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1 Introduction

There exist many physical models that do not exhibit boost symmetry. Following [1], the
geometry underlying these models is often called Aristotelian geometry. Aristotelian field
theories have been studied in the context of non-relativistic naturalness, see, e.g. [2, 3]. More
recently, hydrodynamic models without boost symmetry have been investigated in [4–8],
while Aristotelian G-structures appear in a wide range of physical systems such as Bjorken
flow and defects in conformal field theory [9–12]. Aristotelian geometries have also occurred
in the study of the GMP modes in the Fractional Quantum Hall Effect [13] and in the
description of fractons [14–17] in a curved spacetime [18–23]. A more formal treatment
of Aristotelian geometries can be found in [24, 25]. Recently, a string-foliated version of
Aristotelian geometry has occurred in a study of multi-Weyl semimetals [26]. Following [27],
this naturally leads to the notion of a p-brane Aristotelian geometry.

In view of all these connections, it is the purpose of this paper to give a unified treatment
of p-brane Aristotelian geometry and, following the conformal compensating program, see,
e.g. [28],1 to make the first step in constructing matter-coupled Aristotelian gravity theories.
When following this program, it is not obvious which conformal extension of the Aristotelian
geometry one should use. One of the criteria such a conformal extension should satisfy is that
one can use it to construct an Aristotelian gravity theory without matter. It turns out that the
basic building blocks of such an Aristotelian gravity theory are either a curvature tensor for a
spin-connection or an intrinsic torsion tensor. These two building blocks should be contained
in the expressions of one of the dependent conformal gauge fields. In practice, curvature
tensors for a spin-connection can be found in the solution of dependent special conformal

1For a short recent introduction to this technique, see section 2 of [29].
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gauge fields whereas intrinsic torsion tensors can be found in the dependent expression of a
dilatation gauge field. However, this can only happen if the commutators of the conformal
Aristotelian algebra allow to solve for the relevant conformal gauge field. In the relativistic
case for instance, the fact that the special conformal gauge field can be solved in terms of
a Riemann curvature tensor is immediately related to the fact that the commutator of a
spacetime translation with a special conformal transformation gives a Lorentz transformation.
Because of this, the conformal curvature tensor for the Lorentz spin-connection contains the
product of an invertible Vielbein field with a special conformal gauge field which allows one
to solve for the special conformal gauge field in terms of the Riemann tensor by setting some
components of the conformal curvature tensor equal to zero.

It turns out that the same thing happens in the Aristotelian case, i.e. one can solve
for a special conformal gauge field in terms of an Aristotelian curvature tensor, if one
extends the p-brane Aristotelian algebra in D dimensions to the following direct sum of
two conformal algebras:

so(2, p+ 1) ⊕ so(1, D − p) . (1.1)

Here, so(2, p+ 1) is the conformal algebra in (p+ 1) dimensions with Minkowski signature
and so(1, D − p) is the conformal algebra in D − p− 1 dimensions with Euclidean signature.
This conformal extension contains two independent isotropic dilatation generators D1 and
D2. We will refer to the algebra (1.1) as the isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra. If we
restrict ourselves to Aristotelian gravity theories that only contain intrinsic torsion tensors as
basic building blocks and no Aristotelian connection curvatures it suffices to work with a
subalgebra of (1.1) that will be specified later in this paper. This subalgebra contains only
one an-isotropic dilatation generator D with critical exponent z given by

D ≡ zD1 +D2 . (1.2)

We will call this subalgebra the an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra.2

Different realizations of the concept of gauge-equivalent formulations play an important
role in our construction of matter-coupled Aristotelian gravity theories. It works as follows.
Suppose L(A) is a Lagrangian that depends on a single field A. Defining

A ≡ B + C (1.3)

and substituting this definition back into L(A) we obtain a Lagrangian L(B,C) that de-
pends on two scalars B and C and that is furthermore invariant under the following gauge
transformation with gauge parameter ϵ(x):

δB = ϵ(x) , δC = −ϵ(x) . (1.4)

This gauge symmetry guarantees that the fields B and C occur in the Lagrangian L(B,C)
only in the combination B + C. We say that the Lagrangians L(A) and L(B,C) are gauge-
equivalent to each other. One can go back to the original formulation in terms of L(A), e.g.,
by imposing the gauge-fixing condition C = 0 and identifying A ≡ B.

2We call the algebra (1.1) isotropic because the two dilatation generators D1, resp. D2, act isotropically on
the longitudinal, resp. transverse, directions only. By contrast, in the an-isotropic algebra the dilatation D

acts an-isotropically on the combined set of longitudinal and transverse directions.
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In this paper, we will consider such gauge-equivalent formulations both for a real scalar
A = r, where the corresponding gauge symmetries are the gravitational dilatations, as
well as for a real scalar A = θ with corresponding gauge symmetry given by the gauged
dipole symmetry of fractons. These two real scalar fields r and θ can be combined into
a complex scalar Φ = reiθ.

As an example, we consider the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian. Extending the Poincaré
algebra to a relativistic conformal algebra with an isotropic dilatation symmetry, we replace
the Poincaré Vielbein field Eµ

Â in the Einstein-Hilbert Lagrangian by the product of a
conformal compensating3 scalar r with dilatation weight w and a conformal Vielbein field(
Eµ

Â
)C with weight 1 as follows:

Eµ
Â = r−1/w (Eµ

Â)C . (1.5)

In this way one obtains the Lagrangian for a dynamical scalar r coupled to relativistic
conformal gravity. The relation (1.5) is the analogue of eq. (1.3). The Einstein-Hilbert action
of general relativity can be re-obtained by fixing the dilatations setting the conformal scalar
r to some constant. To obtain non-trivial matter couplings one should replace 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 paper we will perform similar manipulations replacing general
relativity by Aristotelian gravity and the relativistic conformal algebra by an appropriate
conformal extension of the Aristotelian algebra.

The compensating scalar field θ plays a similar role as the compensating scalar r but
instead of gravitational dilatations the scalar θ compensates for gauge symmetries. It is
instructive to first consider an Abelian U(1) symmetry. Our starting point is the real
dynamical scalar field θ(x) with action

L = −1
2
(
∂µθ

)2
. (1.6)

This action is invariant under the transformation δθ = mΛ for constant m and constant
symmetry parameter Λ. We can gauge this symmetry by replacing the parameter Λ by
Λ(x) and introducing a gauge field Aµ with transformation rule δAµ = ∂µΛ(x). This leads
to the following gauge-invariant action

L = −1
2
(
Dµθ

)2 (1.7)

with covariant derivative Dµθ given by Dµθ = ∂µθ−mAµ. We see that in this action the scalar
field θ and the gauge field Aµ only occur in the gauge-invariant combination Aµ −m−1∂µθ.
This leads to the natural definition of the gauge-invariant vector

Wµ ≡ Aµ − 1
m
∂µθ (1.8)

in terms of which the action can be rewritten as a mass term of the vector field Wµ. Adding
to the gauge-invariant action (1.7) a kinetic term for the gauge field Aµ leads to a Proca
action for the massive vector field Wµ.

3The scalar r is called a compensating scalar because it compensates for the dilatations of the conformal
Vielbein field.
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A similar mechanism works for the dipole symmetries that we consider in this paper
except that we will gauge these dipole symmetries by introducing both a longitudinal vector
gauge field ϕA with transformation rule δϕA = ∂AΛ(x) as well as a transverse symmetric
tensor gauge field Aab with transformation rule δAab = ∂a∂bΛ(x).4 The compensating scalar
θ and the gauge field Aab will then combine and lead to a mass term for the symmetric tensor

Wab = Aab − ∂a∂bθ , (1.9)

which is the analogue of the relation (1.3).
Following the above two examples we will consider in this work models with one or two

dynamic scalars. Concerning the two-scalar models, we will consider both quadratic-derivative
two-scalar models where the two scalars compensate for the two dilatations of the isotropic
conformal Aristotelian algebra as well as higher-derivative two-scalar models where one scalar
compensates for the single dilatation of the an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra and
the second scalar compensates for the gauged dipole symmetries.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we will discuss the p-brane Aristotelian
geometries and their conformal extensions. In particular, we will discuss the Aristotelian
intrinsic torsion tensors and show how they can be used to classify (conformal) Aristotelian
geometries. Furthermore, we will discuss conformal Aristotelian gravity as the gauge theory
of the conformal Aristotelian algebra. In section 3 we will show how examples of Aris-
totelian gravity theories without matter can be constructed using the conformal program. We
will thereby distinguish between three classes of invariants: electric, magnetic and electric-
magnetic. We will show how these different types of Aristotelian gravity theories without
matter can be constructed following the conformal program using two compensating scalars
corresponding to the two dilatations of the isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra. Fur-
thermore, we will show how the electric Aristotelian gravity theory can also be constructed
following the conformal program based upon the an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra
using a single scalar that compensates for the an-isotropic dilatations. In section 4 we will
use the an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra to discuss matter coupled Aristotelian
gravity theories involving scalar fields as well as vector/tensor gauge fields. We will do this
both for quadratic-derivative models as well as for the higher-derivative models that have
appeared in the context of fractons. An outlook and possible extensions of our work are
discussed in a concluding section.

2 (Conformal) Aristotelian geometries

In this section we consider both non-conformal and conformal Aristotelian geometries, which
we discuss separately, starting with the non-conformal case.

4The reason that we use a symmetric tensor gauge field instead of a vector field for the transverse directions
is that we wish to recover the algebra of dipole symmetries after truncating all gauge fields to zero. Such a
gauging is possible if the model before gauging is invariant under both constant phase transformations and
dipole symmetries.
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2.1 p-brane Aristotelian geometry

In this paper, we consider p-brane extensions [27] of (particle) Aristotelian geometries that
appeared in [20, 21, 24, 25]. We define a p-brane Aristotelian G-structure on a D-dimensional
manifold as the intersection of a p-brane Galilean and a p-brane Carrollian G-structure; its
structure group G is thus given by:

G = SO(p, 1) × SO(D − p− 1) , (2.1)

for integer 0 ≤ p ≤ D − 2. We will refer to the geometry with this local structure group as
‘p-brane Aristotelian geometry’. We will call the p+ 1 directions on which SO(p, 1) acts the
‘longitudinal’ directions and the D−p−1 directions on which SO(D−p−1) acts the ‘transversal’
directions. Likewise, we will often refer to the SO(p, 1) and SO(D − p − 1) factors of the
structure group as the ‘longitudinal Lorentz transformations’ and the ‘transversal rotations’.

