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Abstract We perform canonical analysis of non-relativistic
particle in Newton—Cartan Background. Then we extend this
analysis to the case of non-relativistic superparticle in the
same background. We determine constraints structure of this
theory and find generator of x-symmetry.

1 Introduction and summary

Holography is very useful for the analysis of properties of
strongly coupled quantum field theories. Recently these ideas
were extended to non-relativistic theories since today it is
well known that non-relativistic holography is very useful
tool for the study of strongly correlated systems in condensed
matter, for recent review see [1]. Non-relativistic symme-
tries also have fundamental meaning in the recent proposal
of renormalizable quantum theory of gravity known today
as Horava-Lifshitz gravity [2], for recent review and exten-
sive list of references, see [3]. There is also an interesting
connection between Hofava—Lifshitz gravity and Newton—
Cartan gravity [4,5]. Newton—Cartan gravity is covariant and
geometric reformulation of Newton gravity that is now very
intensively studied, see for example [6-13].1

Concept of non-relativistic physics also emerged in string
theory when strings and branes were analyzed at special
backgrounds. At these special points of string moduli spaces
non-relativistic symmetries emerge in natural way [14,15]
. These actions were obtained by non-relativistic “stringy”’
limit where time direction and one spatial direction along the
string are large. The stringy limit of superstring in Ad S5 x §°
was also formulated in [19] and it was argued here that it pro-
vides another soluble sector of AdS/CFT correspondence, for
related work, see [24,25]. Non-relativistic limit was further

I See also [34-38].
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extended to the case of higher dimensional objects in string
theory, as for example p-branes [20-23].2

It is important to stress that these constructions of non-
relativistic objects are based on manifest separation of direc-
tions along which the non-relativistic limit is taken and direc-
tions that are transverse to them. The first step for the more
covariant formulation which corresponds to the particle in
Newton—Cartan background was performed in [30] and fur-
ther elaborated in [10]. The structure of this action is very
interesting and certainly deserves further study. In particular,
it would be very useful to find Hamiltonian for this particle.
Our goal in the first part of this article is to find the Hamil-
tonian formulation of the particle in Newton—Cartan and in
Newton—Cartan—Hooke background. It turns out that this is
non-trivial task even in the bosonic case due to the compli-
cated structure of the action. On the other hand when we
determine Hamiltonian constraint we find that the canonical
structure of this theory is trivial due to the fact that there
is only one scalar first class constraint. A more interesting
situation occurs when we consider supersymmetric general-
ization of the non-relativistic particle. As the first case we
study Galilean superparticle whose action was proposed in
[30]. We find its Hamiltonian form and identify primary con-
straints. We show that fermionic constraints are the second
class constraints that can be solved for the momenta conju-
gate to fermionic variables when we also obtain non-trivial
Dirac brackets between fermionic variables. Next we con-
sider more interesting case corresponding to the k -symmetric
non-relativistic particle action [30]. We again determine all
primary constraints. Then the requirement of the preserva-
tion of the fermionic primary constraints determines corre-
sponding Lagrange multipliers. In fact we find a linear com-
bination of the fermionic constraints that is the first class
constraint and that can be interpreted as the generator of the
k-symmetry. Since it is the first class constraint it can be

2 For recent works, see [16—18,27-29].
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fixed by imposing one of the fermionic variables to be equal
to zero and we return to the previous case.

Finally we perform Hamiltonian analysis of superparti-
cle in Newton—Cartan background. This action was found
in [10] up to terms quadratic in fermions. We again deter-
mine Hamiltonian constraint which however has much more
complicated form due to the presence of fermions . We also
determine two sets of primary fermionic constraints. As the
next step we study the requirement of the preservation of
these constraints during the time evolution of the system. It
turns out that this is rather non-trivial and complicated task
in the full generality and hence we restrict ourselves to the
simpler case of the background with the flat spatial sections.
In this case we show that the Hamiltonian constraint is the
first class constraint with vanishing Poisson brackets with
fermionic constraints. We also identify linear combination
of the fermionic constraints which is the first class constraint
and that can be interpreted as the generator of x-symmetry.

The extension of this paper is obvious. It would be very
interesting to analyze constraint structure of superparticle in
Newton—Cartan background in the full generality. Explicitly,
we should analyze the time evolutions of all constraints and
determine conditions on the background fields with analogy
with the case of relativistic superparticle as was studied in
[33]. We hope to return to this problem in future.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In the next
Sect. 2 we perform Hamiltonian analysis of particle in
Newton—Cartan background. Then in Sect. 3 we generalize
this analysis to the case of particle in Newton—Cartan—Hooke
background. In Sect. 4 we perform Hamiltonian analysis of
Galilean superparticle. Finally in Sect. 5 we analyze non-
relativistic superparticle in Cartan—Newton background.

