therefore too restrictive.
The components given in (3.17) are the only intrinsic torsion ones: all other components

of Tµν
A and Tµν are not intrinsic. Setting all non-intrinsic torsion components in (3.15) equal

to zero, we are led to impose the following conventional constraints

Rµν(H) = 0 , Rµν(P A) = 2τ[µeν]B T0
{B,A} , (3.19a)

RµB(JAB) = 0 , RµA(J0A) = 0 . (3.19b)

The first two of these (given in (3.19a)) represent in total

1
2D(D − 1) + 1

2D(D − 1)2 − 1
2D(D − 1) + 1 = 1

2D3 − D2 + 1
2D + 1 , (3.20)

constraints and can be used to solve for the following equal number of gauge field components:

ωµ
AB(e, b) = 2 e[A|ν ∂[µeν]

|B] − eµC eAν eBρ ∂[νeρ]
C + 2 eµ

[AeB]νbν , (3.21a)
ω0

0A (e, τ, b) = −2τµeAν∂[µτν] + eAµbµ , (3.21b)

ω[A|,0|B] (e, τ) = −eAµeBν∂[µτν] , (3.21c)

b0(e, τ) = − 2
(D − 1)τµeA

ν∂[µeν]
A ≡ − 1

(D − 1)T0A,
A , (3.21d)

where we have defined T0A,
A, corresponding to T0A,

A without the b0 gauge field. Similarly,
one can show that the first conventional constraint of (3.19b) can be used to solve for the
vector special conformal gauge field gµ

A as follows:

gµ
A (e, τ, b) = − 1

2(D − 3)

[
R′

µB

(
JAB

)
− 1
2(D − 2)eµ

AR′
BC

(
JBC

)
− 1
(D − 2)τµR′

0B

(
JAB

) ]
.

(3.22)
Here, R′

µν(JAB) is given by the expression (3.9c) for the curvature tensor Rµν(JAB), without
the term involving the vector special conformal gauge field gµ

A and with ωµ
AB replaced by

11The comma in T0
{A,B} indicates that the two indices to the left of the comma are flat projections of the

two curved indices of Tµν
A.

12Note that we use the term ‘intrinsic torsion’ in a more general sense than is typically done in the
mathematical literature, where this term is reserved for the torsion tensor components that do not contain
spin-connection components. This is appropriate for space-times with local Carroll symmetries. Since here
however, we are dealing with the conformal Carroll algebra, we will for simplicity define the word intrinsic
torsion tensor as a torsion tensor that does not contain spin-connection as well as dilatation gauge fields.
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the expression (3.21a). Finally, the scalar special conformal gauge field fµ can be solved
from the second conventional constraint of (3.19b) as follows:

fµ (e, τ, b) = − 1
2(D − 2)

[
R′

µA

(
J0A

)
− τµ

(D − 1)

(
R′

0A

(
J0A

)
+ 1

2R′
AB

(
JAB

))]
. (3.23)

The primed curvature R′
µν(J0A) is given by the expression (3.9d) for Rµν(J0A) without the

terms involving fµ and gµ
A and with ωµ

AB and the dependent parts ω0
0A and ω[A|,0|B] of

the boost connection ωµ
0A replaced by their expressions (3.21a), (3.21b) and (3.21c).

Summarizing: the gauge field components

ωµ
AB , ω0

0A , ω[A|,0|B] , b0 , gµ
A , fµ , (3.24)

are turned into dependent fields by virtue of the conventional constraints (3.19). In what
follows, it will be understood that these field components are given by their dependent
expressions (3.21a), (3.21b), (3.21c), (3.21d), (3.22), (3.23), whenever they appear explicitly
or implicitly, and we will for simplicity drop the reference to the fields on which they depend.
The remaining independent fields are given by:

τµ , eµ
A , bA , ω(A|,0|B) . (3.25)

Two differences with the relativistic case are worth pointing out. First, in the Carroll case
it is not possible to solve for all spin-connection components and in particular the boost
spin-connection components ω(A|,0|B) remain independent. The presence of these independent
boost connection components is related to the fact that there is intrinsic torsion, see e.g., [24].
Secondly, not all components of the dilatation gauge field are independent; only the spatial
components bA are. Note that the dependent spin-connection fields depend only on bA and
not on the dependent b0 component.

