arXiv:2409.15428v2 [hep-th] 18 Apr 2025

Supersymmetric Carroll Galileons in Three Dimensions

Utku Zorba,^{1, ∗} Ilayda Bulunur,^{2, †} Oguzhan Kasikci,^{2, ‡} Mehmet Ozkan,^{2, §} Yi Pang,^{3, 4, ¶} and Mustafa Salih Zog^{2, ∗∗} 1Department Of Engineering Sciences, Istanbul University-Cerrahpasa, Avcilar 34320 Istanbul, Türkiye 2Department of Physics, Istanbul Technical University, Maslak 34469 Istanbul, Türkiye 3Center for Joint Quantum Studies and Department of Physics, School of Science, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300350, China 4Peng Huanwu Center for Fundamental Theory, Hefei, Anhui 230026, China (Dated: April 21, 2025)

We present the first example of an interacting Carroll supersymmetric field theory with both temporal and spatial derivatives, belonging to the Galileon class, where the non-linear field equation remains second-order in derivative. To achieve this, we introduce two novel tools. First, we generalize the bosonic map between the Galilei and Carroll algebras to include supersymmetry by using a spinor basis for the symmetry generators. We then show that Carroll superalgebras are naturally connected to Euclidean, rather than Poincaré, superalgebras. Using the real multiplet of the threedimensional N = 1 Euclidean supersymmetry, we construct the scalar multiplet for N = 2 Carroll supersymmetry and develop a tensor calculus to realize the aforementioned model. These results offer new insights into the structure of genuine higher-dimensional Carroll field theories and Carroll supersymmetry. While these tools are utilized to build a specific model, we anticipate that they possess broader applications in Carrollian physics.

Introduction – Galilei and Carroll symmetries represent two distinct limits of the relativistic symmetry, with the former arising when the speed of light c tends to infinity and the latter when c approaches zero [1, 2]. While these symmetries emerge as limits of relativistic models, they possess intrinsic interest and significance. On one hand, Galilei symmetry and its extensions have been extensively utilized in formulating effective theories of fractional quantum Hall effect [3–5], as well as in Lifshitz and Schrödinger holography [6–10]. On the other hand, Carroll symmetry is particularly relevant to the physics of null hypersurfaces [11–19], particularly to the black hole horizon [20–26], condensed matter systems and fractons [27–32], hydrodynamics [33–38], cosmology [39, 40] and celestial and conformal Carroll holography [41–47].

A distinctive feature of these symmetries is that the spatial derivative is inert under Galilei boosts, while the time derivative is inert under Carroll boosts [1]. The way that the partial derivatives transform has significant implications on the structure of field theories invariant under the two symmetries. For instance, at the two-derivative level, Galilei-invariant theories cannot contain time derivatives – indeed the action for the free Schrödinger equation is in fact invariant under the Schrödinger group which contains the mass, dilatation and the expansion apart from the Galilei group – while Carroll-invariant models lack spatial derivatives, unless one uses a reducible representation of the relevant symmetry groups [48]. In this sense, Carroll-invariant models can be viewed as an infinite collection of identical onedimensional models, each labeled by the spatial coordinates [48–50]. These observations suggest that Galilei and Carroll field theories exhibit dynamics effectively “frozen” in time or space. In this Letter, we shall focus on

Carrollian invariant models for which the aforementioned frozen dynamics is merely an illusion due to our limited knowledge based on the two-derivative Lagrangian.

A class of single-field Carrollian theories with both types of derivatives is the c → 0 limit of D-dimensional relativistic Galileons of degree N L^N_{CGal} = lim_{c→0} ( c^2ϕ δ^{A1 ...AN} B_1 ...B_N N∏ a=1 S_{Aa}^{Ba} ) , (1)

where A_1, B_2, . . . , A_N , B_N = 0, 1, . . . , D−1 and we define S_{AB} = ∂_A∂_B ϕ. Furthermore, we introduce an overall factor of c^2 to avoid possible rescaling of the scalar field ϕ. We refer to these models as Carroll Galileons. These models bypass higher time derivatives, and therefore the Ostrogradsky instability, see [51] for a recent study, and, as we will discuss shortly, these theories also exhibit a rich vacuum structure.

Inclusion of supersymmetry is a natural tool to generalize this notion to fermions, and is the first step towards the construction of such superconformal field theories needed for exploring the flat-space holography via superBMS / superconformal Carroll field theories [52]. Furthermore, supersymmetry could provide deeper insights into this intriguing behavior and its implications by improving their quantum behavior and offering tools to solve these models. However, N = 1 supersymmetry would completely banish the spatial derivative terms, and the remaining action would contain only time derivatives, reverting back to the standard form of Carrollian theories since supercharges square to time translation [50]. This fact has recently been shown to lead to a Carrollian supersymmetric higher-derivative theory without a purely bosonic sector [50], in contrast to Galilean supersymmetric models, which typically retain a purely bosonic sector. Inspired by the centrally extended Galilei superalgebra, known as the Bargmann superalgebra [53], one potential avenue for introducing spatial derivatives in Carrollian supertransformations is through the use of extended supersymmetry. However, constructing Carrollian extended superalgebras and their multiplets is a highly nontrivial task. A naive c → 0 limit removes again the spatial translations in the square of the supercharges [54]. As far as we are aware, there is no established method of deriving such algebras from relativistic algebras or non-relativistic counterparts.

