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We discover a surprising connection between Carrollian symmetries and hydrodynamics in the
shallow water approximation. Carrollian symmetries arise in the speed of light going to zero limit of
relativistic Poincaré symmetries. Using a recent gauge theoretic description of shallow water wave
equations we find that the actions corresponding to two different waves, viz. the so called flat band
solution and the Poincaré waves map exactly to the actions of the electric and magnetic sectors of
Carrollian electrodynamics.

Introduction. Our daily experiences are deeply rooted
in non-relativistic physics. The world around us, to
a good approximation, is mostly Galilean. Fundamen-
tal physics, however, is built on relativistically covari-
ant theories. Symmetries pave the way to understanding
of fundamental and effective theories, with the language
to connect to symmetries being group theory. In terms
of group theory, Galilean symmetries emerge from rela-
tivistic symmetries when one considers an Inönü-Wigner
contraction of the Poincare group by sending the speed
of light c to infinity. This singular limit abelianizes the
Lorentz boosts and make them Galilean.

There exists another contraction of the Poincare alge-
bra, where instead of sending the speed of light to in-
finity, one sends it to zero. The resulting group is called
the Carroll group [1, 2] and it has many weird properties.
Time was absolute in the Galilean world and space was
relative. This flips around in the crazy world of Carrol-
lian physics, – space becomes absolute and time relative.

One would wonder what bizarre systems would have
Carrollian symmetry associate with them and for long
these symmetries were considered a mere mathematical
curiosity and cast aside. Of late however, there has been
an avalanche of activities relating Carrollian symmetries
to various physical systems of interest. In particular,
Carrollian symmetry have been shown to arise in con-
densed matter systems like fractons [3], and systems with
flat bands [4], where some other effective velocity scale
(like the Fermi velocity) goes to zero. The Carroll algebra
also plays a starring role in hydrodynamics of the quark-
gluon-plasma [5, 6], in cosmology [7] and on the event
horizons of generic black holes [8, 9] as well as on all null
hypersurfaces [10]. Conformal extensions of Carrollian
symmetries have been proposed as putative holographic
duals of asymptotically flat spacetimes [11–19] and these
symmetries also appear on the worldsheet of tensionless
null strings [20–22].

In this paper, we discover another, even more surpris-
ing, appearance of Carroll structures, this time in shallow
water waves. Shallow water dynamics, by definition, is
applicable to fluid systems, specifically to a fluid layer
of constant density, for which height is much smaller
compared to its horizontal span. The dynamics of such

FIG. 1. Lewis Carroll in shallow water: AI generated image

fluid systems can be entirely determined by the momen-
tum and mass continuity equations. Oceans and the at-
mosphere are examples of such systems. We will show
that linearised theories of shallow water waves can be di-
rectly related to a Carrollian theory of electrodynamics
in d = 3, with consistent mapping of field variables.
In a recent and rather beautiful paper [23], David Tong

showed that the non-linear shallow water equations can
be recast as a (2+1) dimensional Abelian gauge theory,
where the electric and magnetic field corresponds to con-
served height and conserved vorticity of the fluid. In the
linearised approximation, the solutions can be separated
into the geostrophic flat band and Poincaré waves and for
both of these solutions, effective actions have been con-
structed. We will show that these effective actions are
exactly the ones of the so called Electric and Magnetic
versions of Carrollian electrodynamics [24].

Shallow water waves. Consider fluids in d = 2 + 1
dimensions. Here, following [23], one can describe the
non-linear shallow water system completely by two dy-
namical fields: h(xi, t), which measures the height of the
fluid and u⃗(xi, t) describing the horizontal fluid velocity,
with i = 1, 2. In the Eulerian description, the governing
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equations of motion (EOM) are

Dh

Dt
= −h∇.u⃗,

Dui

Dt
= fϵijuj − g

∂h

∂xi
, i = 1, 2. (1)

Here, the material derivative, D
Dt = ∂

∂t + u⃗.∇ is used to
monitor the change in height in relation to the flow, with
g being the gravitational constant and f is the Coriolis
parameter. The theory admits two conserved charges,
which are given by zero modes of the currents,

J0 = h, J⃗ = hu⃗; J̃0 = ζ + f, ⃗̃J = (ζ + f)u⃗. (2)

Here ζ = ϵij∂iuj is the vorticity of the shallow water.