Let us now comment on how the conformal transformation rules of the independent
and dependent fields are changed with respect to (3.7) after imposing the conventional
constraints (3.19). First, we consider the homogeneous conformal Carroll transformations.
As in the relativistic case, we assume that their action on the independent fields is not
modified and thus corresponds to the rules given in (3.7). To determine how they act on
the dependent fields, we first investigate how the conventional constraints (3.19) transform
under (3.7). Of the constraints (3.19a), only the parts

RBC(P A) = 0 , R0A(H) = 0 , (3.26)

that are used to solve for ωC
AB and ω0

0,A, are not invariant under the homogeneous conformal
Carroll transformations of (3.7), due to the fact that

δhom, 0RBC(PA) = λ0
BT0{A,C} − λ0

CT0{A,B} , δhom, 0R0A(H) = −λ0BT0{A,B} . (3.27)

As a consequence, the correct homogeneous conformal Carroll transformations of ωC
AB and

ω0
0,A, that leave (3.26) invariant, are of the form

δhomωC
AB = δhom, 0ωC

AB +∆ωC
AB , δhomω0

0A = δhom, 0ω0
0A +∆ω0

0A , (3.28)
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where the extra contributions ∆ωC
AB and ∆ω0

0A are given by:

∆ωC,AB = λ0
BT0{A,C} − λ0

AT0{B,C} , ∆ω0
0A = λ0

BT0
{A,B} . (3.29)

These additional transformations can alternatively be derived by varying the explicit solutions
of these dependent spin-connection components. The homogeneous conformal transformation
rules of the dependent gauge fields gµ

A and fµ likewise acquire extra terms due to the fact
that the conventional constraints (3.19b) are not invariant under (3.7) or that their explicit
expressions (3.22), (3.23) depend on ωC

AB and ω0
0A. We will refrain from giving the modified

transformations of all components of gµ
A and fµ and instead only focus on those of gA

A

and f0, as these are the only components that we will need. One finds that the correct
transformations of gA

A and f0 take the form

δhomgA
A = δhom, 0gA

A +∆gA
A , δhomf0 = δhom, 0f0 +∆f0 , (3.30)

where the extra terms ∆gA
A and ∆f0 are given by

∆gA
A = − 1

2(D − 2)DA∆ωB
AB , (3.31)

∆f0 = 1
2(D − 1)DA∆ω0

0A + 1
2(D − 1)(D − 2)DA∆ωB

AB , (3.32)

with

DA∆ωB
AB ≡ ∂A∆ωB

AB + ωA
AD(e, b)∆ωB,D

B − bA∆ωB
AB , (3.33)

DA∆ω0
0A ≡ ∂A∆ω0

0A + ωA
AB(e, b)∆ω0

0
B − bA∆ω0

0A . (3.34)

It turns out that only the combination gA
A + f0 plays a role in the calculations that

follow. Since ∆ω0
0A = ∆ωB

AB, this combination does not receive any modifications in
its transformation rule:

∆gA
A +∆f0 = 0 . (3.35)

Next, we turn to how the translations of (3.7) are modified in the presence of the
conventional constraints (3.19). Following the same logic as in the relativistic case, we
define a time/spatial translation with parameter ζ/ζA as an infinitesimal diffeomorphism
with parameter

ξµ = ζτµ + ζAeA
µ , (3.36)

minus homogeneous conformal Carroll transformations with parameters

λAB =
(
ζτµ + ζCeC

µ
)

ωµ
AB , λ0A =

(
ζτµ + ζBeB

µ
)

ωµ
0A ,

λK =
(
ζτµ + ζAeA

µ
)

fµ , λK
A =

(
ζτµ + ζBeB

µ
)

gµ
A ,

λD =
(
ζτµ + ζAeA

µ
)

bµ . (3.37)
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For the independent fields, this yields the following rules:

δζτµ = D̃µζ , δζeµ
A = D̃µζA − ζBτµT0

{B,A} + ζeµBT0
{B,A} ,

δζbA = −
(
D̃Aζ

)
b0 −

(
D̃AζB

)
bB − ζbBT0{A,B} − 2ζBgA

B + ζR0A(D)

+ ζBRBA(D) ,

δζω(A|,0|B) = −
(
D̃(A|ζ

)
ω0

0|B) −
(
D̃(A|ζC

)
ωC

0|B) − 1
2ζT0

{B,C}ωC
0A − 1

2ζT0
{A,C}ωC

0B

+ 2ζ(AfB) − 2ζg(A,B) + ζCRC(A|(J0|B)) + ζR0
(A|(J0|B)) . (3.38)

We will refrain from giving the translation rules of the dependent fields. They can be found
using the same prescription, or by varying their explicit expressions under (3.38).