To describe the geometry, we introduce a ‘longitudinal Vielbein’ τµ
A (A = 0, 1, · · · , p) and

a ‘transversal Vielbein’ eµ
a (a = p+1, · · · , D−1). The flat longitudinal index A will be freely

raised and lowered with a (p+ 1)-dimensional Minkowski metric ηAB = diag(−1, 1, · · · , 1),
whereas for the flat transversal index a this will be done using a (D − p − 1)-dimensional
Euclidean metric δab. These one-forms transform under the structure group (2.1) according
to the following local transformation rules:

δτµ
A = λA

Bτµ
B , δeµ

a = λa
beµ

b . (2.2)

Here, λAB = −λBA corresponds to the parameters of longitudinal SO(p, 1) Lorentz transfor-
mations and λab = −λba to that of transversal SO(D − p− 1) rotations. We also introduce
an ‘inverse longitudinal Vielbein’ τA

µ and an ‘inverse transversal Vielbein’ ea
µ as the vectors

dual to τµ
A and eµ

a; i.e., one has the following relations:

τA
µτµ

B = δB
A , τA

µeµ
a = 0 , ea

µτµ
A = 0 ,

eµ
aeb

µ = δa
b , τµ

AτA
ν + eµ

aea
ν = δν

µ . (2.3)

A structure group connection Ωµ is introduced as the following one-form that takes
values in the Lie algebra of (2.1):

Ωµ = 1
2ωµ

ABMAB + 1
2ωµ

abJab , (2.4)

where MAB = −MBA and Jab = −Jba are generators of the Lie algebras of SO(p, 1) and
SO(D − p − 1), respectively. We will refer to ωµ

AB = −ωµ
BA and ωµ

ab = −ωµ
ba as spin-

connections for longitudinal Lorentz transformations and transversal rotations, respectively.
They transform as follows under infinitesimal local SO(p, 1) and SO(D−p−1) transformations:

δωµ
AB = ∂µλ

AB + 2λ[A|C|ωµC
B] , δωµ

ab = ∂µλ
ab + 2λ[a|c|ωµc

b] . (2.5)

The curvatures of these spin-connection fields are given by:

Rµν
AB(M) ≡ 2∂[µων]

AB − 2ω[µ
ACων]C

B , (2.6)
Rµν

ab(J) ≡ 2∂[µων]
ab − 2ω[µ

acων]c
b . (2.7)
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We also define their torsion tensors as

Tµν
A ≡ 2∂[µτν]

A − 2ω[µ
ABτν]B , (2.8)

Eµν
a ≡ 2∂[µeν]

a − 2ω[µ
abeν]b . (2.9)

The local infinitesimal SO(p, 1) and SO(D − p − 1) transformations of Tµν
A and Eµν

a are
given by:

δTµν
A = λA

BTµν
B , δEµν

a = λa
bEµν

b . (2.10)

For the purpose of classifying Aristotelian geometries, we are interested in finding the
answers to the following two questions [25, 27].

(i) Which components of the spin-connections ωµ
AB and ωµ

ab do not occur in any of the
components of the torsion tensors Tµν

A and Eµν
a? Such spin-connection components

cannot be solved for in terms of the Vielbein fields and torsion tensor components.
They remain independent.

(ii) Which components of the torsion tensors Tµν
A and Eµν

a do not contain any of the
components of the spin-connections ωµ

AB and ωµ
ab? Such torsion tensor components

are called intrinsic. Setting them to zero leads to constraints on the geometry. They
therefore play a crucial role in classifying the different Aristotelian geometries.

The answer to (i) can be obtained by examining the system of equations

2ω[µ
ABτν]B = 0 , 2ω[µ

abeν]b = 0 , (2.11)

that is obtained by setting to zero those terms in the definitions of Tµν
A and Eµν

a that
depend on the two spin-connections, see the expressions (2.8) and (2.9). The independent
spin-connection components then correspond to the non-trivial solutions of this system.
To distinguish the different spin-connection and torsion components, we decompose any
curved index µ into longitudinal and transversal indices A and a, according to the following
decomposition rule for an arbitrary one-form Vµ:

Vµ = τµ
AVA + eµ

aVa or VA = τA
µVµ and Va = ea

µVµ . (2.12)

The same decomposition rule will be applied if the index µ is carried by a tensor. Using this
rule, one finds that the system of equations (2.11) is equivalent to:

ω[A
C

B] = 0 , ωa
BC = 0 , ω[a

c
b] = 0 , ωA

ab = 0 . (2.13)

These equations only have the trivial solution

ωµ
AB = ωµ

ab = 0 , (2.14)

so that there are no independent spin-connection fields that cannot be solved for in terms
of the Vielbein fields and torsion tensor components. To find the answer to the second
question (ii) one scans the different components of the definitions of Tµν

A and Eµν
a and

– 6 –
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checks whether spin-connection components drop out. In this way one finds the following
intrinsic torsion tensors:5

Tab
A , Ta

{AB} , Ta
A

A , EAB
a , EA

{ab} , EA
a

a . (2.15)

We use here a notation where {AB} indicates the symmetric traceless part of AB. The
same applies to {ab}.

The remaining torsion tensor components all contain a spin-connection field. They
are given by

Ta
[AB] , TAB

C , EA
[ab] , Eab

c . (2.16)

Note that the spin-connection terms in the expressions (2.8) and (2.9) for these torsion
components are multiplied by Vielbeine. As a consequence, one can invert these expressions
to write the dependent spin-connection fields in terms of Vielbeine and the torsion tensor
components (2.16). Setting these torsion tensor components to zero therefore does not
lead to constraints on the geometry but rather amounts to choosing a specific connection.
Following the supergravity literature, we will call the components (2.16) conventional torsion
tensor components.

In the case at hand we find that the number of conventional torsion tensor components
equals the number of spin-connection components. This is consistent with the fact that
we found above that there are no independent spin-connections. Setting all conventional
torsion tensor components given in eq. (2.16) to zero, we find the following expressions for
the different spin-connection components in terms of the Vielbeine:

ωA,BC(τ, e) = 1
2τBC,A − τA[B,C] , (2.17a)

ωa,AB(τ, e) = −τa[A,B] , (2.17b)

ωa,bc(τ, e) = 1
2ebc,a − ea[b,c] , (2.17c)

ωA,ab(τ, e) = −eA[a,b] , (2.17d)

where we have put a comma in ωA,BC = −ωA,CB to distinguish between the first index and
the second anti-symmetric pair of indices.6 Furthermore, we have defined

τµν
A ≡ 2 ∂[µτν]

A and eµν
a ≡ 2 ∂[µeν]

a . (2.18)

We stress that the dependent spin-connections are only solved as in (2.17), if we equate the full
set (2.16) of conventional torsion tensor components to zero. The dependent spin-connection
components (2.17) still transform as the independent ones given in (2.5) due to the fact
that the constraints defined by setting the components (2.16) equal to zero are invariant
under the Aristotelian structure group (2.1).

5We note that a further fine-tuning occurs when the longitudinal or transverse representations allow for
self-duality conditions. Such situations occur when taking a particle in five spacetime dimensions where the
transversal SO(4) allows self-duality conditions or when taking a string, where the longitudinal SO(1,1) allows
self-duality conditions.

6Here and below we will only put a comma in cases that confusion could arise.
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We are now ready to perform the classification of the different p-brane Aristotelian
geometries. We will classify the representations of the intrinsic torsion tensors since setting
them to zero gives rise to geometric constraints. In contrast to the Galilean and Carroll
cases, the different intrinsic torsion tensor components given in eq. (2.15) are not connected
to each other by boost transformations. Therefore, each of these six intrinsic torsion tensor
components can separately be set equal to zero. For the general p-brane case, 0 < p < D − 2,
this leads to

6∑
q=0

(
6
q

)
= 64 (2.19)

different Aristotelian geometries. The cases of particle (p = 0) and domain wall (p = D − 2)
are special since then 2 of the 6 intrinsic torsion tensors vanish. For instance, in the particle
case one ends up with the following 4 intrinsic torsion tensors

Tab
0 , Ta

0
0 , E0

{ab} , E0
a

a , (2.20)

where we have indicated the single time direction A with A = 0. Therefore, the particle
case leads to only

4∑
q=0

(
4
q

)
= 16 (2.21)

different Aristotelian geometries. The geometric interpretation of each of these 16 geometric
constraints can be found in [25]. Similarly, in the domain wall case, indicating the single flat
transverse direction a with a = y, one obtains the following 4 intrinsic torsion tensors:

Ty
{AB} , Ty

A
A , EAB

y , EA
y

y , (2.22)

that as in the particle case gives rise to 16 different Aristotelian geometries.

2.2 Conformal extensions

In this section, we provide a conformal extension of the Aristotelian symmetries and geometry
of the previous subsection. This will be used in section 3 to construct Aristotelian gravity
theories via conformal calculus techniques. We will discuss two such conformal extensions:
one that has two isotropic dilatations and that we will call the isotropic conformal Aristotelian
algebra and a subalgebra which has a single an-isotropic dilatation that we will call the
an-isotropic Aristotelian algebra.

The isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra. One way to extend the Aristotelian
symmetries (2.1) with conformal transformations is by considering a direct sum of two
conformal algebras:

so(2, p+ 1) ⊕ so(1, D − p) . (2.23)

– 8 –



J
H
E
P
1
2
(
2
0
2
5
)
1
0
1

The algebra so(2, p+1) is the conformal algebra in p+1 dimensions with Minkowski signature.
We will refer to and denote its generators by:7

longitudinal translations PA , longitudinal Lorentz transformations MAB ,

longitudinal special conformal transformations KA , the longitudinal dilatation D1 . (2.24)

The non-zero commutation relations of so(2, p + 1) are given by

[MAB,MCD] = −4η[A[CMD]B] , [PA,MBC ] = −2ηA[BPC] ,

[KA,MBC ] = −2ηA[BKC] , [PA,KB] = 2ηABD1 + 2MAB ,

[D1, PA] = −PA , [D1,KA] = KA . (2.25)

The algebra so(1, D− p) on the other hand corresponds to the conformal algebra in D− p− 1
Euclidean dimensions and we will refer to and denote its generators by

transversal translations Pa , transversal rotations Jab , (2.26)
transversal special conformal transformations Ka , the transversal dilatation D2 .

The commutation relations of so(1, D − p) are obtained from (2.25), by replacing ηAB with
δab and PA, MAB , KA and D1 with Pa, Jab, Ka and D2 respectively. The direct sum in (2.23)
is interpreted as a direct sum of Lie algebras, i.e., the algebras so(2, p+ 1) and so(1, D − p)
commute with each other.