Here, we address this challenge by introducing two new tools with potentially broader implications beyond this paper. First, we generalize the bosonic map between the Galilei and Carroll algebras [55] to include supersymmetry by using a spinor basis for the symmetry generators. This provides a new tool for constructing N > 1 Carrollian superalgebras. Second, we show that the ultrarelativistic superalgebra derived from this relation also arises as the c → 0 limit of the Euclidean superalgebra. This contrasts with the nature of non-relativistic supersymmetry, which emerges as the c → ∞ limit of the Poincaré superalgebra. We finally construct the scalar superfield for the three-dimensional N = 2 Carroll superalgebra and obtain the supersymmetric completion of the simplest interacting Carroll Galileon model, corresponding to N = 2 in (1). This represents the first Carrollian supersymmetric model with spatial derivatives.

Non-/Ultra-Relativistic Duality in Spinor Basis – In two spacetime dimensions, it is possible to start with the generators of the Galilei (or Carroll) algebra and produce the generators of the Carroll (or Galilei) algebra by means of a coordinate transformation t ↔ x [11] (see [56] for its supersymmetric extension). To see that, consider the generators of the Galilei algebra

H = ∂_t , P = ∂_x , G = t∂_x . (2)

It is evident that H and P exchange roles as t ↔ x and the Galilei boost G becomes the Carroll boost C = x∂_t. To extend this duality beyond two dimensions, let us first consider the spacetime split Poincaré algebra, where the D−dimensional generators, coordinates x^A and the gamma matrices γ^A are split into temporal and spatial parts, labeled by 0 and i = 1, . . . , D − 1, respectively. Omitting the spatial rotations, in a spinor basis with the following definitions

^H = γ^0H , ^P = γ^iP_i , ^J = γ^{i0}J_{i0} , (3)

where H ≡ P_0 generates time translation, P_i denotes the spatial translation and J_{i0} corresponds to the Lorentz boost. Accordingly, we may choose the differential representation

^H = γ^0∂_0 , ^P = γ^i∂_i , ^J = γ^iγ^0x_i∂_0 + γ^0γ^ix_0∂_i . (4)

Let us now consider the following map

γ^ix_i ↔ γ^0x_0 , γ^i∂_i ↔ γ^0∂_0 . (5)

As in D = 2, this map indicates interchanging roles of ^H and ^P . Although ^J remains invariant, a closer look reveals that the invariance is achieved as the Galilei part ^G = γ0γix_i∂_0 turns into the Carroll part ^C = γiγ0x_0∂_i and vice versa. We note that the invariance under (5) is also present in the supersymmetry generators, because implementing (5) in

Q_α =^∂_{∂θ̄α} − ( γ^0θ ) α ∂_0 − ( γ^iθ ) α ∂_i , (6)

transforms its Galilei part (γ^i∂_i) and Carroll part (γ^0∂_0) into each other.

With this property of super-Poincaré algebra in mind, we now turn to the generators of three-dimensional N = 2 Galilei algebra, which contains the usual Galilei generators as well as two SUSY generators (Q^G_+, Q^G_−). In particular, the SUSY generators are given as [53]

Q^G_+ =^∂_{∂θ̄+} −^1_2 γ^iθ_−∂_i +^1_2 γ_0θ_+∂_t ,

Q^G_− =^∂_{∂θ̄−} −^1_2 γ^iθ_+∂_i , (7)

where we suppress the spinor indices. These generators are two-component Majorana spinors, and they obey the following anti-commutation relations

{Q^G_+, Q^G_+} = −γ_0H, {Q^G_+, Q^G_−} = γ^iP_i . (8)

Now we can apply the map (5) to obtain a representation for the three-dimensional N = 2 Carroll supersymmetry generators. In particular, the supersymmetry generators are given by

Q_+ =^∂_{∂θ̄+} −^1_2 γ^iθ_+∂_i +^1_2 γ_0θ_−∂_t ,

Q_− =^∂_{∂θ̄−} +^1_2 γ_0θ_+∂_t . (9)

Together with the generators of bosonic Carroll algebra, they span the three-dimensional N = 2 Carroll superalgebra of the form

[J, P_i] = ϵ_{ij} P^j , [J, C_i] = ϵ_{ij} C^j , [P_i, C_j ] = δ_{ij} H , [C_i, Q_+] =^1_2 γ_iQ_− , [ J, Q^± ] =^1_2 γ_0Q^± , {Q_+, Q_+} = γ^iP_i , {Q_+, Q_−} = −γ_0H , (10)

where we used the two-dimensional identity for the spatial rotation J_{ij} = ϵ_{ij} J. Note that in the absence of J, we have the Carroll-boost superalgebra, which is the dual of the Galilei-boost superalgebra in spinor basis. As desired, this algebra contains spatial translations, which is crucial to the construction of Carroll supersymmetric models with spatial derivatives. Although here we utilize the map (5) to obtain the three-dimensional N = 2 Carroll supersymmetry, as mentioned previously, the map

(5) is quite generic, and enables one to construct ultrarelativistic theories from non-relativistic ones.