Finally, we mention the following useful formulae for later use:

eA
µgµ

A = − 1
4(D − 2)R′

AB(JAB) , (3.39)

τµfµ = − 1
2(D − 1)R′

0A(J0A) + 1
4(D − 1)(D − 2)R′

AB(JAB) , (3.40)

eA
µgµ

A + τµfµ = − 1
4(D − 1)

[
R′

AB(JAB) + 2R′
0A(J0A)

]
. (3.41)

3.3 Carroll gravity from a compensating mechanism

In this subsection we will couple the conformal Carroll gravity theory that we constructed in
the previous subsection to a massless electric and magnetic Carroll scalar field, respectively.
Furthermore, we will show how, upon gauge-fixing, this leads to a special electric Carroll
gravity theory and a magnetic Carroll gravity theory. We first discuss the electric case.

The electric case. Our starting point is the following Lagrangian for a massless electric
Carroll scalar field:13

Lelectric scalar = −1
2ϕ∂t∂tϕ . (3.42)

As in the relativistic case, we will render this action invariant under local homogeneous
conformal Carroll transformations (as well as, manifestly, under diffeomorphisms). We
assume that the transformation rule of the scalar field ϕ under homogeneous conformal
Carroll transformations is given by a dilatation with weight w as follows

δhomϕ = w λD ϕ . (3.43)

As a first step we replace the time derivative ∂tϕ of ϕ by a covariant derivative D0ϕ :

∂tϕ → D0ϕ ≡ τµ (∂µ − w bµ)ϕ . (3.44)

Note that the second term in the above covariant derivative is related to the transformation
rule (3.43) by replacing the dilatation parameter λD by the corresponding gauge field bµ.

13Note that this action is invariant under the Carrollian conformal isometries/BMS transformations (3.5).
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In a second step we consider the transformation rule of the covariant derivative D0ϕ under
the homogeneous conformal Carroll transformations:

δhom (D0ϕ) = (w + 1)λD D0ϕ . (3.45)

This transformation rule shows that the second covariant time derivative D0D0ϕ of ϕ is
given by

D0D0ϕ ≡ τµ [∂µ (D0ϕ)− (w + 1) bµ D0ϕ] . (3.46)

Using the transformation rules (3.13) of τµ and the transformation rule (3.7) of bµ we
derive that

δhom(D0D0ϕ) = (w + 2)λD D0D0ϕ . (3.47)

We now consider the following Lagrangian describing the coupling of the electric Carroll
scalar to conformal Carroll gauge fields:

Lelectric coupling = −1
2eϕD0D0ϕ . (3.48)

Here, e = det(τµ, eµ
A) which transforms under dilatations as

δhome = −DλDe . (3.49)

Combining the transformation rules (3.43), (3.47) with (3.49) we find that the La-
grangian (3.48) transforms as

δhomLelectric coupling = −1
2[−D + 2w + 2]λD eϕD0D0ϕ . (3.50)

This shows that the proposed Lagrangian is invariant under dilatations provided we take
the scaling weight w to be

w = D − 2
2 . (3.51)

Having constructed an invariant Lagrangian we can now gauge-fix the dilatations by
imposing the gauge condition ϕ = 1 and obtain the following Lagrangian:

Lelectric Carroll =
w2

2 e b2
0 . (3.52)

In deriving this, we partially integrated and used the identity

∂µ (eτµ) = 2 e τµeA
ν∂[µeν]

A = −(D − 1) e b0 , (3.53)

where the last equality follows from the conventional constraint R0A(P A) = 0. Substituting
the expression for the dependent dilatation gauge field given in (3.21d) we find a Lagrangian
describing a particular form of electric Carroll gravity:14

Lelectric Carroll =
w2

2(D − 1)2 e T0A,
AT0B,

B . (3.54)

14We use here a calligraphic notation to indicate that T0A,
A is an intrinsic torsion tensor with respect to the

Carroll algebra but not with respect to the conformal Carroll algebra.
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Usually, the literature considers a more general electric Carroll gravity theory [5], whose
Lagrangian is given by

L ∼ e
(
KABKAB − KA

AKB
B
)

, (3.55)

where KAB are the spatial components of the extrinsic curvature tensor

Kµν ≡ τρ∂ρhµν + 2∂(µτρhν)ρ , with hµν = eµ
AeνA . (3.56)

Note that τµKµν = 0, so that KAB are the only non-vanishing flat components of the extrinsic
curvature. From τµeµ

A = 0, one can see that KAB is related to the intrinsic torsion (with
respect to the Carroll algebra) as follows:

KAB = 2 T0(A,B) = 2T0{A,B} +
2

(D − 1)δABT0C
C . (3.57)

The electric Carroll gravity theory of [5] can thus be written as

L ∼ e

[
T0

{A,B}T0{A,B} −
(

D − 2
D − 1

)
T0A

AT0B
B
]

. (3.58)

Comparing with (3.54), we see that the conformal approach only reproduces the second
term in this Lagrangian. The first term

Lconformal Carroll ∼ e T0
{A,B}T0{A,B} , (3.59)

transforms homogeneously under local dilatations (but does not contain a dilatation gauge
field). This “conformal electric Carroll gravity” Lagrangian thus constitutes an example of a
Carroll gravity that cannot be obtained by starting from a dynamical matter Lagrangian
in the conformal approach.