To describe our conformal extension of Aristotelian geometry, we supplement the lon-
gitudinal and transversal Vielbeine τµ

A, eµ
a and the spin-connections ωµ

AB, ωµ
ab of the

previous subsection with four extra fields fµ
A, fµ

a, bµ and cµ. We will call the field fµ
A,

resp. fµ
a the longitudinal, resp. transversal special conformal gauge field, and bµ, resp. cµ

the longitudinal, resp. transversal dilatation gauge field. This terminology derives from the
fact that we view the full set of fields as gauge fields that are associated to the generators
of the algebra (2.23) as follows:8

τµ
A → PA , ωµ

AB →MAB , fµ
A → KA , bµ → D1 ,

eµ
a → Pa , ωµ

ab → Jab , fµ
a → Ka , cµ → D2 . (2.27)

We will mostly focus on the transformations generated by MAB, KA, D1, Jab, Ka and
D2 that we will collectively call “homogeneous conformal transformations”. Under the
identification (2.27) of the fields as gauge fields of the algebra (2.23), one has the following

7The indices A and a used in this subsection take values in the same ranges as in the previous subsection.
8With a slight abuse of language, following the supergravity literature, we call all fields defined here

conformal gauge fields despite the fact that not all of them transform as true connection fields under the
homogeneous conformal transformations.
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gauge transformation rules under these homogeneous conformal transformations:

δτµ
A = λA

Bτµ
B + σ1τµ

A , (2.28a)

δωµ
AB = ∂µλ

AB + 2λ[A|C|ωµC
B] − 4λK

[Aτµ
B] , (2.28b)

δfµ
A = ∂µλK

A − ωµ
ABλKB + bµλK

A + λA
Bfµ

B − σ1fµ
A , (2.28c)

δbµ = ∂µσ1 + 2λK
AτµA , (2.28d)

δeµ
a = λa

beµ
b + σ2eµ

a , (2.28e)

δωµ
ab = ∂µλ

ab + 2λ[a|c|ωµc
b] − 4λK

[aeµ
b] , (2.28f)

δfµ
a = ∂µλK

a − ωµ
abλKb + cµλK

a + λa
bfµ

b − σ2fµ
a , (2.28g)

δcµ = ∂µσ2 + 2λK
aeµa , (2.28h)

where λAB, λK
A, σ1, λab, λK

a and σ2 are the parameters of infinitesimal MAB, KA, D1,
Jab, Ka and D2 transformations, respectively.

Thus far, we have treated all gauge fields {τµ
A, ωµ

AB, fµ
A, bµ, eµ

a, ωµ
ab, fµ

a, cµ} as inde-
pendent. It is possible to turn a subset of these gauge fields into dependent ones and in this way
obtain a representation of the homogeneous conformal transformations on a smaller number
of independent fields. To do this, we first generalize the torsion tensors of (2.8) and (2.9) to

Tµν
A ≡ 2∂[µτν]

A − 2ω[µ
ABτν]B − 2b[µτν]

A = Tµν
A − 2b[µτν]

A , (2.29a)
Eµν

a ≡ 2∂[µeν]
a − 2ω[µ

abeν]b − 2c[µeν]
a = Eµν

a − 2c[µeν]
a . (2.29b)

These torsion tensors transform covariantly under the transformations (2.28):

δTµν
A = λA

BTµν
B + σ1Tµν

A , δEµν
a = λa

bEµν
b + σ2Eµν

a . (2.30)

Inspection of the definitions (2.29) shows that the following torsion tensor components

Tab
A , Ta

{A,B} , EAB
a , EA

{a,b} , (2.31)

do not contain any components of the spin-connections and dilatation gauge fields ωµ
AB,

ωµ
ab, bµ and cµ. The components (2.31) thus constitute a conformal generalization of the

notion of intrinsic torsion, introduced in the previous subsection. Setting the remaining,
non-intrinsic torsion tensor components equal to zero in (2.29) gives a set of equations that
can be solved for the spin-connections ωµ

AB , ωµ
ab and the dilatation gauge field components

ba and cA. Explicitly, one finds the following expressions for these fields:

ωµ
AB = τµ

C
(1

2τ
AB

,C − τC
[A,B] − 2b[Aδ

B]
C

)
− eµ

aτa
[A,B] ,

ωµ
ab = −τµ

AeA
[a,b] + eµ

c
(1

2e
ab

,c − ec
[a,b] − 2c[aδb]

c

)
, (2.32)

ba = 1
(p+ 1)TaA

A
(

= 1
(p+ 1)τaA

A
)
, cA = 1

(D − p− 1)EAa
a
(

= 1
(D − p− 1)eAa

a
)
,

where we used the notation (2.18). In what follows, we will always assume that ωµ
AB , ωµ

ab,
ba and cA are given by these expressions, wherever they occur.
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For p ≠ 0 and p ≠ 1, we can also turn the special conformal gauge field fµ
A into a

dependent field, by solving it from the conventional constraint:

RµB
AB(M) = 0 , where Rµν

AB(M) ≡ 2∂[µων]
AB −2ω[µ

[A|C|ων]C
B] +8f[µ

[Aτν]
B] . (2.33)

The curvature Rµν
AB(M) thus corresponds to the conformally covariant field strength of the

MAB transformations. The solution for fµ
A that is found from the constraint (2.33) is given by

fµ
A = − 1

2p(p− 1)

[
pRµB

AB(M) − eµ
aRaB

AB(M) − 1
2τµ

ARBC
BC(M)

]
, (2.34)

where Rµν
AB(M) is defined as in (2.6) (and is thus given by Rµν

AB(M) without the term
involving fµ

A).
The case p = 1 requires a special treatment.9 When p = 1, one can still impose (2.33),

but these constraints no longer allow one to solve for all components of fµ
A. This is because

for p = 1, the constraints (2.33) can be equivalently written as:10

RaB
AB(M) = 0 , and RAB

AB(M) = 0 . (2.36)

The first of these equations can be solved for fa
A, while the second can be solved for fA

A:

fa
A = −1

2RaB
AB(M) , fA

A = −1
4RAB

AB(M) . (2.37)

Note in particular that it is not possible to solve for the traceless part fB
A − 1

2δ
A
BfC

C .
For p ≠ D − 2 and p ≠ D − 3, the second special conformal gauge field fµ

a can likewise
be solved from the constraints:

Rµb
ab(J) = 0 where Rµν

ab(J) ≡ 2∂[µων]
ab − 2ω[µ

[a|c|ων]c
b] + 8f[µ

[aeν]
b] . (2.38)

One finds:

fµ
a = − 1

2(D − p− 3)(D − p− 2)

[
(D − p− 2)Rµb

ab(J) − τµ
ARAb

ab(J) − 1
2eµ

aRbc
bc(J)

]
,

(2.39)
where Rµν

ab(J) is defined in (2.6) (and thus corresponds to Rµν
ab(J) without the term

involving fµ
a).

When p = D − 3,11 the constraints (2.38) are equivalent to

RAb
ab(J) = 0 , and Rab

ab(J) = 0 , (2.40)

and can only be used to turn fA
a and the trace fa

a into dependent fields:

fA
a = −1

2RAb
ab(J) , fa

a = −1
4Rab

ab(J) . (2.41)

Like what happened for fµ
A in case p = 1, one can not solve for the traceless part fb

a− 1
2δ

a
b fc

c.
This finishes our discussion of the isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra.

9Note that for p = 0 there is no curvature for longitudinal rotations to start with.
10This is because for p = 1, one can write

RBC
AC(M) ∝ εBCεDEεACεF GRDE

F G(M) ∝ δA
BRCD

CD(M) . (2.35)

11For p = D − 2 there is no curvature for transverse rotations to start with.
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The an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra. The algebra (2.23) that includes
two dilatations is not the only way of providing a conformal extension of the Aristotelian
symmetries. It is also possible to extend the Aristotelian symmetries with a single an-
isotropic dilatation. Such an extension corresponds to the subalgebra of (2.23) spanned
by the generators

{MAB, Jab, PA, Pa, D ≡ zD1 +D2} , (2.42)

where the critical exponent z ∈ R parametrizes the manner in which the longitudinal directions
scale differently from the transversal ones under the dilatation D.12 From the commutation
relations of (2.23), one finds that those of the subalgebra (2.42) are given by

[MAB,MCD] = −4η[A[CMD]B] , [PA,MBC ] = −2ηA[BPC] ,

[Jab, Jcd] = −4δ[a[cJd]b] , [Pa, Jbc] = −2δa[bPc] ,

[D,PA] = −zPA , [D,Pa] = −Pa . (2.43)

As for the isotropic algebra, we view the Vielbeine τµ
A, resp. eµ

a as gauge fields associated
to PA, resp. Pa and the spin-connections ωµ

AB , ωµ
ab as gauge fields for MAB , resp. Jab. We

furthermore also introduce a gauge field bµ, associated to the dilatation D. The algebra (2.43)
then implies that the fields τµ

A, eµ
a, ωµ

AB, ωµ
ab and bµ transform as follows under the

transformations generated by MAB, Jab and D (with the respective parameters λAB, λab

and λD):

δτµ
A = λA

Bτµ
B + zλDτµ

A , δeµ
a = λa

beµ
b + λDeµ

a , δbµ = ∂µλD ,

δωµ
AB = ∂µλ

AB + 2λ[A|C|ωµC
B] , δωµ

ab = ∂µλ
ab + 2λ[a|c|ωµc

b] . (2.44)

The appropriate generalization of the torsion tensors (2.8), (2.9) is now given by:

T̃µν
A = Tµν

A − 2z b[µτν]
A , (2.45a)

Ẽµν
a = Eµν

a − 2b[µeν]
a , (2.45b)

since these transform covariantly under dilatations, as well as SO(p, 1) and SO(D − p− 1):

δT̃µν
A = λA

B T̃µν
B + z λD T̃µν

A , δẼµν
a = λa

bẼµν
b + λD Ẽµν

a . (2.46)

Examining the components of T̃µν
A and Ẽµν

a, one finds that the spin-connection and
dilatation gauge fields drop out of the following torsion components:

T̃ab
A , T̃a

{A,B} , ẼAB
a , ẼA

{a,b} . (2.47)

These therefore constitute the intrinsic torsion tensor components. All the remaining torsion
components depend on the spin-connection and dilatation gauge fields, and are given by

T̃a
A

A , T̃a
[A,B] (= Ta

[A,B]) T̃AB
C (= TAB

C) , (2.48)

ẼA
a

a , ẼA
[a,b] (= EA

[a,b]) , Ẽab
c (= Eab

c) ,
12We do not consider here the special case that z → ∞ or D = D1 since this will lead to a non-Aristotelian

Lagrangian with a boost symmetry.
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where we have indicated in parentheses that some of these are equal to corresponding
components of Tµν

A and Eµν
a, since they do not contain dilatation gauge field components.