2 Hamiltonian of Newton—Cartan particle

By Newton—Cartan particle we mean a particle that moves in
Newton—Cartan background with an action invariant under
general coordinate transformations. In order to describe
Newton—Cartan background we need a temporal vielbein 7,
andspatlalwelbeme ,u=0,....,d—1l,a=1,...,d—1.
We alsoneed a central charge gauge field m . Then the action
for particle in Newton—Cartan background has the form [10]

x“e b8 b
:_/ [ “ —2mﬂxﬂ] 1
XPT,

where X is a parameter that labels the world-line of the par-

; e — dxlt
ticle and x* = T

From (1) we derive following conjugate momenta

m )'cpep“)'c”evbSub
—mm, — —TTM. (2)
2 (xPtp)
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Using (2) it is easy to see that the bare Hamiltonian is equal
to zero

Hp = puit —L =0 A3)

as we could expect since the action (1) is manifestly invariant
under world-line reparameterization

N=X0), O =x*QR). 4)

The fact that the theory is invariant under world-line dif-
feomorphism suggests that there should exist corresponding
Hamiltonian constraint. In order to find it we use following
relations

t“elf =0 5)

Mo —
i, =1,
in (2) and we obtain

mxtediveSqp
2 (xPtp)?

Sabevb)'cv

TM(P/L + mmﬂ) = -

3

(6)

e’ (py+mmy) =m —s
P

If we combine these results together we obtain following
primary constraint

Hy = el (py +mmy)e’,(py + mm,)8%

+2mtH*(py +mm,) =~ 0 @)
which is desired result. Then extended Hamiltonian has the
form

Hr = MMy, ®)

where A* is a Lagrange multiplier corresponding to the first
class constraint ;. The equations of motion for x*, p, have
the form

X = {x*, Hr} =202 (0" (py + mm,) + mth),

Pu = {pu Hr} = =2 (8.7 (pp + mmy) (pg + mmy)
+2md,mph?’ (ps + mmg)
+ 2md, TP (p, + mm,) + 2m21paump> , 9)
where
R = el e 5P (10

As the next step we would like to present an alternative
way how to derive an action for Newton—Cartan particle. We
start with an action for relativistic massive particle in general
background that couples to external gauge field M,

S = —M/dk (\/—UABEMAEUBxxLx'v - M,p’c”) Can
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where E MA is vielbein where A = 0, ...,d — 1 and where

exists inverse vielbein E MA defined as
A A A
EME', =63, EMEY =56 (12)

Now we find corresponding canonical form of the action (11).
To do this we derive conjugate momenta from (11)

nABEMAEquv

\/—nABEMAEUBic#icV

Py = + MM, (13)

that implies following primary constraint

H), = (Pu - MMM)EIEW
x(py — MM,) + M? ~ 0. (14)

CA v
EA

Now we are ready to find Hamiltonian constraint for Newton—
Cartan particle using following form of the vielbein £ MA that
was introduced in [10]

1
E/LO Zwrlt+%ml“ Elf :e"ua, (15)
wherea = 1, ...,d — 1 and where w is a free parameter and

we take w — o0 in the end. An inverse vielbein to (15) has
the form

1
El=el + 0™, EYf= ;t“ + 0™, (16)

where e, T are defined as [10]

et —Sb,

—8ﬁ — 1,7 (17)

o b
L u thy, =1, the! =r1,el, =0,
el e
€apu
Note that (16) contain term linear in % In principle it contains
infinite number of terms of corrections % that will give van-
ishing contributions in the limit @ — oo. Finally the gauge
field has the form [10]

1
M, = vty — —my. (18)
)

Inserting (16) together with (18) into (14) and rescaling M
as M = wm we obtain

1
Hy = _El’ufﬂpvf‘) + pﬂe’fléabe”bpv + 2mp,
2
+2mp,h"*m, — Emp,ﬁ“t”mv
2
m

—mPe? + 2m2mﬂr“ — a)—(m,ﬂf“)2

89 e’ mp + m*w* ~ 0 (19)

2 Iz
+m mye’,

that in the limit w — oo simplifies considerably

H;, = 2m(Pu‘}'mmu)fu‘i'(lm"i'mmu)hﬂv(Pv+mmv) ~ 0.
(20)