The magnetic case. In this case, the Lagrangian that we wish to make invariant under
local homogeneous conformal Carroll transformations (and diffeomorphisms) is that of a
massless magnetic Carroll scalar [18, 25]:

Lmagnetic scalar = π∂tϕ − 1
2∂Aϕ∂Aϕ , (3.60)

where π is an independent Lagrange multiplier field. This Lagrangian is invariant under
the constant Carroll boost transformations

δπ = λ0A∂Aϕ , δ∂Aϕ = λ0
A∂tϕ , (3.61)

and under the constant transformation

δπ = αλKϕ , (3.62)

for any α.
As before, we assume that the scalar field ϕ transforms under local homogeneous conformal

Carroll transformations with a dilatation with scaling weight w. We already explained in the
electric case how the time derivative ∂tϕ of ϕ can be extended to the covariant derivative
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D0ϕ defined in eq. (3.44) and how this covariant derivative transforms according to eq. (3.45)
under the homogeneous Carroll transformations. Similarly, we extend the spatial derivative
∂Aϕ of ϕ to the following covariant derivative:

DAϕ ≡ eA
µ (∂µ − w bµ)ϕ . (3.63)

We find that under the homogeneous conformal Carroll transformations this covariant
derivative transforms as follows:

δhom (DAϕ) = −λA
B DBϕ + λ0

A D0ϕ + (w + 1)λD DAϕ − 2w λKA ϕ . (3.64)

We now propose the following Ansatz Lagrangian describing the coupling of a massless
magnetic Carroll scalar to conformal Carroll gauge fields:

LAnsatz = eπD0ϕ − 1
2eDAϕDAϕ . (3.65)

This Ansatz Lagrangian is invariant under spatial rotations. Requiring it to be invariant
under dilatations and Carroll boosts requires us to take

δπ = λ0ADAϕ + 1
2DλDπ and w = 1

2(D − 2) . (3.66)

We next consider the vector special conformal transformations. We find that the Ansatz
lagrangian is not invariant under these transformations:

δLAnsatz = 2weλK
A ϕDAϕ . (3.67)

To cancel this term, we perform a partial differentiation. Using the identity

∂µ
(
e eA

µ) = 2 e eA
µeB

ν∂[µeν]
B − 2 e τµeA

ν∂[µτν] , (3.68)

together with the conventional constraints

RAB(P B) = R0A(H) = 0 , (3.69)

we find that

δLAnsatz = −we ω0,
0AλKAϕ2 − we eA

µ
(
DµλK

A
)

ϕ2 , (3.70)

with eA
µ
(
DµλK

A
)
≡ eA

µ
(
∂µλK

A + ωµ
A

BλK
B − λK

Abµ

)
.

Both terms can be canceled by adding two terms that involve the gauge fields of the scalar
and vector special conformal transformation which, remarkably, does not break the boost
symmetry. Doing this, we end up with the following modified Lagrangian describing the
coupling of a massless magnetic Carroll scalar to conformal Carroll gauge fields:

Lmagnetic coupling = eπD0ϕ − e

2DAϕDAϕ + wegA
Aϕ2 + wef0ϕ2 . (3.71)

This Lagrangian is invariant under spatial rotations, boosts, dilatations and the vector special
conformal transformations.
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We still need to verify that the Lagrangian (3.71) is also invariant under the scalar special
conformal transformations. Allowing a K-variation δKπ of the Lagrange multiplier π, we find

δKLmagnetic coupling = eδKπD0ϕ + we
(
D0λK

)
ϕ2 , (3.72)

with D0λK ≡ τµ (∂µλK − λKbµ) .