Nonlinear gauge theory. Following Tong [23], we now
discuss the u(1)× u(1) gauge theoretic interpretation of
shallow water theory. Denoting 2+1 dimensional gauge
fields as Aµ with µ = 0, 1, 2 , the electric field Ei and the
magnetic field B are,

Ei =
∂Ai

∂t
− ∂A0

∂xi
and B =

∂A2

∂x1
− ∂A1

∂x2
(3)

and similarly for the other set of gauge fields (Ẽi, B̃).
Using Bianchi identity ϵµνρ∂µ∂νAρ = 0, one can asso-
ciate the conserved charges (2) and currents with those
associated to these electric and magnetic fields. Upon
identifications, one gets the following dictionary,

B = h , Ei = ϵijhu
j ; (4)

B̃ = ζ + f , Ẽi = ϵij(ζ + f)uj . (5)

As can be seen, they are not fully independent and there-
fore redundant. Hence, all degrees of freedom of the shal-
low water system can be described by a single gauge field
only. An action was introduced in [23] to get the correct
EOM for the gauge theory

S =

∫
d3x

(
E2

2B
− 1

2
gB2 + fA0 − ϵµνρAµ∂νβ∂ρα

)
(6)

The two scalar fields α and β can be written upon consid-
ering the auxiliary gauge field as Ãµ, using which the last
term in action (6) reduces to the form of a Chern-Simons
term, [25]

ϵµνρAµ∂νβ∂ρα = ϵµνρAµ∂νÃρ, Ãµ = ∂µχ+ β∂µα. (7)

The action has gauge symmetries given by Aµ → Aµ +

∂µΛ and Ãµ → Ãµ + ∂µΛ̃ where Λ, Λ̃ are gauge parame-
ters. EOM for A0 is the Gauss’ law which reads:

∂

∂xi

(
Ei

B

)
+ f − ϵij∂iβ∂jα = 0 ⇒ ϵij∂iβ∂jα = ζ + f.

(8)
EOM for the spatial gauge field Ai is

∂

∂t

(
Ei

B

)
+

1

2
ϵij

∂

∂xj

(
E2

B2

)
+ gϵij

∂B

∂xj
− ϵijẼj = 0. (9)

This equation when translated back to the fluid variables
using (4), reduces to the second non-linear equation in
(1) and upon identifications using the Bianchi identity
we get the first one in (1).

Linearised theory. We start by linearising the theory
of shallow water (1), by assuming that the variations of
h, ui are small. This yields h(xj , t) = H + η(xj , t) and
ui(xj , t) = 0+ui(xj , t), where H is a constant height and
η ≪ H [26]. Retaining terms up to linear order in the
variations, the linearised shallow water equations read:

∂η

∂t
+H∇.u⃗ = 0,

∂ui

∂t
= fϵijuj − g

∂η

∂xi
. (10)

To understand this theory better, we can look for solu-
tions of the actual fluid equation (10). We start with the
following ansatz

ui = ûie
i(ωt−k.x) and η = η̂ei(ωt−k.x). (11)

Substituting them into the linear shallow water equations
and solving the eigenvalue problem, we get solutions hav-
ing two distinct dispersion relations (see Fig. (2)):

ω = ±
√

v2k2 + f2 and ω = 0. (12)