N = 2 Carroll Superalgebra from N = 1 Euclidean Superalgebra – The structure of supersymmetry algebra in (10) provides an important insight into the origin of Carroll superalgebra. While both Galilei and Carroll groups can emerge as non-relativistic and ultra-relativistic limits, respectively, of the Poincaré group, the inclusion of fermionic generators brings in a crucial difference. The Carroll superalgebra prefers a Euclidean signature, rather than a Lorentzian one. For the purely bosonic commutation relations, this choice would not change the structure constants. For the fermionic sector, consider the anticommutator of N = 1 Euclidean supersymmetry generator

{Q, Q^†} =^2_c γ^E_0 H + 2γ^iP_i . (11)

where Q is a two-component Dirac spinor and (γ^E_0 )^2 = 1. Decomposing the Dirac spinor Q into real spinors Q_± via Q = Q_+ + iQ_− gives rise to

{Q_±, Q_±} = γ^iP_i , {Q_+, Q_−} =^i_c γ^E_0 H , (12)

which precisely recover the Carroll superalgebra in the c → 0 limit once Q_− is rescaled as Q_− → Q_−/c. Note that to match the convention of (10), we need to redefine γ^E_0 → iγ_0 since in (10) γ^2_0 = −1 due to its relativistic origin. One may wonder what if we try to obtain the algebra (12) from the N = 2 super-Poincaré algebra. For instance, one can decompose the relativistic supersymmetry generator as Q = Q_1 + iQ_2, followed by defining Q_± as Q_± = (Q_1 ± iγ_0Q_2)/2, giving rise to the same structure of (12). Note that in this case, Q_± are Dirac spinors due to the appearance of the factor i. This is in contrast to the Euclidean case where the Q_± are real spinors. Nonetheless, this is harmless before the ultrarelativistic limit is taken, since Q_± are complex conjugate to each other. However, once the limit is taken, they are no longer conjugate pair and one ends up with two independent Dirac spinors as supersymmetry generators. This appears to be different from the N = 2 structure given in (10), which is realized with Majorana spinors.

The relation between the N = 1 Euclidean and the N = 2 Carroll supersymmetry suggests that we may consider the following real superfield, which is the reformulation of the real superfield of three-dimensional N = 1 Euclidean supersymmetry [57]

Φ = ϕ + θ̄_+λ_1 + θ̄_−λ_2 +^1_2 θ̄_+θ_+F_1 + θ̄_+θ_−F_2

+^1_2 θ̄_−θ_−F_3 + θ̄_+γ_0θ_−F_4 + θ̄_+γ^iθ_−B_i +^1_2 θ̄_+θ_+θ̄_−ψ_1 +^1_2 θ̄_−θ_−θ̄_+ψ_2 +^1_4 θ̄_+θ_+θ̄_−θ_−S . (13)

This is also a superfield of N = 2 Carroll superalgebra since its structure is not deformed due to rescaling the fields and θ_± [50]. Thus, using the operator representation of the supersymmetry generators (9), the transformation rules for this multiplet can be found by using the standard rule

δΦ = [ϵ̄_+Q_+, Φ] + [ϵ̄_−Q_−, Φ] . (14)

The resulting transformation rules are provided in the Supplemental Material, and, as promised, these transformation rules do involve spatial derivatives that is essential for the construction of Carroll supersymmetric models that cannot be treated as a one-dimensional model. This long multiplet can be shortened by imposing the condition D_−Φ = 0 where

D_− = i (_∂ ∂θ̄_− − 1 2 γ_0θ_+∂_t ) , {D_−, Q_±} = 0 , (15)

which corresponds to the following consistent truncation

λ_2 = 0 , F_4 = −^1_2 ϕ̇ , ψ_1 = −^1_2 γ_0λ̇_1 , S = −^1_4 ϕ̈ , ψ_2 = 0 , F_2 = 0 , F_3 = 0 , B_i = 0 . (16)

The components of this scalar multiplet is therefore, given by (ϕ, λ, F ) with the transformation rules δϕ = ϵ̄_+λ , δλ =^1_2 γ^i∂_iϕϵ_+ − γ_0ϕ̇ϵ_− + F ϵ_+ ,

δF =^1_2 ϵ̄_+γ^i∂_iλ − ϵ̄_−γ_0λ̇ . (17)