We now partially differentiate the covariant time derivative in the second term. Using (3.53),
we obtain invariance under local K-transformations provided we take

δKπ = (D − 2)λKϕ . (3.73)

This local K-transformation reduces to the global K-transformation (3.62) for α = D − 2.
We now fix the dilatations by imposing ϕ = 1. The invariance of the Lagrangian (3.71)

under the vector special conformal transformations combined with the fact that all dependent
gauge fields transform under these transformations due to their dependence on bA guarantees
that all bA-dependent terms will cancel out. One is then left with the following Lagrangian
for magnetic Carroll gravity:

Lmagnetic Carroll =
1
2

D − 2
D − 1e

{
π T0A,

A − 1
4
[
R′

AB(JAB)(e, τ) + 2R′
0A(J0A)(e, τ)

]}
, (3.74)

where R′(e, τ) are curvature tensors with respect to the (non-conformal) Carroll algebra. At
first sight, this expression differs from the result for magnetic Carroll gravity given in [6]
due to the presence of the first term. However, as pointed out in [24], the curvature terms
of (3.74) contain many more Lagrange multipliers. These are the independent spin-connection
components ω(A|,0|B) that impose the geometric constraints:

T0
(A,B) = 0 . (3.75)

In particular, this implies that the first term in (3.74) can be absorbed by a redefinition of
the Lagrange multiplier field ωA,

0A. This is supported by the fact that the Lagrangian (3.74)
is invariant under the K-transformation:

δπ = (D − 2)λK , δωA, 0A = −2λK , (3.76)

that can be gauge-fixed by setting π = 0. We thus end up with the following Lagrangian
for magnetic Carroll gravity [6]:

Lmagnetic Carroll = −1
8

D − 2
D − 1e

[
R′

AB(JAB)(e, τ) + 2R′
0A(J0A)(e, τ)

]
. (3.77)

Alternatively, one could gauge-fix the K-transformations by imposing ωA, 0A = 0. In that
case, due to compensating transformations, the Lagrange multiplier field π would behave
as a special boost spin-connection component.

The upshot of the above paragraph is then that the Lagrangian (3.77) is the same as the
magnetic Carroll gravity Lagrangian of [6] in the second order formulation (i.e., where the
dependent spin-connection components ωµ

AB , ω0
0A and ω[A|,0|B] have been replaced by their
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explicit expressions (3.21a), (3.21b) and (3.21c)). In particular, the boost curvature term in
the second order Lagrangian (3.77) still contains the independent spin-connection components
ω(A|,0|B). As in [6], upon writing out the contributions that involve these independent spin-
connection components explicitly, one finds that the ω(A|,0|B) appear linearly as Lagrange
multipliers that impose the intrinsic torsion constraint (3.75).

4 The curious case of Galilei gravity

Similar to the Carroll case, there exist two Galilei gravity theories at the two-derivative level.
The Vielbeine (τµ, eµ

A) (with A = 1, · · · , D − 1) that appear in these theories transform
under local spatial rotations (with parameters λAB = −λBA) and local Galilean boosts
(with parameters λ0A) as

δτµ = 0 , δeµ
A = −λA

Beµ
B − λ0Aτµ . (4.1)

One also introduces dual Vielbeine (τµ, eA
µ) via the relations (3.12). Their transformation

rules under spatial rotations and Galilean boosts are given by

δτµ = λ0AeA
µ , δeA

µ = −λA
BeB

µ . (4.2)

The rules (3.14) can then again be used to turn curved (µ) indices into flat ones (0 and A).
The first Galilei gravity theory appears as the leading order term in a 1/c2-expansion of
general relativity, similar to electric Carroll gravity. For this reason, we will refer to it as
‘electric Galilei gravity’. Its action is proportional to15∫

dDx e τABτAB , (4.3)

where τµν = 2∂[µτν]. Likewise, the second Galilei gravity theory corresponds to the subleading
term in a 1/c2-expansion of general relativity. Since this is analogous to magnetic Carroll
gravity, we will refer to it as ‘magnetic’ Galilei gravity. Its action is proportional to∫

dDx e
[
eA

µeB
νRµν(JAB) + AABτAB

]
. (4.4)

Here, AAB is a Lagrange multiplier field that imposes the constraint τAB = 0 and

Rµν(JAB) ≡ 2∂[µων]
AB(e, τ) + 2ω[µ|

A
C(e, τ)ω|ν]

CB(e, τ) , with (4.5)

ωµ
AB(e, τ) ≡ 2e[A|ν∂[µeν]

|B] − eµCeAνeBρ∂[νeρ]
C − 2

D − 3eµ
[Aτ0

B] . (4.6)

Above, we saw that both electric and magnetic Carroll gravity can be obtained by
applying the conformal approach to the conformal Carroll algebra and compensating electric
and magnetic Carroll scalars. It is then natural to ask whether electric and magnetic Galilei
gravity can be obtained in an analogous manner, starting from the Galilean conformal algebra,

15Note that this action resembles that of magnetic Galilean electromagnetism, upon interpreting the clock
form τµ as the electromagnetic potential. For this reason, one could also sensibly refer to it as magnetic Galilei
gravity. Here however, we refer to it as “electric” to stress that it appears as the leading order term in an
expansion of general relativity, in analogy to electric Carroll gravity.