Setting all the components (2.48) to zero allows to completely solve the spin-connection and
the dilatation gauge field in terms of the Vielbein fields. There are thus no undetermined
spin-connection or dilatation gauge field components. The solutions for ωa,AB(τ) and ωA,ab(e)
are as given in (2.17b) and (2.17d), while the other two spin-connections (2.17a) and (2.17c)
get contributions from the dilatation gauge field. The spin-connection components in this
case are given by:

ωA,BC(τ, e, b) = ωA,BC(τ, e) − 2z b[BηC]A , (2.49)
ωa,AB(τ, e, b) = ωa,AB(τ, e) , (2.50)
ωa,bc(τ, e, b) = ωa,bc(τ, e) − 2 b[bδc]a , (2.51)
ωA,ab(τ, e, b) = ωA,ab(τ, e) . (2.52)

The two constraints ẼA
a

a = 0 and T̃a
A

A = 0 lead to the following expression for the
dilatation gauge field components

ba = 1
z(p+ 1)Ta

A
A

(
= 1
z(p+ 1)τa

A
A

)
, (2.53)

bA = 1
D − p− 1EA

a
a

(
= 1
D − p− 1eA

a
a

)
. (2.54)

The spin-connection and the dilatation gauge fields transform according to the conformal
homogeneous Aristotelian algebra transformations of (2.44).

This finishes our discussion of the an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra. Differently
from the non-conformal case, in both the isotropic and an-isotropic conformal cases discussed
above we have only four torsion components ((2.31) or (2.47)) that we can independently set
to zero to formulate different conformal Aristotelian geometric constraints. Note moreover
that the intrinsic torsion components lie in both cases in the same SO(1, p) × SO(D − p− 1)
representations. For the general p-brane case, 0 < p < D − 2, we then get

4∑
q=0

(
4
q

)
= 16 (2.55)

different conformal Aristotelian geometries. For the particle case p = 0 the only remaining
intrinsic torsion tensors are given by

Tab
A , EA

{ab} , or T̃ab
A , ẼA

{ab} , (2.56)

and this leads to 4 independent particle conformal Aristotelian geometries. A similar situation
occurs for the domain wall case p = D − 2.

3 p-brane Aristotelian gravity from the conformal approach

In this section, we will construct gravitational actions that are invariant under local Aris-
totelian symmetries and that do not exhibit hidden (Galilei or Carroll) boost symmetries.
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Such actions cannot be described as the limit of a Lorentz-invariant theory. Instead, we will
construct them via a conformal compensating mechanism. In particular, we will consider
different kinds of actions for compensating scalar fields, that are invariant under local ho-
mogeneous conformal transformations, by virtue of their coupling to the independent and
dependent gauge fields of the conformal Aristotelian geometries discussed in section 2.2.
Actions for Aristotelian gravity are then obtained by gauge-fixing superfluous dilatations
and special conformal symmetries.

Our conformal approach will lead to three different types of Aristotelian gravity, that
are distinguished by whether their actions are constructed out of intrinsic torsion and/or
Aristotelian curvature tensors. We will refer to these three types as “electric”, “magnetic” and
“electric-magnetic”. The actions of electric theories only consist of terms that are quadratic in
intrinsic torsion components, whereas those of magnetic theories are only constructed out of
Aristotelian curvatures. The Lagrangians of theories of the mixed electric-magnetic type on
the other hand contain both squares of intrinsic torsion components, as well as curvature
terms. Our terminology is inspired by the recent Carroll gravity literature [30–33], where the
distinction between electric and magnetic Carroll gravity theories is made on similar grounds.

For all three types, the corresponding actions take the form of an arbitrary linear
combination of a term that is reminiscent of (electric or magnetic) Galilei gravity and one
that is reminiscent of (electric or magnetic) Carroll gravity. Galilei or Carroll boosts will thus
be broken by (at least) one term in the action, so that generically our Aristotelian gravity
actions do not exhibit any hidden boost symmetries. This is consistent with the fact that the
actions below do not belong to the class of currently known Galilei or Carroll gravity actions.

We will apply the conformal compensating technique, starting from the two conformal
extensions of the Aristotelian symmetry algebra, discussed in subsection 2.2. In subsec-
tion 3.1, we will construct actions for two compensating scalar fields, that are invariant under
the homogeneous special conformal transformations of the isotropic conformal Aristotelian
algebra (2.23). The need for two compensating scalars stems from the fact that this algebra
contains two independent dilatation symmetries, each of which needs to be fixed by setting a
scalar equal to a constant value. We will show that in this case one can build three types of
scalar field actions that are gauge-equivalent to Aristotelian gravity theories of the electric,
magnetic and electric-magnetic types. In order to be able to retrieve the curvature terms
that appear in the magnetic and electric-magnetic theories, it is crucial that the conformal
algebra (2.23) contains special conformal transformations. Indeed, such terms appear via
couplings to the dependent special conformal gauge fields, which are constructed out of
Aristotelian curvatures (see eqs. (2.34), (2.39)). The an-isotropic conformal algebra (2.43)
only contains one dilatation. In using the conformal approach with this algebra, it thus
suffices to construct actions for a single compensating scalar. Moreover, since (2.43) does
not contain any special conformal transformations, only theories of the purely electric type
can be constructed. We will discuss this case in subsection 3.2.

3.1 The conformal approach with the isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra

As mentioned above, applying the conformal compensating technique with the isotropic
conformal Aristotelian algebra entails constructing actions for two compensating scalar
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fields ϕ, resp. ψ. We assume that their transformation rule under homogeneous conformal
transformations only consists of a scaling under the dilatation D1, resp. D2, with weight
w1, resp. w2:

δϕ = w1σ1ϕ , δψ = w2σ2ψ . (3.1)

To build actions that are invariant under local homogeneous conformal transformations, we
define the following covariant derivatives:

DAϕ ≡ τA
µ (∂µϕ− w1bµϕ) , Daϕ ≡ ea

µ (∂µϕ− w1bµϕ) ,
DAψ ≡ τA

µ (∂µψ − w2cµψ) , Daψ ≡ ea
µ (∂µψ − w2cµψ) . (3.2)

Their transformation rules under homogeneous conformal transformations are given by:

δDAϕ = λA
BDBϕ+ (w1 − 1)σ1DAϕ− 2w1λKAϕ ,

δDaϕ = λa
bDbϕ− σ2Daϕ+ w1σ1Daϕ ,

δDAψ = λA
BDBψ − σ1DAψ + w2σ2DAψ ,

δDaψ = λa
bDbψ + (w2 − 1)σ2Daψ − 2w2λKaψ . (3.3)

We will also need the following definitions for the “longitudinal Laplacian” DADAϕ and
the “transversal Laplacian” DaDaψ:

DADAϕ ≡ τA
µ
(
∂µD

Aϕ− ωµ
ABDBϕ− (w1 − 1)bµD

Aϕ+ 2w1fµ
Aϕ
)
,

DaDaψ ≡ ea
µ
(
∂µD

aψ − ωµ
abDbψ − (w2 − 1)cµD

aψ + 2w2fµ
aψ
)
. (3.4)

From (2.28) and (3.1), one finds that these Laplacians transform as follows under homogeneous
conformal transformations:

δDADAϕ = (w1 − 2)σ1D
ADAϕ− 2(2w1 + p− 1)λK

ADAϕ ,

δDaDaψ = (w2 − 2)σ2D
aDaψ − 2(2w2 +D − p− 3)λK

aDaψ . (3.5)

With these covariant derivatives and Laplacians, we can build three types of actions
for ϕ and ψ that are invariant under homogeneous conformal transformations. Upon gauge-
fixing the dilatation and special conformal symmetries, these reduce to Aristotelian gravity
theories of the electric, magnetic and electric-magnetic types. We will now discuss these
three cases in turn.

Electric Aristotelian gravity. As our first application of the conformal compensating
technique for the algebra (2.23), we consider the following action for the two compensating
scalars ϕ and ψ, with covariant derivatives and transformation rules given in eqs. (3.1)–(3.5):

S1 =
∫
dDxΩ

[
4αψxDaϕDaϕ+ 4βϕyDAψDAψ

]
, (3.6)

where α, β ≠ 0 are real numbers. Here and in the following, we use the notation

Ω = det(τµ
A, eµ

a) . (3.7)
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The exponents x and y are real numbers that are determined by requiring that (3.6) is
invariant under the longitudinal and transversal dilatations D1 and D2. One can check that
this is the case, provided that the weights w1 and w2 and the exponents x and y are given by:

w1 = −(p+ 1)
2 , w2 = −(D − p− 1)

2 , x = 2(D − p− 3)
(D − p− 1) , y = 2(p− 1)

(p+ 1) . (3.8)

The action S1 is moreover invariant under all homogeneous transformations of the alge-
bra (2.23), since it does not contain any fields that transform non-trivially under the special
conformal transformations KA and Ka and is manifestly invariant under MAB and Jab. It
is gauge-equivalent to an Aristotelian gravity action of the electric type, i.e., consisting of
terms that are quadratic in intrinsic torsion tensor components. This is most easily seen by
adopting the following gauge conditions to fix the two dilatations D1 and D2:

D1 gauge: ϕ = 1 , D2 gauge: ψ = 1 . (3.9)

Using this in (3.6), along with (2.32) and (3.8), one then obtains the following electric
Aristotelian gravity action

S(1)
electric−AG =

∫
dDxΩ

[
αTa

A
AT

aB
B + β EA

a
aE

Ab
b

]
. (3.10)

This is not the only possible electric Aristotelian gravity action. Electric theories can
be constructed out of squares of any of the intrinsic torsion components (2.15), as long as
no hidden Galilei or Carroll boost invariance is introduced in the process. There exists
in fact a larger number of electric Aristotelian theories than in the Carrollian or Galilean
case, where the requirement of boost invariance restricts the number of possibilities for
electric type actions, see [27]. As an example of such an Aristotelian electric theory that
is different from (3.10), we mention

S(2)
electric−AG =

∫
dDxΩ

[
αTab

AT ab
A + β EAB

aEAB
a

]
, (3.11)

where α, β ≠ 0 and 1 ≤ p ≤ D − 3. The first term of (3.11) is invariant under Galilei boost
transformations,13 but not under Carroll boosts. Likewise, the second term is invariant under
Carroll but not under Galilei boosts. The total action (3.11) thus does not exhibit any boost
symmetry. Note that the first term in (3.11) is the electric p-brane Galilei gravity action14

found in [27], whereas the second term is the electric p-brane Carroll gravity action. The
latter follows from its (D − p− 2)-brane Galilean counterpart through the duality map

p⇐⇒ D − p− 2 , τµ
A ⇐⇒ eµ

a , ωµ
A

B ⇐⇒ ωµ
a

b , α⇐⇒ β . (3.12)

This duality map also relates the first and the second terms of the action (3.10).
13Denoting the parameters of p-brane Galilean, resp. Carrollian boosts by λG

Aa, resp. λC
Aa, one has that

Galilean boosts act as δeµ
a = −λGA

aτµ
A and δτµ

A = 0, whereas Carrollian boosts act as δτµ
A = λC

A
aeµ

a

and δeµ
a = 0.