It is important to note that under the map (5), the scalar multiplet (17) becomes identical to the scalar multiplet of the N = 2 Galilei superalgebra [58]. The scalar multiplet obeys the following composition rule

ϕ_3 = ϕ_1ϕ_2 , λ_3 = ϕ_1λ_2 + ϕ_2λ_1 , F_3 = ϕ_1F_2 + ϕ_2F_1 − λ̄_1λ_2 , (18)

where for each I = 1, 2, 3, (ϕ_I , λ_I , F_I ) forms a scalar multiplet. Since the highest component of a scalar multiplet transforms to total derivative, it can be utilized as a consistent action principle. Hence, we consider

L = ϕF^′ + ϕ^′F − λ̄λ^′ . (19)

as an invariant action. Based on this action, we may construct the simplest dynamical model and the supersymmetric completion of the N = 2 model in (1) given by L = −^1_3 ϕ (¨ ϕ ∂^i∂_iϕ − ∂_iϕ̇∂^iϕ̇ ) , (20)

First, choosing the primed scalar multiplet as (ϕ̈, λ̈, F̈ ), we arrive at the simplest dynamical Lagrangian L = 2F ϕ̈ − λ̄λ̈ . (21) This does not contain the ϕ̇^2 term, which is not allowed by the transformation rules (18). To construct the supersymmetric completion of (20), we first map the highest component of one scalar multiplet to the lowest component of a second one, which is a standard procedure in tensor calculus to form the kinetic multiplet. We then apply the composition rule and obtain the supersymmetric completion of the bosonic model (20)

L = −2F^2ϕ̈ +^1_2 ϕ̇^2∂_i∂^iϕ − 2F ˙λ̄λ̇ − 2ϕ̇ ˙λ̄γ^i∂_iλ , (22)

where we performed various partial integration for simplification, and rescaled the Lagrangian with an overall factor of −4/3. Upon setting F and λ to 0 using their field equations, the model reduces to the purely bosonic one given in (20). We note that both (21) and (22) exhibit a possible fermionic Galileon structure with a shift symmetry λ → λ + ξ where ξ is a constant spinor. Furthermore, their field equations do not exhibit a higher time-derivative structure. The higher-derivative model (22) is also the first example of a Carroll supersymmetric model that includes spatial derivatives. For the reader’s convenience, we give the details of the calculations in the Supplemental Material. To study vacuum solution of (22), we first set F = 0 using its field equation. The equation of motion of ϕ is then given by

∂_iϕ̇∂^iϕ̇ − ϕ̈∂_i∂^iϕ = 0 , (23)

which admits special solutions of the form ϕ = αt + β(x, y) where α is a constant and β(x, y) is an arbitrary function of spatial coordinates. Considering perturbations around this particular vacuum, ϕ = αt + β(x, y) + δϕ, the quadratic action for the perturbation is of the form

δL^{(2)} =^1_2 ∂_i∂^iβδϕ̇^2 + αδϕ̇∂_i∂^iδϕ . (24)

One can easily compute the Hamiltonian and see that it is positive definite when ∂_i∂^iβ > 0. The equation above should allow for more vacuum solutions which we leave for future investigations.

Conclusions and outlook.— In this Letter, we have constructed the first supersymmetric Carroll invariant model with spatial derivatives, belonging to a class of models that we refer to as the Carroll Galileons. To achieve this, we developed two novel techniques that are expected to have broader implications beyond the scope of this work. First, we extend the well-known twodimensional duality between Carroll and Galilei boost algebras to arbitrary dimensions by introducing a spinorbased framework. Utilizing this tool, we uncover differential representations and the commutation relations for three-dimensional N = 2 Carroll superalgebra. We then demonstrated that Carroll superalgebras are related to Euclidean superalgebras rather than Poincaré superalgebra. Using the real multiplet of three-dimensional N = 1 Euclidean supersymmetry, we constructed the corresponding N = 2 Carroll real multiplet, and a scalar multiplet. Finally, using tensor calculus, we established the first supersymmetric Carrollian model with spatial derivatives, representing the supersymmetric completion of the Galileon model given in (20).

An exciting avenue for future work would be to construct the conformal extension of the N = 2 Carroll superalgebra and find its relation to a super-BMS algebra. To our knowledge, such relation only exists for conformal Carroll algebras when supercharges square to the Hamiltonian [52]. Once this is achieved, it would indeed be desirable to understand how this super-BMS arises as an asymptotic symmetry algebra at null infinity, following the analysis of [59].

Finally, it would be interesting to extend our work to build N = 2 Carroll supergravities and study supersymmetric black holes in these theories. We recall that in the relativistic case, supersymmetric localization technique has been utilized to understand the microstates of supersymmetric black holes [60] via holography. It is desirable to extend these works to supersymmetric Carrollian black holes and provide a precise counting of their entropy resolving the puzzle arising from naively taking the c → 0 of the relativistic result [61].