The first one of these is known as Poincaré waves, and
they have a relativistic-like dispersion with an effective
mass f and characteristic speed v2 = gH. For long wave-
lengths (k → 0), these waves have a definite frequency
fixed by the Coriolis parameter. For short wavelengths
(v|⃗k| ≫ f), these waves travel with speed v. The second
class of solutions with ω = 0, called flat-bands, indicate
that there exists additional, time independent equilib-
rium solutions beyond the trivial solution h = constant.
These solutions have a non-trivial spatial profile with
gravitational force balanced by a corresponding velocity
profile fu = −∂h/∂y, which in turn generates a Coriolis
force. This is known as geostrophic balance.
Let us now in parallel consider the linearisation of the

associated gauge theory with small fluctuations around
the single set of gauge fields

Aµ = Âµ + δAµ with Â0 = 0, ∂1Â2 − ∂2Â1 = H. (13)

The fluid variables in terms of gauge fields become

B = η and Ei = Hϵiju
j . (14)

Equation (10) in terms of fluid variables can then be
transformed to:

Ėi = ϵij (fEj − gH∂jB) . (15)

Using the above, one can write the linearised effective
gauge theory corresponding to both flat dispersion rela-
tion and the Poincaré-like dispersion relation. These two
cases give rise to different classes of actions, as would be
elucidated next.

Effective action for flat-band. As discussed earlier,
geostrophic flat bands in the fluid theory consist of
non-trivial time-independent solutions of (15), given by

A0 = −v2

f B. Using this one can solve for the Gauss’ law
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FIG. 2. Dispersion regimes of the shallow water solutions.

constraint, which takes the form ∂iEi =
v2

f ∇2B. Follow-
ing this an effective action for the flat band was proposed:

Sgeos =

∫
dtd2x

1

2H

(
Ei −

v2

f
∂iB

)2

. (16)

The EOMs require that Ei − (v2/f)∂iB is constant, re-
producing the geostrophic balance condition. To under-
stand this, consider the equation (10) and let the fluid
velocity be time-independent. Using the dictionary (14)
this leads to

∂tui = 0⇒ ∂t

(
1

H
ϵijE

j

)
= 0 ⇒ ϵij∂tEj = 0. (17)

This can be solved when one considers either both Ei’s
vary with time in the same way or Ei’s don’t vary with
time at all. The latter one i.e. ∂tEi = 0 is a peculiar kind
of electrodynamic theory, that certainly does not have the
usual symmetries of the relativistic Maxwell electric field.
The RHS of (10) in terms of gauge invariant observables
translates to

fϵijuj − g
∂η

∂xi
=

f

H

(
Ei −

v2

f
∂iB

)
. (18)

In the case above, the above quantity is actually zero
which is nothing but the equation of motion for the flat
band.

Effective Action for Poincaré waves. For the case of
Poincaré waves, a gauge A0 = 0 is chosen. The linearized
action in this case can be written as

S =

∫
dtd2x

1

2H

(
Ȧi

2 − v2B2 + fϵijAiȦj

)
. (19)

Here the Gauss’ law constraint takes the form ∂iEi = fB.
One can reinstate A0 in the action so that it reproduces
the Gauss’ law and the action which describes the dy-
namics of Poincaré waves is given by

SPoinc =

∫
dtd2x

1

2H

(
E2 − v2B2 + fϵµνρAµ∂νAρ

)
.

(20)
This is the familiar relativistic Maxwell-Chern-Simons
action, albeit defined with the characteristic velocity v.
We assume an effective Poincaré invariant metric gµν =
diag(−v2, 1, 1), and the characteristic speed v2 = gH.