14We use the terms ‘electric’, resp. ‘magnetic’ for p-brane Galilei gravity to denote terms involving squares
of intrinsic torsion tensors, resp. a curvature, in the same way as they are used for p-brane Carroll gravity.
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The intrinsic torsion components TaA
A and EAa

a are the only ones whose transformations
under the dilatations D1 and D2 contain non-covariant terms, i.e., terms that involve the
derivatives of the dilatation parameters. All other intrinsic torsion components listed in (2.15)
undergo a simple rescaling with the dilatation parameters and are thus dilatation-covariant.
Terms that only involve such dilatation-covariant intrinsic torsion components can be made
dilatation invariant without the need for derivatives of the compensating scalars, by simply
multiplying them with suitable powers of the compensating scalars. As a result, one finds
that the action (3.11) can not be written in a gauge-equivalent way as a dilatation invariant
action for dynamical scalars (i.e., involving terms that are at least quadratic in derivatives of
the scalars), as in (3.6). Instead, the action that is invariant under homogeneous conformal
transformations and leads to (3.11) upon using the gauge-fixing (3.9), is given by:∫

dDxΩ
[
αϕ−p−3ψp+5−DTab

AT ab
A + βϕ3−pψp−1−DEAB

aEAB
a

]
. (3.13)

Note that the powers of the compensating scalars ϕ and ψ are really needed to achieve
dilatation invariance: the action (3.11) is by itself not invariant under any of the two
dilatations of (2.28).

A notable feature of electric Aristotelian gravity is that the coupling of the two com-
pensating scalars only contains the dependent dilatation gauge field components ba and cA

and no special conformal transformations are involved. This is characteristic for a result
that can also be obtained from the conformal program based upon the smaller an-isotropic
conformal Aristotelian algebra. In fact, at each stage one can make the following truncations
in the above actions:

ϕ = ψ and bA = ca = 0 . (3.14)

This brings us back to the conformal program based upon the smaller algebra that will
be discussed in the next subsection. We will then see that the action (3.13) can be made
invariant under the single dilatation of the smaller algebra, without making use of the single
compensating scalar, for D = 2. This action in that case therefore describes 2D conformal
electric Aristotelian gravity like 4D conformal gravity in the relativistic case. Note that the
actions that we will construct below in the magnetic and electric-magnetic case contain the
independent dilatation gauge field components bA and ca that do transform under the special
conformal transformations and therefore cannot be truncated.

Magnetic Aristotelian gravity. As a second application of the conformal technique based
on the algebra (2.23), let us assume that p does not take on any of the values 0, 1, D − 3
and D − 2 and consider the following action for the two scalar fields ϕ and ψ:

S2 =
∫
dDxΩ

[
αψxϕDADAϕ+ βϕyψDaDaψ

]
, (3.15)

with real numbers α, β ≠ 0 and x, y ∈ R. This action is manifestly invariant under MAB

and Jab, while invariance under the special conformal transformations KA and Ka holds
when the weights w1 and w2 are given by:

w1 = −(p− 1)
2 , w2 = −(D − p− 3)

2 . (3.16)
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If furthermore the exponents x and y are given by

x = 2(D − p− 1)
(D − p− 3) , y = 2(p+ 1)

(p− 1) , (3.17)

the action (3.15) is also invariant under the two dilatations D1, D2 and thus under all
homogeneous conformal transformations. Fixing the special conformal transformations KA,
Ka and the two dilatations D1, D2, using the gauge conditions

D1 gauge: ϕ = 1 , D2 gauge: ψ = 1 ,
KA gauge: bA = 0 , Ka gauge: ca = 0 , (3.18)

then shows that the action (3.15) is gauge-equivalent to the following magnetic Aristotelian
gravity action: ∫

dDxΩ
[
α

4
(p− 1)
p

RAB
AB(M) + β

4
(D − p− 3)
(D − p− 2)Rab

ab(J)
]
. (3.19)

We will refer to the first, resp. second term as the “longitudinal”, resp. “transversal” magnetic
term. Note that the transversal magnetic term is reminiscent of the p-brane magnetic Galilei
gravity action [27], while the longitudinal term resembles the p-brane magnetic Carroll gravity
action (obtained from its (D − p− 2)-brane Galilei counterpart via the duality map (3.12)).
It is however important to note that this is a mere resemblance and that the two terms
of (3.19) are not equal to the p-brane magnetic Carroll and Galilei actions. In particular,
the latter contain independent spin-connection components that act as Lagrange multipliers
for intrinsic torsion constraints. In Aristotelian geometry, all spin-connection components
are dependent and hence (3.19) contains no such Lagrange multiplier terms that constrain
the intrinsic torsion.

Since one can not write down a longitudinal, resp. transversal magnetic term for p = 0,
resp. p = D − 2, we have excluded these cases in the above discussion. We have also left out
the values p = 1 and p = D − 3, because our conformal technique fails for them. This can be
seen from the fact that the values of either y or x are not defined for p = 1 or p = D − 3
(see (3.17)). Moreover, for p = 1, the first term in (3.19) vanishes, while for p = D − 3,
the second term is not present. Note that in these cases, one of the two factors of the
algebra (2.23) corresponds to a relativistic or Euclidean two-dimensional conformal algebra.
The failure of the conformal approach for p = 1 or p = D− 3 is thus similar to what happens
for the standard relativistic conformal technique in D = 2 (where the Einstein-Hilbert term
that would be constructed by applying this technique is a total derivative).

Even though the conformal approach does not work for p = 1 and p = D − 3, the
corresponding longitudinal and transversal magnetic terms ΩRAB

AB(M) and ΩRab
ab(J) exist

and do not correspond to total derivatives. One can thus generalize the action (3.19) for
all values of p with 1 ≤ p ≤ D − 3:

Smagnetic−AG =
∫
dDxΩ

(
αRAB

AB(M) + βRab
ab(J)

)
. (3.20)

This is then the most general action of magnetic Aristotelian gravity that is quadratic in
derivatives. Note that the transversal, resp. longitudinal magnetic term of p-brane Aristotelian
geometry that appears in this action, can be obtained by applying the duality map (3.12) to
the longitudinal, resp. transversal magnetic term of (D − p− 2)-brane Aristotelian geometry.
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Electric-magnetic Aristotelian gravity. Finally, it is also possible to construct Aris-
totelian gravity actions of the mixed electric-magnetic type, that contain both a term quadratic
in intrinsic torsion components and a curvature term. As an example of how such theories
can be obtained from the conformal approach, we consider the following action:

S3 =
∫
dDxΩ

[
αϕxψyDAψDAψ + βϕuψwDaDaψ

]
, (3.21)

where α, β ≠ 0 are real numbers and x, y, u, w ∈ R. This action is manifestly invariant under
longitudinal Lorentz transformations MAB and transversal rotations Jab and trivially under
longitudinal special conformal transformations KA (since it does not contain any fields that
transform under KA). From (3.5), one sees that S3 is invariant under transversal special
conformal transformations Ka, provided the weight w2 is given by:

w2 = −(D − p− 3)
2 . (3.22)

In order to ensure invariance under the dilatations D1 and D2, the weights w1, w2 and
exponents x, y, u and w have to satisfy the following equations:

xw1 + p− 1 = 0 , uw1 + p+ 1 = 0 ,
(y + 2)w2 +D − p− 1 = 0 , (w + 1)w2 +D − p− 3 = 0 . (3.23)

Together with (3.22), the last two of these equations determine y and w as

y = 4
(D − p− 3) , w = 1 . (3.24)

The first two equations of (3.23) can be used to solve for x and u in terms of w1 as follows:

x = −(p− 1)
w1

, u = −(p+ 1)
w1

. (3.25)

The weight w1 is then not fixed by any of the conditions (3.22), (3.23) and can be arbitrarily
chosen. This corresponds to a freedom to perform a field redefinition of the compensating
scalar ϕ, such that the redefined scalar has a different dilatation weight.

With the values (3.22), (3.24) and (3.25) for the weight w2 and exponents x, y, u and
w, the action (3.21) is invariant under homogeneous conformal transformations. Fixing the
D1, D2 and Ka transformations, by adopting the gauge conditions:

D1 gauge: ϕ = 1 , D2 gauge: ψ = 1 , Ka gauge: ca = 0 , (3.26)

one finds that (3.21) reduces to the following Aristotelian gravity action of electric-magnetic
type: ∫

dDxΩ
[
α

4
(D − p− 3)2

(D − p− 1)2E
A

a
aEAb

b + β

4
(D − p− 3)
(D − p− 2)Rab

ab(J)
]
. (3.27)

In a similar vein, one can consider the action

S4 =
∫
dDxΩ

[
βϕxψyDaϕDaϕ+ αϕuψwDADAϕ

]
. (3.28)

– 19 –



J
H
E
P
1
2
(
2
0
2
5
)
1
0
1

Proceeding as above, one finds that S4 is invariant under homogeneous conformal transfor-
mations, provided the weight w1 and exponents x, y, u and w are given by

x = 4
(p− 1) , y = −(D − p− 3)

w2
, u = 1 , w = −(D − p− 1)

w2
,

w1 = −(p− 1)
2 , (3.29)

where w2 can be arbitrarily chosen. The action (3.28) is gauge-equivalent to the following
electric-magnetic Aristotelian gravity action∫

dDxΩ
[
β

4
(p− 1)2

(p+ 1)2T
a

A
ATaB

B + α

4
(p− 1)
p

RAB
AB(M)

]
, (3.30)

as is seen by fixing the dilatations D1, D2 and special conformal transformations KA with
the gauge conditions:

D1 gauge: ϕ = 1 , D2 gauge: ψ = 1 , KA gauge: bA = 0 . (3.31)

Note that the Ka transformations do not need to be fixed, since the action (3.28) does not
contain any fields that transform non-trivially under Ka. Note as well that the actions (3.27)
and (3.30) are related to each other via the duality map (3.12).

The actions (3.27) and (3.30) are not the most general Aristotelian gravity theories
of the mixed electric-magnetic type. They can be generalized in two ways. First, as in
the magnetic case, the above conformal construction fails for p = 1 or p = D − 3, when
one of the factors of the algebra (2.23) becomes a two-dimensional relativistic or Euclidean
conformal algebra. In particular, for p = 1 (resp. p = D − 3), the exponent x in (3.29)
(resp. y in (3.24)) is not defined and the gauge-fixed action (3.30) (resp. (3.27)) vanishes.
As in the magnetic case, this failure is an artefact of the conformal approach and one can
generalize the actions (3.27) and (3.30) to∫

dDxΩ
[
αEA

a
aEAb

b + βRab
ab(J)

]
and

∫
dDxΩ

[
βT a

A
ATaB

B + αRAB
AB(M)

]
,

(3.32)
respectively, that are valid electric-magnetic Aristotelian gravity actions for all values of p
between 1 and D − 3 and that are related to each other via the duality map (3.12).