Acknowledgements.— M.O. is supported in part by TUBITAK grant 121F064, the Distinguished Young Scientist Award BAGEP of the Science Academy, and the Outstanding Young Scientist Award of the Turkish Academy of Sciences (TUBA-GEBIP). The work of Y.P. is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) under grant No. 12175164 and the National Key Research and Development Program under grant No. 2022YFE0134300. This work is also partially supported by Peng Huanwu Center for Fundamental Theory, under grant No.12247103.

∗ utku.zorba@iuc.edu.tr † bulunur@itu.edu.tr ‡ kasikcio@itu.edu.tr § ozkanmehm@itu.edu.tr ¶ pangyi1@tju.edu.cn ∗∗ zog@itu.edu.tr [1] J.-M. Lévy-Leblond, “Une nouvelle limite

non-relativiste du groupe de poincarés,” JAnn. l’I. H. P. Phys. Théor. 3 no. 1, (1965) .

[2] N. D. S. Gupta, “On an analogue of the galilei group,” Il Nuovo Cimento A (1965-1970) 44, 512 (1966) .

[3] D. T. Son, “Newton-Cartan Geometry and the Quantum Hall Effect,”

arXiv:1306.0638 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[4] M. Geracie, D. T. Son, C. Wu, and S.-F. Wu, “Spacetime Symmetries of the Quantum Hall Effect,” Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 045030,

arXiv:1407.1252 [cond-mat.mes-hall].

[5] A. Gromov and A. G. Abanov, “Thermal Hall Effect and Geometry with Torsion,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 114 (2015) 016802,

arXiv:1407.2908 [cond-mat.str-el].

[6] D. T. Son, “Toward an AdS/cold atoms correspondence:

A Geometric realization of the Schrodinger symmetry,” Phys. Rev. D 78 (2008) 046003,

arXiv:0804.3972 [hep-th].

[7] K. Balasubramanian and J. McGreevy, “Gravity duals for non-relativistic CFTs,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 101 (2008) 061601,

arXiv:0804.4053 [hep-th].

[8] M. H. Christensen, J. Hartong, N. A. Obers, and B. Rollier, “Torsional Newton-Cartan Geometry and Lifshitz Holography,” Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 061901,

arXiv:1311.4794 [hep-th].

[9] M. H. Christensen, J. Hartong, N. A. Obers, and B. Rollier, “Boundary Stress-Energy Tensor and Newton-Cartan Geometry in Lifshitz Holography,” JHEP 01 (2014) 057, arXiv:1311.6471 [hep-th].

[10] J. Hartong, E. Kiritsis, and N. A. Obers, “Lifshitz space–times for Schrödinger holography,” Phys. Lett. B 746 (2015) 318–324,

arXiv:1409.1519 [hep-th].

[11] C. Duval, G. W. Gibbons, P. A. Horvathy, and P. M.

Zhang, “Carroll versus Newton and Galilei: two dual non-Einsteinian concepts of time,” Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014) 085016,

arXiv:1402.0657 [gr-qc].

[12] C. Duval, G. W. Gibbons, and P. A. Horvathy, “Conformal Carroll groups and BMS symmetry,” Class. Quant. Grav. 31 (2014) 092001,

arXiv:1402.5894 [gr-qc].

[13] C. Duval, G. W. Gibbons, and P. A. Horvathy, “Conformal Carroll groups,” J. Phys. A 47 no. 33, (2014) 335204,

arXiv:1403.4213 [hep-th].

[14] L. Ciambelli, C. Marteau, A. C. Petkou, P. M.

Petropoulos, and K. Siampos, “Flat holography and Carrollian fluids,” JHEP 07 (2018) 165,

arXiv:1802.06809 [hep-th].

[15] J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, E. Have, S. Prohazka, and J. Salzer, “Carrollian and celestial spaces at infinity,” JHEP 09 (2022) 007, arXiv:2112.03319 [hep-th].

[16] Y. Herfray, “Carrollian manifolds and null infinity: a view from Cartan geometry,” Class. Quant. Grav. 39 no. 21, (2022) 215005,

arXiv:2112.09048 [gr-qc].

[17] N. Mittal, P. M. Petropoulos, D. Rivera-Betancour, and M. Vilatte, “Ehlers, Carroll, charges and dual charges,” JHEP 07 (2023) 065, arXiv:2212.14062 [hep-th].

[18] A. Campoleoni, A. Delfante, S. Pekar, P. M.

Petropoulos, D. Rivera-Betancour, and M. Vilatte, “Flat from anti de Sitter,” JHEP 12 (2023) 078,

arXiv:2309.15182 [hep-th].

[19] R. F. Penna, “BMS invariance and the membrane paradigm,” JHEP 03 (2016) 023,

arXiv:1508.06577 [hep-th].

[20] R. F. Penna, “Near-horizon Carroll symmetry and black hole Love numbers,” arXiv:1812.05643 [hep-th].

[21] L. Donnay and C. Marteau, “Carrollian physics at the black hole horizon,” Classical and Quantum Gravity 36 no. 16, (July, 2019) 165002.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1361-6382/ab2fd5.