One can now find out the EOM associated to (19), which
has an interesting form:

∂t

(
Ȧi − fϵijAj

)
= −ϵij∂jB̂, with B̂ = vB, (21)

which looks like a 2+1 dimensional version of Faraday’s

law, if one identifies
(
Ȧi − fϵijAj

)
as a reimagined Elec-

tric field, but clearly that is not possible in the relativis-
tic paradigm owing to symmetry considerations. We will
now go ahead and try to connect both of these above
cases to different avatars of theories with Carrollian sym-
metry, more concretely to Carrollian Electrodynamics.
A quick look at Carroll symmetry. As introduced

earlier, numerous counter-intuitive things occur in the
Carroll world. The light cone closes completely, the
space-time metric becomes degenerate, and new non-
Lorentzian structures emerge [8]. Let us remind the
reader that one can obtain the Carroll group by per-
forming a contraction of the Poincare group, by taking
the speed of light going to zero limit or equivalently

xi → xi , t → ϵt , ϵ → 0. (22)

Under this limit, the Carroll generators are redefined by
re-scaling the parent Poincare generators in the following
way

H ≡ ϵPP
0 , Pi ≡ PP

i , Ci ≡ ϵJP
0i, Jij ≡ JP

ij (23)

where superscript P refers to the Poincare generators,
and the explicit form of the Carroll generators are:

H = ∂t, Pi = ∂i, Ci = xi∂t, Jij = xi∂j − xj∂i (24)

where H,Pi, Ci, Jij are time and spatial translations,
Carroll boosts and spatial rotations, respectively. The
Lie algebra of the Carroll group is given by the following
non-zero commutation relations:

[Jij , Jkl] = 4δ[i[kJl]j], [Jij , Pk] = 2δk[jPi], (25a)

[Jij , Ck] = 2δk[jCi], [Ci, Pj ] = −δijH (25b)

where i, j, k, l = 1, 2, ..., d. Interestingly, Carroll boosts
commute: [Ci, Cj ] = 0, making this a crucial difference
from Poincaré algebra and indicating the non-Lorentzian
nature of the algebra.

Carrollian Electrodynamics. We focus on a Carrollian
version of Maxwell’s theory d = 2 + 1 dimension. Our
method of construction closely follows the c-expansion of
relativistic actions as elucidated in [7]. The Maxwell field
Aµ transforms under Lorentz boosts as

δAµ = ctβk∂kAµ +
1

c
βkxk∂tAµ + δ̃Aµ (26)

where δ̃A0 = βkAk and δ̃Ak = βkA0. We expand the
Maxwell field in even powers of c such that

Aµ = cδ
(
A(0)

µ + c2A(1)
µ + ...

)
(27)
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for some δ. We define βk = cbk with bk the Carroll
boost parameter along k-th direction. The field in the
expansion in (27) then transforms as

δA
(n)
t = βkxk∂tA

(n)
t + tβk∂kA

(n−1)
t + bkA

(n−1)
k (28a)

δA
(n)
i = βkxk∂tA

(n)
i + tβk∂kA

(n−1)
i + biA

(n)
t . (28b)

Note that we have used At = cA0. Equipped with the
expansion of fields, we will now proceed to study the
expansion of Maxwell Lagrangian L = − 1

4F
µνFµν where

Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. Plugging in the expansion of the
vector field, we can find that the Lagrangian expands
according toL = c2∆−2(L0+c2L1+...) where the leading
order Lagrangian is (see also [27])

L0 =
1

2

(
F

(0)
0i

)2

=
1

2

(
E

(0)
i

)2

i = 1, 2 (29)

with F0i = E
(0)
i = ∂tA

(0)
i − ∂iA

(0)
t . This leading order

Lagrangian L0 is called the Electric Carroll Electrody-
namics Lagrangian and this is naturally Carroll invariant.
The next to leading order Lagrangian is

L1 = F
(0)
0i F

(1)
0i −1

4

(
F

(0)
ij

)2

= E
(0)
i E

(1)
i −1

2

(
B(0)

)2

(30)

where F
(0)
ij = B(0) = ∂iA

(0)
j − ∂jA

(0)
i and F

(1)
0i = E

(1)
i =

∂tA
(1)
i − ∂iA

(1)
t . It should be noted here that though L0

is Carroll invariant, the subleading L1 is not. Specifi-
cally Carroll boosts are not a symmetry of L1. In order
to restore Carroll symmetry at the subleading order, we
introduce a constraint that implements the leading order
equations of motion. This modified Lagrangian is called
the Magnetic Lagrangian, which now is Carroll invariant
(see also the discussion in [28]). More details of this can
be found in the supplementary material.