The actions (3.32) only involve the intrinsic torsion tensor components that do not
transform covariantly under the dilatations D1 and D2. Like in the purely electric case, this
is not the only possibility and one is free to generalize (3.32) by considering squares of any of
the intrinsic torsion components (2.15), as long as they do not introduce a hidden Galilei or
Carroll boost invariance. For example, instead of (3.32), the following actions∫

dDxΩ
[
αEAB

aEAB
a + βRab

ab(J)
]

and
∫
dDxΩ

[
βTab

AT ab
A + αRAB

AB(M)
]
,

(3.33)
that involve squares of the dilatation-covariant intrinsic torsion tensor components Tab

A and
EAB

a, can also be considered as electric-magnetic Aristotelian gravity actions. They are
valid for all values of p with 1 ≤ p ≤ D − 3 and are related via the duality map (3.12). As in
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the electric case, the terms ΩEAB
aEAB

a and ΩTab
AT ab

A can be made invariant under the
dilatations D1 and D2 by multiplying them with appropriate powers of ϕ and ψ. They are
thus not obtained in the conformal approach by gauge-fixing terms that involve derivatives
of the compensating scalars ϕ and ψ.

3.2 The an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra

Instead of applying the conformal compensating technique with the isotropic conformal
Aristotelian algebra (2.23), it is also possible to use the an-isotropic algebra (2.43). As
mentioned in the introduction of this section, only electric Aristotelian gravity theories can
be obtained in this way, since the an-isotropic algebra does not contain any special conformal
transformations. Moreover, we only need one real scalar, since the algebra (2.43) only contains
one dilatation that needs to be fixed. We will denote this scalar by ρ.

We assume that under the homogeneous conformal transformations of (2.43), ρ only
scales under the dilatation D with weight w:

δρ = wλDρ . (3.34)

To build conformally invariant actions for ρ, we need the following covariant derivatives:

DAρ = τA
µ∂µρ− w bAρ , Daρ = ea

µ∂µρ− w baρ , (3.35)

where bA = τA
µbµ, ba = ea

µbµ are the dependent dilatation gauge fields given in (2.53)
and (2.54). These derivatives transform as follows under the homogeneous conformal trans-
formations of (2.43):

δDAρ = λA
BDBρ+ (w − z)λDDAρ ,

δDaρ = λa
bDbρ+ (w − 1)λDDaρ . (3.36)

We can then consider the following action for the scalar ρ:

Sρ = 1
2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1DAρD

Aρ+ c2DaρD
aρ
)
, (3.37)

where the real numbers c1 and c2 are both non-zero and c1 ̸= c2. This action is invariant under
the homogeneous conformal transformations of (2.43) provided that z and w are given by

z = 1 , w = 1
2(2 −D) . (3.38)

Indeed, invariance of (3.37) under longitudinal Lorentz transformations MAB and transversal
rotations Jab is manifest, while (3.38) ensures invariance under the dilatation D.

The action (3.37) is gauge-equivalent to the electric Aristotelian gravity action (3.10),
as is seen by imposing the gauge condition

ρ = 1 , (3.39)

to fix the local dilatation D. Upon substituting this condition into the action (3.37), we
obtain the electric Aristotelian action (3.10) introduced in the previous subsection:

S(1)
electric−AG = 1

2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1w

2 bAb
A + c2w

2 bab
a
)

=
∫
dDxΩ

(
αTa

A
AT

aB
B + β EA

a
aE

Ab
b

)
,

(3.40)
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with
β = c1(D − 2)2

8(D − p− 1)2 , α = c2(D − 2)2

8(p+ 1)2 . (3.41)

Terms in electric Aristotelian gravity theories that involve squares of the dilatation-
covariant intrinsic torsion components Ta

{A,B}, Tab
A, EA

{a,b} and EAB
a can be made

dilatation-invariant by multiplying them with appropriate powers of the compensating scalar
ρ. For instance, the action (3.11) can, for D ≠ 2 and for the values (3.38) for z and w, be
made invariant under the homogeneous conformal transformations of (2.43) as follows15

∫
dDxΩ

[
αρ2Tab

AT ab
A + βρ2EAB

aEAB
a

]
. (3.43)

In this way, the action (3.11) is retrieved from the conformal approach based on the an-
isotropic algebra (2.43), by adopting the gauge condition (3.39) in (3.43). As we already
mentioned when discussing the electric case in the previous subsection, when D = 2 (and
z = 1) there is no need for the insertion of suitable powers of the compensating scalar ρ, since
in that case (3.11) is already invariant under the dilatation D of (2.43). This case can thus
be viewed as an electric Aristotelian analogue of four-dimensional conformal gravity.

4 Matter couplings

In this section, we apply the conformal approach to construct examples of Aristotelian
gravity with matter. We discuss several models that are quadratic in derivatives as well as
higher-derivative models, inspired by similar structures studied in fracton theories.

For the quadratic-derivative case, we have already seen in the previous section how
gauging the conformal Aristotelian symmetry for a real scalar field leads to an electric
Aristotelian action. Similarly, we will see in this section that the gauging of the conformal
Aristotelian symmetry for a higher-derivative scalar field will lead to an electric higher-
derivative Aristotelian gravity action.

In both the quadratic and higher-derivative case, we will add a second scalar field
that compensates for a U(1) symmetry in the quadratic-derivative case and for a U(1)
and dipole symmetry in the higher-derivative case. Introducing gauge fields for these
symmetries we will consider in the quadratic-derivative case an Aristotelian version of
electrodynamics based upon a single vector field that can be straightforwardly coupled to
Aristotelian gravity. By contrast, in the higher-derivative case we will introduce a vector
gauge field with longitudinal components and a symmetric tensor gauge field with transverse
components. The corresponding kinetic terms for these gauge fields can only be coupled
to Aristotelian gravity by making use of the scalar that compensates for the dipole gauge
symmetries.

15One can also relax the requirement that z and w are given by (3.38). Considering an action of the form∫
dDx Ω

[
αρxTab

AT ab
A + βρyEAB

aEAB
a

]
, (3.42)

with x, y ∈ R, one finds that it is invariant under the homogeneous conformal transformations of (2.43),
provided that z(p + 1) + D − p − 5 + xw + 2z = 0 and (x − y)w + 6(z − 1) = 0.
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In the models considered below we will combine the compensating scalar for the gravi-
tational dilatations and the compensating scalar for the U(1) and dipole gauge symmetries
into a complex scalar field. We will consider the gauged versions of these complex scalar
field models for three different cases: (i) we first gauge the conformal Aristotelian symmetry
using the Aristotelian gravitational gauge fields we introduced in the previous sections;
(ii) we separately gauge the U(1) and dipole symmetries using the vector and symmetric
tensor gauge fields mentioned above and, finally, (iii) we combine (i) and (ii) and gauge
all symmetries simultaneously.

4.1 Quadratic-derivative models

The quadratic-derivative complex scalar field model that we will discuss in this subsection
not only requires knowledge of Aristotelian gravity that we already discussed in the previous
section, but also makes use of the notion of Aristotelian electrodynamics that we will discuss
separately below before continuing with discussing the quadratic-derivative complex scalar
field model.

Aristotelian electrodynamics. We consider the p-brane Aristotelian version of electrody-
namics in D-dimensional flat spacetime, that we take to be given by the following general
combination of terms that are quadratic in components of the field strength of a gauge
potential Aµ = (AA, Aa):

SAE = −1
2

∫
dDx

(
b0
2 FAB F

AB + b1 FAa F
Aa + b2

2 Fab F
ab
)
, (4.1)

where b0, b1, b2 are real numbers and the different components of the field strength read

FAB = ∂AAB − ∂BAA, FAa = ∂AAa − ∂aAA, Fab = ∂aAb − ∂bAa . (4.2)

We take b0, b1 and b2 not all equal in order to avoid the relativistic case. Since the first and the
third terms are respectively invariant under Carroll and Galilei boosts, the requirement of no
boost invariance for 0 < p < D − 2 is either b1 ̸= 0 or b0, b2 ̸= 0. For p = 0 the term along b0
vanishes while the term along b1 becomes Carroll boost invariant, leading to the requirement
b1, b2 ̸= 0. Similarly, for p = D − 2 we need to impose b0, b1 ̸= 0 since the term along b2
vanishes and the term along b1 becomes Galilei boost invariant. The first and third terms
in (4.1) are related by a duality map of the form (3.12), with α and β replaced by b0 and b2,
respectively, whereas the term proportional to b1 maps into itself under this transformation.

The transformation rules of the gauge fields under local U(1) transformations and global
rotations and dilatations are given by

δAA = ∂AλU(1) + λA
BAB − zλDAA, δAa = ∂aλU(1) + λa

bAb − λDAa , (4.3)

where the transformation under rotations and dilatations is inherited from (2.44). Under
dilatations, the curvatures transform as

δFAB = −2zλDFAB , δFAa = −(z + 1)λDFAa , δFab = −2λDFab . (4.4)
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Thus, the action (4.1) is dilatation invariant only for z = 1, as in (3.38), and for D = 4.
When coupling the system to matter currents JA and Ja, the variation of the full action,
up to total derivatives, takes the form

δS = δSAE +
∫
dDx

(
δAAJ

A + δAaJ
a
)
. (4.5)

The field equations take the form

δAA : b0 ∂BF
AB + b1 ∂aF

Aa = JA ,

δAa : b2∂bF
ab − b1 ∂AF

Aa = Ja ,
(4.6)

which can be combined to find the continuity equation

∂AJ
A + ∂aJ

a = 0 . (4.7)

Notice that despite the lack of boost invariance, the continuity equation takes the same form
as in the relativistic case and does not depend on the constants b0, b1 and b2.

This model can be coupled to Aristotelian gravity in a straightforward way by defining
the curved space extension of (4.1):

Sc
AE = −1

2

∫
dDxΩ

(
b0
2 FAB F

AB + b1 FAa F
Aa + b2

2 Fab F
ab
)
, (4.8)

where the superscript c stands for “curved-space”, and we distinguish between flat and
curved indices as follows:

FAB = τA
µτB

νFµν , FAa = τA
µea

νFµν , Fab = ea
µeb

νFµν , Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ . (4.9)

As before, the system is U(1)-invariant by construction, whereas there is local dilatation
invariance only when D = 4 and z = 1. In this case we can consider the Aristotelian
gravity-Maxwell system

SAGM = Selectric−AG + Sc
AE , (4.10)

with the electric Aristotelian gravity action given in eq. (3.40). As we will see in the following,
a Proca-like extension of this action can be obtained from a complex scalar field coupled to
Aristotelian electrodynamics on a conformal Aristotelian geometry upon gauge-fixation.

Complex scalar field. We are now ready to discuss the quadratic-derivative complex scalar
field model. The real scalar field model given in eq. (3.37) can be generalized to the case
of a complex scalar field Φ described by the action

SΦ = 1
2

∫
dDx

(
c1 ∂AΦ∂AΦ∗ + c2 ∂aΦ∂aΦ∗

)
(4.11)

which is invariant under global U(1) transformations and dilatations with parameters λU(1)
and λD, respectively

δΦ =
(
iλU(1) + wλD

)
Φ . (4.12)

As before, the global dilatation invariance holds provided w = (D − 2)/2 and z = 1.
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It is convenient to express the complex scalar field in terms of new variables ρ and θ

corresponding to the radius and the phase of Φ, i.e.