We see that the Hamiltonian constraint (20) coincides with
the constraint (7). Using (20) we find the canonical form of
the Newton—Cartan particle action

= /d)»(pu)'c“ —vV"H,). 1)

Itis instructive to find corresponding Lagrangian. Using (20)
we obtain

¥t = {xu', HT} = ZU)L (mt" + I’llw(pv + mmu)) (22)

so that

L=pux"—Hr = v)‘(pu—i-mmu)h/“(pv—i—mm,,)—mmu)'c“.
(23)

Of course, this is not final form of the Lagrangian since it has
to be function of x* and x* instead of p*. In order to find

this form we multiply (22) with 7, and use (17) so that we

can express U)L as

1
v = > L (24)

Further, if we multiply (22) with 4, we obtain

1 Y A A P
Ehwx =v"(py +mmy) — v 1,7 (pp +mmy) (25)

Inserting this result into (23) and using again (17) together
with (24) we finally obtain

L=—""2" _ um,i" (26)

that coincides with the Lagrangian defined in (1).

3 The Newton—Cartan—-Hooke particle

In this section we perform Hamiltonian analysis of the
Newton—Cartan—Hooke particle which is cosmological exten-
sion of the Newton—Cartan particle whose action was derived
in [30]

m | x*e%xVe bBb
5= /d)LE ST AL G
X 'L'p

xtexVe by
— i . ] 27)
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where the Ad S radius R? is related to the cosmological con-
stant A, A < 0 as R> = —%. From (27) we find conjugate
momenta

e a)'Cvevb(Sab m xPe axvevbaab

1 P
Pu = 5 5 Tu
X1, 2 (kP1,)?
— mmy — st xPefxe s (28)
mmy — sy Tuxeyx" e Sup.

Following analysis performed in previous section we deter-
mine various projectors of the combination p,, + mm/,

™™(py +mm,) = _@w

2 (7,2
—zmﬁxpep”x”evb&,b,
)'c”eUbSba

et (py+mmy) =m (29)

xPt,

If we combine these two relations we obtain following pri-
mary Hamiltonian constraint for the Newton—Cartan—Hooke
particle

Hy = 2mt*(py + mmy) + (py + mm, )h*’ (py, + mm,)

m2
gt 0. (30)

4 Supersymmetric generalization

In this section we proceed to the Hamiltonian analysis of
non-relativistic superparticles whose actions were derived in
[30] and in [10]. We begin with the simplest case which is
Galilean Superparticle. We restrict ourselves to the case of
three dimensions as in [30].

4.1 The Galilean superparticle

The action for Galilean Superparticle has the form?

-i . B X
S = /dk% [)% —9_y09_i| . (32)

3 Note that we use Majorana representation where all gamma matri-
ces are real y* = (ion, 01, 03), or explicitly y° = (_01 (])> vl =
<(1) (1)) Ly = <(l) _01) that obey the standard relation y“y? +
yPy® = 2p1, n® = diag(—1,1,1),I = (é ?) Then we presume

that 6_ is real Majorana spinor so that

0. =6Ty0. 31)

@ Springer

From (32) we determine corresponding conjugate momenta

m x'X;

JL X . JL
Pi=ga=mp =l p=gr =g
_tL om -

Py = 207 3(9—7/ o = 1,2, (33)

where 3% means left-derivative. As usually we find that the
bare Hamiltonian is zero

Hp =% pi+ip +6%p; —L =0 (34)
while the theory possesses three primary constraints

- _ m - _ m
goz =Py — 5(9—7/0)0( =Py T+ _955,‘}0( ~ 0,

2
Hy = pip' + 2mp, ~ 0. (35)

It is important to stress that p, and 6F are Grassmann odd
variable with the graded Poisson brackets

{0, o5} = {pj.0n} =t (36)
Then it easy to find following non-zero Poisson bracket
{627 | = mbep. (37)

In other words G, are second class constraints. As a result
we can eliminate all conjugate momenta p, with the help of
G, = 0. Then of course we have to replace Poisson brackets
between 0, 9{3 with corresponding Dirac brackets