– 25 –



J
H
E
P
0
7
(
2
0
2
5
)
0
7
5

the Galilean counterpart of the conformal Carroll algebra (3.3). In this regard, it is useful to
note that both electric and magnetic Galilei gravity are already invariant under local scale
symmetries. These are however anisotropic rescalings (with parameter λ), given by:

for electric Galilei gravity: δτµ = 1
3(D − 5)λτµ , δeµ

A = −λeµ
A , (4.7)

for magnetic Galilei gravity: δτµ = (D − 3)λτµ , δeµ
A = −λeµ

A ,

δAAB = −(D − 3)λAAB . (4.8)

Neither electric nor magnetic Galilei gravity are invariant under the isotropic rescalings

δτµ = −λDτµ , δeµ
A = −λDeµ

A , (4.9)

that constitute the dilatation symmetry of the Galilean conformal algebra. The Lagrangian
of electric Carroll gravity does however transform covariantly, i.e., without a derivative of
the parameter, under such isotropic local dilatations:

δ
(
eτABτAB

)
= −(D − 2)λD eτABτAB . (4.10)

This implies in particular that the electric Galilei action (4.3) can not be obtained by applying
the conformal approach to the Galilean conformal algebra and a dynamical compensating
scalar. Indeed, in order to render the electric Galilei action (4.3) invariant under the Galilean
conformal algebra, and in particular the dilatations (4.9), it suffices to couple it to a non-
dynamical compensating scalar ϕ with dilatation weight w = (D − 2)/2 as follows∫

dDx e ϕ2τABτAB . (4.11)

The electric Galilei gravity action (4.3) is then retrieved as usual by imposing the dilatation
gauge fixing ϕ = 1.

The magnetic Galilei action (4.4) does not simply rescale covariantly under the Galilean
conformal dilatations (4.9). In particular, applying such an isotropic dilatation to the first
term of (4.4), leads to ∂AλD∂AλD terms. While this suggests that it might be possible
to obtain magnetic Galilei gravity from the conformal approach applied to the Galilean
conformal algebra and a compensating magnetic Galilei scalar with action∫

dDx

(
−1
2∂Aϕ∂Aϕ

)
, (4.12)

we will now show that this is not the case, by explicitly going through the procedure.
Like the conformal Carroll algebra, the Galilean conformal algebra is an Inönü-Wigner

contraction of the relativistic conformal algebra (2.1). This contraction is obtained by splitting
the index Â into 0 and A = 1, · · · , D − 1, and subsequently redefining the generators of (2.1)
with a contraction parameter c as follows

M0A → c GA , MAB → JAB , P0 → c−1H , PA → PA ,

K0 → c K , KA → c2 KA , D → D , (4.13)
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and by finally taking the c → ∞ limit. The non-zero commutation relations of the resulting
Galilean conformal algebra are then given by (see e.g., [26])

[JAB, JCD] = 4δ[A[CJD]B] , [JAB, GC ] = −2δC[AGB] ,

[H, GA] = −PA , [K, GA] = −KA ,

[JAB, PC ] = −2δC[APB] , [JAB, KC ] = −2δC[AKB] ,

[H, K] = −2D , [D, H ] = H ,

[H, KA] = 2GA , [D, PA] = PA ,

[PA, K] = −2GA , [D, K] = −K ,

[D, KA] = −KA . (4.14)

In what follows we will be mostly interested in the homogeneous Galilean conformal transfor-
mations, that consist of spatial rotations JAB, Galilean boosts GA, dilatations D and the
special conformal transformations K and KA.

Introducing gauge fields τµ, eµ
A, ωµ

AB, ωµ
0A, bµ, fµ and gµ

A (associated to H, PA,
JAB, GA, D, K and KA respectively), the commutation relations (4.14) give the following
homogeneous Galilean conformal transformation rules:16

δτµ = −λDτµ ,

δeµ
A = −λA

Beµ
B − λ0Aτµ − λDeµ

A ,

δωµ
AB = ∂µλAB − 2λ[A|C|ωµC

B] ,

δωµ
0A = ∂µλ0A − λA

Bωµ
0B − λ0BωµB

A + 2λK
Aτµ − 2λKeµ

A ,

δbµ = ∂µλD − 2λKτµ ,

δfµ = ∂µλK + λDfµ − λKbµ ,

δgµ
A = ∂µλK

A − λK
BωµB

A − λA
Bgµ

B + λKωµ
A − λ0Afµ − λK

Abµ + λDgµ
A . (4.15)