Φ = ρ eiθ . (4.13)

The action (4.11) can then be written as

SΦ = 1
2

∫
dDx

(
c1 ∂Aρ∂

Aρ+ c2 ∂aρ∂
aρ+ ρ2

(
c1 ∂Aθ∂

Aθ + c2 ∂aθ∂
aθ
))

(4.14)

and the transformations (4.12) take the form of

δρ = wλDρ, δθ = λU(1) . (4.15)

In the following, we consider the gauging of these global symmetries, which allows one to
construct an action for Aristotelian gravity coupled to a massive extension of Aristotelian
electrodynamics upon gauge fixing. As mentioned at the beginning of this section we will
do this gauging in three stages.

(i) Gauging the conformal Aristotelian symmetry: coupling the complex scalar field
model (4.11) to conformal Aristotelian gravity produces the curved space action

Sc
Φ = 1

2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1DAΦDAΦ∗ + c2DaΦDaΦ∗

)
, (4.16)

where DAΦ and DaΦ are defined via (3.35). We gauge-fix the dilatations by imposing
the following gauge condition

ρ = 1 ⇒ Φ = eiθ , (4.17)

which leads to the following action for a real scalar field θ coupled to Aristotelian gravity

S = Selectric−AG + Sc
θ , (4.18)

with
Sc

θ = 1
2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1 τ

AµτA
ν∂µθ∂νθ + c2 e

aµea
ν∂µθ∂νθ

)
. (4.19)

This is an example of a matter-coupled Aristotelian gravity system consisting of a real
scalar θ coupled to electric Aristotelian gravity described by the action (3.40).

(ii) Gauging the U(1) symmetry: the complex scalar Φ described by the action (4.11) can
be naturally coupled to the set of two U(1) gauge fields of Aristotelian electrodynamics,
AA and Aa, by considering the action

S = 1
2

∫
dDx

[
c1 (∂A − iAA) Φ

(
∂A + iAA

)
Φ∗ + c2 (∂a − iAa) Φ (∂a + iAa) Φ∗

− |ΦΦ∗|γ/2
(
b0
2 FABF

AB + b1 FAa F
Aa + b2

2 Fab F
ab
)]

.

(4.20)

Here, γ is a constant that parametrizes a non-minimal coupling between the scalar Φ
and the Aristotelian electrodynamics action (4.1). This coupling is needed to maintain
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conformal Aristotelian invariance. Indeed, using (3.38), one finds that dilatation
invariance fixes γ as

γ = 4 −D

w
. (4.21)

Since γ vanishes for D = 4, in the four-dimensional case the dilaton-like coupling in (4.20)
disappears and the scalar Φ couples minimally to Aristotelian electrodynamics (4.1),
while still preserving Aristotelian conformal invariance. This resembles the conformal
invariance of Maxwell’s theory in the relativistic case. In the particular case D = 4,
the variation of the action (4.20) takes the form (4.5) and the Aristotelian Maxwell
equations take the form (4.6) with

JA = ic1
2

(
Φ∗
(
∂A − iAA

)
Φ − Φ

(
∂A + iAA

)
Φ∗
)
,

Ja = ic2
2

(
Φ∗ (∂a − iAa) Φ − Φ (∂a + iAa) Φ∗

)
.

(4.22)

This model for Aristotelian scalar electrodynamics can be generalized to higher dimen-
sions albeit at the cost of losing dilatation symmetry.

Going back to the general case and adopting the variables (4.13), imposing the gauge-
fixing condition

θ = 0 ⇒ Φ = ρ (4.23)

leads to the following action for the real Aristotelian scalar field ρ non-minimally coupled
to the Aristotelian electrodynamics gauge fields:

S = 1
2

∫
dDx

[
c1 ∂Aρ∂

Aρ+ c2 ∂aρ∂
aρ (4.24)

− ργ
(
b0
2 FABF

AB + b1 FAa F
Aa + b2

2 Fab F
ab
)

+ ρ2
(
c1AAA

A + c2AaA
a
) ]

with γ given by (4.21). Even though the U(1) gauge symmetry has been gauge-fixed,
this action is still invariant under global dilatations. In the following, we will gauge
these dilatations thereby coupling the gauge fields AA and Aa to Aristotelian gravity.

(iii) Gauging all symmetries considered in cases (i) and (ii): we now gauge the conformal
Aristotelian symmetry and consider the following generalization of the action (4.16)

S = 1
2

∫
dDxΩ

[
c1 (DA − iAA) Φ

(
DA + iAA

)
Φ∗ + c2 (Da − iAa) Φ (Da + iAa) Φ∗

− |ΦΦ∗|γ/2
(
b0
2 FABF

AB + b1 FAa F
Aa + b2

2 Fab F
ab
)]

, (4.25)

where γ is given by eq. (4.21). The coupling in the last line between the curved-
space Aristotelian electrodynamics action (4.8) and Φ is determined by requiring local
dilatation invariance. Fixing the local U(1) and dilatation symmetry by imposing the
gauge-fixing condition

Φ = 1 , (4.26)
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we find that the action (4.25) reduces to

S = Selectric−AG + Sc
AE + 1

2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1AAA

A + c2AaA
a
)
. (4.27)

This action is an extension of (4.10) where the U(1) symmetry is broken due to the
presence of the Proca-like mass terms. It describes electric Aristotelian gravity, given
by the action (3.40), coupled to massive Aristotelian electrodynamics.

4.2 Higher-derivative models

The lack of boost invariance allows to consider a generalization of the Aristotelian scalar field
action (3.37) to include different numbers of derivatives in the longitudinal and transverse
directions, while preserving invariance under the symmetries corresponding to the homoge-
neous part of the an-isotropic conformal Aristotelian algebra (2.43). Examples of this type
of Aristotelian field theories have been considered in the context of fractons [16, 17]. We
will generalize this type of models to the case of Aristotelian p-brane foliations. In contrast
to the quadratic-derivative models, the gauging of the U(1) symmetry leads in this case to
Aristotelian gauge fields that include higher-rank tensors, while the gauging of the Aristotelian
conformal symmetry results into a higher-derivative Aristotelian gravity action. Below, we
will consider three models of increasing complexity. First we will give a higher-derivative
model for a real scalar field and show that the conformal program for this model leads to
a higher-derivative generalization of the electric Aristotelian gravity action. Next, we will
discuss a generalization of the Aristotelian electrodynamics given in the previous subsection
that is based upon a vector and a symmetric tensor gauge field and is called a scalar-charge
theory in the fracton literature [16, 17]. Finally, we consider a p-brane generalization of a
so-called fracton field theory, i.e. a higher-derivative field theory of a complex scalar where
we will gauge both the gravitational dilatations as well as the U(1) and dipole symmetries.
As in the previous subsection, we will do this gauging in three stages. First we will gauge
the conformal Aristotelian symmetries, next the U(1) and dipole symmetries and finally
we will perform these two gaugings simultaneously. In the latter case, we will also couple
the complex scalar to the scalar-charge theory.

Real higher-derivative scalar model. We consider a model for a real scalar field ρ in flat
Aristotelian spacetime that is second order in the longitudinal derivatives and fourth order in
the transversal derivatives, reminiscent of the fracton model, and is described by the action

SHD
ρ = 1

2

∫
dDx

(
c1 ∂Aρ∂

Aρ+ c2XabX
ab
)
, (4.28)

where c1 , c2 are real coupling constants and Xab is defined by

Xab = ∂aρ∂bρ− ρ∂a∂bρ . (4.29)

This action is invariant under global dilatations provided that the dynamical critical exponent
z and scaling weight w are fixed to be

z = p− 3 −D

p− 3 , w = p− 3 +D

p− 3 . (4.30)
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As in the quadratic-derivative case, the coupling of the real scalar to conformal Aristotelian
gravity is done by replacing the partial derivatives with the covariant ones given in eq. (3.35).
In order to derive an expression for the second order covariant derivative, one uses that the
transverse covariant derivative of ρ transforms as follows:

δDaρ = λa
bDbρ+ (w − 1)λDDaρ . (4.31)

Using this transformation rule, one derives that the double covariant derivative of the scalar
field takes the form

DaDbρ = ∂aDbρ− ωab
c(τ, e, b)Dcρ− (w − 1)baDbρ , (4.32)

where ωab
c(τ, e, b) and ba are the dependent gauge fields given in eqs. (2.51) and (2.53),

respectively. The resulting curved space action reads

SHD
ρ = 1

2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1DAρD

Aρ+ c2XabX
ab
)
, (4.33)

where now Xab is defined as the symmetric tensor16

Xab = DaρDbρ− ρD(aDb)ρ . (4.34)

By imposing the gauge condition (3.39), the action reduces to the following higher-derivative
Aristotelian (HDAG) electric gravity theory

SHDAG = 1
2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1w

2 bAb
A + c2XabX

ab
)
, (4.35)

where Xab is now given by

Xab = w
(
D(abb) + 2babb − δabbcb

c
)
, (4.36)

and Da is the covariant derivative constructed with the non-conformal spin-connection
ωa,bc(τ, e) defined in eq. (2.17c).

Scalar-charge theory. Below, we will generalize the real higher-derivative scalar model
to a higher-derivative model for a complex field and gauge the dilations, U(1) and dipole
symmetries of this model. The gauge fields for the U(1) and dipole symmetries are given by a
vector field in the longitudinal directions and a symmetric tensor gauge field in the transverse
directions, respectively. Before performing these gaugings, we will first consider the kinetic
terms for these gauge fields that will replace the kinetic terms of Aristotelian electrodynamics
that we encountered in the quadratic-derivative case. This generalized electromagnetic action
is called a scalar-charge theory in the fracton literature [16, 17].