[oo.02) ={em. 62} ~{o=. g, ) |

1
x=—57 G5 0F ) = — g0, (38)
m m
4.2 k-symmetric Galilean superparticle

It is well known that the relativistic superparticle is invari-
ant under additional fermionic symmetry called x-symmetry
[31,32]. In case of strings and branes an existence of k-
symmetry is necessary for the correct counting of degrees
of freedom. In the non-relativistic case it is known from the
work [20] that the k-symmetry is just a Stiickelberg symme-
try that acts as a shift on one of the fermionic coordinates, see
also [30]. Then this symmetry can be easily fixed by setting
this fermionic coordinate to be equal to zero. It is instructive
to see how it works in the canonical description so that we
now perform Hamiltonian analysis of k-symmetric version
of the flat Galilean superparticle action that depends on an
additional fermionic coordinate 6. The action has the form
[30]

S = /dxf [M - é_yoé_i| : (39)
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where the line elements 79, 7/ are defined as

R 1- ..
9_]/’94_ + ZQ_A,_]/IQ_.
(40)

FNg-

R . : :
7TO=[+ZQ+)/09+, ﬂlz)'Cl—i-

Now we proceed to the canonical formulation of this theory.
From (39) we obtain

JL T oL m ;7!
| = — =m—:, = = "5
= = g0 PrT 2 (792
ot om - om = 0
Pa = 89f - _Z(Q-H/ )aﬁ +(9—V )a,
aLL m - 7l mat o .
0,0, — L — T (v, 41
P 391 3 ( +VY )Ot (7{0)2 4 7T0( Y )Ot ( )

Last two equations imply two sets of primary constraints
_ _ 1 m -
G =pa +3@syapi = SOy ~0,
1 - 1 - .
G = pd + 70wy Mapi+ 70—y api ~ 0 42)
with following non-zero Poisson brackets
1

{0295} =msup. {05.65} = 30 Dappr

(65,65} = —30wni

(43)

Finally the theory possesses the Hamiltonian constraint in
the form

Hy. = 2mp; + pip' =0 (44)
that is clearly first class constraint
{H3, G5} = (M2, G5} =0, (45)

Again the bare Hamiltonian is equal to zero so that the
extended Hamiltonian with the primary constraints included
has the form

Hr = Mo 4+ 246 +22G, (46)

where A*, A%, A% are corresponding Lagrange multipliers.
Now we have to check consistency of all constraints. H; ~
0 is clearly preserved and it is the generator of world-line
reparameterization. In case of the fermionic constraints we
obtain
d
di

d 51
ﬁg;_ = {g;, HT} = _)\+§3aﬂpt

_ _ 1 .
Go = {ga ’ HT} = z)‘i(yoyl)aﬂpi +A€8aﬁm =0,

1 .
+x‘i§<y°yl)a,sp,- =0. (47)

From the last equation we obtain
1 .
2= ;Wﬂ(y(’y’)ﬂyﬁpi. (48)

Inserting this result to the first Eq. (47) we find that it is
obeyed since it is proportional to

(pip" +2mp;) = Hy ~ 0 (49)

so that A” is not specified and it is a free parameter. Then
it is natural to introduce following linear combination of the
fermionic constraints

. 1
Ty = g;ayﬂwoy')ﬂap— +G,. (50)

t

Then it is easy to see that
- 1 ;
{E“’ 9 } = 2—pt(PiP’ + 2mp;)dap ~ 0,
[za.05}=0 (s1)

which implies that {Ea, Eﬂ} ~ 0 and hence X, ~ 0 is
the first class constraint while G, = 0 is the second class
constraint. Let us then calculate the Poisson brackets between
all canonical variables and X,

{za,ef}=(y°y'>5p—’, {Ea,ef}=65
t

[Zav] =~ Oy aps — 30y
4p, ]
1 - . pj
{Sa, t} = Z(ewf)ap—’. (52)
t

With analogy with the Lagrangian description we would like
to define «-transformation that acts on the 6, as a shift. For
that reason we define « -transformation in the following way

Pj i
85X = ﬁ(m/’yo)“ {Zo, X} = k{04, X}. (53)

Then using (52) we easily find

Pi

BbT =k, 6% = 2L (ky Y ),
. 1 . ; - 1

Sexi = ~ieyio. — Pliyiyio, st =—-kb,  (54)
4 8m 4

that are correct k-symmetry transformations. Fixing the «-
symmetry can be done by imposing the gauge fixing condi-
tion

Q¥ =0% =0 (55)
so that
[Oq, QF) = of (56)

@ Springer
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and hence we see that they are second class constraints that
can be explicitly solved for 6¢ and ps. Further, the con-
straints G, ~ 0 are two second class constraints that can be
solved for p, exactly in the same way as in previous section.