From Carroll to water waves: Flat bands. Now for
our magic tricks. We have already seen earlier that the
flat band effective action gives rise to a time independent
electric field EOM. From (29), the leading order action
is

S(0) =

∫
d3x

1

2

(
∂tA

(0)
i − ∂iA

(0)
t

)2

. (31)

Recall the action for the flat-band of shallow water waves
in (16). Rather remarkably we see that we can now map
the Carrollian ED action to the flat band action with the
help of the following identifications

A
(0)
t =

1√
H

(
A0 +

v2

f
B

)
, A

(0)
i =

1√
H

Ai. (32)

where the RHS indicate the fields in the flat-band action
(16). This means

E
(0)
i =

1√
H

(
Ei −

v2

f
∂iB

)
. (33)

So we have an exact mapping between two apparently
unrelated systems.
Note that the Electric Carroll action (31) is invariant

under the gauge transformations

A
(0)
t → A

(0)
t + ∂tλ1 , A

(0)
i → A

(0)
i + ∂iλ2 (34)

provided λ1 − λ2 = spacetime constant. Thus one could
show (32) itself is a gauge invariant identification. The
equations of motion of (31) read

∂i(∂tA
(0)
i − ∂iA

(0)
t ) = 0 , ∂t(∂tA

(0)
i − ∂iA

(0)
t ) = 0 (35)

Using the identification, we can write these as

1√
H

∂i

(
Ei −

v2

f
∂iB

)
flat band

= 0 (36a)

1√
H

∂t

(
Ei −

v2

f
∂iB

)
flat band

= 0. (36b)

Translating back to the fluid variables using the dictio-
nary in (14), we have for the first equation,

Hϵij∂iuj =
v2

f
∇2η, (37)

which, indeed, can be found using the shallow water
equations in (10) for flat-band case (time-independent
solutions).
Using the Bianchi identity in d = 3 and the identifica-

tion (32) we have ϵij∂iEj = 0, or equivalently ∇.u⃗ = 0,
which is indeed true for an incompressible fluid. Thus we
see that our mapping is justified. Looking at the energy-
momentum tensor, we find that

T i
t =

1

2H

(
Ei −

v2

f
∂iB

)
∂tAt. (38)

Using the flat band condition Ei = v2

f ∂iB, we see that

T i
t = 0, which is a tell-tale signature of Carroll boost

invariance.
From Carroll to water waves: Poincaré Waves. Now

we consider Poincaré waves. Remember, in the A0 =
0 gauge, we can write the Chern-Simons derived action
(19). Also recall the subleading order action for Carroll
electrodynamics from (30) in d = 2 + 1,

L1 = E
(1)
i

(
∂tA

(0)
i − ∂iA

(0)
t

)
− 1

2

(
ϵij∂iA

(0)
j

)2

. (39)

Here also we pick a similar gauge A
(0)
t = 0 and the action

becomes

S(1) =

∫
dtd2x

(
E

(1)
i ∂tA

(0)
i − 1

2
(B(0))2

)
. (40)

We will now see that Poincaré waves can be thought of
the leading fluctuation over the geostrophic flat-band so-
lution. To do this, we match the subleading order elec-
trodynamics action obtained above to the Poincaré waves
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action [29]. Using the identifications (see (21))

A
(0)
i =

Ai√
2H

, B(0) = ±B̂, (41)

a simple comparison of (40) and (19) leads to

E
(1)
i ≡ ∂tA

(0)
i − fϵijA

(0)
j . (42)

The equation of motion for A
(0)
i derived from S(1) reads

exactly the same as in (21) :

∂tE
(1)
i = −ϵij∂jB

(0). (43)

Evidently, as we plug the identification back in, we get
the following action:

S(1) =

∫
dtd2x

(
(∂tA

(0)
i )2 − (B(0))2 + fϵijA

(0)
j ∂tA

(0)
i

)
(44)

which is in the same form as in (19).
At this juncture, several important questions arise, the

first and foremost among them would be about symme-
tries. The action proposed in [23] is just a relativistic
Maxwell Chern-Simons action which clearly has relativis-
tic symmetries. So, how and why do Carroll symmetries
arise in this context at all?