The gauging of the U(1) and dipole symmetries that we will give below can be achieved
by two gauge fields, AA and Aab, that transform under local gauge transformations as follows:

δAA = ∂AλU(1) − zλDAA, δAab = ∂a∂bλU(1) − 2λDAab , (4.37)
16Note that the generalization of Xab to the curved space case is ambiguous since the covariant derivatives

no longer commute. Here, we resolve this ambiguity by defining Xab as symmetric, which is well suited for the
generalization we will introduce in the next section.
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where λU(1) and λD are the gauge parameters of U(1)/dipole symmetries and dilatations,
respectively. An extension of the standard form of the electric and magnetic field for these
gauge fields reads

FAab = ∂AAab − ∂a∂bAA, Fab,c = ∂aAbc − ∂bAac . (4.38)

These curvatures can be used to construct the following gauge-invariant action in flat
spacetime:

SSC = 1
2

∫
dDx

(
b1 FAbc F

Abc + b2 Fab,c F
ab,c
)
, (4.39)

where b1 ̸= 0, b2 ̸= 0. Note that FAab is symmetric in the transverse indices, while Fab,c

is antisymmetric in its first two indices.
The gauge fields can be coupled to matter by introducing two currents JA and Jab such

that, up to total derivatives, the variation of the action has form

δS = δSSC +
∫
dDx

(
δAAJ

A + δAabJ
ab
)
. (4.40)

Varying the action with respect to Aab and AA yields the following field equations

δAA : b1 ∂a∂bF
Aab = −JA ,

δAab : b1 ∂AF
Aab + b2 ∂cF

ca,b = Jab .
(4.41)

Combining these equations, one finds a fracton-like continuity equation

∂AJ
A + ∂a∂bJ

ab = 0 . (4.42)

In contrast to the Aristotelian electrodynamics case discussed in subsection 4.1, coupling
the scalar charge theory to a curved background is non-trivial and requires either imposing
constraints on the geometry or the introduction of extra field content [18–23]. Alternatively,
we will achieve this coupling below by making use of the real scalar field that compensates
for the U(1)/dipole symmetries.

Fracton field theory. Inspired by the fracton field theory models of [17, 20], we consider
the following action for a complex scalar field Φ:

SHD
Φ = 1

2

∫
dDx

(
c1 ∂AΦ∂AΦ∗ + c2XabX

ab∗
)

(4.43)

where Xab is given by

Xab = ∂aΦ∂bΦ − Φ∂a∂bΦ . (4.44)

This action is invariant under the following global symmetry transformations

δΦ =
(
iλU(1) + iλa

dp xa + wλD

)
Φ , (4.45)

where λU(1) stands for the U(1) transformation parameter and λa
dp is the parameter of dipole

transformations. The global dilatation invariance holds provided w and z are given by (4.30).
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It is convenient to express the complex scalar field in terms of new variables ρ and θ

corresponding to the radius and the phase of Φ, i.e.

Φ = ρ eiθ . (4.46)

The action (4.43) can be written as

SHD
Φ = SHD

ρ + SHD
θ (ρ) , (4.47)

where SHD
ρ has been defined in (4.28) and

SHD
θ (ρ) = 1

2

∫
dDx ρ2

(
c1 ∂Aθ ∂

Aθ + c2 ρ
2ZabZ

ab
)
, with Zab = ∂a∂bθ . (4.48)

We will now discuss the gaugings of this model in the three stages mentioned at the beginning
of this subsection.

(i) Gauging the conformal Aristotelian symmetry: coupling (4.43) to conformal Aristotelian
gravity leads to the curved space action

ScHD
Φ = 1

2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1DAΦDAΦ∗ + c2XabX

ab∗
)
, (4.49)

where Xab now reads
Xab = DaΦDbΦ − ΦD(aDb)Φ , (4.50)

and DAΦ, DaΦ, and DaDbΦ are defined like for a real scalar field as in (3.35) and (4.32).

In order to gauge-fix the dilatations, we impose the gauge condition (4.17), which leads
to the following action for a real scalar field θ coupled to Aristotelian gravity

S = SHDAG + ScHD
θ , (4.51)

where SHDAG is given by (4.35) and

ScHD
θ = 1

2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1 ∂Aθ∂

Aθ + c2 YabY
ab
)
, with Yab = −D(a∂b)θ−2b(a∂b)θ+δabb

c∂cθ ,

(4.52)
and Da is the covariant derivative constructed with the non-conformal spin-connection.

(ii) Gauging the U(1) and dipole symmetries: instead of gauging the dilatation symmetry
and ending up with a scalar θ coupled to gravity, we now gauge the U(1) and dipole
symmetries to obtain a higher-derivative theory for a scalar field ρ in flat spacetime.
Following [16, 17], in order to gauge the shift symmetry of the angular variable θ we
introduce two independent gauge fields AA and Aab, and consider the action

S = 1
2

∫
dDx

(
c1 (∂A − iAA) Φ

(
∂A + iAA

)
Φ∗ + c2XabX

ab∗

+ b1 |ΦΦ∗|γ1/2 FAbc F
Abc + b2 |ΦΦ∗|γ2/2 Fab,c F

ab,c
)
,

(4.53)

where FAbc and Fab,c are given in (4.38) and in this case Xab has the form

Xab = ∂aΦ∂bΦ − Φ∂a∂bΦ + iAabΦ2 . (4.54)
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Under local U(1) transformations and global dilatations, the different fields transform
as

δΦ = iλU(1)Φ+wλDΦ, δAA = ∂AλU(1)−zλDAA, δAab = ∂a∂bλU(1)−2λDAab ,

(4.55)
where z and w are as given in (4.30), and in order for the action to be invariant under
dilatation we take

γ1 = 23p− 9 +D

p− 3 +D
, γ2 = 23p− 9 − 2D

p− 3 +D
. (4.56)

Imposing the gauge-fixing condition (4.23) we obtain the following action

S = SHD
ρ + 1

2

∫
dDx

(
c1AAA

Aρ2 + c2 ρ
4AabA

ab

+ b1 ρ
γ1 FAbc F

Abc + b2 ρ
γ2 Fab,c F

ab,c
)
,

(4.57)

that consists of the sum of a higher-derivative action for the real scalar field ρ and a
Proca-like version of the scalar charge theory.

(iii) Gauging all symmetries considered in cases (i) and (ii): we now wish to couple the
gauge fields AA , Aab to conformal Aristotelian gravity. Substituting in the expression
for the curvatures the partial derivatives with derivatives that are covariant under all
symmetries except U(1), we obtain the following expression for the curvature tensors:

FAab = DAAab −D(aDb)AA , Fab,c = DaAbc −DbAac . (4.58)

Assuming that the gauge fields transform as in eq. (4.55), with ∂a∂b replaced by D(a∂b),
we find that the curvature tensors transform under dilatations and U(1) as follows:

δFAab = −(z + 2)λDFAab +DAD(a∂b)λU(1) −D(aDb)∂AλU(1) ,

δFab,c = −3λDFab,c +DaD(b∂c)λU(1) −DbD(a∂c)λU(1) .
(4.59)

We see that these curvatures do not transform covariantly under U(1). One way to deal
with this situation is to use the compensating scalar θ to define new curvature tensors
that are invariant under U(1). In this way we obtain the following tilded gauge-covariant
curvature tensors:

F̃Aab ≡ DAAab −D(aDb)AA −DAD(a∂b)θ +D(aDb)∂Aθ ,

F̃ab,c ≡ DaAbc −DbAac −DaD(b∂c)θ +DbD(a∂c)θ .
(4.60)

We can then couple the fracton field theory and the scalar charge theory to curved
backgrounds by substituting the partial derivatives with covariant derivatives and use
the compensating scalar ρ to make the whole action dilatation invariant:

S = 1
2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1
(
(DA − iAA) Φ

(
DA + iAA

)
Φ∗ + c2XabX

ab∗
)

+ b1 ρ
γ1 F̃Abc F̃

Abc + b2 ρ
γ2 F̃ab,c F̃

ab,c
)
.

(4.61)
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Here, z and w are given by eq. (3.38), the γ’s are given by (4.56) and Xab takes the
form

Xab = DaΦDbΦ − ΦD(aDb)Φ + iAabΦ2 , (4.62)

where DAΦ, DaΦ and DaDbΦ are defined as in eqs. (3.35) and (4.32).

Imposing the gauge-fixing condition (4.26) we obtain the total action

STotal = SHDAG + SKin + SMass , (4.63)

where SHDAG is given in eq. (4.35) and SKin,SMass are given by

SKin = 1
2

∫
dDxΩ

(
b1 FAbc F

Abc + b2 Fab,c F
ab,c
)
, (4.64)

SMass = 1
2

∫
dDxΩ

(
c1AAA

A + c2AabA
ab
)
. (4.65)

We thus end up with another example of a matter coupled Aristotelian gravity theory
that consists of the sum of a higher-derivative electric Aristotelian gravity theory and a
massive scalar charge theory. The coupling considered here differs from the one in [20]
in the sense that, unlike [20], we use one of the fracton scalars as a compensating scalar
to construct a gauge-invariant curvature like in (4.60) and thereby can avoid imposing
constraints on the geometry. Our coupling also differs from the one in [21] in the sense
that our coupling has local dilatations and both fracton scalars are used as compensating
scalars whereas in [21] there are no local dilatations and only one of the fracton scalars is
used as a compensating scalar and applied to construct a gauge-invariant curvature like
in (4.60). A different coupling of the fracton field theory (4.43) to an Aristotelian back-
ground and to the scalar charge theory for p = 0 and D = 3 has been considered in [23].

5 Conclusions

In this paper we constructed two conformal extensions of the Aristotelian algebra, one
embedded as a subalgebra into the other, and showed how they can be used as a first
step in constructing matter-coupled Aristotelian gravity theories with no boost symmetry.
We distinguished between three different classes of Aristotelian gravity theories: electric,
magnetic, and electric-magnetic ones. We use here a nomenclature where ‘magnetic’ refers to
the use of an Aristotelian connection curvature as basic building block in the Lagrangian
and ‘electric’ implies that the basic building block in the Lagrangian is an intrinsic torsion
tensor. We find a single magnetic Aristotelian gravity Lagrangian but, due to the many
intrinsic torsion tensors, there are many electric and electric-magnetic Aristotelian gravity
theories. A noteworthy feature of the second-order Aristotelian gravity theories that we
considered in this work is that, unlike in Galilei or Carroll gravity, all spin-connections are
dependent and hence cannot act as Lagrange multipliers. Correspondingly, the theory can
be constructed without any constraint on the geometry.

We discussed several conformal matter couplings based upon quadratic-derivative and
higher-derivative models. The higher-derivative models that we considered were of the type
that have been studied in the context of fractons. In these higher-derivative cases we worked
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with two compensating scalars: one for the gravitational dilatations and one for the gauged
dipole symmetries (instead of a gravitational dilatation like we did in section 3). The final
result we obtained was a matter coupled Aristotelian gravity theory with the matter given by
a Lagrangian for the massive dipole gauge fields. To obtain more general matter couplings
to Aristotelian gravity after gauge-fixing one should replace the compensating scalars by
functions of N scalars like in the relativistic case.

It would be interesting to apply our formalism to the massive spin-2 GMP modes [34] in
the Fractional Quantum Hall Effect whose helicity has recently been observed [35]. A recent
theoretical description of these modes has been given but so far without boost symmetry,
i.e. in an Aristotelian context [13]. Using our formalism one could try to construct these
massive spin-2 modes in a curved Aristotelian background and to consider the corresponding
Schrödinger equation in such an Aristotelian background. Other interesting directions to
explore are field theories with Aristotelian supersymmetry and the meaning of an Aristotelian
string theory. We hope to come back on some of these issues in the nearby future.
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