5 Non-relativistic superparticle in Newton—Cartan
background

In this section we perform Hamiltonian analysis of the non-
relativistic superparticle in Cartan—Newton background. The
action for this particle was derived in [10] and it has the form

b
) _
- —/dk [ L2 (my 0y )
~ o 1., .-
—0_y°DO_ — gx“wﬂ 01 y.0- |, (57)

where we have following supersymmetric line elements
A0 . L 1 —~ 0 1 = 0A
=Xt — §9+)’ Vst +ZO+J/ Do,

7o —x“( R R )
n > ut

1- |
+20+7° Do_ + 46~y Dby

1~ .
—|—§0+y"yb00+x“a)lf, (58)

where D is covariant derivative with respect to spatial rota-
tion

A . 1
DO_ =0 — it yapt_. (59)

Finally it is understood that we are interested in terms up to
second order in fermions in 797, It is important to stress
that spin connections a)ﬂ , wi” depend on e, t, m, . The
explicit form of this dependence can be found in [10].

Now we can proceed to the Hamiltonian formalism. First
of all we rewrite the line elements 7% and 7° as

1- . 1- .
ﬁ,a = )E’ule =+ 19+ya9_ —+ ZG_ya9+,

1- .
70 ="V, + 29+y06’+, (60)
where

1. 1
M;f = e;f - §9+V“W— - EQ—V“WH

1 -
__6+Vawlfdycd97

16
1 1-
——0_y' 0, yeaby + 201y vrobio)
16 8
1- 1 -
Vi =1 = 507 Vs — —017%0, varbs. 61)

2 16

@ Springer

To proceed further we now presume an existence of the
inverse matrix M", to M,¢ that obeys the relation

M M@ = 5. (62)

In fact, since we are interested in terms up to second order
in fermions we derive this matrix as follows. Let us denote
original matrix and its inverse as

M/ =e;/+ V], M’Z:e’f}—i—W’Z. (63)
Then the condition M’ZMIf = &7 implies

MY M =elel + e Vi +Whed + 00" =5  (64)
so that we obtain the condition

W’Ze,f = —e’ZVﬂa. (65)

In order to determine W/ we multiply the last equation with
e", and we obtain

W’Z(SZ -t = —e’ZVlfe"a (66)
that has solution
WH = —e"V /e, (67)

since ¢’,7, = 0. Using this notation we determine corre-
sponding conjugate momenta

M,f5ab7ATh m A8,
Pp=m 70 2 (7.[0)2 H
m - m
—mmy + §9 y a) ya,,e_ — Za) 90, vab_,
_akL m - 70 m B
Pa = aéﬁ = _Z(9+V )aabaﬁ - 59_8/311,
olL m - Sapt? m ARS8,y
+ a a a
= N = —— 9_ - 9 .
pa 89_‘:[_ 4( J/ )0! j%o 8 ( 0)2 ( + )0{

(68)

To proceed further we have to introduce vector T# that obeys
the condition

T'M ¢ = 0. (69)

With analogy with the pure bosonic case we presume that it
has the form

TH = i + WH, (70)

where W# is quadratic in fermions. Then the condition (69)
implies

VI = —Whe (71)
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that can be again solved as
WH = —t"V et (72)
Finally note that generally
TV, # 1. (73)

With the help of the knowledge of T#, M/, we can proceed
to the derivation of corresponding Hamiltonian constraint.
Using T/ and M we find

~a "ba 1
ﬁ?‘[ iT ab _ TMHM,
2 (79)2 TEV,,
Sap? m ARS8y,
M, = m= - BRI, (74)

where we defined I, as
mo, - m -
HM = ppu + mm, + Za)lfﬁ_ya@_ — g@_yoa);byabe_.
(75)

Inserting the first equation in (74) into the second one we
obtain

T SubTT
<Ml§, - TV, M/;Vp) I, = ;71“7T—O
(76)
so that we obtain following Hamiltonian constraint
Hy = (M4 TV, — TEMA,V,) 11,87 (MY, TV,
- T'M°V,) I, + 2TV, TVI1, ~ 0. (77)

Further, using (74) in the second and third equation in (68)
we also find fermionic primary constraints

_ . m 1 -
got =Py + 5958,301 + Z(9+Va)a
TH
X (MIZ — ™V, M%Vp) I, ~0,

+ + 1 - a " T 14
ga = Pq +Z(9—V o | MY, M-V, |1,

Y, ¢
L= o0 mu
5 Oy )T, ~ 0. (78)

As the next step we should analyze the requirement of the
preservation of all constraints during the time evolution of
the system. It is a difficult task in the full generality due to
the complicated form of these constraints. For that reason
we restrict ourselves to the special case when some of the
background fields vanish