To understand this, we need to remind the reader of
the discussion below (30). The subleading Carroll Mag-
netic theory is also Poincare invariant at first glance, but
one needs to impose the validity of leading order equa-
tions of motion as a constraint on the system to see that
Carroll symmetries emerge. In the case of shallow wa-
ter, the argument stays the same. The Poincare waves
are fluctuations on top of the flat band. Drawing analo-
gies with e.g. gravitational waves on a certain spacetime
or the background field method in quantum field theory,
the background for the Poincare wave is that of the flat
band. The equations of motion of the flat band have to

hold in this case. This translates to E
(0)
i = 0. It can be

explicitly checked that once this constraint is imposed,
the action transforms as [30]

δL1 = bkxk∂tL1. (45)

So we have invariance under Carroll symmetry. It can
also be checked that the T i

t component of the stress ten-
sor for this case is zero once the leading order equations
of motion are imposed. This, as we emphasised before,
is a signature of Carroll boost invariance and more gen-
erally indicates the emergence of Carrollian symmetry in
the system.

We have found that both the flat band and the
Poincaré wave have an underlying Carroll symmetry. It is
important to emphasise here that not only are the actions
invariant under the finite Carroll algebra introduced ear-
lier, but they are invariant under an infinite dimensional
version which includes the so called supertranslations:
M(xi) = f(xi)∂t where f(xi) is an arbitrary function of
the spatial coordinates xi.

Discussions. In this letter, we put forward an intrigu-
ing connection between two seemingly disparate theories,
that of linearised shallow water waves and Carroll Elec-
trodynamics. By identifying the gauge theoretic descrip-
tion of geostrophic flat bands and Poincaré waves given in
[23] to explicitly electric and magnetic Carroll Electrody-
namics, we establish a dictionary between Carroll fields
and shallow fluid variables for the two physical regimes.

We should emphasise how counter-intuitive this con-
nection is at the outset. Shallow water waves constitute
a very non-relativistic situation while Carrollian symme-
tries generally occur when things move at or near the
speed of light. A priori having an ultra-relativistic sym-
metry appear in a non-relativistic context seems nonsen-
sical. But we have explicitly showed this by mapping
actions. Now let us offer an explanation as to why this
seemingly contradictory situation is actually natural.

As mentioned in the introduction, Carrollian symme-
tries arise on generic null surfaces and specifically on the
event horizon of black holes [9]. There exists an interest-
ing formulation of shallow water waves in terms of ana-
logue gravity models utilising the Painlevé-Gullstrand ef-
fective metric (see e.g. [31]). This metric has a horizon
depicted by the vanishing of its gtt component which cor-
responds precisely to the vanishing of ω (see (12)). The
flat band solution thus sits on the horizon of the acoustic
analogue metric, i.e. variables on the RHS of (32) are
defined on this acoustic horizon. It is thus very natural
that the flat band solution has an underlying Carrollian
symmetry. It has been recently also seen that the near
horizon region of black holes [32] and Milne horizons [5]
also come equipped with Carroll structures. It is also
expected that the Poincaré waves, which are departures
from flat band, sit in the near-horizon of the acoustic
metric and also inherit a Carroll structure. See Fig. (3)
for a depiction.