Here, λAB , λ0A, λD, λK and λK
A are the parameters corresponding to the generators JAB , GA,

D, K and KA respectively. Note that the dual Vielbeine τµ and eA
µ then transform as follows:

δτµ = λ0AeA
µ + λDτµ , δeA

µ = −λA
BeB

µ + λDeA
µ . (4.16)

The curvatures that are covariant with respect to the transformations (4.15) read

Rµν(H) = 2∂[µτν] + 2b[µτν] ,

Rµν(P A) = 2∂[µeν]
A + 2ω[µ

ABeν]B + 2ω[µ
0Aτν] + 2b[µeν]

A ,

Rµν(JAB) = 2∂[µων]
AB + 2ω[µ

[A|C|ων]C
B] ,

Rµν(GA) = 2∂[µων]
0A + 2ω[µ

ABων]
0

B − 4g[µ
Aτν] + 4f[µeν]

A ,

Rµν(D) = 2∂[µbν] + 4f[µτν] ,

Rµν(K) = 2∂[µfν] + 2f[µbν] ,

Rµν(KA) = 2∂[µgν]
A + 2g[µ

Bων]B
A − 2f[µων]

0A + 2g[µ
Abν] . (4.17)

16Strictly speaking, we should denote these transformations as δhom, 0 to be in line with the notation of
the previous sections. Here however, we will not go through all details of the conformal approach, but only
focus on those aspects that are relevant for the case at hand. For our purposes, it will not be necessary to
distinguish between e.g., δhom, 0 and δhom and we will simply use δ everywhere.
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Note that in contrast to the Carroll case, the conformal Galilean curvature Rµν(JAB) does
not contain any component of a gauge field other than the spatial spin-connection ωµ

AB.
This already indicates that the term eeA

µeB
νRµν(JAB) of magnetic Galilei gravity can not

appear as a component of a gauge field that becomes dependent in applying the conformal
approach to the Galilean conformal algebra.

In order to see what theory we do get from this approach, when applied to the flat
space magnetic Galilei scalar Lagrangian (4.12), we promote the latter to a curved space
Lagrangian that is invariant under local homogeneous Galilean conformal transformations.
In doing this, we assume that the compensating scalar ϕ only transforms with weight w

under local dilatations:

δϕ = wλDϕ . (4.18)

The proper covariantization of ∂Aϕ is then

DAϕ ≡ (∂A − wbA(e, τ))ϕ . (4.19)

Here, we have written the (spatial part of the) dilatation gauge field as bA(e, τ) to indicate
that this is a dependent gauge field, as it can be solved from the conventional constraint

R0A(H) ≡ 0 . (4.20)

Explicitly, one finds the following expression for bA from this constraint:

bA(e, τ) = τ0A . (4.21)

Under homogeneous Galilean conformal transformations bA(e, τ) transforms as

δbA(e, τ) = ∂AλD + λDbA(e, τ)− λA
B bB(e, τ) + λ0B τBA . (4.22)

As can be seen from (4.15), the last term does not follow from the Galilean conformal
algebra. The presence of this extra boost transformation is a consequence of the fact that the
constraint (4.20) is not invariant under the transformation rules (4.15), but rather one has

δR0A(H) = λ0BRBA(H) = λ0BτBA . (4.23)

Under homogeneous Galilean conformal transformations, DAϕ transforms as

δDAϕ = −λA
BDBϕ + (w + 1)λDDAϕ − wλ0BτBAϕ . (4.24)

The appropriate generalization of (4.12) that we wish to consider is then given by:

Lmagn, 0 = −e

2DAϕDAϕ , (4.25)

where e = det(τµ, eµ
A). Since

δe = −DλDe , (4.26)

– 28 –



J
H
E
P
0
7
(
2
0
2
5
)
0
7
5

one finds that the Lagrangian (4.25) is dilatation invariant if the weight w is chosen to satisfy

w = D

2 − 1 . (4.27)

Assuming this holds, one finds that under Galilean boosts

δLmagn, 0 = weλ0A
(
DBϕ

)
τABϕ = e

2wλ0ADB(ϕ2)τAB . (4.28)

Note that this situation is different from the magnetic Carroll case, where the non-invariance of
the (boost-invariant) Ansatz Lagrangian (3.65) under vector special conformal transformations
could be cured by adding a specific combination of special conformal gauge field components
that is still invariant under Carroll boosts. Here, we no longer have invariance under boosts
and in order to solve this, we introduce an extra Lagrange multiplier field πAB = π[AB]
that transforms as

δπAB = −w

2 λ0
[ADB](ϕ2)− 2λ[A

Cπ|C|B] + (2w + 1)λDπAB , (4.29)

and consider the Lagrangian

Lmagn = Lmagn, 0 + eπABτAB = −e

2DAϕDAϕ + eπABτAB . (4.30)

Since e and τAB have dilatation weight −D and 1 respectively, the last term is dilatation
invariant by virtue of (4.27). The boost transformation of πAB has moreover been chosen
such that Lmagn is boost invariant.