Vu-= Vs =0, =0 =0 (79)

when we have
le :e,f,VM:tM. (80)

Then all constraints simplify considerably

Hy = (pp +mm)h"’ (p, + mm.,)

+2mt*(py +mmy) =0,

_ _ m 1 -
Gy = Pa + Eefaﬂa t+ 5@y ae(py + mmy) 20,
1 -
Gy = pa + 2O Dael (Pt mmy)
L= o0 ~
+Z(9+y JaTH(py +mmy) = 0. (81)

Now we have to calculate Poisson brackets between all con-
straints. We start with the following one

1 -
{g(;, Hx} = Z(9+)/a)a((3p€’ﬁ, + 0,e%)hP? — e, 0,h"7)
X(py +mmy)(ps +mmg)
m -
—i—E(0+ya)"‘(ape/flrp—e’;Bpr“)(pu+mmu).
(82)

It is important to stress that the fact that we restrict to the

b _ _ . . . .
case w,” = w;' = 0 implies, since they depend on spatial

derivatives of elf, H, that we should impose the condition
thate ;', m,,, T do not depend on x** as well. Then the equa-
tion given above implies that {g; , 'H;L} = 0. In the same
way we find that

{Ga . Ha} =0 (83)
and also
- 1
{ga’gﬂ} = mdap, {gtj’gg} Z_ESOUSTM(pM""mmM)v
— + 1 0,,a N
{0295} = 307 Dapet(py + mm,). (84)
Finally we have to determine the time evolution of these con-

straints when we take into account that the total Hamiltonian
is the sum of all primary constraints

Hr = MM + 212Gy + 294G (85)

'H,. is preserved automatically while the time evolution of
G, GY is governed by following equations

. - 1

Go = {Ga - Hr} = 250 v ) gy (pu + mmyy)
—i—m)»éSlga =0,

. - 1

Go =1 Hr} = 322"y Dapel (pyu + mmy)

1
—Ex'j(saﬁr“(pu +mm,) = 0. (86)

@ Springer
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From the last equation we express Ai as

1

TH(py + mmy)
(87)

W= 87 (0,528 e (p 4+ mm,)

and inserting back to the first equation we obtain

g(; = ((pu + mmu,)hlw(pv + mmy)
+2mt (p + mm )P 80 = HuxP 8pe ~ 0 (88)

and we see that this equation is obeyed for all 2 on the con-
straint surface H; = 0. This fact again implies an existence
of the first class constraint in the form

Za = Go T (pptmm ) +G5 87 (o Oy ) yaely (ptmm,,)
(89)
that has following Poisson brackets with canonical variables
[Ze, x"} = —41—‘(5+V“)ae‘;t”(pu + mm,)
+‘1—1T“(9_+Vb)aev;,(19v + mm,)
—%(e_y“yb>ae*;e”b<pu +mm,),
[z 0L} = 07 aud el (py + mm,o),
{za,ef} = 8T (py + mm,y). (90)
Now we define « variation as

1
- 2mtH(py +mmy)

6 X =

oD

Then with the help of (90) we obtain following transforma-
tion rules
31(91 =«k% 802 = —('?)/a)ae’fl(l’u + I’I’lm“),

S xt

1 1
%(KV“V}’@)e”a(pu + mm,)e;, — Zf“K9+

1 _
— L ®y6)el, 92)
that are covariant form of x-transformations (54). To see
this explicitly note that in the flat non-relativistic space-
time we can choose t© = 1,7/ = 0, eZ = 8? and the k-
transformations given in (92) have explicit form

L\ O
805 = k%, 8,07 = — (%) (pi -+ mmy),

. 1
Sext = . (/cy/y’) (pj +mm;)
(I 1
-3 (K)/ 9_), et = — K04 (93)

@ Springer

(ky“) e’y (putmmy) {Zqa, X} .

that coincide with the transformations (54) which is a nice
consistency check.

In this section we performed Hamiltonian analysis of the
non-relativistic superparticle in Newton—Cartan background.
We derived general form of the Hamiltonian and fermionic
constraints. Then we studied their properties for special con-
figurations of background fields. It would be extremely inter-
esting to analyze this theory for general background. We
expect that the requirement of the existence of three first
class constraints, where one is Hamiltonian constraint while
remaining two constraints correspond to generators of x-
symmetry, will impose some restriction on the background
fields. We hope to return to this analysis in near future.
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