[22] L. Ciambelli, R. G. Leigh, C. Marteau, and P. M.

Petropoulos, “Carroll Structures, Null Geometry and Conformal Isometries,” Phys. Rev. D 100 no. 4, (2019) 046010, arXiv:1905.02221 [hep-th].

[23] J. Redondo-Yuste and L. Lehner, “Non-linear black hole dynamics and carrollian fluids,” Journal of High Energy Physics 2023 no. 2, (Feb., 2023) .

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2023)240.

[24] L. Freidel and P. Jai-akson, “Carrollian hydrodynamics and symplectic structure on stretched horizons,” JHEP 05 (2024) 135, arXiv:2211.06415 [gr-qc].

[25] F. Gray, D. Kubiznak, T. R. Perche, and

J. Redondo-Yuste, “Carrollian motion in magnetized black hole horizons,” Phys. Rev. D 107 no. 6, (2023) 064009,

arXiv:2211.13695 [gr-qc].

[26] J. Bičák, D. Kubizňák, and T. R. Perche, “Migrating Carrollian particles on magnetized black hole horizons,” Phys. Rev. D 107 no. 10, (2023) 104014,

arXiv:2302.11639 [gr-qc].

[27] L. Bidussi, J. Hartong, E. Have, J. Musaeus, and S. Prohazka, “Fractons, dipole symmetries and curved spacetime,” SciPost Phys. 12 no. 6, (2022) 205,

arXiv:2111.03668 [hep-th].

[28] K. T. Grosvenor, C. Hoyos, F. Peña Benitez, and P. Surówka, “Space-Dependent Symmetries and Fractons,” Front. in Phys. 9 (2022) 792621,

arXiv:2112.00531 [hep-th].

[29] J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, A. Pérez, and S. Prohazka, “Carroll/fracton particles and their correspondence,” Journal of High Energy Physics 2023 no. 6, (June, 2023) .

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2023)207.

[30] J. Figueroa-O’Farrill, A. Pérez, and S. Prohazka, “Quantum Carroll/fracton particles,” JHEP 10 (2023) 041, arXiv:2307.05674 [hep-th].

[31] A. Bagchi, A. Banerjee, R. Basu, M. Islam, and S. Mondal, “Magic fermions: Carroll and flat bands,” JHEP 03 (2023) 227, arXiv:2211.11640 [hep-th].

[32] L. Marsot, P. M. Zhang, M. Chernodub, and P. A.

Horvathy, “Hall effects in Carroll dynamics,” Phys. Rept. 1028 (2023) 1–60,

arXiv:2212.02360 [hep-th].

[33] J. de Boer, J. Hartong, N. A. Obers, W. Sybesma, and S. Vandoren, “Perfect Fluids,” SciPost Phys. 5 no. 1, (2018) 003,

arXiv:1710.04708 [hep-th].

[34] L. Ciambelli, C. Marteau, A. C. Petkou, P. M.

Petropoulos, and K. Siampos, “Covariant Galilean versus Carrollian hydrodynamics from relativistic fluids,” Class. Quant. Grav. 35 no. 16, (2018) 165001,

arXiv:1802.05286 [hep-th].

[35] A. Campoleoni, L. Ciambelli, C. Marteau, P. M.

Petropoulos, and K. Siampos, “Two-dimensional fluids and their holographic duals,” Nucl. Phys. B 946 (2019) 114692,

arXiv:1812.04019 [hep-th].

[36] A. C. Petkou, P. M. Petropoulos, D. R. Betancour, and K. Siampos, “Relativistic fluids, hydrodynamic frames and their Galilean versus Carrollian avatars,” JHEP 09 (2022) 162, arXiv:2205.09142 [hep-th].

[37] L. Freidel and P. Jai-akson, “Carrollian hydrodynamics from symmetries,” Class. Quant. Grav. 40 no. 5, (2023) 055009,

arXiv:2209.03328 [hep-th].

[38] A. Bagchi, K. S. Kolekar, and A. Shukla, “Carrollian Origins of Bjorken Flow,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 130 no. 24, (2023) 241601, arXiv:2302.03053 [hep-th].

[39] J. de Boer, J. Hartong, N. A. Obers, W. Sybesma, and S. Vandoren, “Carroll Symmetry, Dark Energy and Inflation,” Front. in Phys. 10 (2022) 810405,

arXiv:2110.02319 [hep-th].

[40] B. Avila, J. Gamboa, R. B. MacKenzie, F. Mendez, and M. B. Paranjape, “Quintessence and the Higgs portal in the Carroll limit,” Phys. Lett. B 855 (2024) 138819,

arXiv:2312.17393 [hep-th].

[41] A.-M. Raclariu, “Lectures on Celestial Holography,”

arXiv:2107.02075 [hep-th].

[42] S. Pasterski, “Lectures on celestial amplitudes,” Eur. Phys. J. C 81 no. 12, (2021) 1062,

arXiv:2108.04801 [hep-th].