To pass to a Lagrangian that is invariant under only homogeneous Galilean transforma-
tions, we fix the superfluous conformal ones. The only one that acts non-trivially on the
fields in Lmagn is the dilatation symmetry and it is easily fixed by imposing the gauge

ϕ = 1 . (4.31)

With this gauge fixing condition, the Lagrangian Lmagn becomes17

Lmagn, fixed = −e

2w2bA(e, τ)bA(e, τ) + eπABτAB = −e

2w2τ0
Aτ0A + eπABτAB , (4.32)

while the transformation rule (4.29) becomes

δ′πAB = w2λ[AbB](e, τ)− 2λ[A
Cπ|C|B] = w2λ[Aτ|0|B] − 2λ[A

Cπ|C|B] . (4.33)

One thus sees that, even though the conformal approach, applied to (4.12), leads to the
novel Galilean invariant action (4.32), it does not reproduce the magnetic Galilei gravity
action (4.4). This concludes our discussion of the Galilean case.

17Note that this Lagrangian resembles that of electric Galilean electromagnetism, if one identifies the clock
form τµ with the electromagnetic potential. For this reason, one could also call it an electric Lagrangian
instead of a magnetic one. Here, we prefer to denote it as magnetic to contrast with the Lagrangian (4.3) and
to emphasize that (4.32) is obtained from gauge-fixing a conformally invariant version of the Lagrangian for a
magnetic Galilei scalar (4.12).
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5 Discussion

In this paper we applied the conformal technique to a single Carroll scalar and showed its
relation, upon gauge-fixing, with Carroll gravity. In particular, we showed that a massless
electric scalar leads to a particular form of electric Carroll gravity while a massless magnetic
scalar leads to magnetic Carroll gravity. On the way we showed that other gravitational
invariants involving the intrinsic torsion tensor exist as well but they were not related to
dynamical matter. In the Galilei case we found other examples where the conformal program
did not work as in general relativity, in the sense that one can couple Galilean scalars to
Galilean conformal gravity but not by following the rules of the conformal Galilei algebra
in the same way that we did for the conformal Carroll algebra. This already shows from
the mere fact that in the Galilei case we cannot construct dependent gauge fields for the
Galilei special conformal transformations, a feature that played a crucial role in the Carroll
calculation. Another peculiar feature of Galilei gravity invariants is that some of them are
invariant under local an-isotopic dilatations.

Starting from the results of this work one may obtain non-trivial couplings of Carroll
gravity to matter by replacing the single scalar we have been using in this work by a function
of N scalars of which only one is used for gauge-fixing the local dilatations. One could also
consider Carroll gravity coupled to fermions like in [27].

There are several generalizations that come to mind. First of all, the conformal technique
has been heavily applied with great success in the supergravity literature [15]. One may
extend the results of this paper to the supersymmetric case and construct first examples
of a Carroll supergravity theory. Another natural generalization is to consider conformal
Carroll algebras with an-isotropic dilatations such as the ones considered in [23]. These
algebras lead to a different scaling weight for the longitudinal and transverse Vierbeine. This
suggests a realization of conformal Carroll symmetries in terms of a scalar field theory with
different powers of time and spatial derivatives. Such Lagrangians have appeared in the study
of fractons [28–30] and spacetime subsymmetries [31, 32]. Yet another generalization is to
consider extended objects instead of particles alone. For a p-brane, this requires a more general
decomposition of the relativistic flat index into p + 1 longitudinal and D − p − 1 transverse
directions. One could then also consider the geometry underlying Carroll strings [33, 34].

Finally, the Carroll and Galilei algebras are just two examples of a non-Lorentzian algebra.
One could apply the conformal technique to other non-Lorentzian algebras as well. For the
Schrödinger algebra, this has already been done in [35]. Another interesting option, with
a view on fractons [29, 30], is to consider the Aristotelian algebra which is an intersection
of the Carroll and Galilei algebra breaking the boost symmetry. It would be interesting to
understand, for the case of non-Lorentzian algebras, when the conformal program works and
when not. We hope to come back to some of these issues and generalizations soon.
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