Furthermore, in a c expansion, the Electric limit is
the leading one and the Magnetic is the subleading one,
as we have seen earlier. In case of a black hole, the
distance from the horizon acts as an effective speed of
light. So theories that sit directly on the horizon would
correspond to the leading order theory and the ones in
the near-horizon region, slightly away from the horizon,
would constitute the subleading theory. From this point
of view, it makes sense that the Electric version of Carroll
electrodynamics corresponds to the flat band which lies
directly on the acoustic horizon and the Poincaré waves
are given by the Magnetic version. It would be instruc-
tive to explicitly show the emergence of Carroll electro-
dynamics from the relativistic Chern-Simons theory (20)
incorporating the ideas of the acoustic black hole that we
have alluded to above. We hope to report on this in the
near future.

Going forward, let us comment on another potentially
very interesting direction. In the recent studies of the in-
frared region of gauge theories and gravity, a rather won-
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flat band

Poincaré wave

1

FIG. 3. A heuristic depiction of the acoustic black hole. In
the left flat-band (grey, on the horizon) and Poincaré wave
(red, fluctuations around horizon) solution identified with the
dispersion relation in the right.

derful connection between asymptotic symmetries and
memory effects have been discovered [33]. It has been
understood that supertranslations in asymptotically flat
spacetimes is responsible for the gravitational memory
effect. The vacuum in general relativity is highly degen-
erate and these vacua are related to each other by the
addition of soft gravitons. Passage of radiation through
a region induces a transition between these vacua related
by supertranslations [34]. The observable effect, called
the memory effect, is the relative spatial displacement of
nearby detectors when radiation passes through. Thus
the memory effect is directly related to supertranslations.
Memory effects have been found in shallow water waves in
[26] and we have now discovered supertranslation symme-
try directly associated to these waves. It is very tempt-
ing to construct the analogue of the above connection
between these two in the context of shallow water waves.
This is work in progress.

Finally, since a gauge theory description of such shal-
low water waves are important in many physical phe-
nomena, including solar tacholine and Magnetohydrody-
namics [35], construction of solitonic waves [36] etc., one
could view the current work merely as a prelude to fully
utilising the power of Carroll symmetries to understand
these physical situations better. We will report more on
these problems elsewhere.
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Carroll boost invariance for Poincaré waves

As mentioned in the main text, action for the Poincaré

waves can be written by identifying
(
Ȧi − fϵijAj

)
as a

changed electric field E′
i:

Lpoinc =
1

2H

(
E′

i∂tAi − v2B2
)

(46)

Boost transformation rules for the relativistic fields in
2 + 1 dimensions are given by

δAi = ctβk∂kAi +
1

c
βkxk∂tAi + βiA0

δE′
i = ctβk∂kE

′
i +

1

c
βkxk∂tE

′
i + (βi − fϵijβj)A0 + cβk∂kAi

δB = ctβk∂kB +
1

c
βkxk∂tB + ϵijβj∂iA0 +

1

c
βiϵij∂tAj (47)

under Carroll limit (β = cb, At = cA0, Ai = Ai) and
c → 0, equations above become:

δAi = bkxk∂tAi + biAt

δE′
i = bkxk∂tE

′
i + (bi − fϵijbj)At

δB = bkxk∂tB + ϵijbj∂iAt + biϵij∂tAj (48)

Choosing a gauge At = 0, and combining all, we get:

δLpoinc = bkxk∂tLpoinc − 2v2Bbiϵij∂tAj (49)

The action will be Carroll boost invariant provided Ȧi =
0. This fact can be mapped one-to-one to the magnetic
Carroll electrodynamics which is not invariant under Car-
roll boots but can be made so by explicitly putting

E
(0)
i = 0.
The emergence of Carrollian symmetry can be simi-

larly seen by constructing the the stress tensor and fo-
cussing on the T i

t component:

T i
t =

∂Lpoinc

∂iAt
∂tAt +

∂Lpoinc

∂iAj
∂tAj (50)

the first term identically vanishes as there is no At field.
The last term vanishes upon imposition of the constraint
Ȧi = 0. This again solidifies emergence of Carroll boost
in this theory.
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