[43] B. Chen, R. Liu, and Y.-f. Zheng, “On

higher-dimensional Carrollian and Galilean conformal field theories,” SciPost Phys. 14 no. 5, (2023) 088,

arXiv:2112.10514 [hep-th].

[44] L. Donnay, A. Fiorucci, Y. Herfray, and R. Ruzziconi, “Carrollian Perspective on Celestial Holography,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 129 no. 7, (2022) 071602,

arXiv:2202.04702 [hep-th].

[45] A. Bagchi, S. Banerjee, R. Basu, and S. Dutta, “Scattering Amplitudes: Celestial and Carrollian,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 128 no. 24, (2022) 241601,

arXiv:2202.08438 [hep-th].

[46] L. Donnay, A. Fiorucci, Y. Herfray, and R. Ruzziconi, “Bridging Carrollian and celestial holography,” Phys. Rev. D 107 no. 12, (2023) 126027,

arXiv:2212.12553 [hep-th].

[47] B. Chen and Z. Hu, “Bulk reconstruction in flat holography,” JHEP 03 (2024) 064,

arXiv:2312.13574 [hep-th].

[48] J. de Boer, J. Hartong, N. A. Obers, W. Sybesma, and S. Vandoren, “Carroll stories,” JHEP 09 (2023) 148,

arXiv:2307.06827 [hep-th].

[49] K. Banerjee, R. Basu, B. Krishnan, S. Maulik, A. Mehra, and A. Ray, “One-loop quantum effects in Carroll scalars,” Phys. Rev. D 108 no. 8, (2023) 085022,

arXiv:2307.03901 [hep-th].

[50] O. Kasikci, M. Ozkan, Y. Pang, and U. Zorba, “Carrollian supersymmetry and SYK-like models,” Phys. Rev. D 110 no. 2, (2024) L021702,

arXiv:2311.00039 [hep-th].

[51] P. Tadros and I. Kolář, “Intrinsically-defined higher-derivative Carrollian scalar field theories without Ostrogradsky instability,”

arXiv:2409.03648 [hep-th].

[52] A. Bagchi, D. Grumiller, and P. Nandi, “Carrollian superconformal theories and super BMS,” JHEP 05 (2022) 044, arXiv:2202.01172 [hep-th].

[53] J. Gomis, K. Kamimura, and P. K. Townsend, “Non-relativistic superbranes,” JHEP 11 (2004) 051,

arXiv:hep-th/0409219.

[54] E. Bergshoeff, J. Gomis, and L. Parra, “The Symmetries of the Carroll Superparticle,” J. Phys. A 49 no. 18, (2016) 185402,

arXiv:1503.06083 [hep-th].

[55] E. A. Bergshoeff, J. Gomis, and A. Kleinschmidt, “Non-Lorentzian theories with and without constraints,” JHEP 01 (2023) 167,

arXiv:2210.14848 [hep-th].

[56] L. Ravera and U. Zorba, “Carrollian and non-relativistic Jackiw–Teitelboim supergravity,” Eur. Phys. J. C 83 no. 2, (2023) 107,

arXiv:2204.09643 [hep-th].

[57] D. G. C. McKeon and T. N. Sherry, “Supersymmetry in three-dimensions,” arXiv:hep-th/0108074.

[58] E. Bergshoeff, J. Rosseel, and T. Zojer,

“Newton-Cartan supergravity with torsion and Schrödinger supergravity,” JHEP 11 (2015) 180,

arXiv:1509.04527 [hep-th].

[59] I. Lodato and W. Merbis, “Super-BMS3 algebras from N = 2 flat supergravities,” JHEP 11 (2016) 150,

arXiv:1610.07506 [hep-th].

[60] F. Benini, K. Hristov, and A. Zaffaroni, “Black hole microstates in AdS4 from supersymmetric localization,” JHEP 05 (2016) 054, arXiv:1511.04085 [hep-th].

[61] F. Ecker, D. Grumiller, J. Hartong, A. Pérez, S. Prohazka, and R. Troncoso, “Carroll black holes,” SciPost Phys. 15 no. 6, (2023) 245,

arXiv:2308.10947 [hep-th].

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL (APPENDICES)

In the Supplemental Material to our letter, we present the full supersymmetry transformation rules for the three-dimensional N = 2 real multiplet, using the operator representations of Q_±. We also provide the tensor calculus that is utilized for the construction of an action principle for N = 2 Carroll supersymmetric interacting scalar field theory that involves both the spatial and the time derivatives.

Transformation Rules for the Real Multiplet

The supersymmetry transformation rules for the real multiplet are given by

δϕ =ϵ̄_+λ_1 + ϵ̄_−λ_2 , δλ_1 =^1_2 γ^i∂_iϕϵ_+ + F_1ϵ_+ −^1_2 γ_0ϕ̇ϵ_− + F_2ϵ_− + γ_0F_4ϵ_− + γ^iB_iϵ_− , δλ_2 = −^1_2 γ_0ϕ̇ϵ_+ + F_2ϵ_+ − γ_0F_4ϵ_+ − γ^iB_iϵ_+ + F_3ϵ_− , δF_1 =^1_2 ϵ̄_+γ^i∂_iλ_1 + ϵ̄_−ψ_1 −^1_2 ϵ̄_−γ_0λ̇_1 , δF_2 = −^1_4 ϵ̄_+γ_0λ̇_1 +^1_4 ϵ̄_+γ^i∂_iλ_2 −^1_2 ϵ̄_+ψ_1 − 1 4 ϵ_−γ_0λ̇_2 − 1 2 ϵ_−ψ_2 , δF_3 = −^1_2 ϵ̄_+γ_0λ̇_2 + ϵ̄_+ψ_2 , δF_4 = −^1_4 ϵ̄_+λ̇_1 +^1_4 ϵ̄_+γ^{0i}∂_iλ_2 −^1_2 ϵ̄_+γ_0ψ_1 + 1 4 ϵ̄_−λ̇_2 + 1 2 ϵ̄_−γ_0ψ_2 , δB_i =^1_4 ϵ̄_+γ_{i0}λ̇_1 −^1_4 ϵ̄_+∂_iλ_2 +^1_4 ϵ̄_+γ^j_i ∂_j λ_2 +^1_2 ϵ̄_+γ_iψ_1 − 1 4 ϵ̄_−γ_{i0}λ̇_2 − 1 2 ϵ̄_−γ_iψ_2 , δψ_1 = −^1_2 γ_0Ḟ_1ϵ_+ −^1_2 γ^i∂_iF_2ϵ_+ +^1_2 γ^{i0}∂_iF_4ϵ_+ +^1_2 ∂^iB_iϵ_+ −^1_2 γ^{ij} ∂_iB_j ϵ_+ +^1_2 γ_0Ḟ_2ϵ_− +^1_2 Ḟ_4ϵ_− +^1_2 γ^{i0}Ḃ_iϵ_− + Sϵ_− , δψ_2 =^1_2 γ_0Ḟ_2ϵ_+ +^1_2 γ^i∂_iF_3ϵ_+ −^1_2 Ḟ_4ϵ_+ +^1_2 γ^{0i}Ḃ_iϵ_+

+ Sϵ_+ −^1_2 γ_0Ḟ_3ϵ_− , δS = −^1_2 ϵ̄_+γ_0ψ̇_1 +^1_2 ϵ̄_+γ^i∂_iψ_2 −^1_2 ϵ̄_−γ_0ψ̇_2 . (25)

Tensor Calculus for the Construction of a N = 2 Carroll Supersymmetric Scalar Field Theory

Based on the supersymmetry transformation rules, is possible to write the components of the primed scalar multiplet in terms of (ϕ, λ, F ) as

ϕ^′ = F ϕ̈ +^1_2 ˙λ̄λ̇ , λ^′ = F λ̈ + Ḟ λ̇ +^1_2 ϕ̈γ^i∂_iλ −^1_2 γ^i∂_iϕ̇λ̇ , F^′ = F F̈ + Ḟ^2 +^1_4 ϕ̈∂^i∂_iϕ −^1_4 ∂_iϕ̇∂^iϕ̇ −^1_2 ¨λ̄γ^i∂_iλ −^1_2 ˙λ̄γ^i∂_iλ̇ . (26) Here the lowest component was chosen in this particular way to achieve the Q_−-invariance, and the remaining composite expressions are obtained by employing the supersymmetry transformation rules on both sides of the equation. Then, using the composite scalar multiplet (26), along with the invariant action formulae L = ϕF^′ + ϕ^′F − λ̄λ^′ . (27) the N = 2 Carroll supersymmetric scalar field theory with spatial derivatives is given by

L = ϕF F̈ + ϕḞ^2 +^1_4 ϕϕ̈∂^i∂_iϕ −^1_4 ϕ∂_iϕ̇∂^iϕ̇ + F^2ϕ̈ −^1_2 ϕ¨λ̄γ^i∂_iλ −^1_2 ϕ ˙λ̄γ^i∂_iλ̇ +^1_2 F ˙λ̄λ̇ − F λ̄λ̈ −Ḟ λ̄λ̇ −^1_2 ϕ̈λ̄γ^i∂_iλ +^1_2 λ̄γ^i∂_iϕ̇λ̇ . (28) Performing a sequence of partial integrations, along with a rescaling of the Lagrangian with an overall factor of −4/3, the Lagrangian simplifies as follows

L = −2F^2ϕ̈ +^1_2 ϕ̇^2∂_i∂^iϕ − 2F ˙λ̄λ̇ − 2ϕ̇ ˙λ̄γ^i∂_iλ . (29) This action represents the supersymmetric completion of the Carroll Galileon model L ∼ ϕ(ϕ̈ ∂^i∂_iϕ − ∂_iϕ̇∂^iϕ̇).